arXiv:hep-th/0007007 v3 8 Oct 2000

OUTP-00-30-P July 2000

Logarithmic operators in the SL(2, R) WZNW model

A. Nichols^1 and Sanjay^2

Theoretical Physics, Department of Physics, University of Oxford 1 Keble Road, Oxford, OX1 3NP, UK

Abstract

We find some exact solutions of the Knizhnik-Zamolodchikov equation for the four point correlation functions that occur in the SL(2, R) WZNW model. They exhibit logarithmic behaviour in both the Kac-Moody and Virasoro parts. We discuss their implication for the operator product expansion. We also observe the appearance of several symmetries of the correlation functions.

1a.nichols1@physics.ox.ac.uk 2s.sanjay1@physics.ox.ac.uk

1 Introduction

The SL(2, R) WZNW model is an old and interesting problem. The case of WZNW models based on a compact Lie group such as SU(2) was completely analysed in [1,2]. In this case the unitary representations are finite dimensional and correlation functions can be written as a finite sum of conformal blocks by the bootstrap approach. The non-compact groups gives a much more complicated situation and the general solution is not known. There has been much work done on analysing this [3, 4].

The group SL(2, R), which is one of the simplest non-compact groups, is important in many key areas.

The first is in two dimensional gravity [5–8]. The gravitational Ward identities for correlation functions of the metric are precisely the same as the SL(2, R) KZ equations [5,6]. If matter is coupled to gravity then the gravitationally dressed matter correlation functions also obey identities of the same form as SL(2, R) KZ equations [9, 10]. The case of string theory on AdS_3 is described by an exact conformal field theory - the SL(2, R) WZNW theory. There has recently been much renewed interest in this due to the AdS/CFT correspondence [11–13] although so far correlation functions have only been computed in the leading supergravity approximation. The final application is with respect to the Quantum Hall plateau transition where the SL(2, R) WZNW model has recently been proposed as a low energy effective field theory [14,15] (See also [16] where a more general P SL(2|2) group was discussed, and earlier references [17].)

Correlation functions in WZNW model satisfy Knizhnik-Zamolodchikov (KZ) equation [1] which is a set of coupled partial differential equations coming from constraints due to null states. For compact groups like SU(N) it can be solved exactly for four point functions by the bootstrap approach which reduces it to a set of ordinary differential equations. This is due to the fact that only a finite number of conformal blocks occur. In the SL(2, R) case one particular four point function was found [15] that had a logarithmic behaviour. In this paper we find some more exact solutions of KZ equation which are logarithmic in nature and show that this cannot be understood if the only fields present are primary operators.

These logarithmic singularities in four point functions have a natural interpretation in terms of logarithmic conformal field theory (LCFT) [18]. Correlation functions in LCFT have a special form. In particular operator product expansion (OPE) of two operators can receive contribution from logarithmic operators whenever the dimensions of the two or more operators become degenerate. This gives logarithms of cross ratios in four point functions. LCFTs are also discussed earlier in connection with the WZNW model [19, 20]. The presence of logarithmic singularities in the four point functions in SL(2, R) was discussed in [10, 21] but only in some asymptotic limits.

The plan of the paper is as follows. In next section we discuss correlation functions in the SL(2, R) WZNW model. In the following section we present some exact solutions of KZ equation and also some asymptotic solutions which are logarithmic in nature.

Finally we make some comments about the OPE structure in SL(2, R) WZNW theory and the appearance of several symmetries.

2 Correlation functions

The WZNW theory has affine SL(2, R) left and right moving symmetries whose modes generate the Kac-Moody algebra:

[J^3_n, J^3_m] = − k 2 nδ_{n+m,0} [J^3_n, J�_m] = ±J�_{n+m} (1) [J^+_n , J�_m] = −2J^3_{n+m} + knδ_{n+m,0}

We have similar expressions for the J̄^a_n. The zero mode algebra is just the group SL(2, R). We introduce the following representation for the SL(2, R) generators [3]:

J^+ = −x^2 ∂ ∂x − 2jx, J� = − ∂ ∂x , J^3 = x ∂ ∂x + j (2)

There is also a similar algebra in terms of x̄ for the antiholomorphic part. From now on we drop the antiholomorphic dependence in our notation although it can easily be restored. They obey the standard relations:

[J^+, J�] = −2J^3 [J^3, J�] = ±J� (3)

The quadratic Casimir is:

C_2 = η_{ab}J^aJ^b = 1 2 J^+J� + 1 2 J�J^+ − J^3J^3 = −j(j − 1) (4)

The stress-energy tensor in the case of the ungauged WZNW model is given in terms of the normal Sugawara construction:

T (z) = 1 k − 2 η_{ab} : J^a(z)J^b(z) : (5)

where : : denotes normal ordering. In terms of a mode expansion:

T (z) = ∑ n L_n z^{n+2} L_n = 1 k − 2 ∑ m η_{ab} : J^a_mJ^b_n�_m : (6)

The modes L_n obey the standard Virasoro algebra with central charge c =^{3k}_k�_2 . We introduce primary fields, ϕ_j(x, z) of the KM algebra: J^a(z)ϕ_j(x, w) = 1 z − w J^aϕ_j(x, w) (7) where J^a is given by (2). The fields ϕ_j(x, z) are also primary with respect to the Virasoro algebra with L_0 eigenvalue: h = − j(j − 1) k − 2 (8) The two point functions are fully determined using global SL(2, R) and conformal transformations and can be normalised in the standard way:

⟨ϕ_{j1} (x_1, z_1)ϕ_{j2} (x_2, z_2)⟩ = δ^{j1}_{j2} x�^{2j1}_{12} z�^{2h}_{12} (9) The general form of the three point function is:

⟨ϕ_{j1} (x_1, z_1)ϕ_{j2} (x_2, z_2)ϕ_{j3} (x_3, z_3)⟩ = C(j_1, j_2, j_3) x�^{j1}�^{j2+j3}_{12} x�^{j1}�^{j3+j2}_{13} x�^{j2}�^{j3+j1}_{23} (10) z�^{h1}�^{h2+h3}

12 z�^{h1}�^{h3+h2}

13 z�^{h2}�^{h3+h1} 23 The C(j_1, j_2, j_3) are the structure constants which in principle completely determine the entire theory. For the case of SL(2, R) these were found in [51]. In the case of the closely related Liouville theory these were found in [7, 8].

For the case of the four point correlation functions of SL(2, R) primaries the form is determined by global conformal and SL(2, R) transformations up to a function of the cross ratios.

