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Abstract

We study the quantum mechanics of BMN operators with two scalar impurities and
arbitrarily many traces, at one loop and all genus. We prove an operator identity which
partially elucidates the structure of this quantum mechanics, provides some support for
a conjectured formula for the free all genus two-point functions, and demonstrates that a
single O(g3) contact term arises in the Hamiltonian as a result of transforming from the
natural gauge theory basis to the string basis. We propose to identify the S-matrix of this

quantum mechanics with the S-matrix of string theory in the plane-wave background.
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1. Introduction

Recently there has been much interest in a particular limit of the AdS/CFT corre-
spondence in which the AdSs x S° background degenerates into a plane-wave and the free
string theory becomes exactly solvable [[83]. To reach this limit one focuses in the large
N limit of N/ =4 SU(N) super Yang-Mills theory on those operators with large R-charge
J but finite A — J, where A is the scaling dimension [[[[. When J is taken to be of order

V' N, many quantities of physical interest are believed to be effectively perturbative in the

parameters [[I],B,]
2 2
el J
\ = Y}/IQ ’ 92 =5 (1.1)

despite the fact that the 't Hooft coupling A = g2, is going to infinity in this limit.
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Recent efforts have successfully matched certain matrix elements of A — .J in the
gauge theory [[3[L3,[7], after a suitable basis transformation (to be discussed extensively
below), with matrix elements of the light-cone string field theory Hamiltonian [BH], to
first (or second) order in the string coupling and first order in A" [2I,2227]. It has been
emphasized in a number of papers that many interesting aspects of the gauge theory can be
studied via a simple quantum mechanical model [§,[3,18,B0,83: there is a space of states
(gauge theory operators), an inner product (the free gauge theory two-point function), and
a Hamiltonian (given by H = A — J in radial quantization).

In this note we study the simplest non-trivial version of this quantum mechanics [B(]:
that of BMN operators with two bosonic impurities that are orthogonal scalar fields, but
have arbitrarily many traces. Everything in the bulk of the paper applies at one loop (i.e.,
O()\)), although we comment on higher loops in the final section. It is intended that this
note can be read abstractly as a study of a particular quantum mechanics by those who are
not necessarily familiar with the gauge theory, string field theory, or the string bit model.
However, it is hoped that the results of this paper will serve to tie together these threads
a little bit.

Of particular importance in the quantum mechanics is the splitting-joining operator
Y (so-called because it can increase or decrease the number of traces by one) [§. It has
been conjectured that the free two-point functions of BMN operators (1]2),, at finite go
are related to those at go = 0 by the identity [[§]

(1872)g, = (112)g,=0, S =e”%. (1.2)

This formula has been confirmed by several calculations and refuted by none so far. If
it turns out to be incorrect, then the results of this paper remain true, albeit difficult to
interpret.

In light of (L), we identify S~'/2 as the transformation between the ‘gauge theory’
basis and the ‘string’ basis [R1]. That is, if |k) is a state which corresponds to a k-trace
operator, then we identify S~1/2|k) as a state with precisely k strings. Moreover if |k) is the
gauge theory operator which corresponds via the BMN dictionary at go = 0 to the string
state |k), then we identify [k) = S~1/2|k) at finite g. From the Hamiltonian H = A —.J in
the gauge theory basis we can construct the basis-transformed operator H=S1/2H8-1/ 2,

which we call the string Hamiltonian.



In this note we prove an identity (Lemma 1, below) satisfied by > which implies that
92 H = HTe92%, (1.3)

This ensures that the string Hamiltonian H is hermitian with respect to the inner product
(3). Obviously this is a basic requirement for identifying H with the Hamiltonian of
light-cone string field theory in the plane-wave background. Another consequence of the
identity is that while H in the gauge theory has manifestly no contact terms according to
Bd], the string Hamiltonian H has precisely one contact term at order g3 (to first order
in \') [B7]. The contact term is therefore an artifact of the change of basis. Finally, our
formalism allows an analytic proof of the fact that A — J is positive definite at one loop.
Of course, the supersymmetry algebra of the gauge theory requires this to be true, but it
is certainly not obvious from the form of the generators given below, so it is satisfying to
see that this can be proven analytically even after one has forgotten where the quantum
mechanics comes from.

We conclude the paper with a discussion of some puzzles that appear at higher loops,
and some comments on the S-matrix. In particular, we propose to identify the S-matrix
obtained from this quantum mechanics with the S-matrix of string theory in the plane

wave background.

