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Abstract

Two-dimensional Yang-Mills theory (2d YM) is arguably the simplest confining gauge theory and

its large Nc 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 Nc chiral 2d YM at finite ’t Hooft coupling, proposed in our earlier

work. The worldsheet theory consists of β-γ system deformed by linear dilaton action built from a

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

objects arising naturally from large Nc 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 Nc 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 Nc and type IIB string theory

on AdS5 × S5. 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 Nc. 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/Nc 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 dual1 to 2d YM on a

torus, proposed in [7], which claimed to reproduce the full (non-chiral) partition function at finite

coupling and finite Nc. However, its status at finite Nc 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 Nc chiral
2 2d YM at finite

’t Hooft coupling. The proposed worldsheet theory is formulated as a β-γ 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

1There is also a closely related proposal on topological string dual to q-deformed 2d YM [11]. However, the limit
q → 1 is subtle as mentioned already in [11].

2At large Nc, the partition function of 2d YM factorizes into chiral and anti-chiral sectors:

ZM → ZChiral
M ×ZAnti-chiral

M ,

corresponding to the orientation-preserving and orientation-reversing branched coverings, respectively, in the Gross-
Taylor picture [4].
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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 γ 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 β-β 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 β-β 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 Nc 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.
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2.1 Worldsheet action and OPEs

Action. Our proposed worldsheet action is

S =

∫
d2z

2π

[
β ∂̄X+ + β̄ ∂X− +

q

2
LCLD +

λπ

2

(
∂X+∂̄X− − ∂̄X+∂X−)]+ bc-ghost , (2.1)

where λ = g2YMNc is the ’t Hooft coupling, X± = (X1 ± X0) are light-cone co-ordinates of the

target space, and LCLD is the chiral composite linear dilaton (CLD) action

LCLD = 2 ∂φ ∂̄φ+ R̂ φ , φ = log

(
∂X+∂̄X−

R2

)
, (2.2)

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

determined but we will fix it to one (q = 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 β-γ system, which reads∫
d2z

2π
βz ∂z̄X

+ →
∫

d2σ
√
−g

1

π

(
1

4
gabβa ∂bX

+ − 1

4i
ϵabβa ∂bX

+

)
, (2.3)

and similarly for the β̄∂X− term. Taking a derivative with respect to gzz, we obtain

Tβγ(z) = − 4π√
−g

δSβγ

δgzz
= −β ∂X+ , (2.4)

where we have used δϵab/δgzz = 1
2ϵ

abgzz, with gzz = 0 in the conformal gauge. Next we consider

the term proportional to λ, to be called the “tensionfull term” in what follows:

(
∂X+∂̄X− − ∂̄X+∂X−)→ i

2
ϵcd∂cX

+∂dX
− , (2.5)

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

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

(
Γ[X±]

)
covariant

=
q

2

∫
d2σ

2π

√
−g
[
gab ∂aΦ ∂bφ+ 2R̂ φ

]
, (2.6)

where

φ = log

[
1

4
gab∂aX

+∂bX
− +

i

4
ϵab∂aX

+∂bX
−
]
. (2.7)

One can now compute its contribution as follows

TCLD(z) = − 4π√
−g

δΓ

δgzz
= −q (∂φ)2 + 2q ∂2φ = 2q {X+, z} , (2.8)
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where {X+, z} := ∂3X+/∂X+ − 3(∂2X+/∂X+)2/2, is the Schwarzian derivative of X+. Adding

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

T (z) = −β ∂X+(z) + 2q {X+, z}

= −β∂X+ + 2q∂2 log ∂X+ − q(∂ log ∂X+)2 .
(2.9)

From the worldsheet action, one can compute the OPEs:

β(z)X+(w) ∼ − 1

z − w
, β̄(z̄)X−(w̄) ∼ − 1

z̄ − w̄
,

β(z)β(w) ∼ 2q ∂z∂y

[
1

(z − w)2
1

∂zX+(z) ∂wX+(w)

]
, its cc .

(2.10)

The β-γ OPEs are straightforward to derive, whereas the β-β OPE requires a more elaborate

computation, which we present in section 4.2.