⟨ϕ_{j1} (x_1, z_1)ϕ_{j2} (x_2, z_2)ϕ_{j3} (x_3, z_3)ϕ_{j4} (x_4, z_4)⟩ = z^{h2+h1}�^{h4}�^{h3}_{43} z�^{2h2}_{42} z^{h3+h2}�^{h4}�^{h1}_{41} z^{h4}�^{h1}�^{h2}�^{h3}

31 x^{j2+j1}�^{j4}�^{j3}

43 x�^{2j2}_{42} x^{j3+j2}�^{j4}�^{j1}

41 x^{j4}�^{j1}�^{j2}�^{j3}

31 F (x, z)(11)

Here the invariant cross ratios are: x = x_{21}x_{43} x_{31}x_{42} z = z_{21}z_{43} z_{31}z_{42}

(12)

In a normal CFT we expect the OPE of two primary fields to take the general form:

ϕ_{j1} (x_1, z_1)ϕ_{j2} (x_2, z_2) = ∑ J C(j_1, j_2, J)z�^{h1}�^{h2+hJ}

12 x�^{j1}�^{j2+J}

12 [ϕ_J (x_2, z_2)] (13)

where we have by denoted [ϕ_J ] all fields that can be produced from the given primary field ϕ_j. In principle given C(j_1, j_2, j_3), we know the entire operator content of the theory and should be able to determine all higher point correlation functions using the OPE (13) and the crossing symmetries. This is called conformal bootstrap and has only so far been solved for the minimal models. We will see however that our solutions require more operators to be included in the OPE.

3 The Knizhnik-Zamolodchikov Equation

Correlation functions of the WZNW model satisfy a set of partial differential equations known as Knizhnik-Zamolodchikov (KZ) equation due to constraints from the null states following from (6). These are:

|χ⟩ = (L�_1 − 1 k − 2 η_{ab}J^a�_1J^b_0)|ϕ⟩ (14)

For two and three point functions this gives no new information. However for the four point function (11) it becomes a partial differential equation for F (x, z). For a compact Lie group this equation can be solved [1] as it reduces to a set of ordinary differential equations. For a non-compact group the situation is much more complicated. Below we specialise to the case of the group SL(2, R) in which case the KZ equation is similar to that for SU(2) which was considered in [3]:

(k − 2) ∂ ∂z_i + ∑ j6=i η_{ab}J^a_i ⊗ J^b_j z_i − z_j ⟨ϕ_{j1} (z_1) · · · ϕ_{jn} (z_n)⟩ = 0 (15)

where k is the level of SL(2, R) WZNW model.

If we now use our representation (2) we find the KZ equation for four point functions is: (k − 2) ∂ ∂z F (x, z) = [P z + Q z − 1 ] F (x, z) (16)

Explicitly these are:

P = −x^2(1 − x)

∂^2 ∂x^2 + ((j_1 + j_2 + j_3 − j_4 + 1)x^2 − 2j_1x − 2j_2x(1 − x)) ∂ ∂x +2j_2(j_1 + j_2 + j_3 − j_4)x − 2j_1j_2 (17)

Q = −(1 − x)^2x

∂^2 ∂x^2 − ((j_1 + j_2 + j_3 − j_4 + 1)(1 − x)^2 − 2j_3(1 − x) − 2j_2x(1 − x)) ∂ ∂x +2j_2(j_1 + j_2 + j_3 − j_4)(1 − x) − 2j_2j_3 (18)

These are the same expressions obtained in [22] except we differ in notation by j → −j. 4 Solutions of the KZ equation

4.1 Exact solutions

We seek solutions of the KZ equation which are of the following form: F (x, z) = z^{αk}�^2 (1 − z)^{βk}�^2 x^p(1 − x)^q[X(x) + Z(z)] (19) This ansatz allows us to see the various crossing symmetries in the solution nicely. Here we summarize the solutions leaving the details to the Appendix. Also we restrict ourselves to real values of j (Discrete series; see Appendix for details about SL(2, R) representation theory) in this section and in the rest of the paper.

• j_1 = j_2 = j_3 = j_4 = 0 This is the solution found previously in [15]. F (x, z) = A [ ln z k − 2 − ln x ] + B [ ln(1 − z) k − 2 − ln(1 − x) ] + C (20)

• Logarithms in x and z.

1. j_1 = j_2 = 0 j ≡ j_3 = j_4 ≠^1_2. F (x, z) = A [ ln(z − 1) k − 2 + ln(x − 1) 2j − 1 ] + B (21)

This obeys the crossing symmetry 1 ↔ 2 ⇒ x ↔^x_x�_1 , z ↔^z_z�_1 . 2. j_1 = j_3 = 0 j ≡ j_2 = j_4 ≠^1_2. F (x, z) = A [ ln z − ln(z − 1) k − 2 + ln x − ln(x − 1) 2j − 1 ] + B (22)

There is now no reason to expect symmetry under 1 ↔ 2 but instead we have 1 ↔ 3 ⇒ x ↔ 1 − x, z ↔ 1 − z. This solution is also well behaved as x, z → ∞ 3. j_1 = j_4 = 0 j ≡ j_2 = j_3 ≠^1_2. F (x, z) = A [ ln z k − 2 + ln x 2j − 1 ] + B (23)

Here we see the symmetry 1 ↔ 4 ⇒ x ↔^1_x , z ↔^1_z . • j_2 = 0 j_1 + j_3 + j_4 − 1 = 0 Logarithms in z disappear.

⟨ϕ_1�_{j3}�_{j4} (x_1, z_1)ϕ_0(x_2, z_2)ϕ_{j3} (x_3, z_3)ϕ_{j4} (x_4, z_4)⟩ = z^{h1}�^{h4}�^{h3}_{43} z^{h3}�^{h4} �^{h1}_{41} z^{h4}�^{h1}�^{h3}

31 x^1�^{2j3}�^{2j4} 43 z^{2j3}�^1

41 x^{2j4}�^1_{31} ∫ (1 − x)�^{2j3} x�^{2j1} dx (24) This has logarithms if j_1 or j_3 ∈ Z.

There are also solutions related to the above by various symmetries which we mention later.

