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1. Introduction

String theory is one of the most fascinating subjects modkeoretical
physics ever developed. It unifies two fundamental concéps at first
sight do not fit together: gravity and quantum mechanics. Thékes it
‘the’ candidate for a theory of nature. While electromagnetveak and
strong interactions can be described by quantum field tbeaoi reasonable
accuracy, they fail in giving a proper description of grgvidn the other hand,
we can describe gravity at large distances by Einstein’s rgémelativity.
String theory crosses the barrier between these two diffeheories with a
seemingly simple and naive idea: Why not consider one-daioeal objects,
strings, as the basic constituents of nature instead of{ikeparticles?

But let us start with a short overview of the history of strihgory. String
theory in the way we view it today was not invented but rathscavered. At
the end of the 1960’s people were analyzing scattering amiels of hadronic
matter. String theory was proposed as a model for thesettitens. Scatter-
ing of relativistic strings seemed to match with the experal data. Unfortu-
nately, this turned out to be wrong. String theory just watsatnbe to describe,
for example, effects in deep inelastic hadron scattering. ddrrect descrip-
tion was instead an ordinary quantum field theory. Quantumrobdynamics
was born after the discovery of asymptotic freedom in 197& Jthength of
the strong interaction between two quarks, the constitugfittadronic matter,
decreases as they approach each other.

At around the same time, the discovery of an excitation thdtdravitation-
like interactions in the string spectrum triggered a newwi string theory
that is still valid today. Suddenly, it became a candidateaftheory unifying
the four fundamental forces. That strings have not been ebdeén nature
was explained by their size. The typical size of a string ishat @arder of
the Planck length, such that probing string theory direathuld need much
higher energy than provided by experiments. String thesrinite at high
energies, in contrast to ordinary quantum field theoriesat&ave the prob-
lem of infinities. A lot of interesting properties were diseoed after 1975. At
low energies corresponding to large distances, the gtent interactions
resemble exactly Einstein gravity, while they obtain caticets at short dis-
tances. This fits with the picture that general relativitydik®edown below the
Planck scale where quantum fluctuations are supposed totakeAlso su-
persymmetry, a symmetry that mixes bosons with fermions, feand to be



naturally included in string theory. Unfortunately, at $leatimes, there were
too many string theories, and there did not seem to be angipléfor which
one to choose.

Things changed after what is now called the first string retiafuin 1985.
Since then, we know that there are only five consistent theat quantum
level. All of them live in ten spacetime dimensions, theyeated type I, type
[IA and IIB, and the two heterotic string theories with gawgeupsSQ(32)
andEg x Eg. The problem with the extra dimensions was solved by compact-
ification. If the six extra dimensions are small enough, ddhe@order of the
Planck scale or below, we would never be able to detect theim auir ex-
perimental equipment. Supersymmetry was supposed to bekebat the
compactification scale, at the size of the internal space speak. The four-
dimensional space should be the flat space we see and thiggrytstrong
constraints on the geometry of the internal six-dimendispace.

The second superstring revolution in 1995 revealed two thiRgst, the
five string theories are dual to each other, related by cedaality transfor-
mations. In fact, they are perturbative expansions of onktla®m same theory
around different vacua. It is here, the famous M-theorymrttee game. How-
ever, despite the fact that we know it is there, not too mamgthare known
about it. Also, the second revolution introduced D-braii&égse solitonic ob-
jects had been known for some time but their importance toamodtring
theory was first realized then. Not only is their worldvoluothgamics gov-
erned by open strings attached to them, their existencesflor the idea that
our world might be bounded to such a brane, explaining, fangde, why
gravity couples so weakly to matter.

Today, string theory is such a broad field of research thatuery hard to
give a complete picture of the current research. Certaithiy,is not the right
place to give an introduction to string theory either. Theeegaeat books that
cover this subject [GSW87, Pol98, Joh03, Zwi04]. Also, trereesome useful
lecture notes available [Sza02, Moh03], just to mentionesom

The aim of this thesis is to give an introduction to the sulsjghtait are
covered in the publications [I] to [V], tensionless strireged supersymmetric
sigma models. This serves also as a motivation for our worthdmest of the
thesis, we mainly focus on going through parts of our worketad and pro-
viding some background information for a better understaindf our results.
The list of references is not exhaustive. For a more compltene refer to
the papers [I-V].

In particle physics massless particles play an importdat Mot only is the
photon, the carrier of the electromagnetic force, mas$laesparticles at very
high kinetic energies can be considered as approximatedgless. The equiv-
alent of the mass of a particle in string theory is the tenSiauf the string,
its mass per unit length. The tensionless string first apgeanen discussing



strings moving at the speed of light and is still very poomyglarstood. Similar

to massless particles, tensionless strings are believeavtotheir place in the
study of the high energy behavior of string theory. For exlampe can con-

sider a string that rotates with higher and higher angulamer@um. As the

angular momentum increases the energy gets localized étbherendpoints
of the string while its core becomes tensionless. The fad¢tthieatension is

zero turns the string basically into a collection of freelguimg particles —

it falls into pieces. However, these pieces are still coteteto each other
since the string is a continuous object even in the tensisrdase. Tension-
less strings have been studied for a long time, classicatlyquantized, with

and without supersymmetry.

Tensionless string theory exhibits a much larger spacetynemetry than
the tensionfull theory. The quantum theory differs dradlifictn flat space the
spectrum collapses to a common zero-mass level. Espe@altydnic states
that are usually unstable and have to be banned from thegathyggectrum
due to their negative mass squared, become massless arstahblesfor the
tensionless string. The quantum theory has either a top@bgpectrum or
for the case oD = 2 spacetime dimensions, the spacetime symmetry is re-
tained. There is no critical spacetime dimension for theitesss string and
the spectrum has a huge symmetry involving higher spin géietgs. The
tensionless string is supposed to be the unbroken phasengf teory where
all states are still considered on an equal footing and tiestks as the energy
decreasing giving rise to the different mass levels.

The tensionless string appears in various situations. Thieamdstring is
approximately tensionless in a highly curved backgrourttibappears in the
context of intersecting branes. In general quantizatiasdwt commute with
taking the tension to zero. In flat space, the common maskHegdts origin
in the fact that string theory only has a single energy st¢hatetension In the
tensionless limit there is no scale left. We show that tariess strings have
a natural place in the context of supergravity. We find a bemkgd for type
IIB string theory that we are able to interpret as the geoynsburced by a
tensionless string.

The relation between higher spin gauge theory and tensmsteags can
probably be easiest understood in the context of the AdSKOFESpondence.
If one looks at a hologram one sees a three dimensional pittat is stored
in a two dimensional area. In string theory this hologragiriociple in its
most famous version states that string theory in an AntiitterSpace has a
dual description in terms of a supersymmetric conformatifibbory on the
boundary of the space. This correspondence has been testesirae it has
been conjectured back in 1997 and lead to such amazingsesuthat cer-
tain sectors of the string theory are integrable modelsahatoe treated with
solid state physics methods, but at least to my knowledgeagooous proof is
known. It relates the string tension to the coupling cortstéithe gauge the-
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ory. Thus, the tensionless string corresponds to a vanigf@inge theory cou-
pling where higher spin gauge fields appear. Five dimenkartade Sitter is
part of a larger space where type 11B string theory is coapisAd S x . Un-
fortunately, string theory on this background is ratheficlift and not much
is known about the quantum theory. There are three known bbackds for
type 1IB supergravity that are maximally supersymmetricaffimeans they
preserve 32 supersymmetries. These are flat spat®,x S® and a very re-
cently discovered so-called plane wave background. Thirlahares a lot of
properties withAdS; x S but is considerably simpler. In fact, it can be de-
rived as a certain limit oAdS x . It turns out that closed string theory is
a solvable model on this spacetime, at least in light-conggaauge, where
only the physical degrees of freedom are taken into accobasibeen solved
and quantized. We analyze the closed tensionless typeriigjsh this plane
wave background and compare it to the tensile case with twio reaults. For
the first, as opposed to flat space, the quantum theory ishebkved and can
actually be derived as a limit of the tensile theory. This carnrbced back to
a scale provided by the background itself that survivesehsionless limit.
Secondly, the tension enters the solution only in comtomatvith this scale
parameter, which is actually related to the curvature ofsibece. Therefore,
our result has a dual description in terms of a tensile sirirghighly curved
plane wave background.

The way string theory determines its own target space gegiigatther in-
triguing. It was already mentioned in the context of comipiaetion, that for
consistency, the internal six-dimensional manifold hasd®f a certain type.
This type is determined by the fact, that we want to consider&imensional
space withN = 1 supersymmetry. If the internal space is to be Kahler, then
the only choice is Calabi-Yau. Even tough people were awhed there are
solutions that are not Kahler, these possibilities werenaosidered for a long
time. For a sigma model with supersymmetry on the worldsbéatstring,
that is the area the string sweeps out in the target manitdlddspacetime,
the geometry of its target space is determined by the diroaradithe world-
sheet and the amount of supersymmetry. For example the eséidif= (1,1)
supersymmetric sigma model admits twice this amount of isypemetry if
the target space is bi-hermitian. Although classified, m¢fa¢ cases that are
not Kahler were not considered to be of major importance. l\,aaew math-
ematical concept, generalized complex geometry, was fedirtklat unifies
complex and symplectic geometry. In fact, it smoothly iptdates between
them. It turned out to be the right framework to discuss thieriesting re-
lation between worldsheet supersymmetry and target spacengjry in. It
was found that a subset of these new geometries called dieedr&ahler
geometry is equal to the bi-hermitian geometry and morethagrit can be
completely described in terms of maniféét= (2,2) supersymmetry. Gen-
eralized Calabi-Yau is another subset and is consideredmpactifications



with fluxes. Finally, generalized complex geometry mighiegh mathemati-
cal explanation for mirror symmetry. It unifies the topoloajiA- and B-model
into a single model.

Based on the fact that generalized complex geometry isecblat the dis-
cussion of supersymmetry in the sigma model phase spac&omet®w gen-
eralized Kéhler geometry arises very naturally in the Hamian treatment
of the supersymmetric sigma model. We argue that from thsipgyoint of
view, the relation between bi-hermitian and generalizetl&&geometry is
established by the equivalence of the Hamiltonian and thedragan treat-
ment of the sigma model. We then go a step further and show hother
subset, called generalized Hyperkahler geometry is kla®l = (4,4) su-
persymmetry on the worldsheet in the same way. The sigma nuaaebe
generalized by introducing auxiliary fields. We argue howessymmetry in
such a case favors atarget geometry that is beyond gerserabimplex geom-
etry. The lack of a proper understanding of these geometragsfasts itself
in the absence of a proper mathematical notion. This leaveswsd to a very
simple toy-model. However, we are able to identify the rafew\geometrical
objects and show how generalized complex geometry is iedun this new
type of geometries.

We conclude with a summary of the publications included is thesis.

Paper |

In the first paper, we describe how tensionless strings ggegto background
solutions in IIB supergravity. Our starting point the gedmehat is sourced
by a macroscopic string which we then accelerate to the speéght. In
this limit, the string tension vanishes and the geometrpbess similar to a
gravitational shock wave.

Paper 11

We study the closed, tensionless IIB string in a maximallpesaymmetric
plane wave background. The solution is similar to the casepfvanishing
tension. Quantization of the tensionless string turns @it unproblematic,
as opposed to flat space. This can be traced back to the existBagparam-
eter related to the curvature of the background. We showtliigattensionless
string can be derived as a certain limit of the tensile stiintis background
and conclude that the limit commutes with quantization.

Paper 111

In the third paper, we discuss the condition for which a galimzdN = (1,1)
supersymmetric sigma model admits additional supersynwseWWe find that
the involved tensors naturally group together into objétét suggest an in-



terpretation beyond generalized complex geometry. Sinedaak a proper
understanding of this type of geometry, we are bound to alsihoy-model,
such that we only can identify the relevant geometric okjactd show how
generalized complex geometry is embedded in this desmnipti

Paper IV

We clarify the relation between generalized Kahler geoyreatid bi-hermitian
geometry from a sigma model of view. We show that generalizguler ge-
ometry is the condition foN = (2,2) supersymmetry in a phase space formu-
lation of the sigma model. The relation between generaliz&éoét geometry
and bi-hermitian geometry follows thus from the equivakentthe Hamilto-
nian and Lagrangian formulation of the sigma model. As aniegibn of our
results, we even discuss topological twists.

Paper V

In this paper, we study the condition fof = (4,4) supersymmetry in the
Hamilton formulation of the sigma model. We find the defimitiof gener-
alized hyperkahler geometry and define the twistor spachefjeneralized
complex structures.



2. String theory basics

This chapter provides an elementary overview of those aspédatring the-
ory that are needed to understand this thesis. We also ussmgwetunity to
introduce our conventions and notations. For a broadesdattion to string
theory, we again refer to a number of good textbobks [GSW8IBS; Zwi04].

The motion of a relativistic point particle with massn spacetime is gov-
erned by the action

San=m / dtv/—X2. 2.1)

Here,X(t) is the position of the particle at tinte The action is thus equal to
the length of the particle’s worldline. The action principédls us that clas-
sically, the particle chooses the shortest path betweenptimts. A string

is a one dimensional object moving in spacetime. We can deggmotion
as a two dimensional worldsheEtembedded in the spacetinv by maps

X :Z — M. The worldsheet has Minkowski signature with a time dirattio
and a spacial directioa, which we conveniently combine into a single coor-
dinate&?, a=0,1. We use both notations on an equal footing. Strings can be
open or closed making the worldsheet either a strip or adglinn this the-
sis, we mainly consider closed strings. Therefdre; R x S'. The compact
direction is the spacial one, such tlmt- o + 1. In analogy to the particle,
the string moves classically in such a way that it minimizesdrea it sweeps
out in spacetime. The action is equal to the world volume ofthag

SNGZT/ZdZN—_, (2.2)

This action is called the Nambu-Goto action of the bosoniogtThe factor
T is the string tension anglis the determinant ofap = 0aX* X" yy. This

is the pullback of the spacetime metric oltoFor the moment, we consider
a string inD-dimensional Minkowski space. The determinant is equal to

g=—X2X"24(X-X")2 (2.3)

We denote a derivative with respect toby a dot and ao-derivative by a
prime The conjugate moment, = T\/—ggaoaax,l derived from the action
are constrained:

P X" =0, P,PH + T%gd° = 0. (2.4)



These are the Virasoro constraints. Hag®, is the inverse ofja. There is
an equivalent way to write the string action that avoidsrigkhe square root
of the fields and incorporates the Virasoro constraints. dkes use of the
worldsheet metridy,, and is given by

T

This action was found by Brink, Deser, di Vecchia, Howe and Zwmi
[BDVH76, [DZ76] but is usually known as the Polyakov action
[Pol81a, Pol81b]. This action is a special case of a sigma irthde maps
one space into another, in this case the worldskegtto spacetime. The
way the worldsheet is embedded in spacetime does not depehdvo we
choose to parametrize it, the action is invariant undernapatrizations of
the worldsheet

S(a)XH = a®dXH, 3(a)h?® = a®d.h?® — g.a@hel), (2.6)

Here,A(@) — A3b_ Aba denotes symmetrization in the indiceandb. We de-
fine symmetrization and antisymmetrizatigki® = A% — AP3) without a fac-
tor. Local Weyl transformations generate an additional sytnyrof the world-
sheet. They are parametrized by scalar functions on the siwtt/A(o, 1)
and multiply the worldsheet metric by a factor while leaviinvariant

3(a)h? = A(a,1)h®. (2.7)

The field equation foh?® requires the two-dimensional energy momentum
tensor to vanish

1
Tab = (GaXH X" — Ehabhcdacx“adxvmw 20. (2.8)

This is a consequence of the reparametrization invariarté aan be used to
integrate out the worldsheet metric and obtain back the Nia@idito action,
since it tells us that the determinantdaf, is given by

g= %h(habgab)z. (2.9)

We can use reparametrization invariance and Weyl symmetighdose a
conformally flat worldsheet metriti,y, = nap. This choice is called the con-
formal gauge. Worldsheet light-cone coordinafes= 1 + o correspond to
left and right moving modes on the string. We denote the vabidet indices
by -+ and= in order to distinguish them from fermionic worldsheet el
+ and — which we introduce in the discussion of supersymmetry. bséh
coordinates, the string action becomes

S— %/d%mx“a_xvnw. (2.10)



This must be supplemented by requiring the energy momentausoté,, to
vanish. This is now a constrainlyy is traceless and in coordinatés, the
constraints are given b, ., = T__ = 0. Since the conjugate momenta are
Py= TanXV, we recover exactly the Virasoro constraihis2.4).

After choosing a conformally flat worldsheet metric there g8l
some gauge freedom left. We may choose light-cone cooefinat
X+ = %(XOiXDfl), X', I =1...D—2on the target space. The equation of
motion for X" are the wave equations

04 0_XH = (92 — 9?)XH = 0. (2.11)

The remaining symmetry is given by reparametrizations ofitbddsheet of
the form

T— fH(14+0)+fH(1-0),

o— fH(t+0)— ) (1-0),

h2® — (9, f(Ha_ ()12, (2.12)

Herein, f(*) and f (=) are arbitrary functions that leave the form of the metric
ha® = na invariant. After such a transformation, the new time cooatk sat-
isfies the one-dimensional wave equatid§ — 02) Thew = 0. Sincet andX™*

both satisfy the wave equation, we can use the remainingegltegdom to
relate them to each other by fixing

+
Xt(o,1)= p?r. (2.13)

The constanp™ is the conjugate momentum f&r". This gauge is called the
light-cone gauge and we see théat andX~ completely decouple from the
action.X™ can be determined by the Virasoro constraints which inlagirie
gauge read

PIXTHTXIX =0, 2p" X +T(X'X+X"X)=0.  (214)

One concludes that there are ollly- 2 physical bosonic degrees of freedom
of the string given by the transverse componétits

2.1 Non-linear sigma model

String theory is a special case of a non-linear sigma modegjeheral, such a
model embeds one space into another. It consists of a baséoldanhand a
target manifoldvl and a map

XH:Z 5 M (2.15)



that stands for the embedding. The case wheea two dimensional world-
sheet is very special, since it allows for conformal invace of the world-
sheet. Of course, there is no need for the target manifole titelb. It can be
a curved spacetime with metri8,, (X), but it can also be supported by a
two-form By, (X) and a scalar fielgp called the dilaton. Putting everything
together, we obtain the most general action for a bosoriiwgstr

whereR is the two-dimensional Ricci scalar far We see that we can obtain
(2.5) as a special case of it with a worldsheet periodic irsghacial direction
> = S' x R. The part involving the dilaton arises as a one loop effectlevh
the first two terms form the celebrated non-linear sigma rhédeonformal
gauge when the worldsheet metric is chosen to be conforrfiatiythe non-
linear sigma model action reads

Sism= :_ZL/dzfd%X’Jd:X"(GW(X)—|—BHV(X)). (2.17)

Metric andB-field can be conveniently combined into a single tersgr=
Guv + Byuv- The field strength foB, H = dB is explicitly given by

1
Huvp = > (Buv.p +Bupu+Bpuy)- (2.18)

Indices separated by a comma denote partial spacetimeatieesB,,, o =
0pByv. Itis important to stress that the action (2.17) does noeddmnB but

on its field strengtiH only. This is seen easiest by invoking Stokes theorem.
If we assume thak is the boundary of some three-dimensional worldsheet
33,3 = 933 and denote the pullback &onto the worldsheet by ¢*(B), we

find

Lo'® = [ o). (2.19)
z b2

The term involvingB respectiveH is called a Wess-Zumino term. It is indeed
possible to consider the more general case whénclosed but not exact.