Computation of TT OPE. Using these OPEs, the OPE between stress tensors (2.9) can be

computed. First consider the following OPE,

: β(z)∂zX
+(z) : : β(w)∂wX

+(w) :

= : β(z)∂zX
+(z) : : β(w)∂wX

+(w) : + : β(z)∂zX
+(z) : : β(w)∂wX

+(w) :

+ : β(z)∂zX
+(z) : : β(w)∂wX

+(w) : + : β(z)∂zX
+(z) : : β(w)∂wX

+(w) :

=2q ∂z∂w

[
1

(z − w)2
1

∂zX+(z)∂wX+(w)

]
∂zX

+(z)∂wX
+(w)

− ∂zX
+(z)β(w) + β(z)∂wX

+(w)

(z − w)2
+

1

(z − w)4
.

(2.11)

Next for the ∂2 part of the stress tensor, the relevant OPEs are

−2q β(z)∂zX
+(z) ∂2

w log ∂wX
+(w)− 2q ∂2

z [log ∂zX
+(z)]β(w)∂wX

+(w) . (2.12)

For the first term we compute

−2q β(z)∂zX
+(z) ∂2

w log ∂wX
+(w) = −2q ∂zX

+(z) ∂2
w

[
β(z) log ∂wX

+(w)

]
= 2q ∂zX

+(z) ∂2
w

[
1

∂wX+(w)

1

(z − w)2

]
,

(2.13)
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where we used the following OPE,

β(z) log ∂wX
+(w) ∼ − 1

(z − w)2
1

∂wX+(w)
. (2.14)

A quick way3 to derive this OPE (2.14) is to use the “replica trick”. Namely we consider the

OPE between β(z) and (∂wX
+(w))

n
for n ∈ Z≥0, analytically continue in n, and take the limit

limn→0

[
(∂wX

+(w))
n − 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

−2q ∂2
z [log ∂zX

+(z)]β(w)∂wX
+(w) = 2q ∂wX

+(w) ∂2
z

[
1

∂zX+(z)

1

(z − w)2

]
. (2.15)

Finally, we consider (∂ log ∂X+)2 piece of the stress tensor, where relevant OPEs are

q β(z) ∂zX
+(z) (∂w log ∂wX

+(w))2 + q β(w)∂wX
+(w) (∂z log ∂zX

+(z))2 . (2.16)

As before, for the first term we compute

q β(z) ∂zX
+(z) (∂w log ∂wX

+(w))2 = 2q ∂zX
+(z) ∂w

[
β(z) log ∂wX

+(w)

]
∂w log ∂wX

+(w)

= −2q ∂zX
+(z) ∂w

[
1

∂wX+(w)

1

(z − w)2

]
∂w log ∂wX

+(w) .

(2.17)

Similarly we have

q β(w) ∂wX
+(w) (∂z log ∂zX

+(z))2 = −2q ∂wX
+(w) ∂z

[
1

∂zX+(z)

1

(z − w)2

]
∂z log ∂zX

+(z) .

(2.18)

Expanding in a Laurent series around z = w and combining all contributions gives

T (z)T (w) =
1 + 12q

(z − w)4
+

2T (w)

(z − w)2
+

∂wT (w)

z − w
. (2.19)

For conformal anomaly cancellation, we require q = 1.

Comments. As mentioned in [14], the β-γ system along with the term proportional to λ 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 β’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 LCLD.

3A similar analysis of OPE is discussed in Appendix A of [26].
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Note that we always have the constant dilaton field Φ0, and φ can be viewed as the “dynamical

correction” to the total dilaton field Φ = 1
2Φ0 + φ, so that the constant field contributes to the

usual factor of g−χ
s in the string path integral with gs being closed string coupling:

e−S → e−
q
2

∫
d2z
2π

R̂ 1
2
Φ0 = (gs)

−q χ , with gs = eΦ0 . (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

Vk(zk, z̄k) = eiwkR
∫ zk (βdz−β̄dz̄)e−iEkX

0
, with Ek = λπRwk . (2.21)

This creates a string state winding wk times around the X1 direction in the target space, as is

evident from the following OPEs:

X+(z, z̄)Vk(zk, z̄k) ∼ −iwkR log(z − zk)Vk(zk, z̄k),

X−(z, z̄)Vk(zk, z̄k) ∼ +iwkR log(z̄ − z̄k)Vk(zk, z̄k) ,
(2.22)

which imply:

X1(z, z̄)Vk(zk, z̄k) ∼ − i

2
wkR log

[
z − zk
z̄ − z̄k

]
Vk(zk, z̄k) , (2.23)

thus, as we encircle around (zk, z̄k), i.e under z → zk + (z − zk) e
2πi, z̄ → z̄k + (z̄ − z̄k) e

−2πi, the

field X1(z, z̄) acquires a monodromy of 2πRwk.

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.
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3.1 Amplitudes of chiral 2d Yang-Mills

The wave function of chiral 2d YM on S1 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(Nc). A convenient basis for this at large Nc is the multi-trace basis {|σ⟩},

Υσ(U) = ⟨U |σ⟩ =
∏
ℓ

(
tr(U ℓ)

)kℓ
, (3.1)

where kℓ denotes the number of cycles of length ℓ in σ ∈ Sr with r =
∑

ℓ ℓkℓ. As shown by Minahan

and Polychronakos in [28], |σ⟩ can be interpreted as a multi-string state with kℓ strings winding ℓ

times around S1. In the canonical picture, one can express it with string creation operators acting

on the vacuum of the free theory |0⟩:

|σ⟩ =
∏
ℓ

(a†ℓ)
kℓ |0⟩ , (3.2)

where [ak, a
†
l ] = k δk,l. The Hamiltonian on S1 of radius R is then given by H = Hfree + Hint

with [28]

Hfree = πλR
∑
m

a†mam , and Hint =
πRλ

Nc

∑
n

∑
m

(
a†m+naman + a†ma†nam+n

)
. (3.3)

The free hamiltonian Hfree 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

a†m+naman (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 w1 and w2 is

S2 = ⟨0|aw1a
†
w2
|0⟩ = w1 δw1,w2 . (3.5)

Between an in-state |Ψin⟩ = a†w1a
†
w2 |0⟩, and out-state |Ψout⟩ = a†w3 |0⟩, the three-point amplitude

for 2 → 1 scattering process reads

S3 = ⟨Ψout| exp
[
−i

∫ ∞

−∞
HI(t

′) dt′
]
|Ψin⟩ , (3.6)

with HI(t
′) = eiHfreet

′
Hint e

−iHfreet
′
. Evaluating the relevant matrix element,

⟨0|aw3

∑
n

∑
m

(
a†m+naman + a†ma†nam+n

)
a†w1

a†w2
|0⟩ = 2w1w2w3 δw1+w2,w3 , (3.7)
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the S-matrix becomes

S3 = −i
4λπ2R

Nc
w1w2w3 δ(E1 + E2 − E3) δw1+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

Gmatter
n = gn−2

s ⟨
n∏

k=1

Vk(zk, z̄k)⟩ = gn−2
s

∫
[DX+DX−DβDβ̄] e−S . (3.9)

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

posed into three parts:

S =
(
Sβ-β̄ + Sλ + Γ

)
[X±] , (3.10)

where Sβ-β̄ is β and β̄ dependent part, while Sλ depends on the string tension λ:

Sβ-β̄[X
±] :=

∫
d2z

2π

(
β ∂̄X+ + β̄ ∂X−)− i

n∑
k=1

wkR

∫ zk

dz′β(z′) + i
n∑

k=1

wkR

∫ z̄k

dz̄′β̄(z̄′) ,

Sλ[X
±] :=

λ

4

∫
d2z

2π

(
∂X+∂̄X− − ∂̄X+∂X−)+ i

n∑
k=1

EkX
0(zk, z̄k) ,

(3.11)

and Γ[X±] is the CLD action already defined in (2.6). We can rephrase Sβ-β̄[X
±] as

Sβ-β̄[X
±] =

∫
d2z

2π
β(z)∂̄[X+ −Rρ] +

∫
d2z

2π
β(z)∂[X− −Rρ̄] , (3.12)

where ρ and ρ̄ are Mandelstam maps [29]:

ρ(z) := −i
n∑

k=1

wk log(z − zk), ρ̄(z̄) := i
n∑

k=1

wk log(z̄ − z̄k) . (3.13)

The string coupling is denoted by gs. Integrating out β and β̄ in the string path integral (3.9), X±
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gets localized onto (ρ, ρ̄):

∫
[DβDβ̄] e−Sβ-β̄ [X

±] = N
[
det′

(
∂∂̄

4π2

)]−1

δ(X+ −Rρ) δ(X− −Rρ̄) , (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 ∂∂̄ are excluded.