4.2 Asymptotic solutions

In [10,21] some asymptotic solutions were found by considering the x → 1 asymptotics. However it was not clear, without having some exact solutions, that these persisted to all orders and that the logarithmic behaviour was genuine. Here we look at the z → 0 leading asymptotics. If we assume a power series in z then the leading form of F (x, z) obeys:

(k − 2) ∂F (x, z) ∂z = PF (x, z) z (25)

We can easily solve this by separation of variables to get solutions:

F_α(x, z) = z^{αk}�^2 G_α(x) (26) with:

G_α(x) = A_2F_1(j_2 − j_1 + 1 2 + η 2 , j_3 − j_4 + 1 2 + η 2 ; 1 + η; x)x�^{j1}�^{j2+ 12 + η2}

+B_2F_1(j_2 − j_1 + 1 2 − η 2 , j_3 − j_4 + 1 2 − η 2 ; 1 − η; x)x�^{j1}�^{j2+ 12} �^{η2} (27) η = √ 4j_1^2 − 4j_1 + 4j_2^2 − 4j_2 + 1 − 4α

The value of α is arbitrary so far but if we wish to have agreement between the OPE and the tensor product of two representations then we should have α = 0 as this leads to: ϕ_{j1} (x, z)ϕ_{j2} (0, 0) = ∑ J=j1+j2 |z|�^{h1}�^{h2+hJ} |x|�^{j1}�^{j2+J} [O_J (0, 0)] (28)

where [O_J ] denotes the conformal family of operators, which are not primaries in general, that have conformal dimension J.

We thus generically have logarithms in the Kac-Moody states if η ∈ Z.

5 Structure of the OPE

5.1 Logarithmic Conformal Field Theory

The occurrence of logarithmic singularities in conformal blocks signals the appearance of logarithmic operators. In a conformally invariant theory the OPE of primary operators is of the form

O_i(z_1)O_j (z_2) = ∑ k f^k_{ij} |z_{12}|^{hi+hj} �^{hk} O_k(z_1) + ... (29)

Two and three point functions are fixed by global conformal invariance up to a numerical constant. Four point functions are also fixed up to an arbitrary function of conformally invariant cross-ratios.

< O_i(z_1)O_j (z_2)O_k(z_3)O_l(z_4) >= ∑ m,n f^m_{ij} f^n_{kl} |z_{12}|^{hi+hj} |z_{34}|^{hk+hl} F (z) (30)

where z is the conformally invariant cross-ratio defined as above. If the OPE is of the above form then F (z) is a power series in z and there can be no logarithmic singularities in four point functions. However we have explicit solutions which are logarithmic in nature. In that case it becomes necessary to modify the OPE and include the logarithmic operators:

O_i(z_1)O_j(z_2) = 1 |z_{12}|^{hi+hj} �^h (C ln |z_{12}|^2 + D) + ... (31)

where operators C and D form a logarithmic pair with the degenerate dimension h. We have the following form of two point functions for C and D [18, 23]

< C(z_1)C(z_2) >= 0

< C(z_1)D(z_2) >= 1 |z_{12}|^{2h}

(32)

< D(z_1)D(z_2) >=

−2 ln |z_{12}|^2 + δ |z_{12}|^{2h}

They have the following form of OPE with the stress-tensor T (z): T (w)C(z) = h (w − z)^2 C(z) + 1 (w − z) ∂C ∂z + ... (33)

T (w)D(z) = h (w − z)^2 D(z) + 1 (w − z)^2 C(z) + 1 (w − z) ∂D ∂z + ... (34)

Or equivalently: L_0|C >= h|C > L_0|D >= h|D > +|C > (35) In this case L_0 cannot be diagonalised and C, D are degenerate. It is immediately apparent, from the form of the two point functions, that such theories cannot be unitary as they possess extra zero norm states which do not decouple from the physical spectrum. The hamiltonian L_0 forms an indecomposable Virasoro module. These extra null states can reproduce the structure of a full gauge theory despite the fact we only have scalars involved [23, 24] due to the symmetry of the OPE under D → D + λC.

In [24] this was discussed from the point of view of singletons. The relation between singletons and LCFT will be discussed later.

Correlation functions with logarithmic behaviour were found in the GL(1, 1) WZNW model in [25]. There has been a lot of work on LCFTs [27], in particular the role of extended algebras in the general c_{p,q} models and for the special c = −2 case. The indecomposable representations of the Virasoro algebra have also been investigated [26]. As with a general CFT these are only well defined if correlators obey crossing symmetry and single-valuedness as well as modular invariance on the torus. This has been shown to hold for some classes of LCFTs so far.

We can also get a similar structure arising if we have logarithms in x. In this case it is J^3_0 that is of Jordan normal form [20, 21, 28]: J^3_0 |C >= m|C > J^3_0 |D >= m|D > +|C > (36) In a more general case if we have degeneracy with the descendants of another primary then we will also have logarithms in the OPE.

We now wish to show how this general structure arises from our solutions.

5.2 Exact Logarithmic Solutions and OPE

• j = j_1 = j_3 j_2 = j_4 = 0

⟨ϕ_j (x_1, z_1)ϕ_0(x_2, z_2)ϕ_j (x_3, z_3)ϕ_0(x_4, z_4)⟩ = |z_{31}|�^{2h}|x_{31}|�^{2j} [ A ( ln | |1 − x x | | + (37) 2j − 1 k − 2 ln | |1 − z z | | ) + B ]

If we take the limit 1 → 3 and 2 → 4 which corresponds to x, z → ∞ we can expand our solution:

⟨ϕ_j(x_1, z_1)ϕ_0(x_2, z_2)ϕ_j(x_3, z_3)ϕ_0(x_4, z_4)⟩ = |z_{31}|�^{2h}|x_{31}|�^{2j} [1 + ...] (38)

where ... stands for subleading terms that vanish in the above limit. Then we find that:

ϕ_j(x_1, z_1)ϕ_j(x_3, z_3) = |z_{31}|�^{2h}|x_{31}|�^{2j} [1 + ...] (39) ϕ_0(x_2, z_2)ϕ_0(x_4, z_4) = 1 + ... (40)

We also find the correct two point functions if we take the correlation function of the above. Note we can always rescale operators so that the leading contribution has coefficient unity. The proper coefficients can only be obtained by consistency with higher order terms in the expansions. We do not attempt this here.

Now taking the 1 → 2 and 3 → 4 limit which corresponds to x, z → 0 we can again expand our solution:

⟨ϕ_j (x_1, z_1)ϕ_0(x_2, z_2)ϕ_j(x_3, z_3)ϕ_0(x_4, z_4)⟩ = |z_{42}|�^{2h}|x_{42}|�^{2j} [ ln |x_{21}| + ln |x_{43}| −2 ln |x_{42}| + 2j − 1 k − 2 (ln |z_{21}| + ln |z_{43}| − 2 ln |z_{42}|) ... ] (41)

where we use ln x = ln x_{21} + ln x_{43} − ln x_{31} − ln x_{42} = ln x_{21} + ln x_{43} − 2 ln x_{42} + ... and similarly for z. Again the subleading terms are ignored. We now find that:

ϕ_j(x_1, z_1)ϕ_0(x_2, z_2) = E^x_j (x_2, z_2) ln |x_{12}| + E^z_j (x_2, z_2) ln |z_{12}| + F_j(x_2, z_2) + ...(42) ϕ_j(x_3, z_3)ϕ_0(x_4, z_4) = E^x_j (x_4, z_4) ln |x_{34}| + E^z_j (x_4, z_4) ln |z_{34}| + F_j(x_4, z_4) + ...