The study of sigma models in general differs somewhat frondibeus-
sion of string theory. We regard (2]17) as a field theoryXér If we want to
discuss string theory, we have to make use of the Virasorstaint [2.8) as
well. From the field theory point of view, the Lagrangian folation and the
action principle is just one way to study the sigma model. #ajantly, we can
change to a phase space formulation and describe the wedbi@ynamics in
terms of a Hamiltonian.

In the phase space formulation, the base manifold has ondi@&nsion as
compared to the Lagrangian formulation. The phase space ofldsheet of

10



the two dimensional sigma model with spacial periodic baugaonditions
on the worldsheet can be identified with the cotangent bumdleM of the
loop spacd.M = {X : S' — M} [AS05]. The loop space consists of vector
fieldsX* (o) embedding the spacial direction of the worldsheet into tae-m
ifold. X" is periodic ino: XH(o + m) = XH (o). With this, points inT*LM
are given by pairgX*, 1,) wherer, is a section of the cotangent bundle at
X. When considering a string moving in spacetime, we can petréae its
current position and conjugate momentum by a such a(g#ifo), P, (0)).

Momentum and fields are conjugated by means of a two form ghertcal
symplectic structure

w= /Sl dodXH A 5P, (2.20)

It yields the Poisson bracket

53 53
{F,G} zfsldoF ( )G. (2.21)

5P, OXH  5XH 3Py

In phase space, we can consider generators for the symsnetrike world-
sheet. The generator oftranslations is given by

P(a) = — /dap,lax“, (2.22)

whered = d,;. It acts on the field via the Poisson bracket
o(a)XH = {XH,P(a)} =adX*, o(a)P,={Py,P(a)} =adP,. (2.23)

In the presence of a closed three farme Q3(M), the symplectic structure
is twisted in the following way:

iy :/Slda(cSX“/\éP“—kprdX“éX"/\6Xp). (2.24)

This is the case when the Wess-Zumino term (2.19) is presem¢iadtion of
the sigma model. It yields a twisted version of the Poiss@tket, denoted
by {F,G}4. Also,P(a) gets twisted appropriately. The details are part of the
appendix of [IV]. If not otherwise stated, we always assuhatH is the field
strength forB. The symplectic structure is invariant under transfornmetiof

the kind

XH — XH, Py — Py +BuydX”. (2.25)

This is a symmetry of the symplectic structureBfis a closed two-form,
B € Q?(M)q. If B is not closed, such a transformation twists the symplec-
tic structure bydB. This will be an important fact in the discussion of super-
symmetric sigma models and generalized complex geometrlyadptef 6. To
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describe dynamics, the phase space is accompanied by aicalpblamilto-
nian. It is the generator of time evolution. The Hamiltoniamresponding to
(2.17) withB = 0 is derived in by a Legendre transformation with respect to
the worldsheet coordinate= £°. With P, = G,,, X" we can rewrite the action

(Z2.17) in phase space
S = /.dth(PuX“ - %(P;,PVG“v + ax“axVGW)). (2.26)
The first part yields a presymplectic form, the so-called Litbe¥orm
o= / doP, XK, 2.27)

whose differential is the symplectic form = 60 (2.20). The second part is
the Hamiltonian

H(P.X) = %/da(PuPVG“" + OXHOX Gy ). (2.28)

The B-field can be included using th@-transformation[(2.25). The second
term in [2.17) can be obtained in two different ways. One carigom the
transformation on the presymplectic form (2.27), such that

Op = /do(Pu 1 BuydX”)SXH. (2.29)

This results in a twisting of the symplectic structure with = 6©g. Acting
with the inverse transformation on the Hamiltonian geresrgihe same term

Hg = %/da((Pu ~ BupOXP)GH(R, — Byo0X?) — 0%,0XH ). (2:30)

The difference is that in the first waf, denotes the physical momentum,
while for the second, it is the canonical momentumXdt. The physics de-
scribed by the Hamiltonian is the same as for the action 2Adnhsequently,
also here, onlH is important and noB. Assigning the contribution from the
B-field to the symplectic structure is thus the preferred chor his makes it
possible to also discuss twists with closed but not exaegtfiorms. We will
see later, that this is a crucial point in tNe= (1,1) supersymmetric version
of the sigma model. There, the twisted Hamiltonian contams@ditional,
purely fermionic piece proportional to the flttk= dB that cannot be removed
by aB-transformation of the forni (2.25).

Letus consider a vector field (X) and a one-form field,, (X) on the target
manifold M. We can associate the following current to it:

Jure(0) =UuH(X(0))Py(0) + &u(X(0))dXH (). (2.31)
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These types of currents play an important role in the disonssisymmetries
for a wide class of two dimensional sigma models and have begtied in
[ASO5]. We already saw that the current

Jp(0) = P,aXH (2.32)

yields the generator af-translations[(2.22). The Poisson bracket of two cur-
rents of the form[(2.31) has two parts

{Ju+¢(0), dvin (')} =
Jurévin(0)0(g—0a')+ %(u“r]u +wW¢,)d (o —0a'). (2.33)

The first part is this kind of current associated to the Coubaatket ofu+ &
andv+n

Uk E v = U L — L€ — 2l —iE). (2.38

Here,Ly- =d(iy-) +i,d- is the Lie derivative ang,é = ut&, is the contraction
of a vector field and a one-form. The Courant bracket reducteetordinary
Lie bracket when restricted to vector fielden T M.

2.2 Worldsheet supersymmetry

If we quantize string theory with the actidn (R.5), or everthia more general
background with[(Z2.16), the physical spectrum only corstdinsons. Since
nature contains also fermions and string theory is supptwsedentually de-
scribe fundamental physics, we must include fermions. A feayloing that

is to consider supersymmetry. Supersymmetry is the onlgiplesnon-trivial
extension of the Poincaré algebraPf is the generator for spacetime trans-
lations andM,,, generates Lorentz rotations then the spacetime symmetries
consistent with a relativistic quantum field theory are gatesl by

1
[Pu,P] =0, [Muy,Pp] = E”p[up\/]v
1
Muv,Mpg] = énp[qu]a —(p < 0). (2.35)

For example, the commutator of a translation and a rotaiantranslation.
To consider supersymmetry, we introduce a genef@tathat satisfies

where{, } is the anticommutator and* are matrices satisfying the Clifford
algebra

FHTY 4 TVIH = —2nHV1. (2.37)
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Supersymmetry can be introduced in various ways into sthiegry. We can
think of supersymmetry on the worldsheet, on the target folhior both and
we can vary the amount of supersymmetry. To make things,sleaconsider

a sigma model in flat Minkowski space and worldsheet supersstny. Super-
symmetry is a symmetry that relates bosons and fermior8.36) we see that
the anticommutator of two objects with half integer statsgives a bosonic
object which has integer spin. For worldsheet supersynymnet introduce
fields w§ = (Yt y") that behave as real, anticommuting two-dimensional
spinors on the worldsheet and transform as a vector undéraitentz group

of the target manifold:

Plyy = —y gl (2.38)

In our notation, worldsheet spinor indices are denotedrb,... = +, —.
We introduce two-dimensional Dirac matrices that satisgy/Clifford algebra
{y2,y*} = —2n21. With these preliminaries, we can write down the action

S— _%/dza@ax“aaxv - %uﬁ“yaaaw)nw, (2.39)

where = ¢/'y°. This action is a supersymmetric extensioriof (2.10). The su-
persymmetry transformations are parametrized by a conatditommuting
spinoreg

o(e)XH = eyH, ()Yt = —%iyaaax“e, (2.40)

where the contraction of spinor indices is implicit. The egsione* is

a shorthand notation fma(w)aﬂw;;. Indeed, this transformation relates the
bosonic fieldX* to the spinorg#. The equations of motion for the spinors
Y2d.* = 0 show thaty” are left and right moving components

. yH =0, o_yt =o. (2.41)

For our purposes, it is useful to go to a Dirac matrix free tiota To this end,
we define contraction of spinor indices according to thelefp-down-right’
rule and raise and lower them with the antisymmetric tensor

C.o=—C' =i,  Wh="PCh, (Y =C®yj. (242

With the Dirac matrices explicitly given by

VOZ(?;;)’ y1:<?(;>, (2.43)

we write out the second term in the supersymmetric actiomtb fi

1 .
=3 / 08 (00 XPOXY +i(@ha ¥ + who_gt) ) nw.  (2.44)
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The supersymmetry transformations leaving this actionriaméare

5()XH
o(e)y
3(e)y

Infinitesimal translations of the worldshegt — &2 4 a2 act on the fields as
SXH = aPgpXH. According to [2.36) the commutator of two supersymmetry
transformations gives a translation.

(e g +etyl)),
= —ig"d_XH,
= —igta, XM (2.45)

+':I'x: I

[0(€1),0(&2)]XH =2(g] &5 0y + &1 &5 I_)XH. (2.46)

Concerning the spinor fields, the corresponding relatiamly satisfied on-
shell, i.e. by imposing the equations of motiohs (2.41). Tais be amended
by introducing an auxiliary field. A particularly useful way implement su-
persymmetry is via superspace [GGRS83]. It incorporatestkxiliary field
and makes supersymmetry manifest. To this end, one intesdadditional
directions on the worldsheet. The number of these directi@pends on the
amount of supersymmetry. In the present case, the worltighertended by
two such direction®?, a = +, —. They are anticommuting

{69,601 =0 (2.47)

and usually called Grassmann coordinates. A supedi€lés a map from this
extended (super-)worldsheetnto the target manifold,

®(0,7,0%,07):5 = M. (2.48)

For each Grassmann direction, there is a generator of superstry. These
are odd differential operators

0
Q. 'aF +679,. (2.49)

Q.. generates a supersymmetry transformation sipte= —0d,. There are
two more independent odd differential operators that omededine:

_ 4 =+

They act like covariant derivatives fé¥ and satisfy the following algebraic
relations together witlQ..:

Q2 =-id D =id, {D+,Qi}=0. (2.51)
Geometrically, this means that “flat” superspace has torsio
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This formulation makes supersymmetry manifest, since thelevluper-
multiplet is described by a single superfigé and supersymmetry transfor-
mations are generated Iy, acting simply on®#. The worldsheet coordi-
nates transform as

O(e)EH = —i(eTQ 4+ Q)ET =—igtoT,
5(8)~ =—ig 0, 5(£)0* =¢*. (2.52)
The transformation of the superfiedat' is given by
O(e)PH = —i(e"Q, +& Q)PH (2.53)

To write down an action which incorporates the manifest ssypametry, we
notice that the transformation of any function of the folug®, D, ®,D_®)
under [Z.5DR) is a total derivative. Therefore, the action

S— %/dzfdzemq)“o_q:vnw (2.54)

is manifestly supersymmetric. The variationSainder [2.5R) is a total deriva-
tive and vanishes for a topologically trivial worldsheeteTction is a straight-
forward generalization of (2.10). Thd® integrals are Berezin integrals and
can be evaluated as

S= %/dzfdzeDmﬂD_qnvnw

— %/d% <D+D_(D+<D”D_<Dvl7uv))!ei:o- (2.55)

We define the components df* with the help of the covariant derivatives
Dy

XH = M|, Yt = (DLoH)), FH=(D,D_oH). (2.56)

The bardenotes, that we sé&"™ = 6~ = 0 in the expressionX# andFH* are
bosonic, whiley! are a worldsheet spinor. Integrating out the Grassmann
directions in the action yields its component form

S= %/dzf@#x"a_x"%—iwﬁa_wi+it,U“(L+Lp"—F“F")nuv. (2.57)

FH is an auxiliary field. It has algebraic equations of motié#, = 0, and
substituting them in the action recovers (2.39).

If one solves the equations of motion and tries to write dovaosistent
quantized theory, then one finds that the spectrum has toubeated in a
certain way. Interestingly enough, this truncation yiedgacetime supersym-
metry and therefore even spacetime fermions. However, weotipersue in
this direction. Instead, we turn directly to a discussiorsgpersymmetry in
spacetime.
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2.3 Spacetime supersymmetry

We introduce spacetime supersymmetry in the same way aslstadt su-
persymmetry by extending the target space to superspadkisiend, we in-
troduce a number of Grassmann coordinaé$ whereA = 1...N counts
the number of supersymmetries aads the (spacetime) spinor index. We
are only interested in the case where the target manifolenislimensional
Minkowski space. A spinor of the ten dimensional Lorenz gré@1,9) has
32 complex components. TI# x 32 dimensional Dirac matricesH satisfy
the ten-dimensional Clifford algebra

{TH vy =2nh1. (2.58)

Under supersymmetry, the coordinas¢sand 6* are transformed into each
other similar to the case of worldsheet supersymmetry j2.52

S(e)xH =ig"rHeA,
5(£)0” = €, 5()0" =&, (2.59)

whereg”? is a constant spinor. One may check that these transfomsagit-
isfy a supersymmetry algebra of the fofm (2.36). The simegersymmetric
extension of the actio (2.5) is given by

s=—3 [ e (VoRHTAL AN,
+ 2ie2%n 4, . XH (61T V 3,0 — 62TV 3,62)
—2sabnuv§1r“aaele_2rvab92). (2.60)
Here, 14 = 9.XH —iBArHd,6”. As in the discussion of worldsheet supersym-

metry, the contraction of spinor indices is implicit. Besscbeing supersym-
metric, the action has a local fermionic symmetry caktesymmetry

56" = 2irHMAY Nk, SXH = i6ATH50, (2.61)
wherek satisfies

1

Kla — beKé', K2a — Pinga Pab — 5

(M +e2/v/h).  (2.62)
In addition to [Z.611), the metric transforms
5(v/—hi®) = —16\/—h(P*k*3,8' 4 P*°k?3,62). (2.63)

The k-symmetry allows us to make the following gauge choice far th
fermions

rtef=o, (2.64)
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wherel* = %(roi 9). This is sometimes also called fermionic light-cone

gauge. We are only interested in type IIB string theory whiels two real
spacetime supersymmetries. We implement this by choosmigrsina-Weyl
spinors. The Majorana condition reduces the 32 complex coems to 32
real ones. The Weyl condition for the spinors is given withtletp of M1 =
ro.....re

oA = +oA, (2.65)

For type 1IB theories, both spinors have the same chiraligy] 116* = 62,
The Dirac matrices decompose into chiral and anti-chiralesgntationg*

andy*
u_ [ 0 ¥
r ( o0 ) (2.66)
The components are given by
V= (17,9, ==Ly (2.67)
with y* = (y¥)?F andy* = (y*) 5. We assume that
n (1 0
M= ( 0o 1 ) (2.68)

and thaty* andy* are real and symmetric. The positive chirality condition
reduces the number of component$4fto 16, given by

A eAa
oA = o ) A=12 a=1...16. (2.69)

In this notation, the conditions for the fermionic lightregauge become
yreA=o. (2.70)

Imposing fermionic lightcone gauge leaves us with 16 comepésin total.
The connection to worldsheet supersymmetry can be seen ifoltbeing
way: After going to lightcone gauge and fiximgsymmetry, the equations of
motion for the remaining degrees of freedom are given by

0,.0-X"=0, 0.,.06'=0, 0_6%=0. (2.71)

These are exactly the same as thoseXfory, from the action[(2.44) in the
previous section. However, we should mention that the exedation between
the two different pictures is not just established by reliailged”® into ... It
is a bit more involved since th@" transform as spacetime spinors whijleis
a spacetime vector and a worldsheet spinor.
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2.4 Low energy effective theory

When choosing a conformally flat worldsheet metric, we maeaf the Weyl
symmetry of the worldsheet and had to impose the Virasorstcaints by
hand. In left and right moving worldsheet coordinates,. = T_,, vanishes
due to the tracelessness of the energy momentum tensor.deoved space-
time, this is only true irD = 26. If we go beyond the classical level and con-
sider a quantum theory then the two-dimensional energy mame tensor
acquires an anomaly except for the case when the so-¢aifedctions of the
background field&,,,, B,y andg vanish. InD = 26 dimensions and to lowest
order in the string scale’ = 4nT ~1. The conditions for this are are given by

Bﬁv = a/(Ruv +20,0y0— HupavaG) =0,
Bl = a' (= DPHpuy +20P @Hppy) =0,
B?=a'(- 0%+ (0g)* - tH?) =0. (2.72)

All solutions to these equations yield consistent stringidgaounds. The most
remarkable feature of this set of equations is that they eaddnived as the
equations of motion for the background fieldsB and¢ from the spacetime
action (inD = 26 dimensions)

1 1
S— ﬁ/de\/—Ge‘2¢[R+4Du(pD“(p—§H2 . (2.73)

This action describes the interaction of massless mode® dfdkonic closed
string in the long-wavelength limit, hence it is the corr@sging low-energy
effective theory. Herek is the D-dimensional gravitational Newton’s con-
stant. For supersymmetric theories, this result gets neatjifhe analysis how-
ever goes through in the same way. All supergravity theatese [(2.73) as
part of the bosonic part of the action. Supersymmetric gtitieory, however,
requires aD = 10 dimensional target space. Finding consistent supergravit
backgrounds was a major activity in the 1990s that lead famgle to the dis-
covery of D-branes. In 1990, Dabholketr al. DGHRR90] found a solution
that was identified as the geometry of a heterotic supegstrin

ds® = A-%/4[—dt? 4 (dx1)?] + A4 (dX' )2,
Boi— e — Al A—14- 2 2.74

01 e2 ’ + 3r67 ( )
whereQ is theB-charge carried by the string amtd= (x?,...,x%) are the di-
rections transverse to the string with= x'x,. The solution becomes singular
atr = 0 and does not satisfy the equations of motion at these pdintspre-
cisely this singularity that was interpreted as a macroscogterotic string.
Later, after the discovery of S-duality, this solution wasoadentified as the
geometry of a type | string [Dab95, Hul95]. S-duality rekatee weakly cou-
pled sector of one string theory to the strongly coupledaseat another, in
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this particular case, it relates the heterotic string totytpe | string. In chap-
ter[4 we will see that the fundamental string and the D1-bdri#B theory,
which is also known as the D-string, yield similar solutions
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3. Tensionless String Theory in a
Plane Wave Background

In this chapter we study the tensionless closed string omtrémally super-
symmetric plane wave. This background to type |IB supergyavas found
by Blau et.al. [BEOHPO02a] as the ten dimensional equivalerd family

of 11d supergravity solutions called Kowalski-Glikman spa [KG84]. It

is supported by a constant selfdual five form that is direothated to the
curvature of the spacetime It has parallel and planar way&dr Therefore,
this background is sometimes also called a pp-wave. It isafrtbe three
known maximally supersymmetric background for type 11B etgpavity and
is related to the other two. It is a Penrose limitAdS x S on one side
[BEOHPO2b| BEOP(2] and becomes flat space in the limit whefldix van-

ishes.

