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Abstract

Two-dimensional Yang-Mills theory (2d YM) is arguably the simplest confining gauge theory and
its large IV, expansion has a structure of the genus expansion in string theory. Nevertheless various
aspects of its worldsheet description have not been fully understood. In this paper, we elaborate on
a bosonic string dual to large N, chiral 2d YM at finite 't Hooft coupling, proposed in our earlier
work. The worldsheet theory consists of 5-v system deformed by linear dilaton action built from a
composite of v. It can be seen as a noncritical version of nonrelativistic string theory introduced by
Gomis and Ooguri. We provide a detailed analysis of the worldsheet operator product expansion

and the computation of three- and four-point scattering amplitudes.
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1 Introduction

String theory has been one of the most powerful frameworks in theoretical physics over the past five
decades. Beyond its ambitious claim of providing a “theory of everything” where strings replace
point particles as the fundamental building blocks of the universe, it has also revealed a web of
remarkable dualities. Among the most striking of these is the gauge/string duality, which relates

certain gauge theories to string theories. Unlike the traditional reductionist approach underlying the



“theory of everything” program, the gauge/string duality realizes strings as emergent geometrical

objects arising naturally from large N, gauge dynamics.

The idea of reformulating gauge theories in terms of strings is a longstanding one. Following
't Hooft’s seminal observation [1] that the large N, expansion of gauge theory amplitudes can be
organized as a sum over two-dimensional surfaces, this intuition was given a concrete realization
by Maldacena in the celebrated AdS/CFT correspondence [2]. The correspondence provides a
precise duality between N = 4 Super Yang—Mills theory at large N, and type IIB string theory
on AdSs x S°. Despite its success, extending this duality to more realistic, non-supersymmetric
gauge theories such as four-dimensional Quantum Chromodynamics (QCD), which governs hadronic
physics, remains an outstanding challenge. A concrete string dual of QCD would illuminate the
strongly coupled infrared regime of the theory, where field-theoretic methods offer limited analytical

control.

As a first step toward this goal, it is natural to seek the string dual of two-dimensional pure
Yang—Mills theory (2d YM), which is exactly solvable on an arbitrary Riemann surface even at
finite V.. Furthermore, when coupled to matter fields, 2d QCD exhibits color confinement and an
infinite tower of resonances [3], thus serving as an ideal toy model to explore the stringy mechanisms

underlying confinement in four dimensions.

Indeed, in their seminal work [4], Gross and Taylor proposed a string interpretation of 2d YM
by expanding its partition function in powers of 1/N, and identifying it as a sum over branched
coverings of the target space by an auxiliary worldsheet. However, the explicit worldsheet action
governing the dynamics of these strings was not fully elucidated. There have been important
subsequent developments [5—10] but each of them has its own limitation; they are either limited
(so far) to the zero-coupling limit of the theory [5,9, 10], or the worldsheet description is not
yet fully developed [8], or the resulting worldsheet descriptions were too intricate for practical
computations [6]. One important exception may be the topological string dual' to 2d YM on a
torus, proposed in [7], which claimed to reproduce the full (non-chiral) partition function at finite
coupling and finite N.. However, its status at finite N, is a subject of current scrutiny [12,13] and
further studies seem necessary. In addition, being formulated as topological string, it is not clear

how to compute observables beyond the partition function.

In a recent proposal [14], we introduced a bosonic string dual to large N, chiral?> 2d YM at finite
't Hooft coupling. The proposed worldsheet theory is formulated as a 8-+ system deformed by a
chiral analog of the Polchinski-Strominger term [15] in the Polyakov formalism [16]. Alternatively,

it may be viewed as a noncritical version of the nonrelativistic string theory introduced by Gomis

!There is also a closely related proposal on topological string dual to g-deformed 2d YM [11]. However, the limit
g — 1 is subtle as mentioned already in [11].
2At large N., the partition function of 2d YM factorizes into chiral and anti-chiral sectors:

Z./\/l N Z/?Ahlral ~ Z}tlntl—chlral

)

corresponding to the orientation-preserving and orientation-reversing branched coverings, respectively, in the Gross-
Taylor picture [4].



and Ooguri [17,18]. A crucial ingredient in this noncritical generalization is the introduction of
a chiral composite linear dilaton (CLD) field, constructed as a composite of the v fields, whose
detailed structure will be discussed in the main text. An advantage of our formulation is that it
allows for explicit computation of observables beyond the partition function, including the scattering

amplitudes.

Our construction is distinctive in several ways. It introduces no additional scalar mode on the
worldsheet [19-23], unlike typical holographic models, and requires no worldsheet supersymmetry.
However, the CLD action is highly non-linear, and certain operator product expansions (OPEs)
are non-standard, involving inverse fields. A key result of this work is the demonstration that the
string scattering amplitudes are explicitly computable owing to a remarkable localization property
in the string path integral. Moreover, we show that the stress-tensor OPEs are fully consistent with
conformal invariance, establishing our proposal as a consistent framework for a noncritical string

theory.

Finally, we evaluate the moduli integral of the four-point string amplitude using a KLT-like
factorization introduced in [24]. Although the amplitude diverges, by adapting the analysis of [24]
to our setting, we extract the leading behavior in the s-, ¢t-, and u-channels and find precise
agreement with the corresponding behavior in the dual 2d YM theory. This provides a non-trivial

consistency check and further evidence supporting our duality proposal [14].

The structure of this paper is as follows. In Sec. 2, we elaborate on the worldsheet dual to chiral
2d YM proposed in our earlier work [14], and present explicit expressions for the vertex opera-
tors associated with the winding strings. We also discuss the operator product expansion (OPE),
postponing the derivation of the 8-8 OPE to a later section. In Sec. 3, we compute the corre-
sponding scattering amplitudes from both the Yang—Mills and the dual worldsheet descriptions,
and match the results. The worldsheet analysis involves a detailed evaluation of the string path
integral and a KLT-like factorization of the four-point amplitudes. A key ingredient in this compu-
tation is the evaluation of the localized CLD action originally due to Mandelstam [25]. In Sec. 4,
we present the details of the evaluation of the CLD action including a subtle issue of regularizing
and renormalizing the action using a cutoff. We also explain the derivation of 5-8 OPE from the
CLD action. Sec. 5 contains our concluding remarks. Appendix A reviews the computation of the
two-point string amplitudes, clarifying the Fadeev—Popov procedure, while Appendix B presents

an alternative derivation of Mandelstam’s formula.

2 Worldsheet dual to chiral 2d Yang-Mills

Here we explain details of the worldsheet action proposed in [14], which we conjecture to be dual
to large N, chiral 2d Yang-Mills theory. We present the worldsheet action and its stress tensor,
the operator product expansion (OPE) of fundamental fields, and vertex operators corresponding

to winding strings in the chiral 2d YM.



2.1 Worldsheet action and OPEs
Action. Our proposed worldsheet action is
d*z n AT LA n
S = o BOXtT +BOX + /JCLD +t5 (0XT0X~ —9XTO0X )| + be-ghost, (2.1)
T

where A = g%(MNc is the 't Hooft coupling, X* = (X! + X0) are light-cone co-ordinates of the
target space, and Lo p is the chiral composite linear dilaton (CLD) action

_ . OXtoX~
Lorp =2000p + Ry, ¢=10g<RQ), (2.2)

with R is worldsheet Ricci scalar, and R is the length-scale of the target space. Here ¢ is not yet

determined but we will fix it to one (¢ = 1) below by imposing the conformal anomaly cancellation.

Stress tensor and operator product expansion. To compute the stress tensor, it is conve-

nient to first express the action in a covariant form. We start with the 8-+ system, which reads
d2 + 2 ab + 1 ab +
752 0: X" — [ d°ov/— Ba Op X —,e Ba Op X , (2.3)
49

and similarly for the 30X~ term. Taking a derivative with respect to g**, we obtain

4 0Sg,
V=9 097

Tsy(2) = — =—foXT, (2.4)

where we have used 0¢% /g% = %e“bgzz, with g,, = 0 in the conformal gauge. Next we consider

the term proportional to A, to be called the “tensionfull term” in what follows:
(OXTOX~ —dXTOX ") — %ecdacdeX* : (2.5)

Being given purely in terms of €, this term does not contribute to the stress tensors. Finally, the

covariant form of the CLD action is giiven by the following expression

(F[Xi})covarlant \/7 |: o 8 P 85)30 + 2R (P} (26)

where

1 .
= log [ g0, XX~ + €9, XTOX ™ ] (2.7)
One can now compute its contribution as follows

_ 47 6F _ 2 2 +
Terp(z) = Ntz q(0p)° +2q0°p =2q{X™", 2}, (2.8)




where {XT, 2} := 33X T/0XT — 3(02X+/0X1)?/2, is the Schwarzian derivative of X*. Adding

these contributions, the stress tensor of the matter sector takes the form

T(z)=—B0XT(2)+2¢{XT, 2}

(2.9)
= —BOXT 4 2¢0%logdX T — q(DlogdX )2,
From the worldsheet action, one can compute the OPEs:
BEX (W)~ ———, BE)X (@) ~
z—w’ Z—w’
. X (2.10)
B(z)p(w) ~ 2q 0,0, its cc.

(z —w)? 0, XT(2) 0p Xt (w)]’
The B-v OPEs are straightforward to derive, whereas the -3 OPE requires a more elaborate

computation, which we present in section 4.2.

Computation of 7T OPE. Using these OPEs, the OPE between stress tensors (2.9) can be
computed. First consider the following OPE,

D B(2)0. X (2) 1 B(w)du X T (w) :

= B(2)0.XH(2) 11 B)0X T () : 41 B(2)AXT(2) 1 Bw)duX T (w) :

1 | — |
+:8(2)0. X1 (2) 1: Bw)Op X T (w) : 4+ : B(2)0.XT(2) 12 Bw)0pw X T (w) : (2.11)
1 1
:2q 82810 (Z — U})2 aZX+(Z)8wX+(w) aZX+(Z)an+(U))

_0.XH()Bw) + B w) 1
(=~ w)? G —w)t

Next for the 9% part of the stress tensor, the relevant OPEs are
—2¢ B(2)0. X (2) 02 1og Dp X T (w) — 2¢ 2 log 0. X T (2)] B(w) 0 X T (w). (2.12)
For the first term we compute

—2¢ B(2)0, X (2) 02 log 0, X T (w) = —2¢ 0, X (2) 92 [6(2) log Oy X (w)]
(2.13)

1 1
= 2qazX+(Z) 83] |:an+(11]) (Z —’U})2:| 3



where we used the following OPE,

1 1

B(2) log 0, X T (w) ~ W)X W)

(2.14)

A quick way? to derive this OPE (2.14) is to use the “replica trick”. Namely we consider the
OPE between 3(z) and (9, X T (w))" for n € Z>q, analytically continue in n, and take the limit
limy,—0 [(8wX T (w))" — 1] /n. This is of course not a fully rigorous procedure but the result can be

confirmed by an independent path integral analysis. Similarly, the second term in (2.12) yields

1 1

9,92 + + _ + 2
Finally, we consider (9log X )2 piece of the stress tensor, where relevant OPEs are
qB(2) 0. X1 (2) (O log D X T (w))? + q B(w) W X T (w) (9, 1og 0, X T (2))?. (2.16)
As before, for the first term we compute
1
qB(2) 0: X7 (2) (Owlog 0w X (w))* = 20 0. X T (2) D [ﬁ(z) log an+<w>} Duy log D X (w)
(2.17)

=—-2¢0.X"(2)0 !

1
v | G () (z—w)2] O log 0y X T (w) .

Similarly we have

1 1
+ ()2 — - +
qB(w) O X" (w) (0, 10g 0. X7 (2))" = —2q 0 X (w) 0, |:8ZX+(Z) (> — w)2:| 0:10g0. X" (2).
(2.18)
Expanding in a Laurent series around z = w and combining all contributions gives
1+12 2T T’
T()T (w) = ——1 (w) | SuT(w) (2.19)

(z—w)? (z-—w)? z—-w

For conformal anomaly cancellation, we require ¢ = 1.

Comments. As mentioned in [14], the $-vy system along with the term proportional to A arises
in non-relativistic string theory [17,18,27]. The main difference from the standard non-relativistic
string action is the presence of the CLD term, which allows its noncritical generalization. The
latter may be seen as the chiral analogue of the Polchinski-Strominger term [15] in the Polyakov
formalism [16]. Integrate 8’s out, X (X ™) are set to be (anti-)holomorphic — which underlies the
reason why we can perform the string path integral explicitly despite the highly non-linear terms

introduced by Lorp.