Using our exact solution leads to the following 2-pt functions when j ≠ 0: ⟨E^a_j E^b_j ⟩ = 0, ⟨E^z_j (x, z)F_j(0, 0)⟩ = 2j − 1 (k − 2)

|z|�^{2h}|x|�^{2j} (43) ⟨E^x_j (x, z)F_j(0, 0)⟩ = |z|�^{2h}|x|�^{2j} ⟨F_j(x, z)F_j(0, 0)⟩ = −2|z|�^{2h}|x|�^{2j} (2j − 1 k − 2 ln |z| + ln |x| )

The fields E^z_j , F_j form a Virasoro logarithmic pair [18] which mix under the conformal transformations z → λz:

F_j → F_j − ln λE^z_j , E^z_j → E^z_j (44) E^x_j , F_j form a Kac-Moody logarithmic pair [20,21] which mix under the SL(2, R) transformations x → ϵx:

F_j → F_j − ln ϵE^x_j , E^x_j → E^x_j (45) If j =^1_2 it is consistent at this level to set E^z_j = 0.

• j_2 =^1_2 j_1 + j_3 + j_4 =^1_2 We find F (x, z) = |x|�^{2j1} |1 − x|�^{2j3} |z|�^{j1} |1 − z|�^{2j3} | | ∫ x^{2j1}�^1(x − 1)^{2j3}�^1dx | | (46) The correlation function is then obtained using (11).

j_1 ≠ 0 ϕ_{j1} (x, z)ϕ 1_2 (0, 0) = |z|�^{h1}�^{h2+hJ} |x|�^{j1}�^{j2+J} O_J (0, 0) + ... (47) ϕ_{j3} (x, z)ϕ_{j4} (0, 0) = |z|�^{h3}�^{h4+hJ} |x|�^{j3}�^{j4+J} O

0_J (0, 0) + ... where J = j_1 +^1_2 . Then: ⟨O_J (x, z)O 0_J (0, 0)⟩ = |z|�^{2hJ} |x|�^{2J} (48) j_1 = 0

ϕ_0(x, z)ϕ 1_2 (0, 0) = |z|�^{h1}�^{h2+hJ} |x|�^{j1}�^{j2+J} [C_J (0, 0) ln |x| + D_J (0, 0) + ...(49) ϕ_{j3} (x, z)ϕ_{j4} (0, 0) = |z|�^{h3}�^{h4+hJ} |x|�^{j3}�^{j4+J} [E_J (0, 0) ln |x| + F_J (0, 0) + ...

where again J = j_1 +^1_2 =^1_2 . Then:

⟨C^a_J E_J ⟩ = 0, ⟨C_J (x, z)F_J(0, 0)⟩ = ⟨D_J (x, z)E_J (0, 0)⟩ = |z|�^{2hJ} |x|�^{2J}(50) ⟨D_J (x, z)F_J (0, 0)⟩ = −2|z|�^{2hJ} |x|�^{2J} ln |x| We find these OPEs and the ones from our other solutions are consistent. In particular we find: ϕ_j(x, z)ϕ_0(0, 0) = ⟨ϕ_j (x, z)ϕ_0(0, 0)⟩+αE^x_j ln |x|+β(2j−1)E^z_j ln |z|+γF_j +... (51) Also for j_3, j_4 ≠ 0

ϕ_{j3} (x, z)ϕ_{j4} (0, 0) = ⟨ϕ_{j3} (x, z)ϕ_{j4} (0, 0)⟩ + (52) ∑ J |z|�^{h3}�^{h4+hJ} |x|�^{j3}�^{j4+J} ( C_{Jj3j4} O_J (0)

+ δ_{J,} 1_2 D_{j3j4} O

0_J (0) ln |x| ) (53) The relative normalisation of the coefficients C_{Jj3j4} , D_{j3j4} , α, β, γ should be determined by the consistency of the OPE with the SL(2, R) Kac-Moody algebra. Although these OPEs are not complete they at least give us a hint of the possible structure and in particular some interesting behaviour at j =^1_2 . In SL(2, R) WZNW j =^1_2 is the pre-logarithmic operator [20] that is the analogue of the puncture operator in Liouville. In AdS_3 it is also the critical point below which solutions in the bulk are not square integrable.

6 Symmetries of the Correlation function

The four point correlation function is fully determined by F (x, z) and we now wish to comment on a few of the discrete symmetries of the SL(2, R) model that are manifest in the KZ equation.

6.1 Reflection j → 1 − j

Under j → 1−j we find the Casimir j(j −1) is unchanged and thus fields with the same other quantum numbers may be expected to mix. It is interesting that we can also see this symmetry from the point of view of the KZ equation. To do this we differentiate the KZ equation 1 − 2j_2 times then we find that

∂^1�^{2j2} ∂x^1�^{2j2} F_{j1,j2,j3,j4} (x, z) and F_{j1,1}�_{j2,j3,j4} (x, z) (54) satisfy the same KZ equation. This is due to the fact that, up to normalisation:

∂^1�^{2j} ∂x^1�^{2j} ϕ_j (x) = ϕ_1�_j(x) (55)

This only makes sense if 1 − 2j ∈ Z_+ which is exactly the case in which the series starting at j and 1 − j can be indecomposable.

6.2 j →^k_2 − j

It can also be easily verified that:

(x − z)^k�^{j1}�^{j2}�^{j3}�^{j4} z^α(1 − z)^βF k_2 �_{j3,} k_2 �_{j4,} k_2 �_{j2,} k_2 �_{j1} (56)

and F_{j1,j2,j3,j4} (x, z) obey the same KZ with appropriately chosen α, β. As was discussed in [29] precisely this symmetry is related to spectral flow.

6.3 Strange Z_2 symmetry

It is very easy to see that under the transformation:

j_1 → j̃_1 = j_1 2 + j_2 2 − j_3 2 + j_4 2 j_2 → j̃_2 = j_1 2 + j_2 2 + j_3 2 − j_4 2 j_3 → j̃_3 = − j_1 2 + j_2 2 + j_3 2 + j_4 2 j_4 → j̃_4 = j_1 2 − j_2 2 + j_3 2 + j_4 2 (57)

P and Q shift by a constant. If we consider:

z^{αk}�^2 (z − 1)^{βk}�^2 F~_{j1,}~_{j2,}~_{j3,}~_{j4} (58)

where α = −^1_2(j_1 − j_2)^2 +^1_2(j_3 − j_4)^2, β = −^1_2(j_2 − j_3)^2 +^1_2(j_1 − j_4)^2.