The AdS/CFT correspondence originally conjectured by Madda
[Mal98] and later clarified in [[Wit98, GKP98] underlies thesgire to
understand string theory iAdS x . The plane wave is a step in this
direction. Metsaev and Tseytlin showed that closed stringory in
light=cone gauge in this background is an integrable model provided
its solution classically and at the quantum level [Mét02, MIT0The
AdS/CFT correspondence reduces to the BMN correspondertagehw
relates certain parts of the string spectrum to planar dragron the
gauge theory side_[BMNOZ, Ple04]. This correspondence isasostrict
as the AdS/CFT correspondence but it holds at least to fidgran the
expansion ofAdS; x S over the plane wave [PR0D2,703]. In AdS x S
the tensionless string is supposed to be related to highergsmuge theory
[Vas99, [ HMSO00, Sun01, SSO02, Bon03, LZ04, Sav04, ES05]. Parhisf t
relation should survive the limit to the plane wave. In [llewstudy the
tensionless closed string in light=cone gauge on the plaaewackground
and find that it can be obtained as a well-behaved limit of #mults of
[MTO2]. This behavior is traced back to the existence of a bemkgd scale
which is related to the flux and allows for a reinterpretatidrour results
as the ordinary, tensile string moving in an infinitely cuvelane wave
background in accordance to [dVGN95].

This chapter proceeds in the following way. It starts out waitbhort intro-
duction to the tensionless string and issues in flat spacéh®@epresent how
the plane wave is obtained froAdS x S and review the solution of closed

21



string theory in this background before turning to the tenksss limit of this
theory. We conclude this chapter with some remarks on the meneral sit-
uation of a homogenous plane wave background.

3.1 Tensionless strings in flat space

The classical tensionless string was first mentioned_in [Zctvhen strings
that move with the speed of light turned out to have zero tensihis makes
it a candidate for the description of the high-energy bebrawi string theory
[GM8T7]. Here, we follow the lines of [KL86, ILST94] where the skical
and quantized bosonic tensionless string in flat space wisoeisked. The
tensionless superstring has been studied in [BNRA89, L ST91].

The action for a point particle is given Hy (2.1). By introdugian auxiliary
field e, an einbein, the action can be brought into the form

Spartp :/dt<eX2+e‘1n12). (3.1)

As long asm =# O, it is possible to gauge awagusing its (algebraic) field
equations and rewrite the action in the first form. On the otlaed, the mass-
less particle action is obtained by taking— 0. The equivalent of_ (3]1) in
string theory is the Polyakov action (2.5). To understand tmtake the limit
T — 0, we have to understand how the Nambu-Goto and the Polyakimnac
are related to each other. The Nambu-Goto action was giv&ha: (

S=T /dzf\/—_, (3.2)

whereg was the determinant @y = daX* X" 1,y The conjugate momenta

to XH areP, = & = T,/=gd’’X, whereg? is the inverse ofja. The mo-

menta are constrained by the Virasoro constralnis (2.4)
P2+ T%gg?=P.-X' =0. (3.3)

The Hamiltonian is given by these constraints, since the maabHamilto-
nian vanishes due to the diffeomorphism invariance of thddsbeet. If we
introduceA andp as Lagrange multiplies for the constraints then we can write
down the phase space action corresponding to the Nambua@titom

Ss=3 [PE(RI - ARPH+T0d) —pRXY). (3.4

The momenta can be integrated out using their (algebrai@) égqlations.
This yields the configuration space action

Scs= % /dzf <(X“X" — 20XHX" + p2XHXV) Ny — 4A 2ngg°°).
(3.5)
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. . . -1 p
b_
This is the Polyakov actioi (2.5) witt® = ( o 4222 )
T

oy = =5 / A& VNP0, XHpX " M. (3.6)

The constraints (313) are, of course, the Virasoro consgradn the other
hand, we can take the limit — O in the configuration space action. This limit
is not covered by the Polyakov action sirt®® becomed degenerate. Instead
we can introduce a contravariant vector dengity= T;A(l, p) and obtain the
action for the tensionless string:

Sr_o= —% / REVAPIXHAXH . (3.7)
This action has a reparametrization symmetry
O(a)XH = ald xXH,
5(aVe = —VPoa? + adpV?3 + La,alVv? (3.8)

for a small parametex. It allows to gauge away one of the componentg &f
A particularly useful gauge is the transverse gaude-= (v,0) in which the
action takes the form

V2 Lo
Sr-og =~ | FEXIX . (3.9)

Apart from thedo integral, this action looks like the action of a massless
particle. As in the tensile case, the actibn [3.9) is stil campletely gauge
fixed. The residual symmetry that is left is

ot = f'(o)t+9(0), do0 = f(0o). (3.10)
Here, f andg are arbitrary functions ob. Again, this allows us to go to
light=cone coordinateX* = %(XOiXD‘l), X', I =1...D-2 and fix

light=cone gauge by choosing" = ‘\’/—zr. The light=cone action of the ten-
sionless string in flat space is given by

2 .
Sc= VE/dZEX'X'. (3.11)

We may compare this action {0 (2110). Taking the tensiorigssamounts to
replacingT by v? and putting allo-derivatives to zero. This rule of thumb can
be stated more exactly. In order to take the limit> 0, we split the tension
according toT = Av?, whereA is a dimensionless parameter to be taken to
zero andv has the dimension of energy. Introducing a new worldshewt ti

t =1/A, the action[(Z2.10) becomes

2 . .
Sc— VE/dtda(x'x' — XX, (3.12)
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Clearly,A — 0 amounts in[(3.72) becoming_(3]11). The original worldsheet
parametrized by and t is now a null surface. The classical equations of
motion obtained from the gauge fixed actibn (3.11) are

X'=o. (3.13)
By fixing the transverse gauge, the equations of motioriVfobbecome the
constraint equations

" + . . +
x'x' —2P_x-_o xix! _ P

)—
7 , ZX =0 (3.14)

These are the equivalent of the Virasoro constraints (2Aléh for the ten-
sionless string, the physical degrees of freedom are thevesise components
X!. At each value otr, X' is a solution to[(3.23). The string literally splits into
infinitely many massless particles whose motion is regii¢d be transverse
to the string.

The action[(3.7) has a global conformal spacetime symmeitgtdlions
are given by the scale transformation

S(A)XH = AXH, S(AW3=—AV2, (3.15)

and the conformal boost, or special conformal transforomatias the form

S(b)XH = (byXV)XH — %Xzb“, 5(b)Va= —(b,X")V&  (3.16)
There is no critical dimension for a consistent quantum théorflat space
[LRSS86]. However, the conformal symmetry survives quaititin only in
D = 2 spacetime dimensions. In any other dimension, the confleailgabra
acquires an anomalous term which provides a selection oulthé physical
states: The spectrum is hugely restricted and becomes tpaldILS92,
GLS"95,[Sal95]. This strengthens the view of the tensionlessgstis the
unbroken, topological phase of string theory.

The vacuum state of the tensionless theory differs from thsile case.
It has more the form of a particle vacuum than a string vaculomobtain
the quantum theory, we can proceed and introduce canorboaincitation
relations

(X!'(01),PY(02)] =i6"8(01 — 02), X, pt] = —i. (3.17)

We saw thatx'(g) is a collection of infinitely many degrees of freedom
parametrized byo. Therefore, the quantum theory has to be modified
[ILST94] by regularizing theéd-function. As long as there is little tension left,
we would introduce left and right movers

a,L:\/p—I”T_im/M, arL:\/p—I”T+inﬁ>¢, n#0,  (3.18)
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wherex!, andp}, are the Fourier modes &f and their conjugate momenia.
We would then define the vacuum state by the requirementdtzatriihilated
by the positive frequency modes

a;'|0), = a3'|0), =0, n=1,2,.... (3.19)
In the limit T — O, this implies
Ph|0)o = PLn|0)y = 0. (3.20)

From [3.19) we read off that also tkgannihilate the vacuum stajt@>0 for all
valuesn # 0. This is inconsistent with the commutation relations (B.THe
most natural possibility is therefore to choose a trarmfaitivariant vacuum
state for tensionless string

P'|0), =0, (3.21)

while keepingx'|0), unspecified.

3.2 Plane wave geometry fromas x &

Here, we show how the plane wave geometry arises as a Peimusef
AdS x 2. In any neighborhood of a null geodesic it is possible to s@oo
coordinates in which the line element takes the special form

ds? = dx"dx +-a(dx")Z+kdx dx + fydx dx’, (3.22)

This observation goes back to Penrose [Pen72] and is truagasxhe neigh-
borhood does not contain intersections of neighboring gsiad. The coordi-
natesxt while x~ parametrize a particle traveling along the geodesic while
are coordinates transverse to it. Recently, this limit wasreded to include the
supergravity fields in ten and 11 dimensions [GUe00]. Fotyhe IIB super-
gravity backgroundd$S x S, this is the (constant) dilatapand the self-dual
five form field strengthFs. The line element oAdS; x S is a combination of
the part coming fromAdSand from the five spherés® = ds3 s+ ds&. The
radii of both subspaces are equal. Anti-de Sitter space ledded inR%* as
the hypersurface

Xg— X2 — X5 — X5 — X5 +x& = R2. (3.23)

There are a number of appropriate coordinates to paraméttidspace. We
use so-called global coordinates

X0 = Rcosh(p) sin(t), xs = Rcosh(p) cogt),
X = Rsinh(p)w, | =1,234 (3.24)
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The coordinatesy parametrize the unit three spheog = 1. In these coordi-
nates, the line element éfd Sspace is given by

03— R| — dt?cosif(p) + dp?+ sint?(p)d0f|.  (3.25)
It is obtained by substituting (3.24) into the line elemehR3*
ds5 4 = —adxg — x5 + dx; dx (3.26)
Analogously, we embed the five-sphere into flat six-dimemsispaceR® by
X+ X+ X5+ X5+ X5+ X =R (3.27)
and choose coordinates
X0 = Rcog0)sin(y), xs = Rcogq0)coqY),
x = Rsin(0)w?, | =1,2,3,4. (3.28)
Again, o parametrize the remaining unit three sphere. The metri€f
ds%, = R2 [dwz co(6) +do%+ sinz(e)dcz;?] . (3.29)
The five form field strengths is given by
Fs = %(dVoI (AdS) + dVol (S°)). (3.30)

The plane wave geometry is obtained by considering a pattiele moves
along they direction of S and is located at the origin in th@andp direc-
tions p = 8 = 0. The Penrose limit zooms into the region near the particle’s
trajectory [BEFOPOR]. To this end, we introduce new coortksa
1 - r y

X“=3t+y), X =-R{t-y), p=g5 6=5
and blow up the radius of th®, R — . In this limit, w together withr
parametrize pointsin R*. The same is true for = (y, «f). With the identifi-
cationx = (r,y) the metric becomes

ds? = 2axt dx™ — x2dx ™2 4-dx'dx'. (3.32)

(3.31)

The indexl runs over the transverse coordinates8 and the five form be-
comes proportional to a constant
f
Fs.+1234= Fs5; 5678 = > (3.33)
All other components vanish. The rescalinig— x~ /f andxt — fx* brings
the plane wave metric to the form
ds? = 2adx dx™ — F2x2dx 2+ dx'dx'. (3.34)

This particular combination of the metric afg is a maximally supersym-
metric type 1IB background [BEOHPOR2a].
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3.3 String theory in plane wave geometry

The action for type 1IB string theory in the plane wave backmbwas found
in [Met02]. Metsaev and Tseytlin studied and quantized theed string solu-
tion in the Green-Schwarz formulatidn [MT02]. The action foe superstring
in fermionic light=cone gaugg" 6" = 0 is given by

S— —}/dzf T\/—_hhab(ZOaX+0bX‘ — £2X X, 32X X + 3aX! ApX!
+ 20X (67 0p0" + 627 0h62 — 20X 01y nez)
— 2ig®g X+ (91;7*ab91 - 62;77%62)) (3.35)
0” are Majorana-Weyl spinors as in sectionl 2.3. The action iethavalent

of (2.60) for the plane wave background. The term Witis a reminiscent of
terms that involvé=. M andr’ satlsfyl'l2 M2 =1 and are given by

N%% = (V'V*v*v") %, "= (YY) (3.36)

It is useful to choose a conformally flat worldsheet metrid agse the remain-
ing reparametrization invariance on the worldsheet to fjticone gauge in
spacetime wittK* = p*1/T. In this gauge, the action reduces drastically

_T 2 | | Iy|
S_CG_E/d f(@x a_X' — mX'X

P a1 P 1=
+2—(6'V 0,,6"— 6%y - 62)—4im?61y‘ﬂ62>. (3.37)

For convenience, we introduce the dimensionless parammetep™ f /T. Af-
ter choosing the conformally flat worldsheet metric, thea®oro constraints
have to be imposed by hand. In light=cone gauge, they read

ptX 7 +ipT(0y 050 + 6%y 0,0%) + TX'X" =0,
2pt X~ +2ip*(61y 6 + 6%y 67) — 4imp' Bty M6?
—mPTXX + TX'X' +TX'X" =0. (3.38)

They can be used to derive, which does not enter the action any more. The
equations of motion for the transverse coordinates are

0, 0-X'+m?X' =0,
9,01 —mne? =0, 0_6?+mret =o. (3.39)
The solution with closed string boundary conditiofigo + 1) = X' (o) is

1 .
X!'(o,1) = cogmr)x, + = sin(mt) Py

+i ; i{agle—i(mqr—Zna)_|_ar$|e—i(mqr+2na)}’
n#0
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6%(o,1) = cogmr) 6} + sin(mr)M o2
+ Z Cn{er:]Lefi(amona) + “—Iescqqr;Znefi(aerZna)}’ (3.40)
n#0

and similar for62. The frequenciesy, and the coefficients, are given by

wh = sign(n)y/m2 +4n2 and ¢, = —21—— (3.41)

l+( cmn;Zn)Z'

The canonical momenta fo¢ and6” are
P =TX', = —ip" (6%y )a. (3.42)

The equal time Poisson brackets ¥, P!, 6* and g, yield the brackets for
the oscillators

o)
{Phx} =0, {al,af} = a0 %",
{6, 6% o = ﬁwﬁ%n‘SAB’ AB=1.2 (3.43)

The D indicates the Poisson-Dirac bracket which has to be usedhfor
fermionic oscillators [[Dir50]. The light=cone Hamiltonidior the closed
string, written in terms of the oscillators, is

1 1 . _
Hec = Ep%+ EszxS+2|mp+9§y‘l'I6§

+ 3 (Taf:]a,’f' L ptandA v e,ﬁ). (3.44)
n£0A=1,2
Upon integration, the first of the Virasoro constraints 83.8an be written in
terms of number operators

Nt =N? NA=S n(la’j‘naﬁ' + p*@f\n;?e,’ﬁ). (3.45)
n#0 Gh
To quantize the theory, we follow the canonical quantizafioocedure and
replace the Poisson brackets by equal time commutatiotiae$apromoting
the Fourier modes in the expansion of the fiel[ds (3.40) toaipes. For our
purpose, it is useful to introduce new, dimensionless @eand annihilation
operatorsfon=1,2,...

b=\ m). = (i)

+ _ + )
=\ (@-i6). M= T (@+ied).

Ny =+/2p* 6y, e =+/2pt 64, (3.46)
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The Poisson brackets (3143) yield the commutation and antircutation re-
lations

[aIO a—fo] _ 5IJ [aﬁ;l —BJ] 5m 5IJ5AB
(n§.nby= *“f* {nhe,nBk} = *“Bam 5% (3.47)

The (normal ordered) light-cone Hamiltonian of the quantheoty in these
new oscillators reads

Hic = m(4+ ey + ahay + 2noy Mno)

+ 3 on(a'ay +aay +nyy ny+niy ng). (3.48)
n=1

The term4+ ey comes from the normal ordering aggldepends on the choice
of the fermionic vacuum. The Virasoro constraint (3.45) lmees a level
matching for the physical states

(N'=N?)|phyg =0,  NA=S n(@'ay' +npy np). (349
n=1

The question is which are the physical states. The light-carailtbnian can
be rewritten making the ground state energy term explicit

Hic=Eo+ Z wh(@' & +nly ne),
= m(ahah + 2Moy Mno + ev). (3.50)

Since the vacuum state is a direct product of the bosonic ladermionic
vacuum, it obeys

ao|0) =0, a'|0) =0, nal0)=0, n=1,2,... (3.51)

for the bosonic part and the higher order fermionic modes.\ideto choose
the fermionic zero-mode vacuum can be found by introducingjepted
fermionic zero modes

N = 5(1£Mno. (3.52)

It turns out that there are exactly four different possiliieices:

n=|0) =0, Eo =4,
n+|0) =0, Eo =4,
n:+]0) =n_|0) =0, Eo=8,
n.|0) =n_|0) =0, Eo=0. (3.53)
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While the first two choices preserve tB€(8) symmetry, they break the su-
persymmetry of the light cone Hamiltonian. The situationicewersa for the
latter two: They brealSQ(8) — SQ4) x SO(4), but preserve supersymme-
try. Metsaev and Tseytlin also showed how the spectrum afstailt out of
these vacua by acting with the raising and lowering opesaf®46) can be
interpreted in terms of supergravity fields in the plane waaekground.

3.4 The tensionless superstring in a maximally
supersymmetric plane wave background

The action for the tensionless string can be derived flombjj3r8 the way
discussed in sectidn 3.1. The rigorous derivation is present[ll]. Here, we
start directly from the action in light=cone gauge (3.37) aise the shortcut.
To this end, we split the tension info= Av2 with A being a dimensionless
parameter to be taken to zero and introduce the new worltsiheet = 1.
In addition, we keep the combinatign= Am = p*f/V? fixed. The action
becomes

S = g/dadt@tx'dtx' —A20,X 9pX! — 12X
p+
2

+
+2i5 (67 (8 —A%05)6" — 677 (& —A%066%) - 4iu5—91)7‘ﬂ92)-

2
(3.54)
The tensionless limit correspondingAo— 0 does not present any difficulty

and results in discarding the-derivatives. The result is the light=cone action
for the tensionless string

Seo— 2 [ dot (XX - e/’
p+
2

P P’
v 2

+2i (elv-él—ezy—éz)—4iuv—ely-n92>, (3.55)

the dotindicating the derivative with respecttoSince

Xt = 1= ?t, (3.56)
pt is still the conjugate momentum f&". The action is accompanied by the
Virasoro constraints

prX ' +ipt(8'y 8,61+ 6%y 0,6%) =0
2p" X~ +2ip* (6%y 6+ 6%y 62) — 4imp* 6ty M6?
—pAAXIX XX =0, (3.57)
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The equations of motion fox! and6” are
)'(l _|_u2xl — 0’
o' — une*=o, 6%+ punet=o. (3.58)

We see that — as expected X¥ behaves as a collection of particles with
massu enumerated by. For closed string boundary conditions, the equations
of motion are solved by

>ma0:wwm%+i%wmm%

+ . s|gn(n {al' —i(sign(n) ut— 2n0)+5,2le (SIgn(n)[JtJand)}
n

85(o,t) = cos(ut)eo +sin(ut)Ne?