3 A similar analysis of OPE is discussed in Appendix A of [26].



Note that we always have the constant dilaton field ®y, and ¢ can be viewed as the “dynamical
correction” to the total dilaton field & = %@0 + ¢, so that the constant field contributes to the

usual factor of g5 X in the string path integral with g, being closed string coupling:

2, 5
_S ,%ILR%% _ (gs)*qxj with g5 = e®o. (2'20)

2.2 Vertex operators

With no local dynamics, the physical degrees of freedom of chiral 2d YM on a cylinder are its
holonomies which correspond to winding string states [28], as we will discuss in sec 3.1. The vertex

operator for such a winding string reads

Vi (2, 2) = etwrR [7 wd‘Z*de)e*iE’“XO, with  FE, = A\rRwy, . (2.21)

This creates a string state winding wj, times around the X' direction in the target space, as is

evident from the following OPEs:

X T (2,2)Vi(2k, 21) ~ —iwgR log(z — 21) Vi (2k, 2k

(2.22)
X7 (2, 2)Vi(zk, Z1) ~ +iwi R log(Z — Zk) Vi (2k, Zk)
which imply:
X1 (2, 2)Vi(2, 21) ~ —%ka log [2 — ;k] Vi(2k» Z) (2.23)
—Z

thus, as we encircle around (zy, 2 ), i.e under z — 2z + (2 — z) €*™, 2 — 2z + (£ — 2) e 2™, the

field X'(z, 2) acquires a monodromy of 27 Rwy,.

In Secs. 3.3 and 3.4, we will verify that the vertex operators (2.21) are conformal primaries of

dimension (1,1) by analyzing their worldsheet correlators.

3 Scattering amplitudes

In the previous section, we proposed a worldsheet dual to chiral 2d YM and introduced the vertex
operators for the winding strings. In this section we compute the corresponding scattering am-
plitudes in both Yang—Mills theory and its dual string description, and match them to find the
parameter dictionary of our duality. In particular, we evaluate the four-point string amplitude
using a KLT-like factorization and show how it matches the amplitude obtained from the dual
Yang-Mills theory. We start below with the YM amplitudes.



3.1 Amplitudes of chiral 2d Yang-Mills

The wave function of chiral 2d YM on S' is defined by the path integral with holonomy U as the
boundary condition. As a class function of U, it can be expanded in irreducible representations of

U(N,). A convenient basis for this at large N, is the multi-trace basis {|o)},

1,(0) = (Ulo) =[] (") " (3.)

L
where k; denotes the number of cycles of length £ in o € S, with r = )", ¢ks. As shown by Minahan
and Polychronakos in [28], |o) can be interpreted as a multi-string state with k, strings winding ¢

times around S'. In the canonical picture, one can express it with string creation operators acting

on the vacuum of the free theory |0):

o) = T J(ah)* 10}, (3.2)

l

where [ak,a;] = kdk;. The Hamiltonian on S! of radius R is then given by H = Hpyee + Hing
with [28]

TR\
Hpyee = AR Z ajnam , and Hyy = N Z Z (a;rnJrnaman + ajnalbam+n) . (3.3)
m ¢ n m

The free hamiltonian Hg.ee counts the winding number as expected for the Nambu-Goto contribu-
tion, while the interaction term describes single branch points in the Gross—Taylor covering map
picture. Concretely, the operator

T
a’m—i—n

A an, (3.4)

splits two strings of windings m, n and glues them into a single string of winding (m + n), while its

Hermitian conjugate implements the inverse process.

The two-point amplitude of these strings with winding numbers w; and ws is
Sp = <0‘wa1aIH2‘O> = w; 5w1,w2 . (35)

Between an in-state |¥,) = aLlaLgl()), and out-state |Wouy) = aL3\0>, the three-point amplitude

for 2 — 1 scattering process reads
[o¢]
Sz = (Vout| exp [—z/ Hf(t’)dt’] |Uin) , (3.6)
—0o0

with H;(t') = ¢tHiveet’ . o~iHireet’ Evaluating the relevant matrix element,

(0@, Z Z <aln+naman + a;fnajlaan) aLlaIUQ 10) = 2wi1waw3 duyy +wo w3 » (3.7)
n m



the S-matrix becomes

AN R
Se— i
3 1 N,

W WaW3 5(E1 + By — E3) 5w1—|—w2,w3 . (3.8)

In what follows, we will reproduce it from the three-point string scattering amplitudes. In Sec. 3.4,
we will show that the four-point amplitude factorizes into these three-point amplitudes in the s-,

t-, and u-channel exchanges.

3.2 Worldsheet correlator

In this subsection, we evaluate the worldsheet correlator of vertex operators (2.21) via the string
path integral, and show that localization of the worldsheet matter fields allows us to obtain an

explicit expression for the correlator with n insertions.

We start with the path-integral expression of n-point worldsheet correlator of vertex operators
(2.21) which reads

n
G?atter — 92—2 <H Vie(zk, Zk)) = 92—2 /[@X+©X_®ﬁ @B] e 5. (3.9)
k=1

The net worldsheet action S, including the contributions from the vertex operators, can be decom-

posed into three parts:
S = (Sg5+5+T)[XF], (3.10)

where Sj 5 is § and (3 dependent part, while Sy depends on the string tension A:

2 n Zk n Zk _
S5.50X%] ;:/C;f (BOXT +B0X") —iZka/ dz’ﬁ(z’)JriZka/ dz'B(%),
k=1 k=1

. (3.11)
Sy[XE] = 2/‘;’2 (0XTdX~ —dXToX ™) +i;EkXo(zk,zk),
and T'[X*] is the CLD action already defined in (2.6). We can rephrase Sy 5[X*] as
S50 = [ st~ mal+ [ a0 — 7l (3.1
2m 2m

where p and p are Mandelstam maps [29]:

p(2) = —i Z wglog(z — zk), p(z) := ZZ wi log(z — Zi) . (3.13)

k=1 k=1

The string coupling is denoted by g,. Integrating out 3 and f3 in the string path integral (3.9), X*

10



gets localized onto (p, p):

90

/[@ﬁ DB e 558X = i [det’ <4W2>] B §(XT - Rp)6(X~ — Rp), (3.14)

where N denotes the normalization factor arising from the measure, and and the prime on the

determinant indicates that the zero modes of 99 are excluded.

We can perform the integrals over zero modes of X° and X
2R o0 ren o
/ dxl/ da® e (Zia B2’ = 4n2R6 (N By | (3.15)
0 —o0 L
Thus, GIa"r can be expressed as
AN
Gatter — g2 N - An’R 6 (Z Ek) 0%, wi [det’ <47r2)] eIl (3.16)
k

where we have absorbed sphere partition function and other constants from the measure in N' —
Ng2. The factor 05> w, reflects the requirement that, after localizing onto (p,p), the fields X+
should remain analytic at co in the absence of any vertex operator insertion there. The correlator

of ghost insertions at z,, zp and z. has the familiar expression given by

Gehost — [det’ (4197?2)] | Zab2Zbezeal? - (3.17)

Combining the contributions from both the matter and ghost sectors, the n(> 2)-point worldsheet

correlator with fixed points at z,, 2, and z., takes the form

G, = ig?*Q./\/Sz -A7’R 6 (Z Ek> 5Zk wk|Zabecha’2 e~ Sxlel=Tlel (3.18)
k

In the following we compute Sy[p].

Computation of Sy[p]: We first compute the tensionful term of our worldsheet action (2.1) with
(X, X7) localized at the Mandelstam maps (p, p):

n n
XT(2) = p(z) = Z aglog(z — z), X (2) — p(z) = Z aglog(z — z) , (3.19)
k=1 k=1
where we introduced oy = —iwy and ag = jwy to simplify the expressions below. For convenience

we strip off the factor of i\/4 from the tensionful term and consider the worldsheet integral

il = i |

d*z (0p0p — dp0p) = R2/ dp Ndp. (3.20)
M

M

11



Note that we have identified dz A dZ = —id?z. We can make the above integrand into a total

derivative and evaluate it as a boundary integral:

;/Md(pdﬁ—ﬁdp) = ;/@M (pdp — pdp) . (3.21)

Figure 1: Octopus diagram computing the tensionful term in the worldsheet action, expressed as a
boundary integral along the cuts and encircling the branch points.

The maps (p,p) have (n + 1) branch points: at the insertion points of the vertex operators
(2x,2k), k=1,--- ,n, and at the point at infinity (200, Z00). We introduce n branch cuts {C’j}?zl
joining (zso, Zoo) to each of other branch points (zg,Zzx), & = 1,---,n, and make the integrand
of the area integral single-valued on M\C with C = U;C;. Then OM consists of both sides of
the cuts, and boundaries of small circles around (zg, zx) with & = 1,--- ,n and (20, Zoo) — all
traversed with positive orientation, i.e the interior domain is always on the left as we walk along
the boundaries (see Fig. 1). Below we compute the boundary integral from each component of
OM. For the computation, we introduce regulator for (p, p)(2;, Z;) given by the radius ¢,; of small
circle around (zj,%Z;) with j = 1,--- ,n. The net A-dependent contribtion Sy[p] is independent of
these regulators, since, as we will see, their contributions cancel between the tension term of the

worldsheet action and the vertex operator insertions.

Along Cj: Along Cj =a; + aj_l in Fig. 1, first term of the boundary integral (3.21) reads

zoo,zoo (2007300
/ B pdp = / (y{ dp) dp = 7{ dp - / dp = —2mic; Z ak/
aj+a; a; C. (24 k—1 (25,25)

3+%5)

= —2mia;a; log % — 2miay; Z ag log [M} ,
€5 k) S

(3.22)

12



where we have used dp = o; dz_ — _9mia; (since the contour around (z;, z;) is clockwise).
c, . &P iYe.. 7= j 31 %5

The first equality above follows from

[ rtapds+ [ pta;tydo= [ stadn— [ ola;yao= [ [oas) -~ pla;")] dp

aj aj aj aj aj
and Jdp = [p(aj) —p(aj_l)} :ji dp.
%
Summing it over all cuts, we thus obtain

n n — —

_ , _ Zoo — Zj
E / B pdp = —2mi g aja;log > _2.0?
j=1"aita; A

j=1 €z;

] —2mi Y ajdy log {Z” — Z’“] . (3.24)

Zi — Z
7k a7 %k

Similarly for the other term of (3.21), we have

n n
_ . _ Zoo — Zj
pdp =2mi a;alog ——
jgl /%'Jr“j_ ' Z o €z,

n
Fomi Y o log [w—] o aw)
j=1

Zi — Z
i#k 7k

where we have used dp = +2mia;. Adding both terms of the boundary integral, we get
Czj J

n

n ) n - e
Z/ (pdp — pdp) = —27ri2 || log [w] —27i Zozj&k log [(ZOO Z) (00 ZJ)} ,
ajJra;l €

2 = (25 — 2Zi) (2 — 2)
(3.26)

Using the fact that 2?21 a;j = 0, the dependence of the above integral on z,, and Z,, cancel out,

j=1 j=1

and we are left with the expression

n n
Z/ . (pdp — pdp) = 2mi Z ;]2 log[ei] + 2772'20@6% log[—|zj — 2x|*] . (3.27)
j=1"%1a j=1 i#k
Around (zg,Zzr): Next we compute the integral around (zg, zx) for k =1,--- ,n:

- log(z — =
S f pip-S Ny as (3.9
=1 Czl l k 7 Czl z Zj
We address this on a case-by-case basis:

1. For j # [ and k # [, the above expression clearly vanishes.

2. For j =1 and k # [, we obtain

1 —
E akal% d?M = 27 E apQy log(zl - Zk) . (329)
c zZ—7Z
kAl = kAl

13



3. For j # 1 and k = [, we have

_ log(z — ) 0 % _
oo — - = —_— dz log(z — z;) = 0.
I | dzos(z

j#1 Oz #1

4. For j = k =1, we have

log(z — z —
Zalalj{ dzi(_l) =2mi »_|ou|*log(ez) — 2 [ou]?.
l

=1 Cx t =1

We thus obtain:

n n n n
Zj{ pdp = 2mi Z ooy log(z — zi) + 2mi Z lag|* log(e,,) — 272 Z oy | .
1=1 7 Cx k£l =1 =1
Similarly for the other term of the boundary integral, we get
n n n
Z?{ pdp = —2mi Z agay log(z; — z) — 2mi Z ]al\Q log(e,) — o Z ]al\Q )
1=17C= kAl 1=1 1
Adding both terms, the contribution from circles around insertion points is

n n n
Z% (pdp — pdp) = 2mi Zakal log [—|zk — zl|2] + 2mi Z oy|? log(egl) :
1=17C% k£l =1

Around (zx, Zo0):  To compute §€Cz (pdp — pdp), we first note that near (zoo, Zoo):

p(z):iak [logz—i—log(l—zkﬂw—m, and dﬁ:Mdé.

z z 72

k=1
Using this, the contribution from around (zsc, Zo0) to the first term reads

f pdp = —
C

Zoo

2

)

_ 2
% dz — o > k1 k2]
C,

. 1272 |Zo0|?

n
PRLTEE
k=1

dz

where we have used §, & = —2mi. Similarly,

2
f pdp = —2772'—‘22:1 7] .
C

|Z<>0|2

200

Since |zo0| — 00, these contributions vanish.
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(3.30)

(3.31)

(3.32)

(3.33)

(3.34)

(3.35)

(3.36)

(3.37)



Hence the net contribution to the boundary integral Sy is

n
Silp] = 2mi Y |oy[* loglez ] + 2mi Y _ ajay log[—|zj — 2]
j=1

£k
7 (3.38)
= 2mi Z ag p(Zg) + 2mi Z ax p(zk) -
k=1 k=1
We can now uplift to the computation of Sy[p] where ay, = —iwy, and ay = iwy, for k=1,--- n:
AR? i O
Silpl =i =Sl + 5 ; ExR(p — p)(2k: 2k)
A 9 N \ 2 n . n '
=i W2R wy p(Zk) — i WQR > wi plar) + % > ExR(p—p)(zk, %) (3:39)
k=1 k=1 k=1
=0

Hence Sy [p| vanishes.