Then we find that this satisfies exactly the same KZ equation as F_{j1,j2,j3,j4} (x, z) and thus can, presumably by uniqueness of the solutions, be identified with it; at least up to some overall scale. This strange symmetry was noted earlier in [30] in the Dotsenko- Fateev model [31] for specific values of spin J^3_0 . It was shown to follow from an integral identity in [32] in the case of SL(2) degenerate representations.

7 String theory on AdS_3

String theory in AdS_3, which is the SL(2, R) group manifold, is described by the SL(2, R) WZNW theory. There has been much early work discussing the spectrum and consistency of such a theory [2,4,33]. There has been renewed interest recently [34] due to the AdS/CFT correspondence [11]. The duality is between string theory in the bulk of Anti-de-Sitter space (AdS) and a conformal field theory (CFT) on the boundary of the space-time. Bulk fields naturally couple to local operators in the boundary CFT. Correlation functions on the boundary can be computed from the bulk theory in the supergravity approximation by taking the classical tree level graphs for the bulk interactions. A precise recipe to compute this is given in [12, 13]. For the AdS_5 case for example see [35].

So far most work has been conducted in this supergravity approximation. For general AdS_n, this is because we do not understand how to describe the full string theory in such a background. For the case of AdS_3 however the worldsheet theory is described by the SL(2, R) WZNW model and the boundary theory is a two dimensional CFT and so there is the possibility to go beyond this leading supergravity approximation. Fields are naturally classified according to the representation theory of SL(2, R). It is also an extremely interesting case in which we have an exactly solvable string theory and thus we can study physics in this background, for instance the issues of unitarity in such a curved space.

In [36] it was suggested that logarithmic operators in the worldsheet generate zero modes in the target space which restore the symmetries that are broken by the background. This was used in [37] to describe D-brane recoil. For the latest developments in this area see [38] and references therein. In the case of AdS_3 geometry, which is the near horizon limit of D1−D5 system, these zero modes should restore the full Poincare invariance broken by the position of the branes. It would be interesting to see if our solutions could be interpreted in this context.

Short distance logarithmic singularities in four point correlation functions in the boundary CFT came as a surprise. Short distances in boundary theory are mapped to long distances in the bulk and vice versa via the familiar UV/IR relation [39]. In the AdS_5/CF T_4 case, in which the boundary theory is N = 4 supersymmetric Yang-Mills, these singularities are interpreted as an outcome of perturbative expansion in terms of anomalous dimensions of unprotected multi-trace operators which correspond to multiparticle states in the bulk [40,41]. In this case it is expected that as the boundary theory in this case is reasonably well understood that these logarithms are not due to logarithmic structure in N = 4 SYM. This also seems to be the case in AdS_3/CF T_2 as it has been shown that the spectrum of multiparticle states in AdS_3 agrees precisely with the multi-trace operators in boundary CFT [42]. However in AdS_3 the grey body spectrum has a logarithmic singularity which cannot be explained by an anomalous dimension. In [43] it was shown that this could not be due to a LCFT on the boundary with degenerate primary states. This paradox was solved in [44] which suggested that a LCFT with degeneracy between a primary state and the descendant of another could give the calculated spectrum. It is thus still an open question as to the role of LCFT in the boundary theory particularly beyond the supergravity approximation.

The j = 0 operators on the world sheet correspond to the non-normalisable scalar singletons in the bulk of AdS_3. In general AdS_n these are special finite dimensional representations which lie at the limit of unitarity [24, 45, 46]. It was shown in [47] that if one considers singletons in the bulk then they would naturally induce a LCFT on the boundary with correlation functions given by (32). This form of the bulk action was also considered in [48] but from a different point of view. As we have found logarithmic correlation functions for j = 0 operators on the worldsheet there might be a relation between the possible logarithmic structure of the worldsheet and boundary LCFTs.

8 Conclusions and Discussion

We have found several solutions exhibiting logarithmic behaviour in both the Kac- Moody and Virasoro parts. These clearly show that the set of primaries is not complete and that extra fields can be generated in the OPE. At the free level no-ghost theorems have been proved [49] for 0 < j <^k_2 , and null states are expected to decouple, but general statements about the fully interacting case cannot be made until the full field content has been established. There has been several attempts to compute correlation functions using other methods [22,50,51]. An analysis of two point functions [51] shows that j should obey a more stringent bound^1_2 < j <^k�^1_2 (See also [29] for a discussion of this bound from a different perspective). All the exact logarithmic solutions found by us involve some operators outside this range. Correlation functions involving primaries with j < 1/2 can be mapped into correlation functions with j > 1/2 using reflection symmetry (54) and logarithms disappear. The special case j =^1_2 , which is at the boundary of discrete and continuous series, deserves further study [52]. In [53] the free field approximation was used, valid near to the boundary of AdS_3, and it was found that zero and negative norm states could be produced by interactions. It would be interesting to compare these different approaches. Our results seem to suggest that at the interacting level it is not possible to remove all the zero norm states as a logarithmic pair is created.

There are many aspects which we feel deserve further attention. It is not obvious which indecomposable representations are allowed in the SL(2, R) model. The KZ equation for a non-compact group, unlike the compact case, does not reduce to an ordinary differential equation and so there are issues of uniqueness and boundary conditions. The bulk degrees of freedom corresponding to the logarithmic operators are presumably singletons [47] and it would be interesting to see how these enter in the bulk action. It is also clear that these are perhaps not the most general logarithms that could occur as the Casimir J^2 is always diagonal in our representation which is not required for indecomposable representations. We hope to study some of these in future work.

9 Acknowledgements

We would like to thank I. Kogan, A.M. Tsvelik, and M.J. Bhaseen for interesting and helpful discussion. We would also like to thank J. Rasmussen for drawing our attention to one of his papers which also discussed the strange symmetry. The research of A.N is funded by PPARC studentship number PPA/S/S/1998/02610. Sanjay is funded by the Felix Scholarship (University of Oxford).