_{_i z {91 —i(sign(n)ut— 2na)_|_||—|928|gn(n) i(sign(n )ut+2n0)}’ (3.59)
\/znyéo

and similar for8?. The Poisson brackets and the light=cone Hamiltonian fol-
low in the same way as in the tensile theory. In order to gaaritie tension-
less string, we can make use of the fact that the solutionslaeky similar

to the tensile casé (3.40). It can be derived as a limit of diterd as opposed
to the case in flat space. We then show that this limit survipesntization.

In fact, the quantized tensionless string is the very sami bf the tensile
quantum string. To this end, we make use of the definitionssee to obtain
the tensionless action

T=AV%, U=Am, T=At, (3.60)

and accompany them withy, = A aw, = sign(n)/ 42 +4A2n2, whereay, are
the frequencies entering the tensile solution (3.41). gthgythese definitions

into (3.40) yields
X} (0,t) = cog ut)xy + ui sin(pt) pp

; {all Siwnt=2n0) | g2 g-itwt200)) (3 61)
n

Here, we focus on the bosonic field$ only. The fermionic fields are treated
similarly. If in addition, the oscillators are rescaled&® = A o/ the tensile
solution looks almost like the tensionless one except ferftaquenciesv,.
However, this is the only place wheieenters the solution. Fox — 0 the
spectrum becomes degenerate— sign(n)u (andc, — 1/+/2 correspond-
ingly). In this limit, the tensile solution matches the tiemdess

X} X, (3.62)
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A closer look at the dimensionless bosonic creation anchélation operators
(3.48) reveals the following.

. nt
ah=1/ 5 \/ZH(VS i)
2 2
B /%aﬁ' _ /%ag\' =0 /%ag\'. (3.63)

The fermionic modes do not dependmrandT. As the tension goes to zero,
the operators remain almost unchanged up to the fact thafréljeencies
entering thea/"’s degenerate. However, they do not enter the commutation
relations[(3.417). That is why the new, dimensionless modes im&roduced in

the beginning. A direct quantization of the tensionlessgtieads to the same
result. Thus, we conclude that the limit— O survives and commutes with
guantization. In flat space, the only scdlés lost when the string becomes
tensionless. Here, the background provides a second sithlgw\e should
mention that the light-cone Hamiltonian for the tensioslg®eory is

H = p(4+ e+ 8hag -+ 2noy Mno)

171

+uy (@ag +aiay Y na+nay ng). (3.64)
n=1

The level matching condition for the physical states is ungea compared
to the tensile case

(N'=N?)|phys =0,  NA= Y n(@'a'+ny nfy).  (3.65)
n=1

The spectrum of the theory gets highly degenerated, sinae,albllapse to

a single value for the tensionless string. We make the fatigmice observa-
tion. The tensiom and the background scateenter the theory in such a way
thatmT = uv? = p* f is kept constant when taking the tension to zero. This
allows for a different interpretation of the resultsis the origin of the curva-
ture of the plane wave. Therefore, instead of consideringj¢aless strings in

a plane wave with finite curvature, we may change the perspeatd view
the solution as a string with tensie® moving in an infinitely curved back-
ground withm— c where the contribution from the background to the energy
is much higher in comparison to the splitting for the difierescillators as
shown in figuré 311 [dVGNS5].

3.5 Tensionless strings in homogeneous plane waves

A question at hand is, whether the obtained results are aipgtuof the
plane wave or if there is a generalization to more complitaiations. To
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Figure 3.1:Largem or smallT - degeneration of the oscillator energies in the limit
A —0.

determine this we look at other types of backgrounds. Homeges plane
waves that are also known as Hpp-waves are slight gendratizaf the plane
wave [BOPTO03]. These backgrounds are parametrized by twaaasitr; and
fi;. The line element is given by

ds? = 2dxTdx™ + kgx'xdxtdxt + 23X dx’dxt + dx' d; . (3.66)

Such a background is not maximally supersymmetric in geénlres sup-
ported by aB-field given which has th® — 2 components,, = h;;x’. By a
rotation of the transverse coordinatks;an be chosen to be diagonklj =

k d15. The type IIB string in this background is an integrable maated was
solved by Blau et. al[ [BOPT03] via a so-called frequency lzamsatz:

o . 2d .

X'(o.1)= 3 X(1)E", Xy(1) :[Z Enpap €. (3.67)
N=—o0 =1

In the quantized theory,, become the raising and lowering operators. The

coefficientsal,, are eigenvectors of the matrix

My (w,n) = (w? + k — 4T2n?) &5 + 2iwfy +4iTnh;. (3.68)

The allowed frequencieay, are determined byletM(wy,,n) = 0 and the
eigenvectors are given biyl;(w,,,n)al, = 0. For the special choich; =

fi; = 0 and constanit, = —n? and ford = 2, we get back the plane wave so-
lutions wh+ = /NP +4T2n2. Previously, the frequencies in the tensionless
case were obtained by lettifg— O directly in the corresponding expression.
This works here as well. The frequencies become degeneratgaadito the
frequencies fon = 0:

Wy — oy, such thatdetM(wy) = detM(wy,0) = 0. (3.69)

It seems plausible that this result still holds in the cquoesling quantized
theory. We leave this chapter with the open question howesults can lead
to insights in the context of tensionless stringsAms; x S°.
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4. Macroscopic Tensionless Strings

Tensionless strings appear at various places in stringyhko[l] we show
how they fit into the context of supergravity backgroundsa&alizing the re-
sults of Dabholkar and Hull which we presented in sedtioh @chwarz found
a family of backgrounds to II1B supergravity which have a neacopic string
as their source. This family is connected 8Y(2,7Z) transformations, the
group under which type IIB string theory is believed to bddgdl [Sch95].
Today, the macroscopic string is interpreted as a boune stgfundamental)
F-strings and D-strings, one dimensional D-branes [Wit96S96]. We de-
rive the background sourced by a tensionless string by aateig Schwarz’
solution to the speed of light in a certain way. This limit neddes the grav-
itational shock wave of a massless particle which was obthin [AS71] in
the same way.

We start with a review of the shock wave geometry of a masglagele.
Then we present the solution of Schwarz and show how the @es®limit
is obtained.

4.1 The gravitational shock wave

The geometry of a pointlike particle moving at the speed ditlig a grav-
itational shock wave. IN_[AS71] it was obtained by considgra Lorentz
transformation of a massive particle. We consider the gégnod a string
traveling with the speed of light. A short introduction taetbriginal discus-
sion is hence appropriate. The gravitational field of a plartecderived from
the Einstein-Hilbert action

Sen— [ d/=GR (4.1)

A pointlike object of massn favors a spherical symmetric solution in its rest
frame, the Schwarzschild metric

o = Ei;ﬁ;zdﬁ— (1+ A2+ dy? + d2),

:Z_n:’ r2=x24+y*+7. (4.2)

As particles moving at the speed of light tend to be masstegsmight try to
sendm — 0, but that would recover empty Minkowski space, except far th
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singularity atr = 0. Moreover, the expectation of the gravitational field of a
particle traveling at the speed of light is rather a shockenaont traveling
alongside the particle. The right way to approach the queivia a Lorentz
transformation and to see how the gravitational field andceghe metric
behaves in the limit of an infinite transformation. We chotzsact on thex
andt directions,

t—t'=yt+vx), x—=X=yXxX+Ww), y:(l—vz)fl/z. (4.3)
After this transformation, the metric becomes

(1-A)?
(1+A)2

ds? = (1+A)*(dt? — d® —dy? — dZ2) — V2 | (1+ A)* — (dt — vdx)?,

1
A= y_p (4.4)

2 /y2x’2+(y2+22).

Here,p = ym. In order to compare a massive particle with mass rest with
a massless particle traveling at the speed of light, we Keegnergy fixed.
Especially,p becomes the momentum of the massless particle. It is tricky
to take the limitv — 1 because the transformation becomes divergent, since
y — oo. This problem can be avoided by yet another change of codedina

x”—vt”:>(—vt’,

X'+wt’ =X +vt' —4pln (1/ (X —vt')2+y2— (X —t')). (4.5)

In these new coordinates it is easy to ‘accelerate’ thegartd the speed of
light. After going to light cone coordinates =t” —x’, x* =t" +x", the line
element becomes

ds"? = dx"dx~ — dy? — dZ2+8pIn/y2 + 225(x " ) (dx )2 (4.6)

In the eyes of a spectator looking in the boosted directibis, is indeed a
gravitational shock wave front.

4.2 The macroscopic IIB string

Type 1IB supergravity contains two two-form fiel@? andB(?, belonging
to the NS-NS and R-R sector, respectively, two real scallsfi¢ghe dilaton
@ and the axiory, the graviton and a four-form fiel@, with self-dual field
strengthFs = xFs. The bosonic part of the supergravity action in the string
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frame reads

Sﬁgmg =5 /dlox\/—G[e—ch(R_,_ 40¢p-Op— 1—2(H(1>)2)

1 2 1 1 2
_ 2 (H® MY2_ Lgy)2_ (1) AB®)
12(H +xHW) Z(ax) 480(F5+H AB )}
1 1
L 1B AB@ @ Ag®
+4K2/<c4+25 AB >/\H AHD. (4.7)

The part coming from(2.73) is obvious. Type IIB theory is slifal under S-
duality. Basically, this duality exchanges the strong amgkvcoupling limit

of the theory. The string coupling is given gy= e® and S-duality replaces
@ with —@. @ is the vacuum expectation value of the dilaton. In fact, S-
duality is supposed to be part of a much bigger symmetry oéttiig theory,
namelySL(2,7). However, to understand this symmetry, we would need a
non-perturbative picture of the string theory. SchwarzhfE&j slightly gen-
eralized the results of [DGHRRDBO0] and found a type IIB backgd whose
source is a macroscopic string that is charged under Bdiblds. The four-
form field charge is carried by a self-dual three-brane. Heeeare only in-
terested in charges carried by strings. Therefogand its field strengths is
consistently set to zero in the following. We start with riging the action in
the Einstein frame.

Sis i/dlox\/—_G[R—z(Dcp- Op—e*?(dx)?)

~ 22
_ liz(efw(H D)2 | (HP 4 xHD)?)
Lz L qw \g@)2
5(0° = g5 (H ™ B

1
+W/B(1)AB(2>/\H(2)/\H(1>. (4.8)

The two-forms and their three-form field strengtt¥) can conveniently be
combined into two-component vectdds= (B(Y, B?) andH. For the sake of
a better comparison to [Ill] we define the field strengths veithadditional
factor of2 as compared to the introductory chapfeH?) = 2dB(). The two

real scalar fields, on the other hand, combine to one singigptex scalar
A = x +ie? and we define the matrix

2
M:&(M‘X>. (4.9)
X 1

With these ingredients, the target space actiofer 1011B supergravity can
be written in the form

1 1 1
B __ 10, — - -1\ T
5 _—sz/d Xy/ G{R+4tr(deM )~ 35H MH] (4.10)
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The action has a glob&L(2,]R) symmetry that acts oM, B andA as

_ aA +b
M — AMAT B— (AT)'B
~ ! - (A8, T o+d
b
N= ( a ), a,b,c.d e R. (4.11)
c d
Schwarz found the followin@L(2,Z) set of backgrounds [Sch95].
3/4 1/a A7%Q
o8 = A7 (~ot?+ (o)) + AT e, Aq= 14 g
042 = q™Mo g = e® (g1 — gax0)? + & P (4.12)

Here,r? = x'x is the spacial distance from the string axidparametrizes
the longitudinal direction of the stringy and xo are the vacuum expectation
values ofgp and xy andM is built out of them in the obvious way. At first sight,
this metric has asL(2,R) symmetry, but the restriction t8L(2,7) follows
from the Dirac quantization condition and th@tandq, are relative prime
integers, when measured in terms of the fundameByalchargeQ. If they
are not relative prime, the solution can be decomposed derpieted as the
geometry of multiple strings. Schwarz noticed that the swtnynnaturally
prefers bothB chargesy = (g1,02) to be present. The solution is completed
by the fields

_ GiXo— olAo2 +icne AT
(b — X0 + icpe RA 2

Ban=M1q Aal/z

(4.13)

A A
Here, Ag is the vacuum expectation value &f The singularity atr = 0 is
interpreted as an infinitely long source string with a sligimodified sigma
model action[[Sch95, dAS96, CT97]
Tq 2 ay U % ab u vpT
S:—E/d £ (0°XHOX" Gy, + £20XHAX VB, 0+ ), (4.14)

where the string tension is given by

To=0q"Q= Q\/ e (01 — GoX0)? + € ®03. (4.15)

The action is a generalization of the sigma model acfion jarithe same
way (4.10) generalized (2.173). The background fieldd in {4até actually
string condensates that arise as string loop effects [ARS96

This background is interpreted in terms of bound states ofnope
F(undamental) and D-strings [Wit96] in the following way.€lblementary,
or fundamental string is a source for the NS-NS two-fdf but not for
the R-R formB(. We can say it has charge= (1,0). R-R charges are on
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the other hand carried by D-branes. These are hyperplanesizh wpen
strings can end, but much more important is the fact that trexye their
own worldvolume dynamics [CvGNW97]. A one-brane in a cortieral
background has the same worldsheet structure as the ekyetring and it
is therefore natural to call it a D-string. It carries R-R a@only, and thus
it is reasonable to interpret it as tle= (0,1) partner of the fundamental
string. Considering higher charges, we can look at combuotgdcts of F-
and D-strings with chargg = (d1,0). If T is the tension of the fundamental
string andTp that of a D-string, they are related by

To =05 T, (4.16)

wheregs = e® is the string coupling constant. In the absence of the R-R;fie
the tension of dqs,qgy)-string is given by

Toop = T/ G5+ 0s 203 (4.17)

This can be compared tb (4]15), taking into account the oeldietween the
string tension in the Einstein and the string frafighsi= gé/szmng. S-duality
exchangesgs with g5 1 and is part of th&L(2, 7) symmetry. Effectively, it in-
terchanges the two types of strings. At weak couptipg- 0O, the D-strings
is much heavier than the F-strings. This can thus be interpres a theory of
weakly coupled F-strings. At strong coupling however, tligasion is vice-
versa and the D-strings might now be seen as the weakly abutigcts.
A F-string carries the fundamental charge of the NS-NS taroaf while the
D-strings carry fundamental charge under the R-R two-fdrhus, a funda-
mental string ha8-charge(1,0), while a D-string ha8-charge(0,1). Now,
one might assume a bound statepofF-strings andy D-strings. In the weak
coupling regime, this can be interpreted in the followingyw@he F-string
may end on the D-string with one of its endpoints. Such a statdlowed,
but not supersymmetric until this point drifts away to infyniThe D-string
remains but now it does not only carry its own R-R-charge thatNS-NS-
charge of the F-string as well.

4.3 The Tensionless(2,z) String

From Schwarz’ solution we derive the geometry sourced bynaidaless
string by considering an infinite Lorentz transformationcémparison to the
particle the situation i (4.12) is somewhat different. Tétarts with the fact
that the string is an extended object. However, we only haeensider veloc-
ities orthogonal to the string. Without loss of generalitg, perform a Lorentz
transformation in the = x° direction

t' = y(t+v2), Z = y(z+ W), y=(1-v3) 2, (4.18)
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There are certain subtleties in taking this limit. The exacivdéon is found
in [1]. As in the particle case, we want to take— 1 while keeping the energy
constant. This is achieved by introducing a rescaled fundéahehargeq =
yQ which is kept constant. The scalgrandy tend to their (constant) vacuum
expectation values, while the tension

Tq=A°Q=y *a5°Q, (4.19)
vanishes. After going to light-cone coordinates= 7 —t’, x* =7 +t/, the
metric becomes

T[Al/ZQ
(ds)? = dx"dx~ + (dx')2+dr? +r2dQ + %5 (x7) (dx)2.  (4.20)

Here,r? = (x2)? +...(x8)2. The metric is still invariant under th8L(2, 7)
transformationd (4.11). It is the ten dimensional analaafu@.g) and has the
structure of a plane wave metric

ds? = dx dx™ +K(xZ,... X8 x7)(dx )2 + i(dx‘ )2. (4.21)

Concerning theB field, the Lorentz transformation generates four non-zero
components that diverge in the limit— 1. This problem is overcome by
considering the gauge transformation

Boi — Boi— M *qaq /? =M 1qag? (At - 1). (4.22)
This gauge fixedB vanishes ay — 1, and hence dodd = dB. The energy
momentum tensor becomes localized at the position of theystr

1
24
All other components vanish. This is the energy momentunotefios a ten-
sionless string localized along té-direction. It can be directly derived from
the action[(3.l7) of the tensionless string.

where the eight-dimensional delta function covers the spansverse to the
direction of the boost, cf. [GGT5]. Here, we already intégaeout the world-
sheet directions. This implies thxt~ and X! are fixed to the values of~
and x!. Since the string is located at = x~ = 0, the only non-vanishing
contribution arises from

X =G_ Xt=X"0Ot. (4.25)

T = o TPAEQed(r)3(X). (4.23)

From this, we obtain
T =0 X_0:X_0(r)d(x ) dd(r)do(x), (4.26)

We conclude thaf(4.20) is the background geometry gerelata tension-
less string.
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5. From Complex Geometry to
Generalized Complex Geometry

Generalized complex geometry is a relatively new concepthi® description
of the geometry of a manifold. It originates in the contexgeheralizing the
notion of Calabi-Yau manifolds to includ@-field fluxes. These generalized
Calabi-Yau manifolds play an important role in the context@mpactifica-
tion with fluxes [Gra0B]. It was introduced by Hitchin [Hitp&nd then studied
in great detail by his student Gualtieri [Gua03].

Generalized complex geometry combines the tangent bundléhe cotan-
gent bundle of a manifold and considers the complex geonoetithe direct
SumE = TM @ T*M. In this way it unifies complex and symplectic geome-
try into a single framework. This makes it very interestingnfrthe physics
point of view. Phase space is a prominent example of a syniplgeometry
— we saw in chaptdrl 2 that the symplectic structure givestogke Poisson
bracket in the context of sigma models. To continue in thisation, gener-
alized complex geometry puts the metric and Biield on an equal footing
with the (ordinary) complex structures. This makes it an ategotion to de-
scribe the relation between worldsheet supersymmetrygofiaimodels and
the geometry of their target spaces.