We can perform the integrals over zero modes of X0 and X1:

∫ 2πR

0
dx1

∫ ∞

−∞
dx0 e−i(

∑n
k=1 Ek)x0

= 4π2Rδ

(∑
k

Ek

)
. (3.15)

Thus, Gmatter
n can be expressed as

Gmatter
n = ign−2

s NS2 · 4π2Rδ

(∑
k

Ek

)
δ∑

k wk

[
det′

(
∂∂̄

4π2

)]−1

e−Sλ[ρ]−Γ[ρ] , (3.16)

where we have absorbed sphere partition function and other constants from the measure in N →
NS2 . The factor δ∑

k wk
reflects the requirement that, after localizing onto (ρ, ρ̄), the fields X±

should remain analytic at ∞ in the absence of any vertex operator insertion there. The correlator

of ghost insertions at za, zb and zc has the familiar expression given by

Gghost
n =

[
det′

(
∂∂̄

4π2

)]
|zabzbczca|2 . (3.17)

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

correlator with fixed points at za, zb and zc, takes the form

Gn = ign−2
s NS2 · 4π2Rδ

(∑
k

Ek

)
δ∑

k wk
|zabzbczca|2 e−Sλ[ρ]−Γ[ρ] . (3.18)

In the following we compute Sλ[ρ].

Computation of Sλ[ρ]: We first compute the tensionful term of our worldsheet action (2.1) with

(X+, X−) localized at the Mandelstam maps (ρ, ρ̄):

X+(z) → ρ(z) =

n∑
k=1

αk log(z − zk), X−(z̄) → ρ̄(z̄) =

n∑
k=1

ᾱk log(z̄ − z̄k) , (3.19)

where we introduced αk = −iwk and ᾱk = iwk to simplify the expressions below. For convenience

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

St[ρ] = −iR2

∫
M

d2z
(
∂ρ ∂̄ρ̄− ∂̄ρ ∂ρ̄

)
= R2

∫
M

dρ ∧ dρ̄ . (3.20)
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Note that we have identified dz ∧ dz̄ = −id2z. We can make the above integrand into a total

derivative and evaluate it as a boundary integral:

St[ρ]

R2
=

1

2

∫
M

d (ρ dρ̄− ρ̄ dρ) =
1

2

∫
∂M

(ρ dρ̄− ρ̄ dρ) . (3.21)

a1

a−1
1 a2

a−1
2

anan

a−1
n

z1

z2

zn

z∞

.......

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 (ρ, ρ̄) have (n + 1) branch points: at the insertion points of the vertex operators

(zk, z̄k), k = 1, · · · , n, and at the point at infinity (z∞, z̄∞). We introduce n branch cuts {Cj}nj=1

joining (z∞, z̄∞) to each of other branch points (zk, z̄k), k = 1, · · · , n, and make the integrand

of the area integral single-valued on M\C with C = ∪jCj . Then ∂M consists of both sides of

the cuts, and boundaries of small circles around (zk, z̄k) with k = 1, · · · , n and (z∞, z̄∞) — 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

∂M. For the computation, we introduce regulator for (ρ, ρ̄)(zj , z̄j) given by the radius ϵzj of small

circle around (zj , z̄j) with j = 1, · · · , n. The net λ-dependent contribtion Sλ[ρ] 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 ≡ aj + a−1
j in Fig. 1, first term of the boundary integral (3.21) reads

∫
aj+a−1

j

ρ dρ̄ =

∫
aj

(∮
Czj

dρ

)
dρ̄ =

∮
Czj

dρ ·
∫ (z∞,z̄∞)

(zj ,z̄j)
dρ̄ = −2πiαj

n∑
k=1

ᾱk

∫ (z∞,z̄∞)

(zj ,z̄j)

dz̄

z̄ − z̄k

= −2πiαjᾱj log

[
z̄∞ − z̄j

ϵzje
−iθj

]
− 2πiαj

n∑
k(̸=j)

ᾱk log

[
z̄∞ − z̄k
z̄j − z̄k

]
,

(3.22)
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where we have used
∮
Czj

dρ = αj

∮
Czj

dz
z−zj

= −2πiαj (since the contour around (zj , z̄j) is clockwise).