A SL(2, R) representation theory

For completeness we include the representations of SL(2, R) for the primary fields. The representations are characterised by the eigenvalues of the quadratic Casimir

C_2 = 1 2 (J^+_0 J�_0 + J�_0 J^+_0 ) − J^3_0 J^3_0 = −j(j − 1) (59)

and also the eigenvalue of J^3_0 . This set includes the unitary representations as well as the non-unitary ones and also importantly the non-decomposable representations as all of these could contribute to the operator product expansion. The fact that not all representations can be written in a block diagonal (decomposable) form is due to the fact that more than one field may possess the same quantum numbers j and m and so in general J^3_0 can only be reduced to Jordan normal form rather than fully diagonal. The representations are all built starting from a primary field and then acting with J�_0 . They are

• Continuous representations:

This is an irreducible, infinite dimensional representation that does not have a highest or lowest weight state.The j and m eigenvalues are unrelated. A representation of this type has the states {|j, α; m⟩ : m = α, α ± 1, α ± 2, · · ·} (60) where J^3_0 |j, α; m⟩ = m |j, α; m⟩ and also j ± α /∈ ZZ so that the representation is unbounded in either direction. We shall only consider real valued of α and so without loss of generality we can take 0 ≤ α < 1 . For fixed C_2 and α, the representations for each branch of (59) are equivalent. Imposing unitarity restricts us to two types of representations:

1. C^α_j –“Principal continuous series” occurs for C_2 < −^1_4; thus j =^1_2 + is with s ∈ IR 2. E^α_j –“Complementary series” occurs for C_2 > −^1_4. Here j is real with^1_2 < j < 1 and j −^1_2 < |^1_2 − α|.

• Discrete lowest weight representation.

This is an irreducible, infinite-dimensional lowest weight representation and exists for 2j /∈ ZZ� ∪ {0}. A representation of this type has the states {|j; m⟩ : m = j, j + 1, j + 2, · · ·} (61) where J�_0 {|j; j⟩ = 0 and J^3_0 |j; m⟩ = m |j; m⟩ This representation will be unitary if j > 0. For representations of the group SL(2, R) then 2j ∈ ZZ^+ but for the universal cover j ∈ IR^+.

The derivation of this representation in [54] shows that it can be embedded in a reducible, nondecomposable representation where m − j is an arbitrary integer. We can act on these states with m < j repeatedly using J^+_0 but once we get into the normal irreducible representation we cannot leave it with actions of J�_0 because of the highest weight state.

• Discrete highest weight representation:

This is an irreducible, infinite-dimensional highest weight representation and again exists for 2j /∈ ZZ� ∪ {0}. A representation of this type has the states {|j; m⟩ : m = −j, −j − 1, −j − 2, · · ·} (62) where J^+_0 {|j; −j⟩ = 0 and J^3_0 |j; m⟩ = m |j; m⟩ This representation will be unitary if j > 0. For representations of the group SL(2, R) then 2j ∈ ZZ^+ but for universal cover again j ∈ IR^+. In [54] this is embedded in a reducible, nondecomposable representation which contains m > −j similar to that for the lowest weight representations.

• Finite dimensional representations:

This is an irreducible, finite-dimensional representation. It occurs when 2j ∈ ZZ� ∪ {0}. A representation of this type has the states {|j; m⟩ : m = |j|, |j| − 1, |j| − 2, · · · − |j|} (63) where J�_0 {|j; −|j|⟩ = 0 , J^+_0 {|j; |j|⟩ = 0 and J^3_0 |j; m⟩ = m |j; m⟩. The representation is only unitary in the case j = 0, i.e. for the identity representation, also known as the singleton [24,45,46]. It is contained in a reducible nondecomposable representation for which m is arbitrary.

B Exact solutions of the KZ equation

We can find particularly simple solutions to (16) if the terms in P and Q with no derivatives in x are zero. We thus look for solutions in which these terms vanish. However rather than do this naively we first make the substitution

F (x, z) = z^{αk}�^2 (1 − z)^{βk}�^2 x^p(1 − x)^qG(x, z) (64)

This is mostly redundant but does allow us to see the various crossing symmetries in the solutions.

The KZ equation (16) then becomes

(k − 2) ∂G(x, z) ∂z = P̃G(x, z) z + Q̃G(x, z) z − 1 (65)

We write P̃ = P̃_∂ + P̃_0 where P̃_∂ denotes the part of P̃ with derivative terms in x and P̃_0 is the remainder. Of course P̃_0 is just an algebraic expression whereas P̃_∂ is a differential operator. Similarly we decompose Q̃ = Q̃_∂ + Q̃_0. Explicitly these are:

P̃_∂ = −x^2(1 − x) ∂^2 ∂x^2 + x((j_1 + j_2 + j_3 − j_4 + 1 + 2q)x − 2(1 − x)(j_2 + p) − 2j_1) ∂ ∂x (66)

P̃_0 = x(2j_2 + p + q)(j_1 + j_2 + j_3 − j_4 + p + q) − α + q(j^1 − j^2 − j^3 + j^4 − q) 1 − x + const Q̃_∂ = −x(1 − x)^2 ∂^2 ∂x^2 − (1 − x)((j_1 + j_2 + j_3 − j_4 + 1 + 2p)(1 − x) − 2x(j_2 + q) − 2j_3) ∂ ∂x Q̃_0 = −x(2j_2 + p + q)(j_1 + j_2 + j_3 − j_4 + p + q) − β + p(−j^1 − j^2 + j^3 + j^4 − p) x + const If we choose α and β correctly to absorb the constant terms then we need not be concerned about these.

Although these expressions for general j_i are quite complicated we can search for simple solutions using the ansatz G(x, z) = X(x) + Z(z). Then

(k − 2) dZ(z) dz = P̃_∂X(x) z + P̃_0(X(x) + Z(z)) z + Q̃_∂X(x) z − 1 + Q̃_0(X(x) + Z(z)) z − 1 (67)

If we impose the vanishing of P̃_0 and Q̃_0 then we have:

(k − 2) dZ(z) dz = P̃_∂X(x) z + Q̃_∂X(x) z − 1 (68)

As this is to be true for all z we must have P̃_∂X = r Q̃_∂X = s (69)

Thus if we seek solutions with this ansatz then we must impose the constraints P̃_0 = 0 and Q̃_0 = 0 and then find solutions X(x) that satisfy (69). Of course G(x, z) ≡ constant is always a solution to (65). In the next section we search for less trivial ones.

B.1 Solution to the constraints P̃_0 = 0 and Q̃_0 = 0

Solving the constraints we find the following cases:

Case p q j_1 j_2 j_3 j_4 1 0 0 −− 0 −− −− 2 0 −2j_2 j_3−j_2−j_4 −− −− −− 3 0 −j_2−j_3+j_4 0 −− −− −− 4 0 0 −− −− j_4 −j_1−j_2 −− 5 j_3 −j_1−j_2 j_1−j_2 −j_3 −− −− −− 0 6 −2j_2 0 −− j_1 −j_3−j_4 −− −− 7 −j_1 −j_2+j_4 0 −− −− 0 −− 8 −2j_1 −2j_3 −− −− −− j_2−j_1 −j_3

Also

α = p(1 − 2j_1 − 2j_2 − p) + q(−j_1 + j_2 + j_3 − j_4 + q) − 2j_1j_2 (70) β = q(j_1 + j_2 − j_3 − j_4 + 1 + 2p) + p(2j_1 + 4j_2 − 2j_4 + 2p) + 2j_2(j_1 + j_2 − j_4) (71)

Although each of these gives different solutions for F (x, z) we find that the actual physical quantity, the correlation function (11), is the same in cases 1,3,5,7 and in 2,4,6,8 due to the prefactor multiplying F (x, z) and thus these give us no new information. Therefore we concentrate on the first and fourth cases as these are simpler due to p = q = 0 condition.