This chapter provides the basic notions of generalized cexngéometry
that are needed to understand the relation to supersyneraigfnna models. It
is not intended and it does not claim to be a full introductiothe topic. For
this purpose, we refer to Gualtieri's thesis [Gua03].

5.1 Complex Geometry

Before introducing generalized complex geometry, we stétht a review of
some facts of complex geometry. For a more detailed intribalucwe refer
to [Nak90]. A manifoldM is almost complex, if it can be equipped with an
endomorphism on its complexified tangent bundlle End TM @ C) satis-
fying J2 = —1. We denote theti eigenbundles of by L andL. L is called
integrable if it is involutive in the sense

X,YeL=[XY]eL, (5.1)
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where[X,Y] is the Lie bracket. In this casé,is called a complex structure
andM is a complex manifold. On a complex manifold, there existharicof
local holomorphic and antiholomorphic coordinate framgs= (0m, dm) with
holomorphic and anti-holomorphic transition functionsisthat] is diagonal

in these coordinates,
iom 0
= R (5.2)
0 —igp

Every complex manifold has an even number of real dimensgay2D. The
integrability condition[(5.11) can also be expressed udiegNijenhuis torsion
for J:

N(I)[X,Y] = [3X,IY] — IIX,Y] = I[X,IY] + FP[X,Y], X,Y e TM. (5.3)

In local coordinates, the Nijenhuis tensor reddd),, = J{,’J[’;m] — (v 0).
The integrability condition[(5]1) is equivalent d(J) = 0. Fur further con-
venience, we also introduce the Nijenhuis concomitant ofdéamplex struc-
turesl andJ

N(1,J) = %([IX,JY] —J[IX,Y] = I[X, Y]+ 1J[X,Y]+ (1 <+ J)).  (5.4)
In particular,N(J,J) = 2N(J). The productJ of two complex structurelsand

Jis integrable ifN(1,J) = 0 [AY68| MM84].

There are various types of complex manifolds. A few of thenil sfeapre-
sented here. A complex manifoM is hermitian if it admits a metriG,,, that
is hermitian with respect to the complex structdre

This implies thatwy,, = G“pJ\’,’ is a two-form of typg(1, 1) with respect to the
complex structure. It is the K&hler form fdr For closedw the manifold is
Kahler.

M is called bi-hermitian if it admits two complex structudesand a metric
that is hermitian with respect to both in the sersel (5.5} siat the complex
structures are covariantly constant with respect to a adioreinvolving the
torsion three-fornH = dB of the manifold

0®3, =0, r&=r@4T, (5.6)

wherel () is the Levi-Civita connection ar® ,, = GP9Hgy is the Bismut
connection foH. This implies that the Nijenhuis concomitani{5.4)Jefand
J_ vanishes. The Kahler forme. = GJ;. are related tdd via

Huvp = :l:‘]iu‘]iv‘]jgp(dwi)x)\a‘ (5-7)
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An implication of [5.T) is
Haro = iai[KJiMwa. (5.8)
A hermitian manifold that admits two anticommuting complkdructures

| andJ is called hyperhermitian. Their produkt= 1J is another complex
structure and, J andK satisfy the quaternion algebia= Clp2(R)

2= =K?=—-1, K =1J. (5.9)

If the two-formsaw, w;, ax satisfy relation[(5.]7) with the same sign, thdn
is HKT, which originally stands for ‘hyperKahler with tomsi’. If H = 0, the
two-forms are closed and the manifold is called hyperKafleen,

Q=w+iax (5.10)

defines a (2,0)-form for andQP/2 is a top-holomorphic form for it.

5.2 Generalized Geometry

Let M be a2D-real dimensional manifold. An element of the bunéle=
TMa@ T*M is the sum of a vector field and a one-fora & € ' (E), where
I'(E) is the space of sections &. E is the direct sum of the tangent and
the cotangent bundle of the manifold. There is a canonical wajefine a
symmetric inner product oh(E):

1. .
(u+&,vtn) = 5(iun +ivé), u+¢&,v+ner(g). (5.11)
In a local coordinate fram@,,dx*), the inner product reads
(u+&,v+n) =uln,+vé, (5.12)

and is represented by td® x 4D matrix

1/0 1
|:§<1 o)’ (5.13)

It can be regarded as a generalized metricokVe will always assume this
local coordinate frame, if we give a coordinate represenmial he generalized
metric has signatur@D,2D) and defines the non-compact orthogonal group
O(2D,2D) by the symmetries df. The special orthogonal grol0(2D, 2D)
preserves the natural inner product and the orientatida.on

A subbundleL C E is isotropic with respect to the inner product if for all
of its sectionau+ & € I'(L) the following holds

v+nerl(L)= (u+&,v+n)=0. (5.14)
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It is a maximally isotropic subbundle if in addition
(u+&,v+n)=0forallu+& el (L) &v+nel(L). (5.15)

The tangent bundle of the manifold is an example of a maxiniatyropic
subspace oE: TM C E. For a non-vanishing sectianof TM, we have

(Uv+n)=iun. (5.16)

This equation holds for all € I' (T M) if and only if n = 0. Butvis a section of
TM. If L is maximally isotropic, then its complement in Ewith L& L* =
E is maximally isotropic as well. It follows that every maxillyaisotropic
subbundle oE is 2D-dimensional.

Maximal isotropic subspaces can be identified with null sgacf pure
spinors onM. Based on the fact that the inner product allows us to regard
SQ(2D,2D) as the structure group fd&, Gualtieri proved that it always ad-
mits aSpin2D,2D) structure. The spin bundle is isomorphic to the exterior
algebranT*M. A spinor can be regarded as a formal sum of forms of different
rank. A spinorg defines a subbundle, C E via

Ly ={(u+&)-¢=ixp+&N¢ =0} (5.17)

This is the annihilator ofp in E, the spinor’s null space. By definitioh,
is isotropic. IfLy is maximally isotropic, therg is called a pure spinor. In
general, the pure spinor can only be defined locally. Theeefarmaximal
isotropicL is identified with a pure spinor line.

In complex geometry, integrability of the complex struetsiis defined with
the help of the Lie bracket. There is no Lie bracket actionTon @ T*M.
However, the Courant brackét (2134) is a natural extenditimeoLie bracket,

Ut E Vo= U L — L€ — 21 —iE). (5.18)

We drop the index indicating the Courant bracket from now on, when there
is no risk to confuse it with the Lie bracket. The Courant bradaes not
satisfy the Jacobi identity but it shares a lot of propentiéh the Lie bracket,
e.g. diffeomorphism invariance. It has an additional fgroflautomorphisms,
parametrized by closed two-fornBse Q?(M). This B-field transformation
acts on the sections & as a shearing transformation ®1M:

E(u+&)=u+ (& +iyB). (5.19)

It is a symmetry of the inner produc¢t(5]11) and it defines anraorphism of
the Courant bracket, since

[€°(u+¢),e°(v+n)] = € [u+ &, v+ n] +iuivdB. (5.20)
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The last term vanishes sin8as closed. Integrability in generalized complex
geometry is defined in the same way as in complex geometrgpéxicat the
Lie bracket is replaced by the Courant bracket. A maximatirapicL that

is closed under the Courant bracket

u+év+ner(L)—u+é&,v+nler(L) (5.21)

is said to be involutive or integrable. In that calsés called a Dirac structure.
By (5.20), integrability ol is equivalent to integrability of thB-transformed
bundle

Lg =€°L. (5.22)

There exists a twisted version of the Courant bracketH_be a closed three
form, then the twisted Courant bracket is defined by

[u+fvv+r’]H:[u—i_fvv—’_r’]—’_iuiVH- (523)

Besides generalized geometry, one can also define twistextgjezed geom-
etry, where the Courant bracket is replaced by its twistegion. Such a twist
can be achieved by a transformation witB-éield that is not closed. This ob-
servation provides a convenient technical trick for degvresults in twisted
generalized geometry. Computations are much easier inritveigied case
and performing such B-field transformation gives the corresponding results
in the twisted geometry.

5.3 Generalized Complex Structures

An almost generalized complex structure is a maximallyregut complex
subbundleL C E ® C such thatL L = E® C. To make a connection to
the notion of complex geometry, an almost generalized cexgtfucture can
equally well be defined as an endomorphidrea EndE @ C) that is both
complex and symplectic:

32 =1, JI=1. (5.24)

We callJ an almost generalized complex structure, andtitseigenbundle

is the maximally isotropid.. J is integrable and called a generalized com-
plex structure, ifL is integrable. Twisted generalized complex structures are
defined analogously but with the Courant bracket replacetshwisted ver-
sion. In local coordinates, such a generalized complexire can be written

as a4D x 4D matrix
-J P
J= , 5.25
(L ) (5.25)
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where the components of the matrix are regarded as mapsdretive four
possible combinations of the tangent and the cotangeni®dnd M — TM,
P:T*"M —TM,P:T*M — TM, L:TM — T*M. Sincel is symplectic[(5.24),
P andL are skew-symmetric. This allows us to viévas a two-form and as
a bi-vectorlL is not to be confused with the Lie derivative of a vector figld
The B-transformation acts ohas

10
Js = UgdUg?, Ug = ( 5 1 > (5.26)

and is a symmetry of the inner produciThe two basic examples of general-
ized complex structures are provided by the embeddings ofdinary com-
plex structure) and a symplectic structure onM in the notion of generalized
complex geometry. They correspond to diagonal and off-diabgeneralized
complex structures, respectively:

-J 0 0 —-wtl
Jy= , Jo= . 5.27
J (0 Jt) . (w ’ ) 6.27)

The pure spinor line bundles for these two examples are giyen b
¢J = eBga ¢w = eB+i(4)’ (528)
whereB € Q?(M)q andQ is the top holomorphic form corresponding to the

complex structurd.

Locally, a generalized complex manifold can always be deas®g into
a complex and a symplectic part, amounting to choosing lomatdinates in
which the generalized complex structursplits into complex and symplec-
tic parts. This is a generalization of the Newlander-Niesggltheorem for
complex manifolds and the Darboux theorem for symplect&son

5.4 Generalized Kéhler Geometry

Generalized Kéhler Geometry is defined by two commuting geized com-
plex structured;, Jo. Vanishing of the commutator implies, that the product
of these two generalized complex structures is a genedgheluct structure:

G = —J1Jo, G’=1. (5.29)

G is the equivalent of the product structieén complex geometry. It is called
the generalized metric but is not to be mistakenlfd® commutes with the
two complex structures by construction

[G,J12] =0. (5.30)
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It has signaturé2D, 2D) and splitsE into positive and negative definite eigen-
bundles. Ordinary Kéhler geometry is included in geneedik&ahler geome-
try. Let the metridG,, be Kahler with respect to the complex structdfeand
wyy be the corresponding Kahler form.Jf, J,, are the two generalized com-
plex structures of the example in the previous section {fgd,,] commute
by construction. The generalized metric is given by

0 Gt
G=-J.1,,= . 5.31
JYw ( G 0 ) ( )

Equation [5.3D) expressed in terms of ordinary complex gégnienslates
into hermiticity of G, with respect to the complex structulg.

Generalized Kahler is equal to bi-hermitian geometry. The inetween
these two different formulations is given by

1/ -0 +3) —(witFw?
=2 U A o ') (5.32)
2\ wFow g +J

The componentd, are complex structures that can be understood as follows.
SinceG commutes with the generalized complex structures, theption of

J12 onto the positive and negative eigenspaces dfefine complex structure

J+ and there are exactly two ways for choosing the relativelsegween them,

J, +£J_. The generalized metric in the case of a non-vanishing twofis
obtained from[(5.31) via B-transformation

(5.33)

G 1B G!
Gg = ULGUg = ( ) .

G+BG 1B BG!

Of course, theB-transformation twists the Courant bracket accordinglye Th
notion of generalized Kéhler geometry has major advantagasmparison to
the much longer known bi-hermitian formulation. The geoimetbjects such
as metric and the two complex structures are treated in aednifay and the
B-field enters through thB-transformations. We call the triplel;, Gg,J2} a
generalized K&hler structure.

Instead of considering the generalized mefric (5.33) toriperate the con-
tribution of theB-field, we can also twist the Courant brackettby= dB only
and define the generalized metric adin (5.31). In this waymeesat twisted
generalized Kéahler geometry.

Due to the relation to bi-hermitean geometry, generalizédl& geometry
is an important tool for the study of enhanced supersymmettiye context
of supersymmetric non-linear sigma models. This relatiadaborated on in
detail in the next chapter.
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5.5 Generalized Hyperkahler Structure

Hyperkahler geometry is included in generalized Kahlemgetoy. Letl,J, K
be the three complex structures aid w; and wx their Kahler forms. The
relation can be seen by choosifig= 1 andJ_ = Jin (5.32).

We define generalized hyperkahler geometry in a differernt Waovided
three anticommuting generalized Kahler structukes= 1,2,3 and a gener-
alized metriaG, we define generalized hyperkdhler geometry by imposing the
relations

[G,Ji] =0, {3i,3;} = -4;. (5.34)

This implies thatl; = GJ; are three additional generalized complex structures.
Each of the tripIes{Ji,G,ji} define a generalized Kahler structure and the six
generalized complex structures and the generalized nfetrica representa-
tion of the algebra of bi-quaternio@, 1 (R):

{3i,9;} = -2, {3;,3;} = —25,G, [J;,G] = 0. (5.35)

This definition coincides with the ones in [Huy05, Gct05]. i&wecompose
the generalized complex structures accordind fo (5.32) me tivo sets of
complex structurd,; andJ_;. They anticommute among themselves and the
metricG,, is HKT with respect to both of the triples

(3,0} ={34,d ) =-&;, Gl =G 0HJ;=0  (5.36)

This is a special case of a bi-hypercomplex geometry.
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6. Supersymmetric Sigma Models

The relation between supersymmetry and geometry is veligiritig. In chap-
ter[2 we saw how superspace is non-trivial even in the “flagecdn the
context of sigma models, the geometry of the target spacetesmined by
the amount of supersymmetry on the sigma model worldshestesizHull
and Ra&ek showed that a sigma model with manifst= (1,1) supersym-
metry has its supersymmetry enhancedlte: (2,2) if the target space is bi-
hermitean[[GHR84]. The different target space geometrige baen studied
and classified for around twenty years by now [HKLR87, HP880Bin

Even though the possible target space geometries were kriavasifirst
the introduction of generalized complex geometry that jghed a clean math-
ematical concept to deal with these geometries. We alreisdyssed that bi-
hermitian geometry is generalized Kahler, but the nhap )T@Bveen these
two descriptions is involved. This triggered the questioh@i this map can
be understood in the context of sigma models. Much work has lene
in this direction and by now the picture is rather clear [Lind&b06b]: A
phase space description favors the notion of generalizetblex geometry
[Zab06a]. In [IV] we show thaN = (2,2) supersymmetry of the Hamiltonian
of the Gates-Hull-Réek sigma model leads us directly to generalized Kah-
ler geometry. From the physics point of view, the map betwgemeralized
Kahler geometry and bi-hermitian geometry can be derivenhfthe equiva-
lence of the Hamiltonian and the Lagrangian treatment ofitiraa model. In
[V] we elaborate this point of view and show the relation betwN = (4,4)
supersymmetry and generalized hyperkahler geometry.

In the Lagrangian formulation the additional supersymmetoges only
on-shell while it is off-shell in the Hamiltonian formulati. Off-shell super-
symmetry for the action can be established by introducingliauy fields or
by directly considering certain manifest= (2,2) formulations. Recently,
it has been shown that generalized Kéhler geometry is intowae corre-
spondence with manifebt = (2,2) supersymmetric sigma models, where the
Lagrangian serves as the generalized Kahler potential titaides the gener-
alized Kéahler geometry [LRvUZ0%b, MSD6]. For a generalizearei model
including auxiliary fields we are not lead directly to gerized Kahler ge-
ometry [LMTZOE]. In [ll]] we elaborate this and show that suparsnetry
favors geometrical objects beyond generalized complergdy.
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The chapter starts out with a review on the possible targetespeometries
and their relation to the supersymmetry of the sigma modelc@wtinue with
a description of manife = (2,2) supersymmetry before turning to the phase
space formulation of the sigma model and the results of [IMMe conclude
this chapter with a discussion of the generalized superstnnsigma model.

6.1 Preliminaries

Throughout this chapter, we use the notion of supersymmetigrins of su-
perfields introduced in chapfér 2. The action forlthe (1, 1) supersymmetric
sigma model is a straightforward generalization of thermadi sigma model
action

S= /d25d29D+¢“D_¢V (Gpuy (D) + By (). 6.1)

By construction, the action is invariant under the superagtny transforma-
tion

&o(e)H = —i(e"Q, +£ Q )M, (6.2)

Under certain circumstances, (6.1) has additional, nonHiest supersymme-
tries [GHR84]. By dimensional arguments, such transfoionathave to be of
the form

Si(e)PH =ie" D, dYIH, (@) +ie D _®VIH (D). (6.3)

Otherwise, the transformation would involve a dimensibparameter. If this
is a supersymmetry fof (8.1), the action is invariant untlerttansformation.
Being a supersymmetry the transformation satisfies théedge

[%o(€1), b1 (£2)]PH =0,
[61(€1),01(&2)|®H = 2¢] & 0, PH + 2¢, &5 I_DH. (6.4)

For physical (on-shell) solutions, (6.4) may be fulfilledtoghe equations of
motions for®H. This is exactly the case, whdn are two complex structures
and the target space geometry is bi-hermitian

+
JiiuGPU‘Jgiv = GIJV7 DE) )‘Jiv =0, (6.5)

where the connections are givenby-) = 9 + G~1H. Off-shell supersym-
metry is achieved if the two complex structures commute @rd —J, J_ is
an integrable product structure wiB? = 1. There is an alternative possibility
that is similar to the component formulation of worldshagiersymmetry in
sectiori 2.. We can add auxiliary superfieRls,. These fields anticommute
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and transform as a worldsheet spinor. Under supersymnikéy,mix with
OH,

There are a number of other possibilities for extended syparetry. The
following table summarizes some of the corresponding geiase

N target space geometry

(0,0), (1,0, (1,1) Riemannian

(2,0), (2,1) hermitian, withoutH: Kahler

(2,2) bi-hermitian, withoutH : bi-K&hler or Kahler
(4,0), (4,1) HKT, QKT, withoutH: hyperkahler

(4,4) bi-hypercomplex

Table 6.1 The amount of supersymmetry restricts the target space gtepm

6.2 ManifesiN = (2,2) supersymmetry

The focus in this chapter is on extended off-shel (2,2) supersymmetry of
theN = (1,1) supersymmetric sigma model. One way to achieve this is tb sta
from a manifest formulation and rewrite it in termshf= (1,1) superfields.