The first equality above follows from∫
aj

ρ(aj) dρ̄+

∫
a−1
j

ρ(a−1
j ) dρ̄ =

∫
aj

ρ(aj) dρ̄−
∫
aj

ρ(a−1
j ) dρ̄ =

∫
aj

[
ρ(aj)− ρ(a−1

j )
]
dρ̄

and δρ =
[
ρ(aj)− ρ(a−1

j )
]
=

∮
Czj

dρ .

(3.23)

Summing it over all cuts, we thus obtain

n∑
j=1

∫
aj+a−1

j

ρ dρ̄ = −2πi
n∑

j=1

αjᾱj log

[
z̄∞ − z̄j

ϵzje
−iθj

]
− 2πi

n∑
j ̸=k

αjᾱk log

[
z̄∞ − z̄k
z̄j − z̄k

]
. (3.24)

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

n∑
j=1

∫
aj+a−1

j

ρ̄ dρ = 2πi
n∑

j=1

ᾱjαj log

[
z∞ − zj

ϵzje
iθj

]
+ 2πi

n∑
j ̸=k

ᾱjαk log

[
z∞ − zk
zj − zk

]
, (3.25)

where we have used
∮
Czj

dρ̄ = +2πiᾱj . Adding both terms of the boundary integral, we get

n∑
j=1

∫
aj+a−1

j

(ρ dρ̄− ρ̄ dρ) = −2πi
n∑

j=1

|αj |2 log

[
|z∞ − zj |2

ϵ2zj

]
−2πi

n∑
j ̸=k

αjᾱk log

[
(z̄∞ − z̄k)(z∞ − zj)

(z̄j − z̄k)(zk − zj)

]
.

(3.26)

Using the fact that
∑n

j=1 αj = 0, the dependence of the above integral on z∞ and z̄∞ cancel out,

and we are left with the expression

n∑
j=1

∫
aj+a−1

j

(ρ dρ̄− ρ̄ dρ) = 2πi
n∑

j=1

|αj |2 log[ϵ2zj ] + 2πi
∑
j ̸=k

αjᾱk log[−|zj − zk|2] . (3.27)

Around (zk, z̄k): Next we compute the integral around (zk, z̄k) for k = 1, · · · , n:

n∑
l=1

∮
Czl

ρ dρ̄ =
∑
l

∑
k

αk

∑
j

ᾱj

∮
Czl

dz̄
log(z − zk)

z̄ − z̄j
. (3.28)

We address this on a case-by-case basis:

1. For j ̸= l and k ̸= l, the above expression clearly vanishes.

2. For j = l and k ̸= l, we obtain

∑
k ̸=l

αkᾱl

∮
Czl

dz̄
log(z − zk)

z̄ − z̄l
= 2πi

∑
k ̸=l

αkᾱl log(zl − zk) . (3.29)
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3. For j ̸= l and k = l, we have

∑
j ̸=l

αlᾱj

∮
Czl

log(z − zl)

z̄ − z̄j
=
∑
j ̸=l

αlᾱj

z̄l − z̄j

∮
Czl

dz̄ log(z − zl) = 0 . (3.30)

4. For j = k = l, we have

n∑
l=1

αlᾱl

∮
Czl

dz̄
log(z − zl)

z̄ − z̄l
= 2πi

n∑
l=1

|αl|2 log(ϵzl)− 2π2
∑
l

|αl|2 . (3.31)

We thus obtain:

n∑
l=1

∮
Czl

ρ dρ̄ = 2πi
n∑

k ̸=l

αkᾱl log(zl − zk) + 2πi

n∑
l=1

|αl|2 log(ϵzl)− 2π2
n∑

l=1

|αl|2 . (3.32)