Thus we have

• j_2 = 0 F (x, z) = X(x) + Z(z)

• j_3 = j_4 − j_1 − j_2 F (x, z) = z

�2j_1j_{2k}

�2 (1 − z)

�2j_2j_{3k}

�2 (X(x) + Z(z))

B.1.1 Case I: j_2 = 0

Then we have:

P̃_∂X(x) = x^2(x − 1)∂^2X(x) ∂x^2 +((j_1+j_3−j_4 +1)x^2 − 2j_1x) ∂X(x) ∂x (72)

Q̃_∂X(x) = −x(1 − x)^2 ∂^2X(x) ∂x^2 −((j_1 +j_3−j_4+1)(1 − x)^2 −2j_3(1 − x)) ∂X(x) ∂x (73)

Rather than immediately solving P̃_∂X = r,P̃_∂X = s we note that

(x − 1)P̃_∂X(x) + xQ̃_∂X(x) = r(x − 1) + sx (74)

⇒ (j_1 + j_3 + j_4 − 1)x(1 − x) ∂X(x) ∂x = r(x − 1) + sx (75)

If j_1 + j_3 + j_4 − 1 ≠ 0 then ∂X(x) ∂x = 1 j_1 + j_3 + j_4 − 1 ( r x + s x − 1 ) (76)

It now remains to find if there are any extra constraints if we force this to be a solution of (69). We find that for non-trivial solutions (i.e r, s ≠ 0)

1. j_1 = j_3 = j_4 = 0 = j 2. r = −s j = j_1 = j_3 ≠^1_2 j_4 = 0 3. r = 0 j = j_3 = j_4 ≠^1_2 j_1 = 0 4. s = 0 j = j_1 = j_4 ≠^1_2 j_3 = 0

The case in which j_i ≡ 0 was the one previously found in [15]. The solution of KZ equation in all these case follows from (76) is of the form: F (x, z) = r [ ln z k − 2 + 1 2j − 1 ln x ] + s [ ln(z − 1) k − 2 + 1 2j − 1 ln(x − 1) ] + C (77)

If j_1 + j_3 + j_4 − 1 = 0 then we have r = s = 0 and F (x, z) has no z dependence. P̃_∂X(x) = 0 Q̃_∂X(x) = 0 (78) ⇒ ∂X(x) ∂x = (1 − x)�^{2j3} x�^{2j1} (79) ⇒ F (x, z) = ∫ (1 − x)�^{2j3} x�^{2j1} dx (80)

This has logarithmic behaviour in x if 2j_1 or 2j_3 ∈ Z^+. However we see that the logarithmic behaviour in z has vanished. If say j_4 = 0 this can be thought of as the limiting case of the above solutions when we reach the special values j_1 = j_3 =^1_2 .

B.1.2 Case II: j_3 = j_4 − j_1 − j_2

We can repeat the same arguments to find non-trivial solutions. We find only the same solutions as before with logarithms in both x and z. However we can find solutions with no logarithms in z similar to (80) when j_4 =^1_2 :

F_{j1,} 1_2 �_{j1}�_{j3,j3,} 1_2 = z�^{2j1j2} (1 − z)�^{2j2j3} ∫ x^{2j3}�^1(1 − x)^{2j1}�^1dx (81)

A rearrangement of this solution is analysed in (46). It is simpler however to observe that this is related to the previous case B.1.1 by the strange symmetry (57). If j_4 = j_2 − j_1 − j_3 then we find this gives the same F (x, z) as j_1 → j_1 + j_2 (82) j_2 → 0 (83) j_3 → −j_1 + j_4 (84) j_4 → −j_2 + j_4 (85)

References

[1] V.G. Knizhnik and A.B. Zamolodchikov, Nucl. Phys. B247 (1984) 83. [2] D. Gepner and E. Witten, Nucl. Phys. B278 (1986) 493. [3] A.B. Zamolodchikov and V.A. Fateev, Sov. J. Nucl. Phys. 43 (1986) 657. [4] P.M.S. Petropoulos, Phys. Lett. B236 (1990) 151.

K. Gawedzki, (1991), hep-th/9110076.

I. Bars, Phys. Rev. D53 (1996) 3308, hep-th/9503205. [5] A.M. Polyakov, Mod. Phys. Lett. A2 (1987) 893.

[6] V.G. Knizhnik, A.M. Polyakov and A.B. Zamolodchikov, Mod. Phys. Lett. A3 (1988) 819.

[7] H. Dorn and H.J. Otto, Nucl. Phys. B429 (1994) 375, hep-th/9403141. [8] A.B. Zamolodchikov and A.B. Zamolodchikov, Nucl. Phys. B477 (1996) 577, hepth/9506136.

[9] I.R. Klebanov, I.I. Kogan and A.M. Polyakov, Phys. Rev. Lett. 71 (1993) 3243, hep-th/9309106.

[10] A. Bilal and I.I. Kogan, (1994), hep-th/9407151

A. Bilal and I.I. Kogan, Nucl. Phys. B449 (1995) 569, hep-th/9503209. [11] J. Maldacena, Adv. Theor. Math. Phys. 2 (1998) 231, hep-th/9711200. [12] S.S. Gubser, I.R. Klebanov and A.M. Polyakov, Phys. Lett. B428 (1998) 105, hep-th/9802109.

[13] E. Witten, Adv. Theor. Math. Phys. 2 (1998) 253, hep-th/9802150. [14] M.J. Bhaseen et al., (1999), cond-mat/9912060. [15] I.I. Kogan and A.M. Tsvelik, (1999), hep-th/9912143. [16] M.R. Zirnbauer, (1999), hep-th/9905054.

[17] I.I. Kogan, C. Mudry and A.M. Tsvelik, Phys. Rev. Lett. 77 (1996) 707, condmat/9602163.

J.S. Caux, Phys. Rev. Lett. 81 (1998) 4196, cond-mat/9804133. J.S. Caux, N. Taniguchi and A.M. Tsvelik, Phys. Rev. Lett. 80 (1998) 1276, cond-mat/9711109.