Final expression of G,,: Since S)[p] vanishes, the only contribution to the worldsheet correlator
(3.18) comes from I'[p]. Since its evaluation is technically complicated, here we simply quote the
result postponing the derivation to section 4. As explained there, after regularization and applying
the Mandelstam formula (4.28) together with the explicit evaluation of 8%p(Z;) in [24], T'[p] takes

the form
n

e Tl e T = TTwe)® [T 1o — 272 1A(P)I7, (3.40)

k=1 1<i<j<n

where A(P,) is discriminant of the (n — 2)-degree polynomial
n n
P,(z):= Z w, H (z — zi). (3.41)
k=1 i(£k)

Note that the coefficient of leading term 2"~! in P,(z) above vanishes since Y, wy, = 0. Thus the

expression of worldsheet correlator (3.18) with fixed points at z4, 2z, and z., takes the form

n

Gp =ig" *Ngz - 47*R 6 (Z Ek> 05, wplzabzvezea® [Twe)® T 1ol - 1AR)|T. (3.42)
k

k=1 1<i<j<n
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The n-point string amplitude is obtained by integrating the above correlator over the unfixed

coordinates on the complex plane C:

n

Ap = i9§_2N52 ’ 47['2R(5 (Z Ek) 5Zk wk|zabzbczca|2 H(wk)q
k

k=1
(3.43)

x H/CdQZl II 12072 1A@)I0

l#a,b,c 1<i<j<n

In the following two sections, we apply this formula to evaluate the three- and four-point string

amplitudes.

3.3 Two- and three-point string amplitudes

Using the general n-point amplitude derived in the previous subsection, the three-point amplitude
can be computed directly. The two-point amplitude, however, requires a more careful analysis, for
which we will occasionally draw on results from Appendix A, where an analogous computation is

carried out for the critical closed string.

3.3.1 Two-point amplitude

The two-point string amplitude in our set up takes the form

B 1
Veka

As /[©X+®X—©5®B]e— ar /d2z1 d?20 Vi (21, 21) Vi(22, Z2) (3.44)

with F[g] is the Fadeev Popov determinant to fix the worldsheet metric, and Vog¢ is the volume

of the conformal killing group. Note that, two-point amplitude carries no explicit factor of gs.

As discussed in Appendix A, we fix the conformal Killing group symmetry by inserting the
identity (A.2) in the path integral. After relabelling the insertion points z; — oz and zo — oz,

the amplitude reduces to
!/
Agd =i F[g] ( AoV (4, 29) V(4. 29) ) (29)(29)?

00 2R
x/ da® e—i(E1+E2)105(x0 _ #)/ dxt
0

—0oQ0

(3.45)

where the prime on the correlator indicates that the zero-mode integrals ( [ dz°daz!) are taken out.

Evaluating Axo and inserting it into the worldsheet correlator above, we recover the structure
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n (A.34). Thus, we are led to compute

!/
(0X0(1A[Pw, |APw) Vi (=0, 29) Va(=9, 29) )

_ /[®X+©X]’[©5®me 7 9XO(APw, |APD) Vi (29, 29) Va (29, 29) (3.46)
90 Tl [5x0(1 42 2
= Nz det! <4 2) OX(APw [ AP0)] | Buruo,

together with its anti-holomorphic counterpart with 0X° replaced by 0X°. As discussed in Ap-
pendix A, A is a solution to the delta function constranit, which will drop out from the final
answer as we see below. (p, p) are the Mandelstam maps (3.13) with n = 2 and Ng is the overall

normalization coming from the sphere partition function.

Using
1 1 i 2 — 29 i 1
—Tlp) — N XY .= _——wR L__=2 — ——w R = 3.47
CUTRE T e e T g T e B4
and similarly [0X], ; = —fwi R 1 (with 2) = 0, 2§ = c0), the correlator (3.46) becomes

) 1 1
(0X0 AP, |AP0) Vi, ) V(B ) = N’ () <leR> Gureun

4 27 APw )

Combining the holomorphic and anti-holomorphic pieces in the analogue of (A.34), we obtain

50 AP (i 1
<AX0V1(Zla21)V2(Z27 )> =Nz An 1R‘A|2‘ 0 |4 x 2
d*w+/|gs: ()| 99
W o R <4 2) Bus w0 (3.48)
00\ " N2
= — Twleet <4 2) |Zl |4 5w1+w27
Substituting into (3.45), the two-point amplitude simplifies to
1 2
./42 = §QU1R Ns2 5w1+w2,0 5 (349)
where we have used the relation,
Flg] det’ <fa> =1. (3.50)
w2

In the following, we match the two-point string amplitude (3.49) to its dual Yang—Mills counterpart

and determine the normalization factor Ngz.
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3.3.2 Three-point amplitude:

Lp

Z

y

Figure 2: The string diagram for three point amplitude with Z; being the interaction point where
dp vanishes.

For three point string amplitudes, the polynomial in (3.41) is linear, and its discrminant is 1.
Using this, and putting ¢ = 1 in (3.42), we obtain the following expression for three-point string

amplitude

Az = —i(27r)2RgsNS2 wrwows 0 (Z Ek> 5Zk wy - (3.51)
k

The position dependence of the worldsheet matter correlator, |z12223231 ]‘2 confirms that our vertex

operators in (2.21) are conformal primaries with dimension (1,1).

3.3.3 Duality dictionary

Matching the two-point amplitudes in chiral 2d YM (3.5) and in dual string theory (3.49), one finds
Lo
SRNe =1, (3.52)

while matching the three-point amplitudes (3.8) and (3.51), we obtain

A
gsNgz = N (3.53)
Allowing the scaling ambiguity in operator normalizations, parameterized by a factor r, the dictio-

nary between the two theories reads

2r2 rAR2

Ns2 = 1o =N,

(3.54)

This dictionary was presented in [14]. Note that, although the dictionary involves the ambiguity

r, the kinematical dependence for the three-point function wywsws is free from this ambiguity and
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its matching provides a nontrivial test of our duality.

In what follows, we compute the four-point amplitudes on both sides of our proposed duality,

which provide an additional consistency check of the proposal.

3.4 Four-point string amplitude

For four point string amplitudes, the polynomial in (3.41) takes the form

Py(z) = A+ Bz +C, (3.55)
with the coefficients given by
4 4 4
A= Zwi zi, B=-— Z(wz + wj) ZiZj, C=- Z WiZj2L2] - (356)
i=1 i<j i#£j, j<k<l

We can compute its discriminant and obtain
A(Py) = B% — 4AC = (wy + w3)?2%323, (2c — a)(z. — b), (3.57)

with z. being the conformal cross ratio, z. = z12234/(213224), and

b= _w1w4 + wows £ 2\/121)111)2?1}311}4 . (3.58)
(w1 + ws)

The 4-point worldsheet correlator then reads

Gy =i(21)*Rg’Ng2 6 (Z Ek> oy, wi | ZabZbezeal” (W1wawswy )
K (3.59)

x T 1zl wn + ws*|z15204* 2 — al | 2 — b]7.
1<i<j<4

Fixing three insertion points z; — 0,z3 — 1 and z4 — oo, and defining the vertex operator

and ghost insertion at oo according to the standard conformal prescription, the above expression

becomes

G4 = i(27r)2Rg§N52 ) (Z Ek> 5Zk wg (w1w2w3w4)qlw1 + w3‘2q’Z2‘72q|1 — ZQ’qu‘ZQ — a]q\zg — b’q .
k
(3.60)

This expression for the worldsheet correlator further confirms that the vertex operators (2.21) are

conformal primaries of dimension (¢, q) = (1,1).

The string amplitude is obtained by integrating this correlator over the remaining unfixed coor-

19



dinate zo on the complex plane C

A4=/d222G4, (3.61)
C

which requires evaluating the integral
e / d?zy | 22| 721 — 29| %) 29 — a]?| 2o — b|7. (3.62)
C

In the ¢ = 1 limit that is relevant for 2d YM, the integral is divergence. This is because the
conservation of the winding w’s forces the intermediate state to be always on-shell. Note that this

property is also true on the 2d YM side.

To perform a more quantitative comparison (beyond co = 00), we will now regulate the integral
and evaluate its leading behavior near the s-, t-, and u-channel poles and compare the result with

the corresponding contributions on the dual Yang—Mills side.

Evaluating the moduli integral: We rewrite the moduli integral,
Iy = / d?2 |27 721 — 2| 727229 — a| |22 — b], (3.63)
C

by introducing two regularization parameters, s and ¢ in the integrand and setting ¢ = 1. This
integral has been evaluated in [24] using a KLT-like factorization of the complex area integral,
yielding

Iy =111, (3.64)

where ( and £ are real light-cone-like coordinates on the worldsheet. Depending on the range of
¢, the integral Z¢ receives contributions from different contours and thus takes different forms. In
what follows, we list these cases and analyze the behavior of the integral in the limits s — 0_,
t — 0_, and u = —(s+t) — 0_, which will be our main focus. In [24], the computation was carried
out under the assumption that a,b are real with 0 < a < b < 1. However, the final expressions for

the integrals admit an analytic continuation to arbitrary complex values of a and b.

1. 0 < ¢ < a: In this range of (, the integrals take the form

0

I{ — 9 Sin(?TS)/_ dgl (_5/)—5—1(1 . 5/)—1‘—1(@ o 5/)1/2(1) _ §I)1/2 7

. (3.65)
I = /0 d¢ ¢TSI 1 = Q)T a = P (0 - )2

As s — 0_, the simple pole in s from the integral in Z; is canceled by the zero of the prefactor

sin(7s), so Z¢ remains finite. In contrast, Z¢ develops a simple pole in s. We now analyze this

limits in detail.
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As s — 0_, the integral in Z¢ gets contribution near {’ ~ 0, where it behaves as (with € > 0)

T, ~ 2isin|rs] /0 de' (—€) T 1= &) a - &) (b &)V?

—€

o (3.66)
~ 2ims - at/? - b1/2/ de' (=€)~ ~ —2mi - (ab)'/?.
Similarly integral in Z; receives a contribution from ¢ ~ 0:
Lo~ [Ldec 1= a0 - 0
0
(3.67)
€ 1/2
~al/? . pl/2 A1~ 7(ab) ‘
a2 [ace 5
where we have used,
0 € N\ — _
e -0 1
d/—/51:/d’ /7371:(5) _ € ~ '
[ et [ae) e (3.65)
Thus, near s — 0_, the integral behaves as
. ab
i1 TeTe ~ —27r? as s —0_. (3.69)

On the other hand, as t — 0_, both Z¢ and Z; remain finite. However Z¢ develops a simple pole

in u as u — 0_. o make this explicit, we change variables ¢ = —z/(1 — ), so that

d¢' = —dz(1—2)7%, 1-¢ =(1-2)"', a=¢ =a+(1-a)z](1-2)7Y, b=¢ = [b+(1-b)z](1—2) .

(3.70)
The integral Z¢ then takes the form
1
T¢ = 2isin(ms) / de x> Y1 — )" a4+ (1 — a)z]2[b+ (1 — b)z]*/2. (3.71)
0
As u = —(s+1t) = 0_, the dominant contribution comes from = ~ 1, where the integral goes as
1
/ do 11— 2)"" o+ (1 — a)a]Y2[b + (1 — b)a]'/2
N (3.72)
1 0 € 1
N/ de(1—2z) 1= / (—dz’) (z")~v ! —/ A € BN ——
1—e € 0 u
Hence,
9 &
Te ~ —ZSIZ(WS), as u—0_. (3.73)
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2. a < ¢ < b: In thisregime of {, the integrals are
0

Te = 2i /0 g e (1 7 (- )2 - )12 — i cos(ms) / dg (=€) 11 =€) Ha - 920 - )V,

= [lacc o - e - o
' (3.74)

It is clear that as ¢ — 0_, neither Z¢ nor Z; produces a t~! pole. Similarly, Z; doesn’t generate
a s~ pole. We examine the behavior of I as s — 0— where dominant contribution comes from
£~ 0:

Te ~2i /O6 dees 1 -9 cos(ms) /_0 dg (—E)_S_l

(3.75)
-~ dicos(ms) - ~ 0
=21 - — 2t cos(ms) - ~ 0,
(—s) (—s)
showing that Z — & doesn’t develop a s~! pole either.
Poles in u = —(s + t) from Z¢ arise when & gets close to co. The first integral in Z¢ doesn’t
contribute, while the second integral produces a u~! pole (as computed previously). Thus,
9
T~ 2008 o (3.76)
u
3. b< ¢ <1: In this regime, the integrals take the form
o0
T = 2isin(mt) / d' (1+€)>HE) I +1-a) (¢ +1-0)12,
0
(3.77)

1
I<=/b QR TS el (S KAl () A

Ast — 0_, Z; develops a simple pole in ¢, while Z¢ remains due to the zero of the prefactor sin(7t).