2. Definition of the Quantum Mechanics

In this section we review the definition the quantum mechanics of BMN operators.
To this end we (1) explain the Hilbert space, (2) provide an inner product, and (3) define
some useful operators — in particular, the Hamiltonian. The reader may choose to think
of this as an abstract quantum mechanical model. However, some insight into its structure
is naturally gained by understanding precisely how these definitions arise from the gauge

theory, as will be explained in the next section.

2.1. Hilbert space

The Hilbert space is spanned by two kinds of basis vectors. The first kind is

k
|1, 703 1y ey The),s neZ, k>0, ro,r; €[0,1], To—i-ZTi:l, (2.1)
i=1
and the second kind is
k
51582315+ -, k)5 k>0, s1,89,7; €[0,1], 51+82+Z7‘z’=1- (2.2)
i=1

The order of the {r;} is not significant.



2.2. Inner product

We define the inner product ( | ) by

ro / i
(m, oy, - mn,ros 1, - oy Tk) = Oki0mn E H5 — Tr(i))s
TeSE i=1
(N, T3 71y oy T1]815 8271, .oy k) = 0, (2.3)
. Nearv an-
(s 85;m0, .o ry]815 82571, o, ) = Ogi0(sh — 82) E H5 —Tr())-
TeSE i=1

We will use the symbol 1 to denote the adjoint with respect to this inner product.

2.3. Splitting-joining operator

We now define a hermitian operator ¥ = ¥, + ¥_ which plays a central role. The
splitting operator ¥ is defined byﬂ

Yin,ro;re, .., TE) = 2720/ ds sin(mn*==)sin(rn)|ro — 83871, ..., k)
m2n 0
2 T0—Tk+1
(ro—Tpq1)3rppr  Sin° (=it
+/ dryq Z +1)" it 5 oo T T ThA 13T, - - Thtd),
0 M——o00 To T (m—nT)

r;
+Z/ Ar /T (re = Ty ) Tha [0, 703 T, - T = g1y T ),
— Jo

51
Yils1;82571, ., TE) = / Ari+1(51 = Tkt 1)\V/Tht1]S1 — Tht15 823715 - -« Tkt 1)
0

52
+ / dri+1(82 = Tkt 1)\/Tht1/513 52 — Tht 13715 - -« Tht1)
0

T
+ Z/ dT’k_H \/T’Z'(T’i — T’k_|_1)T'k+1‘Sl; 82311y e oy T — Thdly v o, Tk_|_1>,
— Jo

(2.6)
1" A technical comment: note that
(—1)"sin(mny) sin(rn(1 — y)) = — sin® (7ny) forn € Z. (2.4)
However, we have not used this identity to simplify the first line of ¥ because
(=" Sin(ﬂny)sin(ﬂn(l ) d SinQ(Zny) (25)
n n

disagree when n = 0. We will only use (B.4) when there is no such problem.
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and the joining operator is ¥_ = (3,). (The formula is presented in appendix C in order
to avoid cluttering the text too much). The nomenclature will become obvious in the next
section; for now one can note that ¥, (X_) increases (decreases) the number of ‘traces’ by
one. It will also become obvious, for example, why ¥, never takes a state of the second

type into a state of the first type.

2.4. Hamiltonian

The free Hamiltonian is defined to be
n2
Ho\n,ro;rl,...,rk>:T—2|n,r0;r1,...,rk), Hyls1; 82571, .. .,1%) = 0. (2.7)
0

It will prove convenient to introduce an operator ()g which is a square root of the free

Hamiltonian,
Q0|n,r0;r1,...,m):f—o|n,r0;r1,...,m), Qols1;82;71,...,7%) = 0. (2.8)
Clearly both Hy and ¢ are hermitian. The full Hamiltonian H is given by
H = Hy + g2V, V=H,+H_, (2.9)
where g5 is the coupling constant and H. are the interaction terms
Hy = Qo[Qo,X4]. (2.10)

Using the definitions above, it is easy to see that when acting on states of the first type,

H+|n,r0;r1,... k)
o msin2(mnre T7(")k+1)
= drk+1 E |y 70 — Tht 1571y e vy Tht1)s
(ro = Tk+1) n Tkt
0 m=—o0 + T0
H_|n,ro;71, ..., Tk)

P& msin? (mm—ro— )
:; _z_: V 7o ro-l—r)wz(m—n—m:gm‘) s O+ 14575 By )

(2.11)
while on states of the second type
Hy|sy;89;571,...,1%) =0,
o) 2
sin®(mm——) (2.12)
H_|s1;89;71,...,7T%) = — e M, 81+ 82371, ..., TL).
‘17 2,11, 7k:> m_z_oo WZ\/W ‘ 71+ 2,71, 7k:>