In this way, two of the supersymmetries become non-manifest

ManifestN = (2,2) supersymmetry is introduced by extending the world-
sheet with four Grassmann directions instead of two. We @etieese di-
rections by8* and8*. The corresponding spinorial derivatives @e and
D.. A general superfield depends on all four Grassmann direstidowever,

N = (2,2) supersymmetry is implemented by constraints on the sufisfie
There are three types &f = (2,2) superfields[[LRvUZ050, MS06]. A chi-
ral superfieldA is constrained byD.A = 0 and a twisted chiral fielgk b
D, x =D_x = 0. There is a doublet of semichiral superfielsand
[BLR88,(ST97] and there are the corresponding antichiral gielde collect
the different fields and their constraints in table 6.2.

Type Constraint

chiral DiA =0
antichiral ]Di)T =0

twisted chiral D.x=D_x=0
twisted antichiral | D_x =D, x=0
semichiral D.X=D_Y=0
semi-antichiral D.X=D_Y=0

Table 6.2The different types oN = (2,2) superfields.

1The semichiral superfields are sometimes also calledrigfit/chiral.
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To connect to the previous section, it is useful to writelhe (2,2) super-
fields in theilN = (1,1) supersymmetric components. We defineithe (1,1)
covariant derivative®_. and the corresponding superchar@asby

Di=D.+Ds, Q. =i(Ds — D). (6.6)

The component fields are then

A=Al X=Xl
X=X], Y=Y,
y_=Q.X|, Y, =Q,V|. (6.7)

When reducing tdN = (1,1) superfields, two of the supersymmetries become
non-manifest. The non-manifest supersymmetry transfoomatfor these
fields are found by writing the constraints for the= (2,2) superfields in
terms of the component fields. For the chiral superfields,réads

OuA =iD4A, QA = —iDLA. (6.8)

For p chiral fieldsA2 and p antichiral fieldsA?, it is convenient to introduce
notationA = (a,a) and the complex structure

aA_ (1% O
a-(% ) oo

The transformation foA” is simply Q. A” = JAD.AB. Similarly, we intro-
duce coordinated’ = (a/,&) for twisted chiral fieldsy® and twisted antichi-

ral fieldsx® as well asvl = (m,m) andM’ = (n, ) for the semichiral fields
XM and YM'. With the complex structures defined in the obvious way, the
non-manifest supersymmetry transformations are

QiAA=JED.AB, Qux™ =FIEDLxXE,

Q. X" =D, X", Q. WM =aD WY,

QY™ =¥, QY = —ig YV,
O_XM=yM QWM = _jg_xM,

Q_YM = YN OYW=_3Mp Y. (6.10)

A generalN = (2,2) action is a functional of the constrained superfields. It
has the form

S:/dzfdzedZB_K()\A,xA/,XM,YM/). (6.11)

The corresponding component action is obtained by the oelati
S= /dzad?ed?éK: / #oD2D? K (6.12)
:/d20D+D_Q+Q_K\ :/dzodzeK, (6.13)
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with KA, x,X,Y,W_.Y,) = Q. Q_K(A,x,X,Y)|. Comparing to the
previous section, we can conclude that the chiral and tdisthiral
superfields describe situations where the two complex tsires€ commute.
Semichiral superfields, on the other hand, describe siusitiwhere the
complex structures do not commute [LRvUZD5a]. All of theseiaibns
lead to generalized Kahler geometry whedfeis the generalized Kahler
potential [LRvUZ05b]. Recently, it has been shown that a nestil = (2, 2)
supersymmetric sigma model cannot contain any other typenatifest
N = (2,2) superfields[[MS06]. Generalized Kéhler geometry can bey full
described in terms of chiral, twisted chiral and semictsrgerfields. To get
a feeling for the reduction thl = (1, 1), consider the topological model

S= / o2& ROOK (X, X). (6.14)
With Sy = (;.MNLPN and
i10moaK
_ : 6.15
WVIN ( 00K ) ( )
the action reduces to
S= —l—l/'dZEdzemesLM. (6.16)

If the fields are collected int@* = (AA x* XM YM) and S, are defined
similar as above, the action (6111) can be brought into tha fo

S— /dzfd?e(mqnﬂo,qn”e,w+&MgN,eMN’). (6.17)

The tensorgy,y andeMN’ are determined by the generalized K&hler potential
K [LRvUZ052].

6.3 Enhanced supersymmetryNga 1 phase space

We will now turn to the Hamiltonian treatment of tiNe= (2,2) supersym-
metric sigma model. The supersymmetric version of phaseesgacesponds
to the cotangent bundle of the superloop sp#id = {@* : SH1 — M}. Here,
Sh1is a supercircle with coordinates 8 where@ is the Grassmann-valued
direction. We have to reverse the parity on the fibers in omlget the right
statistics and denote the cotangent bundld 1§y .M. The conjugate mo-
menta are worldsheet fermions. In a local coordinate frameehave a super-
field ¢+ (o, 0) and its conjugate momentuBy (o, 6). Their expansion irg

is

o"(0) =XH(a)+06AH(0o), Su(0) = yyu(o)+i6P,(0), (6.18)
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such thatP, is the momentum conjugate ¥". Here, we follow the notation
of [Zab064a]. The symplectic structure oHl*.#M is defined such that the
restriction to the bosonic part coincides with (2.20)

_ 1
w=i /Su dod6(5S, A 5H). (6.19)
If we perform the Berezin integral, then
w:/da(éx“AéPu—iéquéA“). (6.20)

The part that involves the bosonic fields is indeed equdl #0j2 The sym-
plectic structure yields the (super-)Poisson bracket

53 5 3,
53,5¢u_5¢u5§,> '

This Poisson bracket satisfies the appropriate graded wersifcantisymme-
try, the Leibniz rule and the Jacobi identity. On this phasesepthere are two
operators, a spinorial derivative and a correspondingrsbpege

(F.G} = i/dod@F( (6.21)

D=0g+i60, Q=20s—i60. (6.22)
They satisfy the algebra
D2=id, Q%= —id, {D,Q}=0. (6.23)
The generator for the manifest supersymmetry is defined by
Qe) = — / dod0eS,QpH. (6.24)
It acts on the fields through the Poisson bracket

Si(e)@" = {@",Qu(e)} = —ieQe* 31(e)Sy = {S,Qu(e)} = —i€QS..
(6.25)

Taking the Poisson bracket @ with itself yields the generator of worldsheet
translations

(Q(£),Q(8)} = P(2¢8), P(a) = /dadeas,,aq;ﬂ. (6.26)

Any additional generator of supersymmetry transformati@n has to be of
the form [Zab06a]

Qu(e) = -5 [ dodBe(2D94S,3}(0) + DYDY L (9) + S,S.P ().
(6.27)
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It has to satisfy the Poisson brackets

{Qu(£),Qu(8)} = P(2¢8), {Q(e),Qu(&)} =0. (6.28)

Here, we assume that the supersymmetry does not have odmarges. It is
shown in [Zab06a] that these conditions are satisfied if ahdibthe tensors
in (6.217) group together into a generalized complex stmectiand the target
space manifold is generalized complex. The transformationbe fields are
given by

5(e)¢" = {¢# Qu(e)} =ie (Dg' I — S,PH).
5(£)S1 = {S1.Qu(€)} =i (D(S,)) ~ 5SS +D(DPL)

1
+S,D¢°3, — 509" DPLupy).  (6.29)

For later use we observe th@j can be written in a very compact way using
the symmetric inner produdi (5J11). It makes explicit usé of

Q,(e) = —% / dodee(0,J0). (6.30)

@ is given by

_( Do
e_< S ) (6.31)

If the geometry is twisted by a non-vanishing three-fétthe symplectic
form gets twisted as in the bosonic case (2.24) and the genslre modi-
fied. This modification can be generated bB-&ransformation wititH = dB
replacing

Sy — Sy —BuyDe. (6.32)

The generator of manifest supersymmetry becomes

Qle) = [ dodBe(S, - BuDe")Q9". (6.33)

Since also the Poisson bracket gets twisted, the form ofgéinsformations on

the fields [[6.2b) remains unchanged. We denote the twistesdobracket

by {-,-}n. Itis given by

— = — = — -
5 & & o 2iH K3

55, 0ph  gH 85, | <85, “YP5S,

A more detailed description for the cade# 0 is part of [Zab06a,1V].

{F.G}u :i/dadBF( )G. (6.34)
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6.4 The Poisson sigma model - A first application

In the phase space formulation, time evolution is generbyethe Hamilto-
nian. It is thus natural to study the condition under whichartitonian is
invariant under the additional supersymmetry. A relativaimple example is
the Wess Zumino (WZ)-Poisson sigma model that plays an impirtde in

the context of deformation quantization [S§94, BCZ05]Nts: 1 supersym-
metric version is given by the action

' 1
SDSM:/dzfde?(sﬂDcp“JrésﬂsvnW). (6.35)
If M is a Poisson structure, it satisfies the Jacobi identity
nkv,nelo —o. (6.36)

This relation allows for a special choice of local coordisaia whichl be-
comes block diagonal and constant

0 1
n=| -1 o . (6.37)
0

These coordinates are called Casimir-Darboux coordinahes simplifies the
local analysis around regular poink$.can be twisted by a three forbh mak-
ing it a WZ-Poisson structure that spoils the Jacobi identity

MY NPT = MHEMYAPOH, 6. (6.38)
For such a model, the phase space is constrained by the @tgiatimotion
¢ : Dt +TMH'S, = 0. (6.39)

This is a first class constraint f&;. In fact, the left hand side is the super-
symmetric version of a current of the form (2.31). The canaltitamiltonian
for the WZ-Poisson sigma model vanishes and thus, the Hanighds given
by the constrain{ JASQ5]

H(S 0) :/dade/\u(DcpMnWs,). (6.40)

The superfield$\, (o, 8) act as Lagrange multipliers for the constraint. The
condition thatl1 is a WZ-Poisson structure is equal to the physical constraint
that% is preserved by Hamilton dynamics

{D@H* +MH'S, H}|4 =0. (6.41)

By construction, the Hamiltonian is invariant under the ifest supersymme-
try (6.24). We saw in the previous section that the phaseespdmitsN = 2
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supersymmetry if the target space geometry is generaliaegiex. All that
remains is to find the conditions under whidhis invariant under the trans-
formationQ, in the constrained phase space, i.e.

{H,Qu(e)}¢ = 0. (6.42)

These conditions were derived and studied by Calvo [Cal05. Scdhution to
this equation involves the Dirac structure associatdd to

Ln={u+&eTMaT*'M, |y =N(X)}. (6.43)

The WZ-Poisson sigma model admiNs= 2 supersymmetry in phase space if
and only ifLp is involutive with respect to the generalized complex dtrce
J associated to the second supersymmetry transform@gion

J(Ln) CLn. (6.44)

6.5 The sigma model Hamiltonian

In [IV] we study supersymmetry of the Hamiltonian that cepends to the
sigma model[{6]1)

S— / 2Ed2OD, DHD_d" (G (®) + By (). (6.45)

To derive the Hamiltonian we reformulate the sigma modeéimis ofN = 1
components of thé&l = (1,1) superfieldsb* by integrating out one of the
fermionic directions after a proper coordinate transfdioma To this extent,
we define

_ 1

V2

01 = (8" F167), Doi= (D +iD), Qo= —(Qu+iQ ).

V2
(6.46)

With these definitions the action reads
S= —% / P£d6"d6° (2Do®H D10V Gy
+ (D1®HD; @Y — DodH DodJ")B,N). (6.47)
We define the componeht = 1 superfields
@+ = ®H|go_y, Su = GuvDo®|go—o- (6.48)

and abuse notation to wriB, (@) = Gy (P)|go_g andByy (@) = Buy(P)|.
We denoteD = D1| and d = d,. With this prescriptionD is equal to the
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definition in [6.22). The phase space action is obtained bippaing thedd°
integral

S— /dzade(s, — BD@") Ao - /dtH(S 0), (6.49)
whereH is the Hamiltonian defined as
H(S ¢) = %/dade(ic?(p“D(p"Guv 1+ S.DS,GH +S,D¢"S,GPr Y,

—%SHSVS,)H“VM D@D’ SHy ).
(6.50)

My, is the Levi-Civita connection fo6,,. The last two terms that depend
onHyyp do not appear in the bosonic sigma model Hamiltonian. In taose
two terms do not have purely bosonic components. To find tha fof the
supersymmetry transformation, we introdwd = \/iz(sJr Fie™) and write
(©.3) in the form

5(e)dH = —i(e°Qo + £1Qy) ¥ (6.51)

The term withe = & gives rise to the manifest supersymmetry of the fields
@ andS, with Q = Q1|go_o. The part involvings® on the other hand is not a
source for a manifest supersymmetry. It gives rise to themanifest super-
symmetry transformations

So(e) " = eGH'S,, (6.52)
% (€)Sy = i£Gud @’ +£5,5G . (6.53)
In the derivation, terms corresponding to time evolutiomendropped. There

is no obvious way to write down a generator for this transfation, since it
cannot be of the forni (6.27).

The additional supersymmetry transformat@yi¢) yields a twisted gener-
alized complex structuré due to the presence &f. The Hamiltonian admits
enhanced supersymmetry if the target space geometry iethigeneralized
Kahler, since

{H,Qu(¢)}n =0 (6.54)

implies that the twisted generalized complex structummmutes with the
generalized metric given if(6.07)

0 G1
(29) 059
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Consequently, the Hamiltonian is invariant under two estrpersymmetries
with generator® (&) andQ,(¢) of the form [6.2V). These generators satisfy
(6.28) and in addition

{Qu(€),Qu(8) }n = 2¢EH. (6.56)

Since the two generalized complex structures commute Wwélgeneralized
metric G, the two extra supersymmetries commute with the non-mstrsie-

persymmetry[(6.33). Recently, [Mal06] provided a rigid hwhatical proof
of the derivation of the Hamiltonian and its supersymmetrie

In conclusion, the sigma model Hamiltionian (6.50\is= (2,2) supersym-
metric if the target space geometry is twisted generalizédét. IfH = 0, the
target space geometry is generalized Kéahler. From the ghysiint of view
the relation between generalized Kahler and bi-hermitiaangetry is thus
given by the equivalence of the Hamiltonian and Lagrange fidaition of the
sigma model. This can be seen by rewriting the supersymmatrgfiormation
(6.3) in theN = 1 component fields

5(e)¢" = (e"'DL@"I, +e D_®"JIH,)|6°=0

L 00 (3t + )+ S (@ - (@ )

+ izeo(Dcp”(Jﬁv =) =Sy (@ HM + (- hHHY)). (6.57)

From this, we identify the tensors in_(6]129) and find exadtly telation[(5.32)
betweenl. and the generalized complex structudes.

6.6 Topological twists

Our picture of theN = (2,2) supersymmetric sigma model can be used to
discuss topological twists and the corresponding topokddield theories in

a very natural way. The generators of supersymmetry in phzssescan be
associated to BRST transformations by converting them tb geherators
[Zab06a]. This is formally done by setting the odd parameterone in [6.24)
and [6.27). This does not change the algebra@handQ, satisfy. The linear
combination

q=Q(1)+iQ(1) (6.58)

is nilpotent. A generalized complex structure can theeebar associated to an
odd differentialsonC*(NT*.ZM).

s¢' = {q,¢"} sy ={a, Sy} (6.59)
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In the case of generalized Kahler geometry, we can definetislo sperators
81, 2 by considering the two generatd@s(1) andQ;(1). Due to the relation
(6.56), the Hamiltoniar (6.50) is BRST exact and can be &nith two ways

H= —12 / dod6s,Q:(1) = —ié /dod@sle(l). (6.60)

Let us focus on the first version. The topological field theorlocalized at
the fixed points of the BRST transformations. Purely boséiréd points are
given by the first class constraint

Vi py + E,OXH =0, (6.61)

wherev+ ¢ € (L) is a section of theri-eigenbundle ofl. This theory was
originally discussed i JAS05] and later reexamined|by [BE0Ecovers the
topological A- and B-model. The phase space action that sporeds to[(6.60)
is

s= [ #£d0((S, ~BuD") dog HisQD).  (662)

This is the gauge fixed action for the theory defined[by (6.6He Of the
complex structures defines the topological field theory dneddperators;
while the other is used for the gauge fixing. The first term indbon can be
interpreted as a topological term. The two possibilitiesisfributing the two
generalized complex structures correspond to the two goinvaent ways of
twisting theN = (2,2) sigma model. An extensive discussion of topological
strings and generalized complex geometry can be fourd s0He

6.7 N=(44) supersymmetric Hamiltonian

In this section, we focus on the results of [V] and show howeaegalized
hyperkahler geometry froN = (4,4) supersymmetry similar to the discus-
sion in section_6J5. We saw that for a generalized complegetamanifold,

the phase space admiis= 2 supersymmetry and that the Hamiltonian (6.50)
is N = (2,2) supersymmetric on a (twisted) generalized K&hler manifdld
start with discussingN = 4 supersymmetry in phase space and show that the
necessary condition for this is a generalized hypercompiawifold that ad-
mits three generalized complex structures satisfyingltpebaa of quaternions

{31,32} =0, J3 =J1J. (6.63)

According to the discussion & = 2 supersymmetry, the additional genera-
tors of supersymmetry besides the manifest are of the foré)6

Q(e) = 3 [ dodo (2D9S,3,(6) + DYDY Liw (9) + S,S.P ().
(6.64)
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These are generators of supersymmetry transformationsétweelate them
to generalized complex structurés If we denote the generator of manifest
supersymmetry by (€) = Q(¢e) then we require that th@;(¢) satisfy the
supersymmetry algebra

{Qi(€),Qj(8)} = &jP(2¢8), i=0,1,23. (6.65)

We do not consider a Hamiltonian at this stage. The Poissakétsinvolv-
ing Qy(€) and those with = j imply thatJ; are (integrable) generalized com-
plex structures as in the previous discussion. The remabriackets translate
into conditions for the generalized complex structures

{31,342} =0, J3=J1d2, N(J1,J2) =0. (6.66)

This coincides with the definition of generalized hypercaageometry The
two generalized complex structures anticommute and tgemdralized) Ni-
jenhuis concomitant vanishes. It is defined aginl (5.4) bth thie Lie bracket
replaced by the Courant bracket. ActuallyJif and J, are integrable, then
vanishing of the Nijenhuis concomitant implies integrapifor J;. We con-

clude that the phase space adniits= 4 supersymmetry if and only if the
manifold is generalized hypercomplex.

Next, we show that invariance of the Hamiltonian_(6.50) urttie three
additional supersymmetri€3, requires a generalized hyperkahler manifold.
For this, we combine the discussiondf= 4 supersymmetry in phase space
with the discussion that lead té = (2,2) supersymmetry. The Hamiltonian
is N = 4 supersymmetric if

{Qi(e),H} =0, i=0,1,23. (6.67)

We compare this td (6.54) and find that each of the three additisuper-
symmetry generators gives rise to a generalized Kéhlectsir since the
corresponding generalized complex structures commutethdt generalized
metricG

13,,G] =0, =123 (6.68)

As a consequencé; = GJ; are three additional generqlized complex struc-
tures. They correspond to supersymmetry transforma@pascording to the
discussion of in sectidn 8.5 such that

{Qi(€),Q;(e)} = 2ie&5H. (6.69)
Using anticommutativity of thd;, it is not difficult to show that);, J; andG
satisfy the relations of a generalized hyperkahler stredfb.35).