[18] V. Gurarie, Nucl. Phys. B410 (1993) 535, hep-th/9303160. [19] J.S. Caux et al., Nucl. Phys. B489 (1997) 469, hep-th/9606138. [20] I.I. Kogan and A. Lewis, Nucl. Phys. B509 (1998) 687, hep-th/9705240. [21] I.I. Kogan, A. Lewis and O.A. Solovev, Int. J. Mod. Phys. A13 (1998) 1345, hep-th/9703028.

[22] J. Teschner, (1999), hep-th/9906215.

[23] J.S. Caux, I.I. Kogan and A.M. Tsvelik, Nucl. Phys. B466 (1996) 444, hepth/9511134.

[24] C. Fronsdal, Lecture given to Latin American School on Strings and Fundamentals, Caracas, Venezuela, 1989.

[25] L. Rozansky and H. Saleur, Nucl. Phys. B389 (1993) 365, hep-th/9203069. [26] F. Rohsiepe, (1996), hep-th/9611160. [27] H.G. Kausch, (1995), hep-th/9510149.

M.A.I. Flohr, Int. J. Mod. Phys. A11 (1996) 4147, hep-th/9509166. M.R. Gaberdiel and H.G. Kausch, Nucl. Phys. B477 (1996) 293, hep-th/9604026. M.A.I. Flohr, Int. J. Mod. Phys. A12 (1997) 1943, hep-th/9605151. M.R. Gaberdiel and H.G. Kausch, Phys. Lett. B386 (1996) 131, hep-th/9606050. M.A.I. Flohr, Nucl. Phys. B514 (1998) 523, hep-th/9707090.

M.R. Gaberdiel and H.G. Kausch, Nucl. Phys. B538 (1999) 631, hep-th/9807091. M.A.I. Flohr, Phys. Lett. B444 (1998) 179, hep-th/9808169. H.G. Kausch, (2000), hep-th/0003029.

[28] Z. Maassarani and D. Serban, Nucl. Phys. B489 (1997) 603, hep-th/9605062. [29] J. Maldacena and H. Ooguri, (2000), hep-th/0001053. [30] O. Andreev, Phys. Lett. B363 (1995) 166, hep-th/9504082. [31] V.S. Dotsenko and V.A. Fateev, Nucl. Phys. B240 (1984) 312. [32] J.L. Petersen, J. Rasmussen and M. Yu, Nucl. Phys. B481 (1996) 577, hepth/9607129.

J. Rasmussen, (1996), hep-th/9610167.

[33] J. Balog et al., Nucl. Phys. B325 (1989) 225.

L.J. Dixon, M.E. Peskin and J. Lykken, Nucl. Phys. B325 (1989) 329. N. Mohammedi, Int. J. Mod. Phys. A5 (1990) 3201. I. Bars and D. Nemeschansky, Nucl. Phys. B348 (1991) 89. S. Hwang, Nucl. Phys. B354 (1991) 100. M. Henningson et al., Phys. Lett. B267 (1991) 350. S. Hwang, Phys. Lett. B276 (1992) 451, hep-th/9110039. I. Bars, (1995), hep-th/9511187.

[34] J.M. Evans, M.R. Gaberdiel and M.J. Perry, Nucl. Phys. B535 (1998) 152, hepth/9806024.

A. Giveon, D. Kutasov and N. Seiberg, Adv. Theor. Math. Phys. 2 (1998) 733, hep-th/9806194.

D. Kutasov and N. Seiberg, JHEP 04 (1999) 008, hep-th/9903219. R. Argurio and A. Giveon and A. Shomer, (2000) hep-th/0009242. J. de Boer et al., JHEP 12 (1998) 026, hep-th/9812046. I. Bars, C. Deliduman and D. Minic, (1999), hep-th/9907087. Y. Satoh, (1999), hep-th/0005169.

A. Giveon and M. Rocek, JHEP 04 (1999) 019, hep-th/9904024. P.M. Petropoulos, (1999), hep-th/9908189.

[35] W. Muck and K.S. Viswanathan, Phys. Rev. D58 (1998) 041901, hep-th/9804035.

D.Z. Freedman et al., Nucl. Phys. B546 (1999) 96, hep-th/9804058. [36] I.I. Kogan and N.E. Mavromatos, Phys. Lett. B375 (1996) 111, hep-th/9512210. [37] V. Periwal and O. Tafjord, Phys. Rev. D54 (1996) 3690, hep-th/9603156.

I.I. Kogan, N.E. Mavromatos and J.F. Wheater, Phys. Lett. B387 (1996) 483, hep-th/9606102.

[38] A. Campbell-Smith and N.E. Mavromatos, (2000), hep-th/0003262. [39] L. Susskind and E. Witten, (1998), hep-th/9805114.

A.W. Peet and J. Polchinski, Phys. Rev. D59 (1999) 065011, hep-th/9809022. [40] E. D’Hoker et al., (1999), hep-th/9911222.

[41] L. Hoffmann, A.C. Petkou and W. Ruhl, (2000), hep-th/0002154.

[42] J. de Boer, Nucl. Phys. B548 (1999) 139, hep-th/9806104. [43] Y.S. Myung and H.W. Lee, JHEP 10 (1999) 009, hep-th/9904056. [44] A. Lewis, (1999), hep-th/9911163. [45] P.A.M. Dirac, J. Math. Phys. 4 (1963) 901.

[46] A.M.H. ar Rashid, C. Fronsdal and M. Flato, Int. J. Mod. Phys. A7 (1992) 2193. [47] I.I. Kogan, Phys. Lett. B458 (1999) 66, hep-th/9903162.

[48] A.M. Ghezelbash, M. Khorrami and A. Aghamohammadi, Int. J. Mod. Phys. A14 (1999) 2581, hep-th/9807034.

[49] J.M. Evans, M.R. Gaberdiel and M.J. Perry, Nucl. Phys. B535 (1998) 152, hepth/9806024.

J.M. Evans, M.R. Gaberdiel and M.J. Perry, (1998), hep-th/9812252. [50] K. Gawedzki, Nucl. Phys. B328 (1989) 733. [51] J. Teschner, Nucl. Phys. B546 (1999) 390, hep-th/9712256.

J. Teschner, Nucl. Phys. B546 (1999) 369, hep-th/9712258. N. Ishibashi, K. Okuyama and Y. Satoh, (2000), hep-th/0005152. A. Giveon and D. Kutasov, (1999), hep-th/9909110.

[52] A. Lewis, (2000), hep-th/0009096.

[53] G. Giribet and C. Nunez, JHEP 11 (1999) 031, hep-th/9909149.

G. Giribet and C. Nunez, JHEP 06 (2000) 033, hep-th/0006070. [54] A.O. Barut and C. Fronsdal, Proc. Roy. Soc (London) A287 (1965) 532.