Note that Hy is not the adjoint of H_. Therefore V' (and hence the Hamiltonian H) is
not hermitian with respect to the inner product ( | ) defined in subsection 2.3. At this

point all we can say is that

V= QO[QO: E]? VT = [Ev QO]QO- (213>

Let us note that the expression given in (R.11]) differs from that of [B0] in the following
inconsequential ways: (1) their Hamiltonian has an additional factor of 472 (which can be
absorbed into '), (2) the expressions (B.I1]) have slightly different factors in the square
root, owing to a slightly different definition of the states (see next section), and (3) the
arguments of the sin® functions are slightly different, but equivalent (since m and n are
integers). Finally, we remark that the authors of [BJ] had no need for the expressions
(B-I12) because they focused on diagonalizing H within the subspace of the first kind of
state. Since acting with H will never produce states of the second type, it is consistent for

their purposes to completely disregard the second component of the Hilbert space.

3. Relation to Gauge Theory

Here we summarize the relation between the definitions in the previous section and
the BMN limit of the gauge theory. This section is provided for cultural enrichment; those
readers content to study the structure of the quantum mechanics for its own sake may

proceed to section 4.

3.1. Hilbert space

Recall that N' = 4 SU(N) super Yang-Mills theory has 6 real scalar fields ¢;. The
BMN operators can be constructed from three orthogonal complex combinations, which

can be taken to be

:%§(¢1-%i¢2), ¢’—-———(¢3-F2¢4) Z'ZZ———(¢5-FZ¢6) (3.1)

The state-operator identification is then

¢ =

g
N

27rinac/r0
Ty (¢Z 7" Z7 TN Tr(Z ) - Te(Z7),
vrort: (3.2)

Tr(<z>ZJ51)Tr(wZJ”)Tr(ZJl) . Tr(Z7%),

In, 10371, .« oy Tk H/ dx

|81; $2;T1, - -~,7”k>

where r; = J;/J. We will use O\, to denote the operator corresponding to the state |a).
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3.2. Inner product

The gauge theory inner product is related by the state-operator mapping to the two-
point function in the free (gym = 0) theory according to the formula

J—INJ—|—2

(011y(0)02y (2)) ] o = WQI%T

(3.3)

This formula may be viewed as the definition of (1]2),,.

The factor of J~! in (B-J) can be motivated by checking this relation in the go — 0
limit. For operators of the first type one gets a factor of J¥*1 (at large .J) from contracting
the fields, a factor of J~2 from converting the integrals in (B.J) to sums, and a factor of
J~* from converting k& Kronecker delta-functions to the continuous delta functions in the
first line of (R.3). For operators of the second type one gets a factor of J* from contracting

the Z fields and a factor of J=*~! from converting k 4+ 1 Kronecker delta-functions.

3.8. Splitting-joining operator

The inner product we defined in subsection 2.2 corresponds to the gauge theory inner
product (B-3) only at go = 0. The splitting-joining operator ¥ which we defined above
gives the first order go correction to the inner product according to the formula

- J-INT+2

<O‘1>(O>O|2>('x)>}free’o(g2) = Q2W<1|E|2>- (3.4)
Equivalently: matrix elements of ¥ may be computed in the gauge theory by calculating
free, planar contractions between k-trace and k + 1-trace BMN operators.

This operator 3 has appeared in at least three different but equivalent guises in the
plane wave literature:

(1) It encodes free, planar three-point functions of BMN operators [{,I3,17)].

(2) Tt is the permutation operator in the discretized string theory (bit model) [B,Lg.

(3) In light-cone string field theory, ¥ is the three-string vertex without prefactor [2,P].

3.4. Hamiltonian

The Hamiltonian of the quantum mechanical model corresponds in the gauge theory

to A — J, where A is the dilatation operator. At go = 0 it is known that
(A= D)|n,ro;r1, ..y r6) = 24/ 1+ Nn2/r3n, ro;ry, ..oy Tk, (3.5)
(A = J)|s1;82;71,...,7%) =0,

and the expressions given for H in section 2 encapsulate the one-loop (i.e. O()\')) contri-

bution to A — J. The interaction terms H, + H_ encode the first order (in g2) elements

of the one-loop anomalous dimension mixing matrix.
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4. The String Basis

In this section we investigate some properties of the quantum mechanics. Of

paramount importance is the relation
SH=H'S, §=e%9% (4.1)

to be proven below. Let us explain the significance of this result. We saw in section 2 that
the Hamiltonian H is not hermitian with respect to the inner product ( | ). However, this
is no cause for concern: while H is manifestly hermitian with respect to the gauge theory
inner product ( | )4, of (B-3), there is no reason for it to be hermitian with respect to ( | )
since the two inner products agree only at g = 0!