In what follows, we analyze these limits explicitly.

As t — 0_, the dominant contribution from the integral in Z¢ comes from &' ~ 0:

Ze ~ 2isin(mt) / ' 1+ &) 1) N+ 1—a)' P +1-D)'
0
. (3.78)
~ 20wt (1—a)/?(1 - b)l/Q/ de' (&) ~ —2mi (1 — a)V2(1 = b)V/2,
0

where we have used [; d¢' (¢)7""1 ~ —1/t.
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The Z; integral gets contribution from ¢ ~ 1, and we get

I~ /1 1 SR (e R (I Al (e

—€

0
= [a = T e O b )12 (3.79)
0 o AL/201 _ py1/2
o (1 — N\1/201 _ p\1/2 g /—t—1N_(1 a)/*(1-0b)
(1= =52 [ (=a)(C) t ,
where we have used
0 IN (I —t— It N=te —t—0 1
[ caney = [facey o = O - (350
Combining both contributions, we obtain
Igzcwm(l_a)t(l_b) as t—0_. (3.81)

Next we examine the u — 0_ behavior of Z;. Making a change of variable ¢’ = /(1 — z) in the

integral of Z¢, we have

d¢' =de(1—2)72%, 14+ =(1-2)7!, 1+&—a=[l—a(l-2)](1-2)"t, 1+&-b=[1-b(1—2)](1-z)" .

(3.82)
Using these, the integral becomes
1
T = 2isin(rt) / dea N1 —2) P 1 —a(1 — 2)]V?[1 = b(1 — 2)]Y/2. (3.83)
0
As u = —(s+1t) — 0_, the dominant contribution arises from = ~ 1:
1
/ do 211 — 2)7" 11 — (1 — 2)]Y2[1 — b(1 — 2)]/2
e (3.84)
1 0 € 1
~/ de(1—z) "t~ / (—d2')(z)7v " = / o I —
1—e € 0 u
Hence,
9 si
Te ~ ”lz(m) as u—0_, (3.85)

where we used sin(7t) ~ —sin(ws) as u — 0_.
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1 4 1 4
1 4
>m< (wr +wa)? (wn + ws)?
1 2
2 3
2 3 2 3

(a) (b) (c)

Figure 3: Four-point amplitudes in chiral 2d YM with s—,¢— and u-channel exchanges

Matching with 2d YM amplitudes: We now collect the poles in s,¢ and u from the integrals

for different ranges of ¢, and compute the full string amplitude,
A4 = z'(27r)2Rg§./\/'52 5Zk wy 1) (Z Ek> w1w2w3w4(w1 + w3)2 X I4 . (3.86)
k

We then compare these singular contributions with the corresponding four-point amplitudes in the
dual chiral 2d YM theory. Although four-point amplitudes diverge on both sides, as s,t,u — 0_
the leading behavior factorizes into a product of two three-point amplitudes, consistent with the

expected structure of exchange of intermediate winding states.

e The s-channel pole comes only from the region 0 < { < a and reads

ab _ 2m (w1 + wo)?

Ty~ 2r— = _ )
4 T 5 (w1 T ws)?’ as s —0_, (3.87)
The string amplitude as s — 0_ thus reads
A~ i RN b s Y E + wy)? 3.88)
4 ZT 9s/VS2 037wy, k| wiwa (w1 + w2) waws . (3.
k

This matches with the dual YM amplitude with an s-channel exchange of a state of winding
(w1 + w2) (see Fig. 3).

e The ¢-channel pole comes from the region b < ( < 1 and is given by

(I1—-a)(1-10) _2£(w1+w4)2

Iy~ 2r—m S0 = t—0_. 3.89
4 ™ n + (w1+w3)27 as ( )
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The string amplitude as t — 0_ reads

(2r)?
t

.A4 ~ —q Rgz./\fsz 5Zk wg, 0 (Z Ek> w1w4(w1 + w4)2w2w3 (390)

k

which gives the dual YM amplitude with a ¢-channel exchange of a string state of winding
(w1 + wy) (see Fig. 3).

The u-channel pole comes from all three ranges of . Collecting them gives
2
Ty~ " F(a,b,s), as u—0_ (3.91)
where F'(a,b,s) is defined by
Pabs) = [sin(ms) [ dc¢1 (1= 0 a = 00— 02
0
b
—cos(ms) [dcCII- O - PO O (32
1
—sin(ms) [ ¢TI 1= OG- @) ¢ - )
b
It is easy to recognize that F'(a,b, s) is the integral of the discontinuity of

G = (=0 1= a =2 - )2, (3.93)

across the cut between 0 and 1. Concretely

Rty =g ([[+ [+ [ ) acoiciaor = 5 f, ®GO=g ) aa©,
! N (3.94)

where in the second equality we have expressed the discontinuity as a contour integral around
the cut, and in the last equality we have deformed the contour into the one around co where
G(¢) has a pole. The latter can be evaluated by making a change of variable ( = —1/¢’. Near
¢’ ~ 0, one finds G(¢) ~ (' as ¢’ — 0, so that

¢’ ,
dCG(()=— ¢ — = —2mi (3.95)
Coo 0 ¢
This implies F'(a,b, s) = —m, and thus the u-channel contribution simplifies to
2
Tim =T as u—0_. (3.96)
U
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Hence the string amplitude as u — 0_ reads

(2m)®

u

.A4 ~ —q RQENSQ (Szk wg, 1) (Z Ek> wlwg(wl + w3)2w2w4 (397)

k

This yields the dual YM amplitude in the u-channel with an exchange of winding string with

winding number (w; + w3) (see Fig. 3).

4 Derivation of the Mandelstam formula and -5 OPE

Thus far we have computed the scattering amplitudes of our proposed string dual and matched
them with those of Yang-Mills. In this section we now present the details of the Mandelstam
formula that we used in (3.40) to compute the string amplitudes, along with the derivation of 3-8
OPE following the discussions in the literature [25,30] and adjusting them to our setup. We start

below with the Mandelstam formula.

4.1 Mandelstam formula and its derivation

We want to evaluate the chiral composite linear dilaton action (2.2) with light-cone fields (X, X ™)
localized at the Mandelstam maps (p,p) in (3.19). I'[p] can be viewed as the Liouville action
associated with the conformal map from worldsheet to target-space coordinates (p,p), and its
evaluation has been discussed in [25,30]. Here we review the derivation with a careful treatment

of regularization, which will be needed later for computing the -3 OPE.

Lp

Figure 4: A six-point string tree diagram where the interaction point at which the k-th string

interacts is denoted by Z}k) .

From its expression in (2.2), I'[p] exhibits divergences around the vertex operator insertion points
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{21}7_,, the zeros of 9p vanishes, called “insertion points” {Z;}7—2, and the point at infinity
(200s Zoo). We regulate these divergences by excising small discs around each of them (see Fig. 5)

and compute the contributions from the kinetic and curvature parts of I'[p] separately.

Before proceeding, let us rephrase dp(z) in terms of its zeros {Z 1}?;12 and simple poles {z}}_;:

(Z — Z[)
Rz | S~ 4.1
(Z )Hk NEEPN “1)
Similar expression holds for dp(z).

Kinetic part of CLD action: We begin by considering the kinetic term of the CLD action.
Performing integration by parts, we obtain

q d2o' o q 9 o q /
F . L= = — O = —— d o —_— d n@ , 42
(T[] kinetic 2/ 5 Oap 0%p 47r/ 0 0Dp0 g0+47r g 5 Opp (4.2)

1 1

where the coordinates (o', 02) are related to (z,2) by, z = ¢! +i0? and z = 0! —io?. The equation

of motion for the field ¢ reads, 9,0%p = 0. Consequently, only the boundary terms of the above

integrals contribute and we thus obtain,

q q
(TP kinetic = — / ds O = — / +/ +/ ds ¢ O . (4.3)
A Jo dm \Jusop,,  Juep.,  Jop.,

For a disc boundary, the outward normal derivative takes the form

On = -2 (20+2d). (4.4)

E

Substituting this into the boundary integrals, the line integral can be rewritten in terms of holo-

morphic and anti-holomorphic contour integrals as
/dsgp@m@zi%dzgp&gp—i%d%gpégp, (4.5)
0

with contours encircling the centers of the excised discs*. In what follows we evaluate these integrals
separately for Ur0Dg,, Ur0D,,, and 0D,

Around Z;: We first consider the regions around the interaction points z = Z;. In the z-plane, we

excise discs of radius €z, around the interaction points z = Z;. In the p-space it would corresponds

“This follows directly by parameterizing the boundary as z = re’ with ds = rdf: fa ds (7é> plp =
f% rdf (—e') pdyp = z'f;;ro d(re'®) p0p = i §dzpdp, and similarly J5ds (—%‘) POy = 02« rdf (—e~ %) pdyp
—zfe o d(re ") pdp = —i § dz pdp.
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to discs of radius
r1 = |p(Z; + €z,€"") — p(Z1)|

which are related by

(log(271) — log [°p(Z1)) - (4.6)

N |

1
Ty = §|82p(ZI)| 62ZI = logez, =

Note that, unlike the worldsheet regularization paramere €;, the target space regulartion rj is
independent of the choice of the coordinates on the worldsheet. As we will see later, we use this
target space regularization r; to remove the divergence and renormalize it by absorbing it to the

string coupling gs.

Near the interaction point z = Z, the field dp exhibits a simple pole,

82,0(21) . 1
(Z—Z[)82p(Z[)+--~ N 22—

Oy ~ +0(1). (4.7)

Thus the boundary integral around Z; evaluates to

dz )
7{ dz ¢ 9 = (log(2rr) + log |0°p(Z1)]) f = 2mi (log(2r7) +log |0°p(Z1)]) . (4.8)
Z:Z[ Z:ZI Z = ZI
Similarly, the anti-holomorphic counterpart gives
%  dzp0¢p = —2mi (log(2ry) + log \82p(ZI>D ) (4.9)
zZ=Z5

and combining both holomorphic and anti-holomorphic parts, we obtain:

n—2

/ ds @ Opp = —47TZ (log |0*p(Z1)| + log(2r7)) - (4.10)
UIaDZ] I=1

Around z;: Next, we consider the vicinities of the external insertion points z = zp, where we

introduce circular cutoffs of radius €,,. Near such a insertion point z = 2, ¢(z, ) goes as

©(z,2) = log[0p Op] ~ 210g< o > : (4.11)

|z — 2z
and so the field 0¢(z) behaves as

_Pp(z) 1
T op(z) T z—z

0y (4.12)

Thus the boundary integral takes the form

f dz pdp = —2log <|ak|> 7{ _dz = —4rilog <Wk> . (4.13)
2=z €z, 2=z, # — %k €z,
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Combining the similar contribution from anti-holomorphic part, we obtain:

/ ds p Opp = 8rlog (H mk‘) . (4.14)
UkaDzk

€
k=1 7k

Around z,: Finally, we examine the region near infinity. We cut the z-space at |z| = i with

d being small positive real number. Around infinity (zo0, Zoo), We have the following behaviours:
2

1
log|f + 0 () ,

2|

n
D onzk

k=1
2 1
aQON - +O <2> .
z z

Using these, we can evaluate the contour integral around (zec, Zoo):

2
d d
% = +2jl{ e log |2|*
Croo * Cooo ?
~—

¢(z, z) ~ log

(4.15)

n
PRLT

7{ dz o 0p = —2log
Cs k=1

o o}

oo

—2omi —2mi log(1/64.) (4.16)

2

= 4milog + 167ilog 0o -

n
D onz

k=1

Similarly, for the anti-holomorphic counterpart, we have

2
— 167ilog 00 - (4.17)

n
g 89973

% dz ¢ Op = —4milog
C k=1

Zoo

Adding both we thus obtain:

2
54

[e.e]

n
PRLTE

k=1

/ ds pOpp = —8mlog (4.18)
D

Zoo

By summing these three boundary integral contributions in (4.3), we obtain the CLD kinetic

term evaluated at the Mandelstam maps:

—4

(L'lP) kinetic = log

Q|

n
D anzk
k=1

n—2 n
o2 TT10%e(z0)| " @r)™ [T lewl ™ €521 - (4.19)
I=1 k=1
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Figure 5: To regulate the divergences in I'[p] to compute the string amplitudes, we excise small
discs on the worldsheet surface around the insertion points of the vertex operators {z}}_;, the
insertion points {Z 1}7};12 , and the point at infinity (ze0, Zoo) -