In conclusion, the Hamiltoniah (6.50) ¢ = (4,4) supersymmetric if and
only if the target manifold is generalized hyperkahler,wisted generalized
hyperkéahler for the cage +# 0.
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6.8 Twistor space for generalized complex structures

In this section, we define the twistor space of generalizeajdex structures
that is associated to thé= (4,4) supersymmetry of the sigma model Hamil-
tonian. The idea of a twistor space is to encode the geometrjpepties of
the target manifoldM in the holomorphic structure of a larger manifold, the
twistor space. The original idea goes back to Penrose [PexrtbSalamon
[Sal82,Sal86]. We here follow the same approach as in theitlefi of the
twistor space for hyperkahler geometry [HKLR87]. Twistoasps of gener-
alized complex structures and generalized Kéhler stra@us also discussed
in [DMO064, [DMQO6b] in order to find examples of generalized gdex and
generalized Kéhler structures that are not induced by cexn@ymplectic
and Kéhler structures. Before discussing the twistor sfardbe generalized
hyperkahler geometry, we first review the results for hypbaté&r geometry.
Given a hypercomplex structudg, J,, Jz the linear combination

K=clh+2h+c3) (6.70)

is a complex structure i lies on the unit sphere? = 1. This sphere can be
identified withCP™. CP! is usually represented &% with coordinate, )
and the identificatiori{,{) ~ (A{,A () for A # 0. Therefore, we can cover
it with two sheets of coordinateg,1) and(1,{) such that{ = {1 in the
overlapping region. In these coordinates,

1-7Z +Z+Z bt ¢— Z (6.71)

1+ZZ 1+ ¢ 1+ZZ

The twistor space of complex structures is the product sibiee?, such that
at any pointp € M, §* parametrized the space of complex structure3dn.
A complex structure for the whole manifold is then given by pair

1-¢¢, 440, . L-7
6.72
<1+zz AT ') 672

wherel is the ordinary complex conjugation on the sphere. This coogbn
allows to define hyperkahler geometry in terms of an absp@emeter space.

We now define the twistor space of generalized complex strestin a
completely analogous way. Given the six generalized coxngiieicturesl;
andJ; of the previous section, we find that the linear combinatibas define
generalized complex structures are given by the relation

K=3(c+d)3i+3(c —d)J, F=d?=1 (6.73)

The space of generalized complex structures for a genedatigperkahler
structure is parametrized = $ x . In CP! x CP! coordinateg, w, the
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vectorsc andd are given by

o (1—22_ z+z i(z—2)>’

1+zZ2 1+z72 1+zz

1-ww w+w i(w—w)
1+ww’ 14+ww' 1+ww

> . (6.74)

Since the generalized complex structudesJ; are a realization of the bi-
quaternionic algebra, it follows th#? = —1 andK = GK whereG is the
generalized metric. The generalized me@i@cts on the parameter space by
letting d — —d. In the CP* coordinatew, this corresponds to the anti-podal
map

Tw:W— —W 1! (6.75)

that changes the orientation of thesphere. The ordinary complex structures
for the two spherek andl,, define a complex structuteor Z. This complex
structure induces a generalized complex structuré oe T*Z by

j= ( _ol ﬁ ) (6.76)

A generalized complex structure for the combined spdoceS x & is then
given by

J=(K(zw),Jd). (6.77)

It is an interesting question, ifcan be chosen in a more general way in this
context. Generalized complex structures$oix S were explicitly defined in
[Hit06].

The tripIes{K,G,K = GK} form generalized Kéahler structures. The two
spheres parametrize the space of ordinary left- and righrpdex structures
on T M. We can clarify this by introducing

IE = %(Ji +3Ji) = %(11 G)Ji. (6.78)

These are the projections of the generalized complex stegton the+
eigenspaces db. Explicitly and with relation[(5.32), they are given by

NC I B ©i (6.79)
2\ wyi Jii

With this, (6.73) becomes
K=cd" +da . (6.80)

We indeed find that andd parametrize the two sets of complex structurgs
andJ_;.
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It remains to show thal as defined in(6.77) is indeed a generalized com-
plex structure. In order to see this, we reformulate theipresvdiscussion in
the pure spinor language. Latbe the pure spinor line associated to the gen-
eralized complex structurlh and¢ be a local pure spinor representative such
that for the sectiong+ & of the +i eigenbundle,

(U+é)-d=ixp+ENng=0. (6.81)
SincelJ; is integrable, the spinor is pure and satisfies
dp =(u+¢&)-¢ (6.82)

for some sectiom+ & of TM @ T*M. Given thatp is a pure spinor for the-i
eigenspace af4, then

o=(1+325" +1wal ) - ¢ (6.83)

is a pure spinor fo. SinceJ; andJ; are integrable by assumptiol, is
integrable as well. This follows from the fact that the Nijerghconcomitants
vanish. Especially, for fiz, w,

dojw=(u+¢)-o (6.84)

for someu+ & € '(TM@ T*M). The bar indicates that the derivative is taken
for fixed values oz andw. The generalized complex structulés integrable
by construction. We can associate to it a pure spinsuch thatA+b)-n =0

for sectionsA+b of TZ® T*Z. Explicitly, n is the top-holomorphic form

n = dzA dw. Sinceo is holomorphic inz,w, the spinoip = o A n satisfies

d(oAn)=dolwAn+(-1)°oAdn +dzAOs0 AN +dwATg,0AN.
(6.85)

p is a spinor. It is an element of the exterior algeb/®* (M x & x &) =
(AT*M) A (AT*S) A (AT*S). By construction the last two terms i (6185)
vanish such that

do=(X+&)-aAn+ (=1%o A (A+b)-n
=(X+&+A+b)-p. (6.86)

p is a pure spinor for the almost generalized complex strectur
J = (K(zw),J) and we conclude thakis integrable.

The case foH # 0 follows in the same way, except thaf(6.82) and (b.84)
are replaced by their twisted versions

(d+HA)p = (u+&)-¢. (6.87)
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6.9 Generalized Supersymmetric Sigma Models

We already mentioned that thé = (2,2) supersymmetric non-linear sigma
model with action [(6]1) yields generalized K&hler geometnd can be
parametrized completely in terms of chiral, twisted chigald semichiral
N = (2,2) superfields. For the latter case the additional supersyrgmet
closes on-shell unless the action is complemented by atiaynterm taking
care of the additional components of the semichiral fields. & sigma
model with additional auxiliary fields in general, one is goided uniquely
to generalized Kahler geometry. This may have various reason one
possibility we elaborate in Paper Ill, namely a possiblengetny beyond the
generalized complex case. Up to field redefinitions, the rgeseral action
involving auxiliary spinorial fieldsS, , was introduced in_ [Lin04]

1
S— —Z/d20d29<8[+uD,]dJ“ +5,,8"S , +2D, PHD_ V(B —by)).
(6.88)

We refer to this model as the generalized non-linear sigmdemby,, is a
globally defined two form oM, while B, is only locally defined in gen-
eral and is the origin for the WZ-term witd = dB. We are not interested in
the difference betweeB andb and set them equal to each other throughout
this section. Extended supersymmetry for this action wasdossidered in
[Lin04]. The solution makes heavy use of the field equationsSfor. Also,

eV was supposed to be invertible, in which case one may perfaraosdi-
nate transformation similar toBrtransformation

and bring the action into the form
S— —%/d20d26<swe“"&v+2D+dJ“DdJ"e,w). (6.90)

The field equations fo8,, areS;,, = 0 and like in the introductory discus-
sion of supersymmetry, it is consistent to substitute thetm the action and
recover the original sigma modél(6.1) with=- G+ B. The price to pay is that
the extended supersymmetry only closes on-she#!‘ifis a Poisson tensor,
(6.88) becomes thd = (1,1) supersymmetric version of the Poisson sigma
model. It has been shown [Bei05] that the solution_of [LinO4fké even in
this case, despite the fact the existence of a m&yicwas a crucial point in

its derivation. The most general form of an additional suparaetry is given
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by [Lin04]

5% (%)@ =e* (D9 A — 5., PEIY)

9(6%)Seu =¢* (D29"Lin) ~ DaSuuKE + 80,8 NGT"?
+D.¢’D.¢f Mﬁﬁ% +D.¢"S10Q°)

) (6%)85 =+ (D2SpRL + D812 + D.DL g T
+S1pD+¢0"U P + Dg’Se Vi
+D+¢"D+ <P"Xf$2) + SivSJ?pYLSi)vp> - (6.97)

With these, the transformations are given by, e.g.

3(&)H = (8 (eM)+ 6 (e7)) " (6.92)

As in (6.27) the form of the transformation is constraineddbyiensional ar-
guments, i.e., it must not contain any dimensionful paramédthe involved
tensors are subject to a number of conditions if these toamsftions are to
satisfy the supersymmetry algebra and in order to yield ansgtry of the
action. If one disregards the third transformatioriin (§, #ie remaining two
lines recover the form of the transformations for the cakasytield general-
ized complex geometry. While in that case, the conditiomscfosure of the
algebra have a geometric meaning, here, no such interipretatknown yet.
If only one half of the extended supersymmetry is considesagt only the
&) -transformations, it has been shown [LMTZ05] that generalaedplex
geometry is a solution. The authors found it intriguing antieacurious that
the tensors involved in the transformatién (6.91) seemdaamge themselves
into a6D x 6D matrix rather than thdD x 4D generalized complex matrices

JH = L k&) 0 (6.93)

and that some of the non-differential conditions could heriteen in a form
resembling an almost complex structure

JH2=_1 (6.94)

We proceed from here in a bottom-up approach and try to mindacbncept
of generalized complex geometry as best as we can to find sicsofor a
very simple case of (6.88). Ignoring all differential cotmats for the moment
and guided by the outcome of the previous discussion, waegerthe tensors
in 6D x 6D matrices. It is worth noticing that whilB, ¢ live on TM, both
auxiliary fieldsS; live on the cotangent bunde*M. Itis useful to define two
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copies of the cotangent bundléM_., where the index indicate the copy that
S; is living on, respectively. We define the bun@le=- TM @ (T*M, & T*M_).
Alook at (6.93) reveals that it is written in local coordieaforE. In addition

to J&), we introduce

J&) 0o —p-)
JE) = TG RO —z() . (6.95)
L) 0 K)

The non-differential conditions from the supersymmetryelig imply that
J™) are almost complex structures Brthat commute.

JH2 = 1 P39 =0. (6.96)

The non-differential conditions that come from invarianéehe action, say
(6.88), can be understood with the help of the matrix

0O 1 -1
G=| 1 0 e |. (6.97)
-1 e 0

This matrix has to be bi-hermitian
JHIGIH) = G. (6.98)

We are tempted to refer 8 as a generalized metric df. This interpreta-
tion is supported by the fact that it encodes the action. Wewen general,

it does not have maximum rank and thus fails to be a suitalididate. The
following observation is worth mentioning. The upper kit x 4D submatrix

of G is equal to the generalized mettithat appears in generalized complex
geometry. This corresponds to projectBg@ntoT M@ T*M... Under this pro-
jection,J™) reduce to generalized complex structures on the reduceatidoun
A similar argument holds for the projection onfdM & T*M_. The differen-
tial conditions are a lot more involved. Howeverelf” = MHY is a symplectic
structure then integrating out the auxiliary fields yields &action

1
S= —é/d20d29D+¢“D_<b"Bw, (6.99)

where By, is the closed two-form given by the inverse [df Clearly, this
model isi trivial. The main issue that prevents finding a getimeondition
for the admission of enhanced supersymmetry is a propeutagegof integra-
bility similar to the notion of the Courant bracket & Therefore, the main
purpose of [Ill]is to look for hints that point in the rightreiction. For this, we
make one additional assumption. We assumePhat are invertible Poisson
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tensors. This implies thaX®), K(+) andR*) are covariantly constant com-
plex structures. This and the remaining differential candg resulting from
the algebra and invariance of the action are satisfied pedvidat the almost
complex structures®) are ‘covariantly constant’ with respect to a certain
connection matrix

0% =93®) 4 3.7 T -9,
I = diag(r?,r r®y (6.100)

The components df are connections that are related to each other throygh
P(*) and their inverses. This resembles the situation in the Gét#isRotek
case for ordinary supersymmetric sigma models. But it ilsn&tt clear how to
correctly interpret this relation as an integrability caiuah for ). For this
model, the connection matric€sare flat and have a vanishing generalized
Riemann tensor in the sense

R=dr —Fol =0. (6.101)

B-transformations are an important ingredient in geneszdlizomplex geome-
try and could be interpreted as gauge transformations éog&ometry. These
transformations have an equivalent in the geometry of tmeigdized sigma
model. ForB € Q2 (M), we define an automorphism of the bunBidy

1 00
Us=| -B 1 0 |. (6.102)
B 0 1

It transforms the complex structure matrices according to
J(+) = UgdFUgt. (6.103)

If I transforms as a connection under this ‘gauge’ transfoonatihen[(6.100)
is invariant. This strengthens its interpretation as angitateility condition
for J®). The full geometric picture remains unclear, since we lackaper
concept of integrability for these objects.

The manifest formulation dil = (2,2) sigma models involving semichiral
fields provides a way to gain a better understanding of thesmted geometric
framework and its relation to generalized complex geomeétrg action[(6.117)
is a special case of (6.90). Expectedly, generalized comgbekespecially
generalized Kahler geometry fits into the above picture artain subclass.
In [111], we elaborate this and consider the special case tfyamodel that
involves semichiral superfields only and has the action

S— —/d2§d29d2§(xs?—>iy) :/dzfdzedze_(XMBMN/YN/).
(6.104)

68



If we reduce this action tbl = (1,1) superfields according to sectibnl6.2 and
make a proper field redefinition, this action can be rewrigseifLRvUZ05a]

S= —%/dZEdZB(SHJB‘“’&V + qu”Buvafp”), (6.105)

whereB,, is constant and antisymmetric. This implies that the secend t
vanishes, however, it is kept here for clarity. In compariso (6.104), this
action contains twice as many spinorial fields. As a consecpief the con-
straints for the semichiral superfields, half of them arest@ined by

Swm=Sw=0, (6.106)

There is a second interpretation of this constraint. It caimtezpreted as the
field equations folS;: Effectively, half of the spinorial fields are integrated
out by means of their equations of motion. In the complexcstme matri-
ces, it is consistent to neglect the entries corresponditiggse components.
Effectively,J™*) collapse to generalized complex structures:

+)  _p)
) ’ P(+) ° ) Jo —pt)
) = 0 K 0 | —35 = 0 RO
o -z R(+)
(6.107)
In terms ofM, M’ coordinates, this reads
JH) 0 0 0
(| —p) 0
() _ o J
Iy = S T @ S (6.108)
0 0 |-z RV

where we identified the tensors with their components thatiwsel the col-
lapse, e.gKg — K&. There is a similar reduction fciég) — .Jig). This result
coincides with the derivation in [LRvUZ05a].

In section 6.B we gave a shorthand notation for the additigaaerators
of supersymmetry[(6.30). Especially, tBetransformation reduces ® —
Ug®. Here, the situation is different, there are two derivaize. and two
corresponding auxiliary fieldS.. A way around this problem is to promote
the matrices to operators

JD, -P 0
JH) = -LD2 KD 0 (6.109)
TD.D_. -ZD_. RD,
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and define\ by A = (¢,S,,S_)!. Similarly, we can defing(~) and promote
G to an operator. Then, for example, the transformations §&&ad be written
in a very compact way

SHFIN = eFTHIA, (6.110)

up to terms involving third rank tensors.

We conclude that our results strongly point towards a geonoattinter-
pretation beyond generalized complex geometry thoughattie of a proper
notion for this case presents a major obstacle for elalmydtirther in this
direction.
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Deutsche Zusammenfassung

Stringtheorie ist eines der faszinierendsten Teilgelletanodernen theoreti-
schen Physik. Sie vereint zwei Konzepte, die auf den erdiek Bnvereinbar
erscheinen: Gravitation und Quantenmechanik. Das maghktsjdem” Kan-
didaten fir eine Theorie, die alle Naturgesetze beschrdfihrend Quan-
tenfeldtheorien auf der einen Seite in der Lage sind, digmrelagnetische,
die schwache und die starke Wechselwirkung in hinreiche@daauigkeit zu
beschreiben, haben wir durch Einsteins allgemeine Rdkitiheorie ein Ver-
standnis der Gravitation fUr verhaltnismaRig grof3e Aldgabie Stringtheo-
rie vereint diese zwei Konzepte mittels einer auf den erBlak einfachen
und naiven Idee: Warum sollten die fundamentalen Baust@n®&latur nicht
eindimensionale Objekte, Strings, statt punktférmigdchein sein?

In der vorliegenden Dissertation werden zwei Aspekte den@heorie na-
her betrachtet: Spannungslose Strings und supersymateti@gmamodelle.

In der Teilchenphysik spielen masselose Teilchen einetigetiRolle. Das
Photon beispielsweise ist der Trager der elektromagietis&raft. Zudem
kénnen Teilchen bei sehr hohen kinetischen Energien alszoamasselos
angesehen werden. In der Stringtheorie ist das AquivalenTeilchenmas-
se die Spannung des Strings, dessen Masse pro Einheitslange. Dem span-
nungslosen String wird eine &hnliche Rolle zugesprocherden masselosen
Teilchen. Er taucht erstmals in der Literatur auf im Zusammeghmait der
Diskussion von Strings, die sich wie masselose Teilcheriivittgeschwin-
digkeit bewegen, jedoch haben wir bis heute nur ein sehregrderstandnis
seiner eigentlichen Natur. Auch ihm wird eine entscheigeRdlle bei der
Beschreibung hochenergetischer Strings zugesprochéspi@sweise kon-
nen wir uns einen String vorstellen, der mit wachsender Alggschwindig-
keit rotiert. Nach und nach wird sich der Grof3teil der Enedgis Strings um
dessen Endpunkte konzentrieren, wahrend der Uberwieg&ildg@nnungs-
los wird. Der String zerfallt bildlich gesprochen in eine gammlung freier
Teilchen, die sich jedoch nur orthogonal zum String bewdg@emen.