It is believed that the gauge theory inner product at finite go (defined by (B-3)) is
given by the simple formula

(1]2)g, = (1]5]2). (4.2)

The relation (f.]]) guarantees that H is hermitian with respect to ([.3). This provides a
consistency check on the conjecture that (f.3) is actually the correct gauge theory inner

product at finite gs.

4.1. Some identities

From the definition (R.I3) we immediately obtain the relations
[Ho, %] =V =VT,  [Qo,[Qo,Z)) =V +VT. (4.3)

Next we present

Lemma 1.

[27 [27 QO” =0. (44)

The lengthy proof of this result is given in appendix A. It would be interesting to un-
derstand the gauge theory origin of this lemma, which might be possible to derive as a
consequence of supersymmetry.
Some immediate consequences of Lemma 1 which follow directly from the definition
(R.13) include
Z,V+Vi=0, [5[ZV]=0 (4.5)



Next consider the formula
1 1
ABe = B[4, B+ i [A,[4, ] + 5 [4,[4, [4, Bl + (4.6)
which leads to

2
e 2> Hoe 2% = Hy + g A(VI = V) + %2)‘2 =, Vvi-v],
(4.7)

2
P,V e = gV 2w Y - V]

for an arbitrary parameter \. Remarkably, all higher order terms vanish as a consequence

of ((.5). Combining (f.7) gives
2
AEHe M = H— ga\(V = V1) + Z(A =22,V - V1], (4.8)

For A =1 we find
SHS™! = HT, (4.9)

thereby establishing the desired relation ([.1]).

4.2. Hamiltonian in the string basis
The basis which diagonalizes the inner product (f2) is
@) = S72|a). (4.10)

This basis has been identified as the basis of string states in the light-cone string field
theory: if |k) corresponds to an operator with precisely k traces, then S~/2|k) corresponds
to a state of precisely k strings.

It is convenient to define an operator H whose matrix elements in the gauge theory

basis are the same as the matrix elements of the Hamiltonian H in the string basis:
(alH|b)g, = (alH|b). (4.11)

We will call H the ‘string Hamiltonian’, since its matrix elements are related to matrix

elements of the light-cone string field theory Hamiltonian. Clearly, H is given by
H=48Y21g81/2 (4.12)
Setting A = 1 in (f£) leads to
ﬁ:Ho-i—%(V—i-VT)—i-g—g[E,V—VT]. (4.13)

Naturally, H is manifestly hermitian with respect to the inner product { | ). It is remarkable
that whereas the Hamiltonian in the gauge theory basis has no contact terms, the basis

transformation introduces a single O(g3) contact term.
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4.3. The ‘supercharge’

Remarkably, it is easy to see that the string Hamiltonian His a perfect square! In

particular,

H=Q'Q.  Q=Qu+T(Q03) =5 Qus". (1.14)

The order go term in (.13) works out due to (f.J), while the g3 term follows from (R.13)

and

(3, Qo[Qo, ] — [%, [¥, Qo] Qo] — 2[X, Qo][Qo, ] = 0, (4.15)

which is a consequence of (f.4). Note that it follows from Lemma 1 that

2, [, Q)] = o. (4.16)

Of course, the N' = 4 supersymmetry algebra requires that A — J is positive definite.
However, it is nice to see that this can be analytically proven from the expressions (R.11),
where this fact is not at all obvious.

One interesting open problem is to supersymmetrize this quantum mechanics by in-
cluding fermionic impurities, in which case the appropriate generalization of ) would
become an honest fermionic supercharge. It would be very interesting to see whether the
fermionic extension of this quantum mechanics proceeds as in the string bit model [[I§], or

whether the fermionic completion has a different flavor here.

4.4. The string field theory ‘prefactor’

Let us consider order g, matrix elements of H between two energy eigenstates —
actually, two eigenstates of Qo with eigenvalues \/E1,v/E2. From (f.13) and (E.3) we

immediately have
(11H12) = Z(1][Qo: [Q0, %] 2 (VE — VE)X(1[SP2). (4.17)

This formula equates matrix elements of the string field theory Hamiltonian H to three-
point functions (1|X]2) in the gauge theory, with a certain ‘prefactor’. In the earliest
literature on the subject, the prefactor was erroneously believed to be F; — Fy instead

f %(\/E_l — VE3)%2. It would be very interesting to understand the generalization of
this formula for more complicated processes, in particular those involving more than two

impurities.
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5. Discussion and Speculations
5.1. A puzzle at two loops