Curvature part of CLD action: We next evaluate the curvature contribution of I'[p] at the

Mandelstam maps. It is given by

CloDewmne = o= [ &= (VZGR) (2. (1.20)

In computing the string amplitudes, the curvature of the worldsheet can be taken to be concentrated
along the circular boundaries of the discs excised around the insertion points {z;}}_; and the point
at infinity (2e0, Zoo). This is achieved by capping the holes with flat patches. Concretely, the metric
near infinity reads

dzdz, |z| <5

ds* = ) o0 (4.21)
dzdz, |z < 5=,
with 2 = 1/(82,2), while around each puncture z; one has
déy, déy,, <€
gs? — J ok Ak |§f“ | <ea (4.22)
dgk d§k7 ‘§k| < €z
with { = (2 — z;) and & = ezk/ﬁk for k =1,--- ,n. With this, the curvature is supported on the

boundary circles and takes the distributional form
1 "1
(V=9 R) ... = 40000 (|2 - o) - 2 kZ‘; ;5 (|2 — 21| —€2,) (4.23)

which clearly satisfies the Gauss-Bonnet theorem: [ d?z (1/]g] R)(Z’g) =47r(2 —n).
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Using behaviours of ¢ near zo (4.15), and near the insertion points zj (4.11), we find

Zakzk 6(20] —4log [H ‘ak‘] . (4.24)
k=1 k=1

€21

1

6 (P[p])curvaturo =38 log [
Total contribution: Adding the kinetic and curvature contributions to the CLD action, we
obtain

4pn29 8 n 2
I1 0% (zn)| ™" O llimr & | (4.25)
I=1

1 n
~T'[p] = log a2 =
q kl:Il -1 (2rr)

n
D anzk
k=1

Setting r; = r, VI, the on-shell CLD action contributes to the worldsheet correlator as

—4qpn—2 n

e~ (Tlpl=To) _ H ’ak’2q H ‘82p(Z[)‘q . (QT)Q(n—Q) H eZ—k?q’ (4.26)
k=1 I=1 k=1

n
D o
k=1

where we subtracted I'g, the on-shell CLD action in the absence of vertex operator insertions.

This cancels the divergent term 8¢logds in I'[p]. The correlator is still singular because of the
dependence on the regularization parameters r and ¢;. Below we explain how to remove them by

appropriate renormalizations.

Renormalization: The correlator comes with a prefactor g;n_Q from the closed string coupling
constant. Using this, one can remove the dependence on the regularization parameter r by renor-
malizing gs:

gs = (2r)%gs, (4.27)

and interpret g, as the finite, physical closed string coupling. A similar renormalization has been
discussed in the context of lightcone-gauge string (field) theory [29]. On the other hand, the factors
I, e?,fq can simply be absorbed into the renormalization of the vertex operators. After these

redefinitions, the renormalized on-shell CLD action becomes

n n —4q n—2
e =TT el D o] ] 10%0(20)|" (4.28)
k=1 k=1 I=1

Different regularization to compute the $-3 OPE: As we see shortly, to compute the -3
OPE for the worldsheet CFT (2.1), we insert winding vertex operators e I B (k=1,...,n),
differentiate with respect to ay’s and send ap — 0. However, it turns out that the Mandelstam
formula computed above is not suitable for this purpose since the result for the n insertions of
e J™ B does not smoothly go over to that of the n — 1 insertions when one of ay’s is sent to zero.
This is because e/ *# behaves as a primary with a fixed non-zero dimension ¢ regardless of the
value of oy, and does not trivialize in the limit ap — 0. Technically, this peculiarity arises because
the singularities around Z; are regulated and renormalized by the target space coordinate p, while

the divergences around zj are regulated by the worldsheet cut-offs €,’s. This makes the worldsheet
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theory “non-local”; in other words, the CLD with the aforementioned renormalization is strictly

speaking not a local worldsheet CFT. It should instead be viewed more as string field theory.

Thus, to properly compute the -8 OPE, which is a local property of the worldsheet CFT
rather than string field theory, one needs a different regularization in which the n-point function
smoothly becomes (n — 1)-point function. One such regularization was discussed in [30]. Instead of
introducing a worldsheet cut-off €5, we cut off the k-th external string propagator with its length

in target space parameterized by a large positive number I, defined as

I, = Re [(p(Z}k)) — p(2k + ezkeiak)>/ak} , (4.29)
where Z}k) denotes the interaction point on the worldsheet at which the k-th external string in-
teracts, see figure 4. (We will show that [ is independent of #;.) Using this formula, we trade
the worldsheet cut-off in the Mandelstam formula with the target space cut-off ;. In this regular-
ization, vertex operators are now reparameterization invariant as they are defined purely in terms
of the target space, i.e. they behave as primary operators with dimension 0. Hence they become
trivial (identity operators) smoothly in the limit aj — 0. We can indeed a posteriori justify®
the regularization by computing the n-point function and verifying that it indeed reduces to the

(n — 1)-point function in the limit o — 0.

To relate €, and [y, we first parameterize the neighborhood of the k-th interaction in the p-plane

as
p ~ aglogwy + (Ték) +i8r) mear =z~ z, (4.30)

with wy being the local coordinate near z = zi, and wp = 0 corresponds to z = zi, while wy, = 1

corresponds to the interaction point z = Z}k):
wi(ze) =0, wi(Z%) =1 = p(ZzP) = 1, . (4.31)

Thus expanding p(z;, + €2, ei(’k) around z = z;, we find

p(z + ekew’“) = oy log |wg(zx) + GZkele ) %
2

0]+ oz
* (4.32)

) ow
~ aploge,, +iapl; + oy log [(‘?Zk

] +p(Z{"),

Z=Z

5Of course, this argument does not explain why we employ this specific regularization rather than some other
regularization that may have the same property. Ultimately, we justify our choice through the consistency of various
computations such as the OPE of stress tensor being correctly reproduced. It would be desirable to develop deeper
understanding on this point.
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Substituting this into (4.29), we obtain

6wk
0z

Iy = Re{ —loge,, —log [ ] } = €, = o~ Re[(Owye/02)z=z | =l (4.33)
z=z}

One can compute Re [(Ow/0z).—.,] explicitly, and it defines the “Neumann coefficient” NEF [25]:

k)
. Ow p(z)")
N .= —log [&z _ ] = _—— Z ajlog(z, — z4) + al . (4.34)
i(k) F
The second equality follows from writing
n
p = ay logwy + ( )+ iBk) = Z ajlog(z — zj) with 2z~ z, (4.35)

and taylor expanding the 1.h.s around z = z; to collect the leading term. In terms of the Neumann

coefficient, two regulators €,, and [j are related by
€2 = eRelNo 1L (4.36)

Substituting this in (4.25) and omitting the curvature contrbutions from around {z;}}_;s, we

obtain:
n n 4n—2
=log | [T lewl*? |3  anzr| [ |0%0(2Z0)| " e 2Zim ReNG #2500t 58 J (22 | (4.37)
k=1 k=1 I=1

Thus, after subtracting the on-shell action I'g without any insertions and dropping the target-space
cutoff parameters [, and r, which are independent of the insertion points, the resulting expression

reads

1 n
“5(ITP]—'F0)F:'—2 > "log|ay| — 4log
r=1

n
g o2y
r=1

As a consistency check of reparametrization invariance, consider the case with three insertions. In

n n—2
+2 Z Re NJj + Z log |0%p(Zr)| . (4.38)
r=1 I=1

this case, the corresponding Neumann coefficients take the form

exp[-2Re NF] = 2L o 2o g 3o -2, (4.39)

| 213223
with analogous expressions for Re N}! and Re N32. From (3.40), the contribution of the remaining
factors in exp [%(F[p] — Fo)] gives the dependence |2z12223213|%. Combining this with the Neumann
coefficients, one finds that the on-shell CLD action becomes independent of the worldsheet insertion

points (z;, Z;), thereby confirming its invariance under reparametrizations.
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4.2 Computation of -5 OPE

With the expression of the CLD action at Mandelstam localization maps, we now compute the 8-5
OPE. We begin with the correlation function of vertex operators of the form exp [ar 7 5], which
acts as a generating functional for ((z,) insertions in the string path integral. Such correlation

function takes the form

S+ a /zr d2' B(2) + Y ay /ZT dg’ﬁ(z/)]
r=1 r=1
= <ﬁeo‘rfzrﬁ+5érf2TB>7
r=1

2 ({ar, @, 2}) = Zlo/[pcp] exp
(4.40)

where

[De] = [DB|[PB|[DXT][DX ],

and > " o = >, & = 0. Here Zj is the vacuum partition function used to normalize the
generating function to one without any insertions. Integrating out (3, /3), we find that (X+, X ™)
localizes into the Mandelstam maps (3.19). Then the generating functional reduces to the world-

sheet CLD action localized at these maps (p(2), p(z)):

Z ({for, @, 2,}) = exp [T[g]]. (4.41)

Here I'[p] is the on-shell action £ [ Lopp with the regularization in (4.38). To compute the one-

point function of §(z), we first introduce two extra insertion points and consider the new generating

functional
n+1 e
<Hearf Tﬁ+arf ﬁ>:exp|:_rl[pl]i| ’ (442)
r=0
where the new Mandelstam map is given by
n+1
0(z) = Z arlog(z — z,), with apy1 = —ap. (4.43)
r=0

The one-point function (8(z9)) is then obtained by bringing down [ 3 in the path integral and

taking another derivative 0,,:

<B(zo)>P = 0:0a ( - F’[p/])

(4.44)

9
ap=0
where the subscript p denotes the Mandelstam map used in computing the corresponding string

path integral. We can iterate this process and compute the two-point function

(B)8(0)) = 0200080} (4.45)

ap=0 '
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Thus to compute 53 OPE, we need to find derivative 0., of various components of I''[¢’] in analogue

expression to (4.38), which we will be doing next.

Interaction points as series in ag:  Two maps p'(z) and p(z) before and after the new insertions,

are related by

n

0p'() = Op(=) + — f“ZO - - _O‘;M, with 9p(z) = Z:; - f’“ZT . (4.46)
We denote the interaction points of p’(z) by {Z7}, Z} ), Z}(ns1), that is
9p'(z) =0 for 2= {Z}}}:?v ;(O)v Z}<N+1) . (4.47)
while those of p(z) are {Z}:
op(z) =0 for z={Z;}1=2. (4.48)
We note that as ag — 0, the following holds:
Zy — 7, Z}(O) — zp and Z}(nﬂ) — 2Zpy1 as ag — 0. (4.49)

This can be understood from the expression similar to (4.1) of dp/(2) in terms of its zeros and
poles. . In the limit ap — 0, 9p" must reduce to dp. This requires the two zeros Z/, and Z(,,
to approach the new poles zg and z,41 of dp’(2), while the remaining zeros {Z}}?;IQ coincide with

the original zeros {Z;}7-2 of dp(2).

It is therefore convenient to expand the variations (27 — Z1), (Z}) — 20), and (Z}(.51) — 2n+1)
as series in ag, which will then be used to compute the ap—derivative of I'[p']. We now turn to this

computation.

Putting z = Z} in (4.46) and expanding 9p(Z}) = (25 — Z1) 0?p(Z) + - - -, we obtain:

2 — 7 = — — O . 4.50
4 I 82p(Z[) (Z[ — 20 Z[ — Zn+1> + (aO) ( )

Next we put z = Z7, in (4.46), and expanding 9p(Z},) = 9p(20) + (Z}) — 20) 9?p(20), we get

@0 82P(ZO) ! (7)) 1
———— =0p(z) |1+ —20) —
Z10) ~ %0 o) 9p(20) Gz = 20) Op(z0) Z}o) — 201
9°p(z0) %) 1
= Zl —my = ——20 _ L)+ (4.51)
1(0) 0 8P(ZO) ap(z(]) ( 1(0) O) 8,0(2:0) Z}(O) — Zn41
o 9?p(z0) o) 1 ) ]
== e + O (« ,
9p(2o) [ *(@p(20))2 " 9p(20) 20 — 2n+1 (a)
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where in the last step, we used the step before it. We can now replace the following in (4.51)

ap — (-Oé()), 20 <7 ZN+1, Z}(o) — Z}(n-kl) (4.52)
to obtain
ap ?p(zn+1) a0 1 2
2 ity — Zpal = ——— |1 —ap — + O (e i 4.53
10 T 9 p(2n) (0p(2n+1))?  Op(2n+1) 2nt1 — 20 (@) (4.53)

With these results in hand, we now evaluate the ag—variations of the Neumann coefficients and of

02p(Zr), which will be needed for the variation of I'[p]. We begin with the Neumann coefficients.