Der spannungslose String unterscheidet sich in viel&ltigjeise von einem
»-gewdhnlichen” String mit nicht-verschwindender Spangwubie verschwin-
dende Spannung fuhrt zu einer Erweiterung der Symmetrie a@amReit, des
sogenannten Zielraumes, in den wir uns die Weltflache, dieStiérg Uber-
streicht, eingebettet denken. In der quantentheoretidBhrachtung wird der
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Unterschied noch drastischer. So kollabiert das Spektesrsgdannungslosen
String zu einem einheitlichen Masseniveau: Alle Anregumgges Strings sind
masselos. Insbesondere gilt dies auch flr tachyonischegingen, die fur
gewdhnlich instabil sind und aus dem physikalischen Spek&ntfernt wer-
den missen, da sie eine imagindre Masse besitzen. Der spmhoge String
besitzt keine kritische Dimension. Eine Quantisierung istjéde beliebige
Raumzeit-Dimension mdglich und nicht auf zehn bzw. 26 Disi@men be-
grenzt wie im Falle nicht-verschwindender Spannung. Jedoa die erwei-
terte Raumzeitsymmetrie nur b = 2 Dimensionen bewabhrt, wahrend eine
Quantisierung in allen anderen Fallen in einem topologiacBpektrum re-
sultiert. Man vermutet, dass der spannungslose Stringadie nngebrochene
Phase der Stringtheorie beschreibt, in der alle Zustéandehglerechtigt sind,
und dass zu geringeren Energien hin ein Phasenlbergarmdedttin dem
sich die verschiedenen Energieniveaus ausbilden.

Das Angregungsspektrum des spannungslosen Stringstefiiséinde mit
hohem Spin. Das legt die Vermutung eines Zusammenhangs zsoder
nannten Higher Spin Gauge-Theorie (,Hohere-Spin-Eichie&anahe. Die-
se Relation lasst sich am einfachsten im Zusammenhang mAdICFT-
Korrespondenz verstehen. Bei der Betrachtung eines Haogis sieht man
ein dreidimensionales Bild, dessen Information auf einegidimensionalen
Flache enthalten ist. Ubertragen auf die Stringtheoriadpedieses sogenann-
te holographische Prinzip in seiner bekanntesten Verdimss Stringtheorie in
einem Anti-de Sitter Raum &quivalent ist zu einer konforrRefdtheorie auf
dem Rand dieses Raumes. Diese Korrespondenz wurde seitderarthu-
tung ihrer Existenz im Jahre 1997 erstmals aufgestellt wundeer wieder
getestet. Das hat zu so erstaunlichen Ergebnissen geflibrjass gewisse
Sektoren der Stringtheorie mit Hilfe der dualen Beschnegoaxakt I6sbare
Modelle sind, die sich mit Methoden der Festkdrperphyssiefdlassen. Je-
doch gibt es bis heute — meines Wissen nach — keinen direleare fur
die Korrespondenz. Sie relatiert die Kopplungskonstautelar Feldtheorie-
seite zur Spannunpin der Stringtheorie. Daher entspricht der spannungslose
String einer freien Feldtheorie, die die Existenz von HigBpin-Feldern zu-
lasst.

Funfdimensionaler Anti-de Sitter ist Teil eines zehndigienalen Raum-
es, in dem der sogenannte Typ-lIB String konsistent quantiwerden kann,
AdS x S. Leider ist die Betrachtung von Strings in diesem Hintergraim
schwieriges Unterfangen, und besonders zu deren Quantigiést nicht viel
bekannt.AdS x S ist einer von drei bekannten Hintergriinden fir Typ-11B
Strings, die maximal supersymmetrisch sind. Das bedeldss sie 32 Super-
symmetrien besitzen. Nebéul S x S sind dies der flache, leere Raum sowie
ein erst kirzlich entdeckter, sogenannter Plane-Waveekgjnind, der eine
Reihe von Eigenschaften mkdS; x S gemeinsam hat, aber deutlich einfa-
cher ist. Wie sich herausstellt, I&sst sich dieser Hinterdiin einer bestimm-
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ten Weise als Grenzfall voAdS x S ableiten. Seine Einfachheit erméglicht
es, den geschlossenen Typ-IIB String zu betrachten uncefiiFdll der Licht-
kegeleichung, in dem nur die transversalen Freiheitsgral8etracht gezogen
werden, zu l6sen und zu quantisieren.

Die Art, wie die Stringtheorie die Geometrie des Raumestilemsist ist sehr
verbliffend. Wir haben schon im Rahmen von Kompaktifizigemangespro-
chen, dass aus Konsistenzgriinden der interne, sechsdbmaiesRaum von
einer bestimmten Art sein muss. Die Geometrie ist dadurstirhmt, dass wir
unser vierdimensionalen Teilraukh= 1 supersymmetrisch sein soll. Wenn
der interne Raum zudem Kahler sein soll, bleibt nur eine hbgkit, nam-
lich, dass es sich um eine Calabi-Yau-Mannigfaltigkeitdedh Auch wenn
man wusste, dass es neben Kahler auch andere Mdglichkeitersg wur-
den diese fur lange Zeit nicht in Betrachtung gezogen. FuBegmamodell
mit Supersymmetrie auf der Weltflache, der Flache, die ein¢in der Ziel-
mannigfaltigkeit, sprich Raumzeit, Giberstreicht, wird Geometrie des Ziel-
raums durch die Dimension der Weltflache und der Anzahl Sypametrien
bestimmt. Beispielsweise besitzt dis= (1,1) supersymmetrische Sigma-
modell die doppelte Anzahl Supersymmetrien wenn die Zielmgdaltigkeit
bi-hermitesch ist. Auch wenn die Geometrien klassifizien sso wurden die
Falle, die nicht Kéhler waren doch fir lange Zeit als fur dieirfgtheorie
weniger bedeutend eingestuft. Erst in neuerer Zeit wurde enerplisier-
ter komplexer Geometrie ein neues mathematisches Konnépickelt, das
komplexe und symplektische Geometrie vereint und glei@ighawischen
ihnen interpoliert. Es bietet genau den richtigen Rahmendignverbindung
zwischen Weltflachensupersymmetrie und der Geometrie @émznnigfal-
tigkeit ndher zu untersuchen. So stellte sich heraus, dassUntermenge
dieser neuen Geometrien, die sogenannten generaliskeétder Geometri-
en, identisch ist mit der bi-hermiteschen Geometrie uneémudine vollstan-
dige Beschreibung im Rahmen von manifefet (2,2) Supersymmetrie be-
sitzt. Generalisierte Calabi-Yau Geometrie ist eine weiténterkategorie, die
heutzutage bei Flusskompaktifizierungen eine wichtigeéeRsgielt. Letztlich
kann generalisierte komplexe Geometrie in der Lage seia,raathematische
Erklarung fur Spiegelsymmetrie zu liefern. Generalisiédeplexe Geome-
trie vereint die topologischen A- und B-Modelle in einemzigen Modell.

Es folgt eine Zusammenfassung der Originalarbeiten, died@ssertati-
on zugrunde liegen.

Artikel |

Im ersten Artikel beschreiben wir, wie spannungslose §&riru Supergravi-
tationslésungen, Hintergriinde, auf denen Stringtheamssistent ist, fuhren.
Zu diesem Zweck betrachten wir die Geometrie eines makros&oen Typ-
[IB Strings im Grenzfall, in dem der String sich mit Lichtgésdndigkeit
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bewegt. Dies fuhrt dazu, dass die Spannung des Stringshweirsdet und die
Geometrie &hnlich wie im Teilchenfall als eine gravitagtde Schockwelle
beschrieben werden kann.

Artikel 11

Wir studieren den spannungslosen, geschlossenen Typtiilgy$n der ma-
ximal supersymmetrischen Plane-Wave-Geometrie. Die Lgssin&hnlich
wie im Falle nicht-verschwindender Spannung. Auch die @ae&nung des
spannungslosen Strings istim Gegensatz zum flachen Rauohlematisch.
Dies ist auf die Existenz eines Parameters zuriickzufihezmmd der Kriim-
mung des Hintergrundes zusammenhangt. Wir kénnen zeigess, sich der
spannungslose String direkt aus dem spannungsbehafteteg i Grenz-
fall verschwindender Spannung ableiten lasst und koeséatj dass dieser
Grenzwert mit der Quantisierung kommutiert.

Artikel 111

Im dritten Artikel diskutieren wir die Bedingung, unter dein generalisier-
tes Sigmamodell mit zwei Supersymmetrien zusatzliche Sypametrien be-
sitzt. Wir finden, dass sich die dabei involvierten Tensanamatirlicher Wei-
se zu Objekten gruppieren, die eine geometrische Intewatjenseits der
generalisierten komplexen Geometrie nahelegen. Aufgumsdres unzuldng-
lichen Verstandnisses dieser Art von Geometrie sind wibeeren Betrach-
tungen an ein sehr einfaches Sigmamodell gebunden und kdnmelie we-
sentlichen geometrischen Objekte identifizieren, sowigere wie generali-
sierte komplexe Geometrie in diese Beschreibung eingehstt

Artike 1V

Wir erklaren die Beziehung zwischen generalisierter Kigfdemetrie und bi-
hermitescher Geometrie von einem physikalischen Stard@us. Wir zei-
gen, dass generalisierte Kahlergeometrie die Bedinguny f (2,2) erwei-
terte Supersymmetrie im Phasenraum ist. Damit lasst sitiRdlation zwi-
schen generalisierter Kéhlergeometrie und bi-hermitesGrometrie mit der
Aquivalenz zwischen Hamilton- und Lagrangeformalismuschesben. Als
Anwendung unserer Resultate beschreiben wir topologisalists.

Artikel V

In diesem Artikel, der auf den Ergebnissen des vorherigertiastudieren
wir die Bedingung fumMN = (4,4) Supersymmetrie in der Hamiltonformulie-
rung des Sigmamodells. Wir finden eine Definition fiir gerisiexte Hyper-
kéhlergeometrie und definieren den Twistorraum der geiserden komple-
xen Strukturen.
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Svensk Sammanfattning

Strangteori ar en av dem mest fascinerande amnen som witeakbm den
moderna teoretiska fysiken. Den forenar tva koncept somvatkar passa
ihop: gravitation och kvantmekanik. Detta gor strangteiirien potentiell
kandidat for en teori som beskriver naturens alla lager. aMedkvantfaltte-
ori & ena sidan kan beskriva den elektromagnetiska, demsagt den star-
ka vaxelverkan tillrackligt exakt, sa forstar vi gravitaten genom Einsteins
allmanna relativitetsteori som galler pa forhallandetis s avstand. Strang-
teori forenar dessa tva koncept genom en idé som verkarrikal som naiv:
Varfor skall inte naturens fundamentala byggstenar vadinggnsionella ob-
jekt, strangar istéllet for punktformiga partiklar?

| denna avhandling betraktas tva olika aspekter av strarigte
spanningslosa strangar och supersymmetriska sigmarandell

Massltsa partiklar har en viktig roll inom partikelfysikdrotonen till ex-
empel transporterar den elektromagnetiska kraften.kf@rgom ror sig med
valdigt hdga kinetiska energier kan anses som nastan rsasdlfiassens ek-
vivalent inom strangteori &r spanningénstrangens massa per enhetslangd.
Den spanningsldsa strangen tilldelas en roll motsvararetsitisa partiklar.
For forsta gangen diskuteras den i samband med strangar @Gosigrlikt
masslosa partiklar med ljushastigheten, men an idag avstatlse av den
spanningslosa strangens natur ratt s grov. Som massliikiapanses span-
ningslosa strangar vara viktiga for forstaelsen av steovgt vid hoga energi-
er. Till exempel kan vi tdnka oss en strdng som roterar meégande vinkel-
hastighet. Ju hogre vinkelhastigheten blir, desto mer éotreras strangens
energi kring dess andpunkter medans den stora delen agsirdntir span-
ningslos. Stréngen sonderfaller och blir en samling plartigsom ar bundna
att rora sig ortogonalt mod strangen.

Den spanningslosa strangen skiljer sig fran den “vanligpgnningsfulla
strangen pa flera olika satt. Den férsvinnande spanningeaghov till en
utvidgad symmetri av rumtiden, sjalva malrummet som vi &irtss strangens
varldsytan vara inbaddad i. | den kvantteoretiska diskunesi av strangen blir
skillnaden &nnu mera drastiskt. Den spanningslésa stnd@rggeektrum kollap-
sar till en enhetlig massniva: alla excitationer blir méasal Detta galler aven
for tachyoniska excitationer som brukar vara instabila odste elimineras
ur det fysikaliska spektrumet pa grund av att dem har en inéagnassa. Den
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spénningsldsa strangen har ingen kritisk dimension. Ksanhgen &r mojligt

i alla rumstidsdimensioner och inte baraii tio eller 26 digiener som fér den
spanningsfulla strangen. Den utvidgade rumtidssymmretréaras dock bara
for D = 2 dimensioner, medans kvantiseringen annars leder tibptilogiskt
spektrum. Den spanningsldsa strédngen tros vara en obagémdm strangte-
orin da alla tillstdnd &ar fortfarande jamstéallda och attfaets en fasdvergang
mot lagre energier som ger upphov till dem olika energinivae

Den spanningslosa strangens excitationssprektrum ilaetibstadnd med
hogre spinn. Det tyder mot ett samband med hogre spinn geargddetta gar
enklast att forsta i sambandet med AdS/CFT-korrespondeAsgagligen har
alla ndgon gang sett ett hologram: Informationen av ettirtiedsionellt ob-
jekt sparas pa en tvadimensionell yta. | strangteorin sdgga holografiska
princip i dess mest kénda version att strangteori i ett AetiSitter rum &r
ekvivalent med en konform faltteori som lever pa detta rutsmand. Sedan
dess upptackt 1997 testades korrespondensen pa fleraadtikels levererade
nagra intressanta resultat som att vissa sektorer av sé@ngar integrabla
modeller som via den duala beskrivningen kan lésas med raet@dkon-
denserade materiens fysiken. En fullstdndig bevis saknels @wo idag. Ko-
rrespondensen relaterar gaugeteorins kopplingskongtéinstréngens span-
nings. Den spanningslosa strangen svarar mot en fri félsem tillater just
hdgre spinn gaugefalt.

Femdimensionellt anti-de Sitter rum &r del av en tiodimensil bakgrund
for typ-11B strangteori, AdS x . Tyvarr ligger speciellt kvantiseringen av
strangteorin i denna bakgrund utanfér var nuvarande foanmdgS x S ar
en av tre kanda bakgrunder for typ-11B strangteorin som aximalt super-
symmetrisk: den bevarar 32 supersymmetrier. De andra kgrbaden brevid
AdS x S ar det tomma, plana rummet samt en sékallad planvagsnbakgru
som upptacktes for for ett par ar sedan. Den delar en del kgeas med
AdS x S men ar mycket enklare &n den sistnAmda. Det visar sig dvplantt
vagsbakgrunden &r en viss gransfals x . Dess enkelhet gor det mojligt
att diskutera och kvantisera den slutna typ-11B stréngesnné bakgrund.

Det sattet pa det strangteorin paverkar rumtidsgeometrirvaidigt
fascinerande. Nar vi pratade om kompaktifiering sa diskaakevi redan att
det interna sexdimensionella rummet maste vara av en yisSagometrin
bestams genom att vi kravélr = 1 supersymmetri i vart fyradimensionella
rum. Nar det interna rummet ar dessutom Kahler sa finns det draenda
mojlighet: Det maste vara en Calabi-Yau mangfalt. Aven otrvee kand att
det fanns flera andra alternativ sa diskuterades dem intdiya& ander en
lang tid. For en sigmamodell med supersymmetrin pa varsytestams
geometrin genom vérldsytans dimension och antalet sumpensyrier.
Den N = (1,1) supersymmetriska sigmamodellen till exempel har tva
ytterligare supersymmetrier om malmangfalden ar bihetmitiven om
dessa geometrier var kanda sa klassades de for det mestaisdre mktigt
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i samband med strangteorin. Forst for nagra ar sedan ubaeklett nytt
matematiskt koncept som férenar komplexa och symplektgkanetrin och
dessutom interpolerar mellan dem tva. Det ar det ratta ygekfor studier av
varldsytesupersymmetriens relation till malmangfaldgesmetri. Det visade
sig att en viss delmangd av dessa nya geometrier, de sadakadraliserade
Kéahler geometrier, &r identiska med den bi-hermitska géoemech att det
finns en fullstandigt beskrivning av generaliserad Kéhleorgetri med
hjalp av manifestN = (2,2) supersymmetri. Generaliserad Calabi-Yau
geometri ar en annan viktig delméngd som idag ar viktig i samdbmed
flodeskompaktifieringar. Slutligen finns det potential fidr generaliserad
komplex geometri kan ge en matematisk férklaring av spggeisetrin,
eftersom den férenar den topologiska A- och B-modellen ireraanodell.

Vi slutar med en sammanfattning av originalarbeten som aewhandling
grundar pa.

Artikel |

| den forsta artikeln beskriver vi hur spanningslésa stadirger upphov till
bakgrundslosningar till typ-1I1B supergravitation. Detrggenom att betrak-
tar geometrin som harstammar fran en makroskopisk straag gdinsen da
strangen rér sig med ljushastighet. | denna grans forsvistnangens span-
ning och geometrin liknar en gravitaionell chockvag.

Artikel 11

Vi studerar den spanningslosa, slutna typ-1IB strangemirdaximalt super-
symmetriska planvagsgeometrin. Losningen liknar det spgsfulla fallet.
Aven kvantiseringen &r inte problematiskt till skillnadufrdet plana rummet.
Detta hanger ihop med existensen av en parameter som draeldill bak-
grundens krokning. Vi visar daven att den spanningslosagé@fas i en viss
grans av det spanningsfulla fallet och konstaterar attgm@akommuterar med
kvantiseringen.

Artikel 111

| tredje artikeln diskuterar vi villkoret for en generaliad sigmamodell med
tva supersymmetrier att ha ytterligare supersymmetriese¥dem involver-
ade tensorerna grupperar sig pa ett naturligt satt till gedska objekt som
tyder mod en tolkning bortom generaliserad komplex gednfeé grund av
att vi inte har tillrackligt forstaelse av denna typ av getninér vi bundna
till en valdigt enkel sigmamodell dar vi kan bara identifielem vasentliga
geometriska objekt samt forklara hur generaliserad koxngéometri &r in-
baddad i denna beskrivning.
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Artike 1V

Vi forklarar relationen mellan generaliserad Kéahler getineeh bi-hermitsk
geometri ur en fysikalisk synvinkel. Vi visar att generatiad Kahler geometri
uppstar som villkor forN = (2,2) supersymmetri i fasrummet. Relationen
mellan generaliserad Kahler geometri och den bi-hermitg@metrin kan
darfor tolkas genom ekvivalensen av Hamilton- och Lagraagktivningen
av den supersymmetriska sigmamodellen. | diskussionenopwldgiska
twists hittar vi en forsta tillampning av vara resultat.

Artikel V

| denna artikel diskuterar vi villkoret foX = (4,4) supersymmetri i Hamilton-
formuleringen av sigmamodellen. Byggande pa den forr&edrtihittar vi en
definition av generaliserad hyperk&hler geometri och defmitwistorrummet
for dem generaliserade komplexa strukturer.
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