A study of the gauge theory at two-loops has recently been presented in [B3. The

results led the authors to the conjecture that the Hamiltonian is given to all loops by
Hen =2vV1+ NH (51)

(with firm calculational support only up to and including O(\'?)), where H on the right-
hand side is the one-loop Hamiltonian studied in the previous sections. The Hamiltonian

in the string basis would then be

ﬁfull = Sl/QI‘IfunS_l/2 =21+ )\/ITI. (5.2)

It is not hard to derive from this a formula for the order go contribution to the following

matrix element, to all orders in \:

<TL, ]-|I§full|m7 Y; 1-— y> . \/1 + )\/n2 - \/1 + /\/m2/y2

[ +0
(n,1|H|m,y;1 —y) IV (n2 —m2/y?) (92)

(5.3)

1
= [L= N0 +m?/y") + O(N?)| + O(gs).

On the other hand, this particular matrix element has also been studied extensively
on the string field theory side of the BMN correspondence. In [BJ] it was shown that to

all orders in \ perturbation theory,

<n71|Pa_11 orders in )\"m’y;l _y> — 1
<TL, 1|Pﬁ_rst order in A\’ |m’ Y L - y> \/1 + /\/n2 \/1 + /\/m2/y2 (54)

1
=1- EA’(nz +m?/y?) + O(N?).

The results (b.3) and (b.4)) disagree by a factor of 2 at two loops (where the calculations
of B3] are firm), and they disagree even more strongly at higher loops (where [B3] merely
conjectured). In particular, it is impossible to write down any function just of H that
reproduces the result (B-4) to all orders in \'. It is possible that this discrepancy involves
an unallowed exchange of the order of limits between gauge theory and string field theory.
This problem has manifested itself in [[[(], for example (where a “renormalization” by a
finite amount occurs below (2.14)), and in [27], regarding the issue of intermediate states
which do not conserve the number of impurities. It is an interesting open problem to
understand precisely which observables we might expect to be able to study perturbatively
on both sides of the duality.
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5.2. The S-matrix

What is it that we would most like to know about the quantum mechanics studied
in this paper; i.e. what is the ultimate goal of this course of research? We propose that
the goal should be to calculate the non-relativistic S-matrix obtained from this quantum
mechanics, which we identify with the S-matrix of string theory [B4] in the plane wave
background, after the appropriate basis transformation.E

Much of the literature on this subject has focused (quite successfully) on comparing
matrix elements of H to matrix elements of the Hamiltonian P~ of light-cone string field
theory in the plane wave background. The S-matrix proposal subsumes all of the support-
ing evidence (since it is a weaker proposal) and simultaneously satisfies the ardent skeptic
who points out that only the S-matrix is a good observable in string theory (as matrix
elements of the light-cone Hamiltonian are not coordinate invariant).

The authors of [B(] set out to find the spectrum of H (which is identical to the spectrum
of H ). This would of course be very useful to know, but this might be a very difficult task
in practice. The BMN correspondence suggests that H should be related somehow to the
Hamiltonian of an interacting string theory, which likely has an exceedingly complicated
spectrum! Indeed the authors of [B0] encountered technical difficulties at genus two due to
overlapping continuum states. However, one rarely studies string theory (or any quantum
field theory) by attempting to diagonalize the Hamiltonian. Instead, the goal is usually to
calculate the S-matrix.

Let us now recall some non-relativistic scattering theory. We write the string Hamil-
tonian as

. 2
H=Hy+W, W:g—;(v+vf)+9§2[2,v—vf]. (5.5)

Then the transition matrix 7'(z) can be obtained from the Born series

T(z) =W +WGo(2)W + WGo(2)WGo(2)W + - - -, (5.6)

2 Tt is important to note that in general an S-matrix depends on how one chooses to divide the
full Hamiltonian into a ‘free’ part and an ‘interacting’ part. In our case, the basis transformation
S1/2 does not commute with this division: the free and interacting parts of H are not respectively
the transforms of the free and interacting parts of H. Therefore the S-matrices obtained from H
and H are not unitarily related to each other (although it would be intriguing to see if there were

some other, more complicated relationship between them).
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where Go(z) = (z — Hp) ™! is the free propagator. As a function of the complex variable z,
the operator T'(z) should have poles at the bound states of H and branch cuts along the

continuous spectrum of H. The S-matrix is then given by
(115)12) = (1|1 — 27mid(Ey — E2)T(Eq + i€)|2), (5.7)
when Hyli) = E;li).