Neumann coefficients as series in «op: From (4.34), Neumann coefficients for p(z) are

: "~ a (2"
Nip == =logler —z) + =L=, r=1,-n. (4.54)
st or
and similarly, for p'(z) we have:
o s g o PAVAD
Ny = — Z — log(zy — z5) — — log(z, — 29) + — log(2z, — zpy1) + ——L2 | (4.55)
s Qr Qy ay
for r =1,---,n. Let’s evaluate p’(Z’Y)) first:

p(z) = Z aylog(z — zr) + aplog(z — zp) — aplog(z — zp+1)
r=1
(4.56)

CI

T T Z
= p’(Z’g )y = p(Z} )Y + ag log [(Tl)

+ O(a%) .
Zp’ = zZnta

Note that the term (z’Y) —zy)) 8/)(2}”) from expansion of p(z’y)) is absent here, since 8,0(2@) =0.

Thus we obtain the series expansion of N'g in ag:

T S (7)) (Z}T) — Z())(Zr — Z'rz—i—l) 9
N'go = Noo + — log C +0(d), r=1,---,n. (4.57)
r (zr — 20)(Z; " — zng1)
Similarly, N 88 is explicitly given by
n 1(r71(0)
_ o p Z
Nop=-> o log (20 = 25) + log(z0 = znt1) + (aof) . (4.58)

s=1
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We need to expand p(Z}O)) upto O(ad) to get ]\7’88 upto O(ap).

Z’(O) Z Q. log<Z'(O ) + ag log (Z'(IO) — z0> — ag log (Z'(IO) — zn+1> (4.59)

We can expand each term on the r.h.s into aq:

. /(0 1 0
i) Z ay log(Z/ ) Zar log(z0 — ) + (Z g ) _ 20) Op(20) + §(Z’§ ) 20)2 9%p(20)
= 0?p(z0) 1 1 )] 1 5 0%p(20)
= arlog(zog — zr) —ap |14+ « + + —af ———,
7‘21 g( ’ ) ’ |: 0 <(8p(20))2 8/)(20) 20 — Zn+1 2 0 (8,0(20))2
& p(20) 1 1
1) lo Z'(O)—z =lo (—ao>+a < + > )
: g( ! 0> & 9p(zo) (9p(20))* ~ 9Ip(20) 20 — 2n+1
Z/(O) _
ii1) log (Z’go) - zn+1) = log(z0 — zn+1) + log <1 + S
20 — Zn+1
(7)) 1
=log (z9 — zpt1) — .
& (20 +1) 9p(20) 20 = Zn+1
(4.60)
Adding these we obtain the series expansion of N’ 88:
- 1 9%p(z0) 1 1
N 1, <_ 0 >—1+[ + ap + O(a?) . 4.61
0 =18\ "z 2 @p(z0)2 T Bpla0) 70— amgr) 20 T OL0) (4.61)
We can replace ag — —ag, and zg <> 2,41 to obtain the expansion of N,(n+1) (n+1),
=, (n+1) (n+1) &) 1 0? ,O(Zn—l-l) 1 1 9
N’ :10g<)—1 [ + ag + O(ag) . (4.62
. Op(znr1) 200 om0 T Bplemrs) 7mt — 20| 0 T L0 (45

0*0(Z5, 7' 10, Z' jn+1)) as series in «p:  Now we consider the variation of 92p(Z7). We do it

in the following steps. First, we aim to compute 9%p’(Z}). From (4.46), we obtain

92 () = 8p(2) + o (— L ) (4.63)

(z—20)% (2= 2n+1)?

Putting z = Z} here and expanding 0?p(Z}) = 8*p(Z1) + 83p(Z1) (Z} — Z1) with using (4.50), we
get

1 1 3p(Zr) 1 1
82’Z’:82Z+<— + ) ( - )
P (Z7) p(Zr) (Zr —20)2 " (Z1 — 2n41)? @0~ Pp(Z1) \Zr—20 Z1— 2p41 a0

+ 0(ad) .

(4.64)
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Next to compute 82p/(Z’ ;)), we fist put z = Z’ ;) in (4.63) to obtain

&) Qg

+ .
Zo) " (Z) — Zos1)? (4.65)

0 (Z' 1) = *p(Z' j10)) —

(Z3o) —

For the second term on the r.h.s, we use the first relation in (4.51) and keep terms of order (’)(O%O)
and O(1) to get:

L o) = Polag) — PP [1 | Pplz0) o

2
, 1
J— z —
a0 dp(z0) (Z10) — #0) 9p(20) Zlg) — 2nt1 (1.66)

— _M [1_3 & p(z0) o — 2 ap
Qg (0p(20))? 0 Op(20) 20 — Zni1

| ot

Replacing ag — —ag, 29 <> zn+1 on the r.h.s above, we obtain the expression of 82p/(Z’1(n+1)),

& p(znt1) 2 @0 ]
1+3 + +0 . 4.67
|: (ap(zn+1))2a0 8P(Zn+1) Zn+1 — 20 (CVO) ( )

(ap(zn-i-l))Q

0%0'(Z' ) = +
Qg

I'[p'] as series in «p: Having computed the necessary variations of various components, we are

now prepared to evaluate the ap—derivative of I'[p']. From (4.38), we first recall the expression for
I'[p] as

n
+ 2 ZReN’SS
r=1

n
§ QsZs + Qp20 — QZn+1

1 n

——TI'[p] = =2 log|a,| — 4log|ag| — 4log
q

s=1

r=1

n—2
+2Re N0y + 2Re NGV Y 4 S log [02(27) | +log [0%0(Z}10))| + log [0%0( Z )| -

I=1
(4.68)
Using the following relation,
log Z aszs + pzo — apzn+1| = Re |log Z aszs | + aom , (4.69)
s=1 s=1 Z =1%¥s%s

and variations of (4.68) from other components, we find the I"[p'] as the following series in ay :

== Loy - . 20— Fntl
qF ] = qI‘[p] 2log oy — 4 —4Re (ag S aszs)
n (r) 2 2
Z - T An n
—i—Re[an 1 log (Z;" = 20)(zr — 2n41) 90y d p(Zo)2 4 2a p(z +1)2
2o T 2 )| G0 T P Boloner)

n—2
Pp(Zy) ( 1 ) < 1 1
" 12_31 (@2p(Z1))* \Z1 = 20  Zr- Zn+1 @0 Z 32 Zr — 29)? (ZI — Zp41)?

(4.70)
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Next we use the following relation

B 9?p(20) plznt1) | 20— zn41 = 1 1 B 1
(0p(20))? " (Op(zn11))?  Doeg Qszs 2232/’(21) ((ZI—ZO)2 (ZI—Zn+1)2> ’

=1
(4.71)
to rewrite the CLD action —%F’[p’] as
(r)
1 1 28 — 20) (2 — 2n
q q =1 (Zr - ZO)(Z[T — Zn+1)
n—2 n—2
Pp(Zy) < 1 1 > 1 ( 1 1 )
-« — — 3 - .
’ 12:21 (0*p(Z1))* \Z1 — 20 Z1 — Zn41 ’ Iz:; Pp(Z1) \(Z1 —20)*  (Z1 — 2n41)? }
(4.72)

One-point function (5(2)),:

Taking two consecutive derivatives 0,04, on (4.72), we compute the one-point function of (zp):

<B(ZO)>p = 00aq (_F/[Pl])

ap=0

5 Lo (2 = = 1
— 4 ZO[ZcTog Zr — 20 Z Z] 2Z]—Z() 7282 Z[—Z())

I 1
(4.73)

Note that we have an overall factor of 1/2 to (4.72) since we only need the holomorphic part.

Two-point function (5(2)3(20)),:

We want to evaluate the two-point function,

(B(2) B(20))p = 020000 (B(2)) ) (4.74)

ap=0

= 020y [0/

ap=0

where 0,T[¢] is obtained from 8.,0,,I"[¢'] , (4.73) by substituting in the r.h.s, zp —
ag=

z, p(Zr) = p'(Z}), I — I', and sum over r going from 0 to (n + 1). Since we have to act

., on it, we should just consider the = 0 of the first term in (4.73), I’ = I©) of the second and

third terms (recall that Z’, becomes zq as ag — 0) in (4.73). i.e, the version of (4.73), which will

be useful for us is the following:

(B(2))y = [i log —— Ziw 1 O (Z)) 1 3 1 1 } L
P Qo Z =20 2 (aZPI(Z}(O)))Q Z}(()) -z 2 82p’(Z}(0>) (Z}m) - 2)2
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Since we only have the first derivative J,,, we need to keep linear term O(ayp) in o in the expansion
around Z}(O) = zp. The first term in (4.75) gives

Tt (N S #—Zjo0
ozol zZ— 2 a01g<1+ zZ— 20 )
0%p(z0) 1 1 -1/2 N
= | <<ap<20>>3  @p(z0))2(z0 - znm) e (2= 2)2@p(z0)?)

(4.76)
For the second and third terms in (4.75), we evaluate each of its parts separately. For (z — Z}(O))_l,
using (4.51), we obtain

-1
1 1 z20 — Zl(g) 1 Qg
— 1 I — - O(ad) . 4.77
2=Zyg 2= ( L 20 z—2z0 Op(20)(z — 20)? +0(ap) (477)

To compute [02p(Z )] ™", from (4.66), we obtain

1 oo [382p(zo) 2 } 2 3
=— — oy + O(ap) . 4.78
P Z) OGP @00 T @) =z 0O T
Lastly 8°p'(Z,) is computed as
1 1
30 (Z ) = Pp(Z ) + 20 - . 4.79
i) =T o) * 200\ G To0F T Gy — ment P e
Keeping terms till the order a8, we find
83pl(Z}(0)) 28p(zo) B 2 (4.80)
82p’(Z}(0)) Qg 20 — Zn+1
We put all these together in (4.75), and collect the terms of order ag to obtain
[ilog z— Zo 1 a3p/(Z}(0>) 1 3 1 1 ]
w0 e 2T G G 2 2 Gy) Gy~ P
o [ 1 1 0?p(z0) 1 }
" L@p(0))? (z =202 (@p(0))° 2 20
Using this, we finally obtain our two-point function:
1 1 0?p(z) 1 ]
2)B(% = 2¢ 0,0,
BN = 2000 |~ e
: 1 (4.82)
=2 0.0, .
1 [<z — %)’ 3[)(2)8/)(20)]

40



This confirms the -8 OPE given in (2.10).

5 Conclusion

In this work, we presented a detailed formulation of the proposed worldsheet dual [14] to chiral two-
dimensional Yang—Mills theory at large N.. Despite the unconventional nature of the worldsheet
operator product expansions, which involve inverse fields, we have shown that the stress tensor OPE
remains fully consistent with conformal invariance. Furthermore, we demonstrated that the string
path integral localizes, allowing explicit computation of its observables. In particular, we evaluated
the four-point string amplitude using a KLT-like factorization and found precise agreement with
the corresponding amplitudes in the dual Yang—Mills theory, providing a nontrivial consistency

check and further support for our duality proposal [14].

An important question for the future is to understand the relationship with other proposed string
duals of 2d YM [5,6,8-10], in particular to topological string dual to chiral 2d YM on a torus [7].
Understanding the connection to topological string may also lead to an improved formulation of
the CLD action which is more regular and does not involve a logarithm of fields. This in turn
may also clarify our proposed dual for symmetric product orbifolds of arbitrary CFT [14] and its

connection with other string duals to symmetric product orbifolds [31-34].

On the 2d YM side, it would be fascinating to explore whether the known non-perturbative
correctons to 2d YM [35-38] admits a natural interpretation as D-brane/D-instanton effects within

our worldsheet theory, and estabilish our duality at the non-perturbative level.

Constructing an establishing such connections could lead to a deeper understanding of the un-
derlying geometric structure and potentially yield an improved formulation of the composite linear
dilaton action that plays a central role in our framework. It would also be fascinating to explore
whether the known non-perturbative corrections to 2d YM observables [12,13,35,39] admit a nat-
ural interpretation in terms of D-brane effects within our worldsheet theory, thereby providing a

non-perturbative completion of the duality.

Finally, let us point out close analogy with the matrix string theory [40,41]. The matrix string
conjecture relates the discrete light-cone quantization (DLCQ) of non-perturbative type ITA su-
perstring theory to two-dimensional NV = 8 super Yang-Mills theory. There, the perturbative
limit of ITA string in DLCQ arises as the infrared limit of the gauge theory, where the theory is
approximated by a symmetric product orbifold of supersymmetric R®. On the other hand, it is
known [42,43] that the T-dual of the DLCQ string is a nonrelativistic string theory [17, 18, 27]
governed by a -y system—remarkably similar to our worldsheet theory. These webs of the du-
ality imply the relation between the non-relativistic string formulated in terms of - system and
the symmetric product orbifold of supersymmetric R®, which can be viewed as a supersymmetric
counterpart of our proposal [14] for string dual to symmetric product orbifolds (see Fig. 6). All in

all, they hint at a broader web of dualities connecting matrix string theory, nonrelativistic string
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Non-perturbative type ITA <matrix string conjecture» N = 8 SUSY Yang-Mills
string in DLCQ of flat space in two dimensions

Perturbative limit Low energy

Symmetric product orbifold

type ITA string in DLCQ of supersymmetric R3

T-duality SUSY analogue of symmetric
orbifold duality

Non-relativistic
string in flat space

Figure 6: Web of dualities and relation to matrix string

theory, and 2d YM [44-46], which calls for more thorough examination of these connections.
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A Two-point amplitudes in critical string

In this appendix we detail the computation of two-point closed string amplitudes at the critical

dimension, in line with the comments in [47].