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

n∑
l=1

∮
Czl

ρ̄ dρ = −2πi
n∑

k ̸=l

ᾱkαl log(z̄l − z̄k)− 2πi
n∑

l=1

|αl|2 log(ϵzl)− 2π2
∑
l

|αl|2 . (3.33)

Adding both terms, the contribution from circles around insertion points is

n∑
l=1

∮
Czl

(ρ dρ̄− ρ̄ dρ) = 2πi
n∑

k ̸=l

αkᾱl log
[
−|zk − zl|2

]
+ 2πi

n∑
l=1

|αl|2 log
(
ϵ2zl
)
. (3.34)

Around (z∞, z̄∞): To compute
∮
Cz∞

(ρ dρ̄− ρ̄ dρ), we first note that near (z∞, z̄∞):

ρ(z) =

n∑
k=1

αk

[
log z + log

(
1− zk

z

)]
∼ −

(
∑n

k=1 αkzk)

z
, and dρ̄ =

(
∑n

k=1 ᾱkz̄k)

z̄2
dz̄ . (3.35)

Using this, the contribution from around (z∞, z̄∞) to the first term reads

∮
Cz∞

ρ dρ̄ = −

∣∣∣∣∣
n∑

k=1

αkzk

∣∣∣∣∣
2 ∮

Cz∞

dz̄

|z|2 z̄
= 2πi

|
∑n

k=1 αkzk|2

|z∞|2
, (3.36)

where we have used
∮
Cz∞

dz̄
z̄ = −2πi. Similarly,

∮
Cz∞

ρ̄ dρ = −2πi
|
∑n

k=1 αkzk|2

|z∞|2
. (3.37)

Since |z∞| → ∞, these contributions vanish.
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Hence the net contribution to the boundary integral St is

St[ρ] = 2πi
n∑

j=1

|αj |2 log[ϵ2zj ] + 2πi
∑
j ̸=k

αjᾱk log[−|zj − zk|2]

= 2πi
n∑

k=1

αk ρ̄(z̄k) + 2πi
n∑

k=1

ᾱk ρ(zk) .

(3.38)

We can now uplift to the computation of Sλ[ρ] where αk = −iwk and ᾱk = iwk for k = 1, · · · , n:

Sλ[ρ] = i
λR2

4
St[ρ] +

i

2

n∑
k=1

EkR(ρ− ρ̄)(zk, z̄k)

= i
λπR2

2

n∑
k=1

wk ρ̄(z̄k)− i
λπR2

2

n∑
k=1

wk ρ(zk) +
i

2

n∑
k=1

EkR(ρ− ρ̄)(zk, z̄k)

= 0 .

(3.39)

Hence Sλ[ρ] vanishes.

Final expression of Gn: Since Sλ[ρ] vanishes, the only contribution to the worldsheet correlator

(3.18) comes from Γ[ρ]. 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 ∂2ρ(ZI) in [24], Γ[ρ] takes

the form

e−Γ[ρ] → e−Γren[ρ]/ =

n∏
k=1

(wk)
q

∏
1≤i<j≤n

|zi − zj |−2q · |∆(Pn)|q , (3.40)

where ∆(Pn) is discriminant of the (n− 2)-degree polynomial

Pn(z) :=

n∑
k=1

wk

n∏
i(̸=k)

(z − zi) . (3.41)

Note that the coefficient of leading term zn−1 in Pn(z) above vanishes since
∑

k wk = 0. Thus the

expression of worldsheet correlator (3.18) with fixed points at za, zb and zc, takes the form

Gn = ign−2
s NS2 · 4π2Rδ

(∑
k

Ek

)
δ∑

k wk
|zabzbczca|2

n∏
k=1

(wk)
q

∏
1≤i<j≤n

|zij |−2q · |∆(Pn)|q . (3.42)
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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:

An = ign−2
s NS2 · 4π2Rδ

(∑
k

Ek

)
δ∑

k wk
|zabzbczca|2

n∏
k=1

(wk)
q

×

 n∏
l ̸=a,b,c

∫
C
d2zl

 ∏
1≤i<j≤n

|zij |−2q · |∆(Pn)|q .