It is now possible (though technically complicated) to calculate the S-matrix to any
desired order in go. The divergences encountered in [B{] at genus two would also occur if
one tried to diagonalize the Hamiltonian of string theory in the plane wave background.
According to our proposal, they should be regulated with a +ie prescription (instead of a

principal value) and interpreted as the usual branch cuts one finds in transition amplitudes

when there is a continuum of intermediate scattering states.
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Appendix A. Proof of Lemma 1
By separating ¥ = X, + X_ and defining Py = [Qo, X+], we can express ([.4) as

three relations which must separately be satisfied:
1) [=.P]=0,
(2) [2—7 P—l—] + [24-7 P—] =0, (Al)
(3)  [Eq, Py =0.

Of course, (3) is is equivalent to the adjoint of (1) so it will suffice to check only the

relations (1) and (2). From the definitions in section 2 we have

. . B Tod sinQ(Wn%) o
+‘7’L,T0,T’1,...,Tk> - \/TO S 7r2n |TO S,S,T’l,...,T’k>
2 TO—Tk+1
(0 — Thg1)Th+1 sin® (mn——"+)
+/ dri+1 Z 417k . o me o = e T ),
0 i ro m2(m m—n=— )
P_|n,ro;71, .., Tk)

%) 2
[( ro—f—r sin®(mm—2— )
:Z Z : 7r2(m nrﬁjfr)|m,ro-l—m;m,...,m,...,rk)
1=1 m=—o0 70
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on states of type one and

Py|si;82571,...,7m8) =0,

sin?( (mm+2-) (A.3)
P_|s1582;71,...,Tk) = —V/81 + 52 :E: M, 81+ 82371, -+, k)

m2m

m=—0o0

on states of the second type. We now consider separately the relations (A7) on the two

kinds of states.

A.1. Relation (1) on states of the first type

Acting with X_ P_ on a state of type one gives

o0
Y_P_|n,ro;riy ... Ty = g E Aijmlm,ro+ri 7m0 %, B, TR)

i) m=—00
k .2
sin” (7mm ") (A4)

+ 7y
+Z Z o+ 74) 7r2(m nro_Jrn)

i=1 m=—o0 70

X ZZ rir(ry ) |myro s, R, R TR, T T,
75”7532

where the coefficient A is given by

Z i(ro +1i +1;)3r; Sin2(7rpr C‘:r ) sinz(wm%) (45)
Aijm _p__oo o m2(p — nro+rz)ﬂ_2(m_p%)2' )
Similarly, acting with P_>_ gives
o0
P_Y_|n,ro;ry,...,rg) = Z Z Bijm|m,ro+ri +1rir, T Ty TE)
X Fymeee (A.6)
+ 3 Z riry (T ) Po|n, ros i, B, Ry Ty T T,
J#l
with coefficient
Z (ro +74)2ri(ro + ¢ +1j)r; sin(wp—e_)  sin® (mmferre) n
Bum= 2 " Py — A iy (&
Let us first study the A;j,, and B;j, terms. If we define
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then we can combine A and B into the formula

1 T
Azm_Bzm:_ LJ
I / m \/rg(ro +ri+71;)

= in? 1 1
ro + r;)2sin? (wm —retri sin” (mpy) ( + ) )
(rot rsin* M) 2 G-ao— \p—a

p=—o00 p=b

(A.9)
X

The sum over p can be performed with the help of (B.4), and we find after much simplifi-

cation

Aiijym = Blijym = 5 — (A.10)

To

c 2 0
ri+ 1y [rirg(ro +ri ) ST (MMt
To m-—n

Notice that we have symmetrized in the ¢ and j indices. This step is allowed (indeed,
forced upon us) because of the manifest i +» j symmetry of the states these coefficients
multiply.

Now consider the second term in ([A.4) and the second term in ([A.f). It is easy to see
that they are essentially the same. However, the latter has an additional term when P_

acts on the last trace (r; + ), giving the term

1 > (ro+r;+mr)(r;+r)
+§Z TjTl(Tj-i-Tl) Z -

i m=Tee (A.11)
sin?(mm—"o )
X Tﬁtﬁﬁ; M, T + 75 F 75T, By, Ry, TR
w2 (m — n 2L - L)

This additional term is precisely the same as the one whose coefficient is given by ([A-I0)!