We start with the path integral expression of closed string two-point amplitude, which is given

by
162’\/[@){] e S pg] /d22’1d2z295V1(21721)95V2(Z2,Z2), (A1)

closed __
A3 =7
CKG

where Vo is the volume of conformal killing group (CKG), e~ 2* comes from Euler number of the

closed worldsheet, and F[g] is the Fadeev-Popov determinant for fixing the worldsheet metric to
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(§)apb in the conformal gauge. To fix the CKG, we insert the following identity in the path integral:

1=Axo /[C‘Da] 6@ (oz1—29) 63 (ozg—23) (av022)? (@072)2 6 <4 ;2 / 4’z \/]gs2| X° [evo (2, Z)]) :
TRE,

S2
(A.2)

Few comments are in order:

e We have implicitly assumed (29, 29) — oo, and that explains the extra factor (aoz2)?" (aozy)?"

with h = h = 1, needed to define the corresponding the vertex operator at co.

e Here area of the worldsheet sphere is sz d*z\/]gs2| = 47rR§2. With this, the last delta
function in (A.2) takes the form

5 <1/ 2z \/lger]| X oo (. z)]) T — (A.3)

4WR§2 S2

where 20 is the zero mode of X°[a o (2, z)]. This then fixes the [ dz%-integral within X-path
integral: [[DX].

e Here Ayo = Axo[z?, 28, 29, 29] should be viewed as an operator, since it depends on the field

X0 even though the argument of X(z, 2) is integrated on the worldsheet, or in other words,
it will be triggered when the identity (A.2) is inserted in the path integral [[DX] of (A.1).

e Note that, |gg2| above depends on the vertex operator insertion points (21, 2z1) and (z2, Z2).

After inserting (A.2) in (A.1), we relabel z; — a0 27 and 22 — « o 22 at the vertex operator

insertion points, and then perform f d?z1d?z,. Thus we obtain

Do .
Aglosed = UVCKG] e g2 /[QX] e S Fg] Ao Vi(2), 20) Va(29, 29) (29)2(29)% 6(a® — #) .
(A.4)

Within the [[DX]-path integral, the delta function amounts to the zero mode integral of X°:
Z./dmo (5(3}0 _ #)) e—i(k’?-ﬁ-k’g)xo _ iei(k9+k8)#, (A5)

while the zero modes of spatial coordinates give

/ rﬁ: dx’

For the two-point amplitudes, we can take &y = \/m? + I;%, k) = —y/m? + E%, with the first ex-

citation incoming and the second outgoing. Momentum conservation, §(°~1) (El + Eg) then enforces

¢ T2 kRt — (9m) D=1 6D (Fy 4 Fy) (A.6)

energy conservation, k9 +kJ = 0. The time integral therefore reduces to a constant, itk # _y

In the absence of gauge fixing, the two-point function would produce a divergent energy-conserving
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delta function, 6(k?+k9). This divergence is removed by fixing the zero mode of the time coordinate
with the gauge condition § <47T}1%2 Jo2 4?2 \/]gs2| XO oo (2, Z)])
52

Thus After carrying out the zero-mode integrals and using [[Da] = Vokg, the two-point closed

string amplitude takes the form
/ - o
Ao — e g2 (Ao Vi(0, 20) Va(2§, 29) ) (:9)% (29)2 Flg] (2m) P~ X P 6P~V (Fy + Ba), (AT)

where the prime indicates that the zero-mode integrals f dx® Hsz_ll dz* have already been per-

formed. The next step is to evaluate Axo, which we do using a convenient trick:

Decomposing the Mobius transformation: To evaluate the [[Da] integral in A;(%J, it is

convenient to decompose the Mobius transformation PSL(2,C) as the following (see Fig. 7)

b oy « by
o= doa. :x(j d) ( d) ( d*>, (A3

(wozi,0z) = (2,2)), and (w029, 0%) = (29, 2). (A.9)

with

With such decomposition, the measure reduces to [Da] — [Dd/].

In other words, the original integration over all Mdbius transformations a constrained by §(2) (o
21,2 — 2?72) is equivalently rewritten as an integration over residual transformations o/ around the

fixed points (2?72, 2(1),2), with o, implementing the mapping by group composition.

N N4

() o = o—o0
/ Zk\ zp Zk / zg\
Figure 7: Decomposition of the Mobius transformation, o = o' o a, .
Setting (29,2Y) = 0 and (29, 2J) = oo, we can easily determine the transformation a:

asxz1 + by asz2 + by
ay0z21= ———F— =0= by = —a421, Q,029= —"— =
0*22+d*

dy = —Cy29. A.10
o 00 = Cx 22 ( )

Further, the unit determinant condition constraints a, and c,: a.ds —byce =1 = ayci(z1 —22) = 1.

Adapting similar decomposition for PSL(2,R), we first compute two-point open string amplitude

before analyzing the amplitude for the closed string.
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Two-point open string amplitude: The expression similar to (A.7) for the two-point open

string amplitude reads
/ .
AP = ie 2 Axo Vi) Va(ud)) (49)° FIa) (2m)P 7 6P V(R +K), (A1)

where [47]
Ago = /[’Da] d(aoyr —yi)d(aoys —y3) (aoys)’ 8 (X (a0 25, a0 23))

ayy +b 0 ays +b 0 ays +b 2
=2 [ dadbdcddd(ad —bc—1)6 — 1) — .
/ a ab ac (a c—1) (cy1+d y1> <cy2+d Y2 cys +d (A.12)

o (az3+0b azf+b
<o X c+d cz20+d '
3 3

Note that we have used the measure

1
[Da] =4- idadbdcdd(S(ad— bc—1),

b
for o being an element of PSL(2,R): a = “ . The extra factor of 4 comes from the standard
c

normnalization in string theory [48], as emphasized below eq. (B.10) in [49].

Setting ¢ = 0 and 3 = oo, the first two delta functions in (A.12) reduces to
ayy +b a'y} + b b
0 —yl) =9 % —yl) =9 TR
cn+d dyj +d d
2 /
ay2 +b dyd+bv a d ¢
] - =0(—"F— — =0(—— =|=) =)
(cyg +d y2> (c’ Y9+ d' Y2 ¢ 7 a’ a’
Using this, the expression for A;(%) simplifies to

v d aZ8+b dZ9+
-1 _ 0 3 3
Ao —Q/da/db/dc/ddfa(a/dr_bfcf_1)5 <d/> 5 (a/> 5 <X <dZ§+d”c’Z§+d’>> ,

(A.14)

_ 2
with a0 (29, 29) = (Z9, Z3). Note that, the factor (%) in (A.12) cancels the one coming from
) (‘Cl—,/ — oo)

Using § (%) = |d'|6(V') and § (2—/,) = |a’| 6(¢), and performing the V', ¢’ integrals, we obtain

/ /
AL = z/da’dd’5(a’d’ 1) ||| |5 <X0 <2/Z0, ;zg)) . (A.15)
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Further we can use §(a’d — 1) = |a—1,‘5 (¢ — %) and perform the d’-integral to obtain

da’

A =2 FR (X0 ((a)?29, (d)?29)]
_ 2/ da’ §(a" — ap) (A.16)

= 0 _ _
/| )Qagzg X0 ((a)223, (ap)?29) + 2ay Z3 0X° ((af)2 23, (ap)2Z3) ‘

_ -1

= 18 0x°(8, 59 + 80X, 59|

where X ((a)?Z9, (a)?ZY) = 0, and we have defined ¢ = (af))? Z3 and 3§ = (a()* Z3. We thus
conclude
Axo = [y30X°(y3,53) + 73 0X° (43, 93)] - (A.17)

Inserting this in the worldsheet correlator in (A.11), we get

(Bxo Vi) 18 Va(o) ) = [y§<0X0(y§,y§) Vi) (9)2Va(ud) ) + 90X (68, 59) Vi wf) (y8)2V2(y3)>,] :

(A.18)
The three point function on the r.h.s can be computed as
07,0 -0 0y (,0\21/ (20v\ [ K k3 0y (,0\217 0\
(0X° WS, B VA(W)) (19)2V2(88) ) = —ia’ | + 2 | (Vi(u) (49)*Va(s8) )
Ys— Y1 Y3 —Ys
1.0 Yta 0y (,0N21 (,0v\ (A.19)
= —ia'k <V1(y ) (y2)"Val(y )> 19
L ) A
1 /
= —ia/k = (Vi(0) Va(o<) ) |
Y3
where we have used kY = —k§ = kU in the second equality, and 3 = 0, yJ = oo in the last.
Similarly,
_ / . 1 /
(OXW8, 5 Vi) (18)2V2(8) ) = —ia'k = (VA (0) Va(o0)) - (A.20)

Y3

!/
Using <V1(z?) Vg(z8)> = C},, with C{§_ being the partition function on the disc Dy from the
matter sector, together with the above three-point function computation, the worldsheet correlator
in (A.18) becomes

/

!/
(Axo Vi) (18)21V2(08)) = —2iakO(Vi(0) Va(oo)) = —2iak0CF,.  (A.21)
The two-point open string amplitude (A.11) then reduces to
AP = 210 (2m)P 18PV Ry 4 ) x [a'e g OF, Pl

(A.22)
=20 (2m) P16 P (k) + ky)
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where the combination a’e™ 2C’D2 F[g] has been evaluated in eq. (6.4.14) of [50] (with F'[g]
denoted by C7,) and equals
a'e M gd CN, Flg] = 1. (A.23)

Two-point closed string amplitude: Having seen how the decomposition (7) works for two-
point amplitudes in open string, we now come back to the case for closed string, which is our main

concern in this appendix. Using explicit matrix realization of «, A;} in (A.2) becomes

1_ 2 oy 2 0@y o o e (0D o0\ o faz2tb o)\ |azztb)?
AL 4/dadbdcdd6 (ad —be — 1) <CZ1+d A) 0O (A ‘Czﬁd

X 0 12 /dzz\/\gsﬂXo[ao(z,Z)] :
47TRS,2 S2

(A.24)

where we have used the measure
1
[Da] =8 - 5d?a d*bd?cd?d 6™ (ad — be — 1),

with the additional factor of 8, as in the open—string case, arising from the standard string theory
normalization [48]. Setting (29,2)) = 0, (29, 29) = oo, and using the decomposition of Mobius

transformation in (7), the first delta functions in the above integrand become

0 / / 12
O () WO (0t A BPLE) N (LA W A I P
’ (021+d “ d 2 +d Y J V] S(|b']) 6Oy — bar) - (A.25)

Similarly, the second delta function reduces to

2 (LZQ—f—b 0 o 2 CL, o 2 C/
5()<w_22>_5()<d_°°>_5()<m

The last delta function becomes

1 ~ 1 adZ+v aZ+v
) 5 / d?z+/|gs2| X% [0 (2,2)] ) =6 / d*z\/|gg2| X° ———— ,
47TR52 S2 S2

c/

a/

/ 4
5(|c') 6(0cr — Oar) o

4 |a/‘2

B

(A.26)

47TR%2 dZ+d’ @72+ d
(A.27)
with ~
Z=a,0r=22"71 7 g, oz=22"7°1 (A.28)
Cx 2 — 29 Cx 2 — 29

Using the above delta function evaluations (A.25), (A.26), and (A.27) in the expression (A.24), and
integrating over |V/| and || in [d?V [d%c = [|V|d|b'|dOy [ |c'|d|c'|dO, we obtain

A)_{%:4/d2a’d2d’5(2)(a/d’—1)\d’\2|a’|25 12 / d?z+/]gg2| X° Z 7)) . (A.29)
4R, a7 d
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Now we evaluate 6 (a/d’ — 1) as

8 (d'd —1) =6 (|d||d'| cos(Oa + Oar) — 1) & (|’||d| sin(0ar + Oar))

(5(9(1/ + ed’)
la’||d'|| cos(Oar + Og7)| (A.30)

=6 (|a'||d'| cos(bar + bar) — 1)

1 1 1
- ||| o(lal|d'| = 1) 6(Oar + Oar) = [Pl 0 <|d/| - \a’]) 800 +0q) -

We can next perform integrals over 0y and |d'| in [d%d [d?d = [|d'|d|a’|dOy [|d'|d|d|dOy to

obtain

_ d|a’ 1 ; 90, 5
AX}):4/ | |/d9a/6( / d?z/|gg2| X° (ya’\%”a’ Z,|d'|? e~ %0 Z)) (A.31)

|CL, 47’[‘R?§2 S2

Directly performing the [ df, integral is inconvenient, since a change of variables inside the delta
function,

w = |d 22 7,

does not simply translate through the worldsheet measure d?z+/|gg2|, which in general depends
nontrivially on (Z, Z). To handle this, we choose the worldsheet sphere metric (gg2)qp in (2, 2)

Pz\/|gs| = Z /|G 2],

where (Gg2)ap is the standard stereographic metric on S2, with determinant

coordinates so that

2R%2 QR%Z
VIGs2| = N2 2
(1+121%) <1+ la. 2 |z—z1\2)

lex]? [z—22[?