This completes the proof that
[X_, P_]n,ro;7r1,...,7%) = 0. (A.12)

A.2. Relation (1) on states of the second type

Acting with ¥ _ P_ on a state of type two gives something of the form

k 0o
Y_P_|s1;582;71, ..., Tk) = E E Cim|m, s1+ 82+ 15571, .0 %y o, Tg)

> sin®(mm
aTEm Y s (A13)
m
m=—0oQ
1
><§Z riri (i )My ST 4 S25 T, e Ry By T, T 1)
i#]
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with

°° Sin2(7rp ) Sinz(wmisﬁﬁ )
+ Fs2+7s
Cim = —/(s1+ 52 +1)3r; Y 7r2;1 52 W2<m_p§1+§z+’;i)2. (A.14)
p=—o00 s1+s2

Similarly, from P_¥_ we get an expression similar to ([A.13). The second term is identical,

but the first term has the coefficient

: 2 s : 2 s
sin®(rm—=32—) sin®(mm—"31—)
Dy = /(514 52 +13)ri | — 51 W;;';rsﬁm — 52 W;;;Sﬁ”
(0. @} P o S1 . So . 2 81+32 (A.15>
+(s1482) Y (P sin(mpg iy ) sin(mpg; f) sin(wm s, i)
R 5 P2~ pien)
Applying the formulas in appendix B leads eventually to
thereby establishing that
[(X_, P_]|s1;82;71,...,7k) = 0. (A.17)

A.3. Relation (2) on states of the second type

Since P, annihilates states of the second type, we have simply

Ss1+82 o
[E—,P+]|81;82;7°1,---,7‘k>=/ dricr Y Emlmisy+ 82— egp1ir, .o Tho)
0

m=—0oQ
> sin?(rm—21—) peaitse sin?(rm—2—)
S1+s2 S1+s2 o
I ds 5 |s1+ 82— 858571, ..., k).
m2m 0 m2m

+ (51 + 52)?
m=—oo

(A.18)
The second term vanishes because the summand is odd in m, and in the first term appears

the coefficient

> sin?(mp—-) sinz(ﬁpisﬁ”_”““)
Ep = (s1452)v/(s1+ 52 — Tha1)Ths1 ) ot St (AL19)
pemeo  TPT mAm—pmUETE)
Next we consider [¥4, P_||s1;$2;71,...,7%). Again there appears a term involving states

of the second kind which vanishes due to an odd summand. The remaining terms of the
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first type take the same form as in (A.1§), but with a much more complicated coefficient

oo

Foo = —\/(51 4 52 — 5 1)3741 Z

p=—00

S1 S1+82—Tk+1)
S1+582 S1+82

2 2 S1+82—Tk4+1\2
T m — p=—>=—
p & ( p s1+s2 )

sin? (7p ) sin®(7p

2 S1—Tk+1
sin (Wmisﬁsz_m“)

(A.20)

+ (81— rer1)V/ (51 + S2 = Thg1 )Pt — 0(s1 — rr+1)

sin? (mm 2Tkl )
+ —

+ (82 — Tk_|_1)\/(81 + S9 — rk+1)7’k+1 7:2177;2 Tk41 9(82 — T‘k+1).

We are attempting to show that
((E-, Pyl + [y, P-]) [s15 82571, ., 1) = 0. (A.21)

This requires F,, + F},, = 0, which can be written as

00 s1 S1+S82—Tk41

Z sinz(ﬁpsl+s2) SiIlZ(’/pr) {1 1 ] B 72(s1 + 82 — Thi1)
p(p — a) m(s1 + s2)° (A.22)

p p—a

p=—00

X [(31 — Thkt1) sinz(ﬁmﬁ)e(sl — Thy1) + (51 ¢ 32)] :

S1+89
S1+82—Tp41”

requires some explanation since the constraint 1 > y; +y2 > y1 > y2 > 0 in (B.6) is

where a = m This highly nontrivial identity is a consequence of (B.6), but
crucial. The integral in ([A.I8) splits into three regions. In each region a different choice
of y1 and ys is necessary in order to satisfy the constraint. Taking so > s; without loss of

generality, the appropriate choices are

S1 Tk+1
Th1 € [0,51] Y1 = STt 5 Y2 = 155
1+ 82 — Tk41 S1
Tk41 € [S1,52] ¢ Y1 = si+55 Y2 = 51+ 557 (A.23)
S1 1+ S2 — Tkp41
Tkt1 € [S2,81 + s2] : y1=81+82, Y2 = S1+ 59

After much simplification, we find in each case that (B.6) reproduces the right-hand side
of (2.
A.4. Relation (2) on states of the first type

When we act with [X_, Py|+ [¥4, P_] on a state of the first type we get many terms.

Let us first collect four terms 77, ..., T4 which are of the second type. From ¥_ P, we get

Vo [ :
T1:7r2n i dssinQ(ﬁn%); (1o — 8)V/Tilro — 8 + 713871, By oo+, TE)
= (A.24)
+ 5\Til|To — S$; 8+ T T, e By ey TE)
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and

T, — \/_/ sin®(mn-= z)

2n

(A.25)
X 5; Tt (T F15) |70 — 8585, e Ry B, T, T T,
Next from ( E+P_ — P> _) we get two terms which combine nicely into
\/m TO*‘“ sm2 (mm-) Sinz(wmr =)
m_z_:oo/ m{m = n%) (A.26)
X E—i_m—nm—”i [P0 + 75 — 858571y ooy Wiy ooy Th),
70
and from —P;Y_ we get an additional term which is exactly
T, =—T5. (A.27)

We can simplify T5 by using the sum (B.4) with a = 0, b = TLTO+T1 but we must

in the former

consider the cases s < rg and s > 7y separately, using y; = ro—i—r' Y2 = +

- +T , Y =1— -SH"Z- in the latter. After considerable simphﬁcation, we that

Zf/

+ (s — ri)sinz(wns;—on)e(s — 1)

and y; = 1—

TO+T1
(ro — s)smz(wn%)Q(ro —s)
(A.28)

[P0+ 70 — 85871, ooy Koy ooy T)-

After shifting the variable of integration in the second term it becomes manifest that
T3 = —T7. Adding up all of these terms therefore gives 71 + 1o + T3 + T, = 0!

It remains to collect the large number of terms of the first type which arise. After
several pages of algebra, these can be shown to all cancel using all of the various ingredients
used in the previous stages of the proof. We do not show all of the steps since the formulas

are exceedingly long and no new tricks are required.

Appendix B. Sums

Throughout this appendix, a, b, ¢ denote non-integer (though otherwise arbitrary com-

plex) numbers, and y € [0,1]. We start with the basic sum

> 2mimy

Y e = f(a,b,0) + f(b,c,) + f(eab),
o (m—a)(m —b)(m —c) o (B.1)
f( 7b7 ) (a_b)<a—c)
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which is easily evaluated by standard contour techniques (see for example [[0]). It follows

that
= sin®(mmy)
>0 s s = g(a.b.c) + g(b.c.a) + gle.a.b),
S (ma) sin(may) sin(ra(l — y)) 2
_ mese(ma) sin(may) sin(ma(l —y
seh o) = (a=Dla—0)

By taking appropriate limits of this result one can obtain a formula for the sum

Fy;a,b) = :Z_ (mSiila()ﬂ(-Zy_) 3 {ml_a + ml_ b] , (B.3)

which appears throughout appendix A. The expression for F(y;a,b) is rather lengthy so

we will not write it down, but a particularly useful special case is

72 sin(wby)

(a — b) sin(wb)

(B.4)

Flysa=n/y,b) = - M] ,

[2y cos(mb(1 —y)) Sn ()

valid when n is an integer.

Next, for 1 > y1 +y2 > y1 > y2 > 0 we obtain from (B.1]) the more complicated result

2. sin?(mmyy) sin? (mmys) B
m_z_:oo (m—a)(m—b)(m—c) h(a,b,c)+ h(b,c,a)+ h(c,a,b),

™ sin(mays)
4(a —b)(a —¢) sin(ma)

+ sin(wa(l — 2y1 + y2)) + sin(ma(2yy + y2 — 1))]

h(a,b,c) = (B.5)

[2 sin(ma(l — ys))

Finally, taking the appropriate limits of the preceding equation gives the remarkable iden-

tity

i sin?(mmyy) sin® (mmys) [1 N 1 } _ w2sin®(may;) sin® (rays)
m(m — a) m m-a|l a sin?(7a)

m=—0oo

72 sin(mays)

2 sin(wa) (yl + y2) COS(WCL(l - 2y1 - y2)) (BG)

— (y1 — y2) cos(ma(l — 2y; + y2)) — 2y cos(ma(y2 — 1)) |.
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Appendix C. More on X

Here we present the joining operator, which is the adjoint of (R.6):

Y _|n,ro;T1, ..y TE)

[e%s) : 2 0
(ro + 7;)3r; sin (7rmr0+n)
= E E m,Tr risT1,... iy ey
i=1 m=—o0 To 7T2(m—nm:(_)ri)2‘ oL i , k>

1
+ 52 Tt (P +75) |0 T T, e By By e TR T T,
£
Y8158,y TE) =

i (—1)™(s1 4 52)%/?

m2m?2

S1
S1+82

S2
S1+s82

sin(7mm )sin(mm )|m, s1 4+ s2571, ..., TR)

m=—0o0

k
+ E \/Ti|:81|31 +’I“1;;82;7°1,...,75<i,...,’l“k>+82|31;82+’I“1;;7°1,...,75<i,...,’l“k>j|
i=1

1
+ 3 E Tt (P +75) |0 T T, e By e By e TRy T T
1#]
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