Meanwhile, the area elements are related by

YA VA

27 =det| d%:'a*’QM 2 :L
9z 0z |eal? |2 — 2|4 ||z — 2]t
A

where in the last step we used a.ci(z1 — 22) = 1. Thus, we choose the worldsheet metric such that

2R%,
l952] = 2 2 2 2\2°
(a2 — 212 4 feu2]z — 22P)
Now we can make a change of variable w = e*%Z in (A.31), and the integrand becomes
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independent of 6. Evaluating t [ df, = 27, the rest of the integral is

_ dla’ 1 B
A =sr ',|’ a( [ 0 Vgl X0 P |a'\2w>) (A.32)

la ATR%, /g2

1 - o A\ E
=87 (47TR2 /52 Pw+/|gsz (w)| [2\A\2w-8X0(\A|2w,\A|2w)+2\A[2w-6X0(|A]2w,\A]2w)]) ,
S2

where o/ = A is the support of the delta function. As we will see below, the dependence on A will

cancel out in the final answer.

We thus obtain our Fadeev Popov determinant for fixing PSL(2,C) symmetry as:

Al 1 _
Axo = ‘4| < : / d*w+/|gg2 (w)| [w-8X0(|A]2w,|A]2w)+w-8X0(|A]2w,|A]2w)]> .
T \4ATR, Js2
(A.33)

To evaluate A5°%d in (A.7), we compute

_ v\’ Al? d*>w+\/|g 2 (w B ~ PR\
(axovihavatag ) = BE [ EV O, (oxoapu, o) vich, o) Va3, )
SQ

_ /
+ @ (DX APw, | AP@) Vi, ) V(5. 28) ) |

(A.34)
As in the open-string three—point functions (A.19) and (A.20), the correlators evaluate to
0(1 412 2 _ 0 -0 0.0\ _ @ 1 C%
<6X (’A‘ w, ’A‘ w) Vl(zla Zl) V2(227Z2)> - _ng |A’2’U} ’zg‘4 ’
(A.35)

AXO(ARw. LAIZ@) Vi (20 29) 15 (20, 50 " -a’ko 1 C%
(|A]"w, |A]*w) Vi (2, 21) Va(zg, 23) —_25 |A|21D|z(2)|4’

with C’é‘; being the partition function on worldsheet S? from the matter sector. Substituting these

expressions, one finds

_ o\’ _ AP? o ,CF d>w+/|gg2 (w
(Bxo D ) Va8 ) ) (92 = 8 (—zzko, 5l 2) [ el

4 47 R?
i Tl (A.36)
i 0 X
= —E O/k 052 .
The two-point closed string amplitude (A.7) then reduces to
/
A = 20 (am)P 50D ) x [P & 0% Pl

g (A.37)

= 20 (2m) P16V () + Ky)
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where the combination o/e~?*g? C’D2 F[g]/(8m) has been computed in eq. (6.6.8) of [50] (with F[g]
denoted by C¢ ) and equals

e g2 g Ca: Flg)=1. (A.38)

B Alternative derivation of Mandelstam formula

In this appendix, we present an alternative computation of the kinetic term of the CLD action

localized at the Mandelstam maps (3.19). We first rewrite the kinetic term

q d’z =
r == —2 B.1
( [(p])klnetlc 2 //\/l ot 8906@ ’ ( )

where we split the chiral composite linear dilaton field field ¢(z, z) into holomorphic and anti-

holomorphic components:

(2, 2) = log [0p(2)0p(2)] = @n(2) + va(Z), (B.2)

with

n 2(2’ ZI)
Pnlz) = log KZ “’“z‘”) [T~ )

Using (4.1), we obtain the relations

« ;2 2% — Z1) Rz J#)( )
’“‘(Z > \omet (Z )Hk @ B

which will be used in what follows. As before we have set R = 1 which can be restored later. For

n—2
, = log [(Z akzk> M] . (B.3)

convenience, we strip off the factor of iq/(27), and consider the worldsheet integral
. _ 1 )
—2/ d*z 09 D = / deon N\ dpa = 2/ (pn(2)dpa — pa(Z)den) - (B.5)
M M oM

Although (z, 2) is smooth and single-valued on M away from its singularities at {2 }7_,, {Z;}7=7,
and (2o, Zoo ), its holomorphic and anti-holomorphic components, ¢p,(2) and ¢, (Z), exhibit branch-

ing behavior around these points.

We introduce n branch cuts {C} }” 1 joining (2e0, Zoo) to each of the insertion points (2, Zx), k =
1,---,n, and (n —2) cuts {C’J}J 1 joining (zeo, Zoo) to each of the interaction points (Zr, Zy), I =
1,-+-,(n —2). This way we make the integrand of the above area integral single-valued on M\C
with C' = U;C; Uy C 7. Then OM consists of both sides of the cuts, and boundaries of small circles
around {(zx, z1)Y7_y, {(Zr,Z1)}1=% and (2e0, Zoo) — all traversed with positive orientation (see

Fig. 8). In the following, we compute the boundary integral from each component of M. As in
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the other computation of the CLD action in section 4.1, we introduce regulators given by the radii

€-; and ez, of small circles around (z;j, zZ;) and (Z7, Z1) respectively.

Figure 8: Octopus diagram for computing the kinetic term of the CLD action at the Mandelstam
maps, expressed as a boundary integral along the branch cuts and around the branch points of ¢y,
and @g.

Along C; : Along C; = a; + aj_l in fig. 8, we have

—i0; TI" 5 5
1 €x.€e "7 (25 — 2k
/ on dips = / ( f dsoh> dpo = 74 doy / dsoa—2mlog[ Al T Ol
aj+a;’ a; \/Cx, o 1=1(%; = Z1)

(B.6)

where the first equality above follows from

/ wh(a1)dwa+/1 cph(afl)dsoa=/ @h(a1)dsoa—/ @h(afl)d%=/ [on(a1) — en(ar")] dpa

1

and dpp = [goh(al) — cph(al_l)] = j{ dop. = 2mi .

Cz

Likewise, for the other term of the boundary integral, we get

10 n
1 €,,e"i w(zi — 2z
/ _, Padipn =/ (f d%) dipp, = —2milog [ : Es(#))( - k)] : (B.8)
aj+a; a; \JCs; 2% 1=1 (25 = Z1)

J

Hence, the net contribution from all C; with j =1,--- ,n reads
1 Hn;ék |25 — 2k 5
5 pn dpa — pa dipp) = mi log ’ : (B.9)
Ziﬁak o 200 [ TT727 TThes |2 —le2 U

o1



Along Cy: Along Cr=Ay+ A}l, we have similar expressions,

1 n (Z;—%
/ , Ph dpa = / <7{ d‘Ph) dpa = f dep: / dp, = —2milog [ Hk 1 J _k>
Aj+A7 Ay Cz, Cz, Zy €z,€" HI ) (ZJ ZI)

and similarly, the other term of the boundary integral takes the form

1 n A
/ @a dpp, = 2milog [ Hk (Zy — )
Aj+AG" oo €z,€" S H] 7éJ)( —Z)

Net contribution from all éJ with J =1,---,(n — 2) reads

1

(B.10)

(B.11)

_92 _
[, T1725 | — 24 1

n—2
92 27{ . (on dpa—pa don) = —i log
1=17Ar+Ap

1 n !
e |
’200’4(71 ? k=1

175171 — 2]

[=3er) |
(B.12)

where we have translated regulator ez, around (Z;, Z;) from the Zz-plane to the r; on the Zp-plane

using (4.6) and (B.4):

Iyen 12 — 2] 1

Hk 1 |Z1 — 2k

1 1
logez, = 5 (log(2ry) — log \82p(Z1)\) =-3 log [

n
E 18993
k=1

Around (z;,Zz;): Next we compute the contour integral around (z;, z;):

n 2
j{c on dpg = log [(Z akzk> 7—1(zi — Z1)

IT% (#1) (zi — 2k)

21

The first contour integral gives fﬁcz. dypg = —2mi, while the second one yields

1 dz . dz
1 — dpg = 1 — % _ ’
7{0% og(z — z1) dyq 7{ og(z — z ( g g z Zk)

2 I=

1

where all terms other than the one with (Z — z;)™", vanishes:

1 . —2m . 1 -wi
j[ d—og(zzz):/ (ciene a0 —B=) o s e 0.
. 0

Zi+e,e Wi — U
The only term that contributes is the following:

> —27
]{ log(z — z;)— £ = +i/ do; [log(e.,) + i0;] = —2milog(e,,) — 212 .
- 0

z — Z

52

7{ dpq 7{ log(z — z1) dpq -
c

log(2m)

(B.13)

(B.14)

(B.15)

(B.16)

(B.17)



Collecting these contributions, we obtain

n 2
-7
7{ op dp, = —2milog Z L2k =1 (% 1) + 2miloge,, + 2712 (B.18)
c., [Tk (zi = 2x)
Similarly, for the other term of the boundary integral, we get
n 2 74
Z
7{ ©0q dpp, = 2milog [(Z akzk) ((Zl Z;))] —2rmiloge,, + 272 (B.19)
c:, [Tk (2 —

Thus net contribution from the contour circles around vertex operator insertion points reads

1 = . - " n_ n:2 Zk — Z[
B Zj{ (¢n da — @a dpn) = —2mi log [ Ui 17| |
k=1"Cx k=1

[z 125 = 20l T1x €

(B.20)

Around (Z;,Z;): Contribution from contour integral around the interaction points is similar:

& 1172, (25 — Zr)
% o dp, = log Z oL 2k IS&J) 7 % dpg + f log(z — Zj)de,. (B.21)
CZJ k=1 Hk:l( J = Zk) CZl CZJ

With ¢ dp, = 27, and so the last term on the rhs of the above expression reads
Cz,

dz —2m
7{ log(z — Zj) de, —}1{ log(z — Zj)— S —i/ dO; llog(ez,) +i0] = 2milog ez, +2m .
CZJ CZl Z— 4]J 0
(B.22)
Thus, we obtain
2n(Zy = 7Z1)
op dpg, = 2milog QL2 + 2milogey, + 272, (B.23)
szJ ‘ [(Z ) Hk 1(ZJ - zk) !
Similarly, for other term of the boundary integral, we obtain
Zj—Zp)
. [Tin(Zs — Zi . 2
Ya dpp, = —2milog L2k —2milogey, + 27°. (B.24)
72% ’ [(Z ) [15-1(Zs — 2) !

Hence net contribution from the contours around the interaction point reads

n—2

HI;AJ|ZI—ZJ| ”1—12(2“) . (B25)

el | R P

1 n—2 - n
3 Z}l{ (¢n dpa — padipn) = i log Z Qs 2
1=1"C7; k=1

where we have used (B.13).
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Around (zo, Zo0):  To compute foz ©n dpq, we first note that near (zo0, 200 ), @1 and dg, behaves

as

- 1 2 1
~log (3 —921 - o~ —Zdz 2 .
on ~ log < akzk> og(z)+ O (z) , and dy . dz+ O ( > dz (B.26)

22
k=1

Using this, the contour integral becomes

" dz dz
ondp, = —2log o2k, 7{ — —1—47{ — log(2)

fcz <Z ) C z C z
~—— —_—

oo k=1 Zoo Zoo
—2mi —2milog | zeo | —272 (B27>
n 2
= 2milog (Z akzk> — 2milog | ze0|* — 872
k=1
Similarly, for the other term around (zeo, Zoo ), we have
n 2
_ , S , 4 2
% ©a dpp, = —2milog (Z akzk> + 27milog |z00|” — 877 (B.28)
Coo k=1

Net contribution from the contour around (2, Zso) is thus

2

1
— 2mi log | z00|* . (B.29)

5 j{ (on dpa — pa der) = 2mi log
C

Zoo

n
D on

k=1

Adding all the contributions (B.9), (B.12), (B.20), (B.25), and (B.29), we obtain the kinetic term
of CLD action localized at the Mandelstam maps:

- B 1 n n n—2 n—2
_7,/ d2z6(p6(p:§ Z —i—Zj{ —i—Z/ —i—Z?é —i—?{ (pn dpa — @a dpp)
M 1 Jantay +0s, /0y T A ATY 150z SO
n n—2
> ax

k=1

[T I177 |2k — Zif? |200[®
-2 -2
[z 12 — 26?1725 120 — Zg| T17Z5(2r0) [z €2,
(B.30)

= —2milog

Using (B.4), it matches with what has been computed in the alternative way in (4.19).
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