(3.43)

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

A2 =
1

VCKG

∫
[DX+DX−DβDβ̄ ] e−Sĝ F [ĝ]

∫
d2z1 d

2z2 V1(z1, z̄1)V1(z2, z̄2) , (3.44)

with F [ĝ] is the Fadeev Popov determinant to fix the worldsheet metric, and VCKG 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 z1 → α◦z1 and z2 → α◦z2,
the amplitude reduces to

Aclosed
2 =iF [ĝ]

〈
∆X0V1(z

0
1 , z̄

0
1)V2(z

0
2 , z̄

0
2)
〉′
(z02)

2(z̄02)
2

×
∫ ∞

−∞
dx0 e−i(E1+E2)x0

δ(x0 −#)

∫ 2πR

0
dx1 ,

(3.45)

where the prime on the correlator indicates that the zero-mode integrals (
∫
dx0dx1) are taken out.

Evaluating ∆X0 and inserting it into the worldsheet correlator above, we recover the structure
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in (A.34). Thus, we are led to compute〈
∂X0(|A|2w, |A|2w̄)V1(z

0
1 , z̄

0
1)V2(z

0
2 , z̄

0
2)
〉′

=

∫
[DX+DX−]′ [DβDβ̄ ] e−Sĝ ∂X0(|A|2w, |A|2w̄)V1(z

0
1 , z̄

0
1)V2(z

0
2 , z̄

0
2)

= NS2 det′
(

∂∂̄

4π2

)−1

e−Γ[ρ]
[
∂X0(|A|2w, |A|2w̄)

]
X+=ρ,X−=ρ̄

δw1+w2,0 ,

(3.46)

together with its anti-holomorphic counterpart with ∂̄X0 replaced by ∂X0. 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. (ρ, ρ̄) are the Mandelstam maps (3.13) with n = 2 and NS2 is the overall

normalization coming from the sphere partition function.

Using

e−Γ[ρ] =
1

|z012|4
→ 1

(z02)
4
, [∂X0]ρ, ρ̄ = − i

2
w1R

z01 − z02
(z − z01)(z − z02)

→ − i

2
w1R

1

z
, (3.47)

and similarly [∂X0]ρ, ρ̄ = − i
2w1R

1
z̄ (with z01 = 0, z02 = ∞), the correlator (3.46) becomes

〈
∂X0(|A|2w, |A|2w̄)V1(z

0
1 , z̄

0
1)V2(z

0
2 , z̄

0
2)
〉′

= NS2 det′
(

∂∂̄

4π2

)−1 (
− i

2
w1R

1

|A|2w
1

|z012|4

)
δw1+w2,0 ,

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

〈
∆X0V1(z

0
1 , z̄

0
1)V2(z

0
2 , z̄

0
2)
〉′

=NS2

|A|2

4π

(
− i

2
w1R

1

|A|2
1

|z012|4
× 2

)

×
∫
d2w

√
|gS2(w)|

4πR2
S2

det′
(

∂∂̄

4π2

)−1

δw1+w2,0

=− i

2π
w1R det′

(
∂∂̄

4π2

)−1 NS2

|z012|4
δw1+w2,0 .

(3.48)

Substituting into (3.45), the two-point amplitude simplifies to

A2 =
1

2
w1R

2NS2 δw1+w2,0 , (3.49)

where we have used the relation,

F [ĝ] det′
(

∂∂̄

4π2

)−1

= 1 . (3.50)

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

and determine the normalization factor NS2 .

17



3.3.2 Three-point amplitude:

Z1

⌊ρ

Figure 2: The string diagram for three point amplitude with Z1 being the interaction point where
∂ρ vanishes.

For three point string amplitudes, the polynomial in (3.41) is linear, and its discrminant is 1.

Using this, and putting q = 1 in (3.42), we obtain the following expression for three-point string

amplitude

A3 = −i(2π)2RgsNS2 w1w2w3 δ

(∑
k

Ek

)
δ∑

k wk
. (3.51)

The position dependence of the worldsheet matter correlator, |z12z23z31|−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

1

2
R2NS2 = 1 , (3.52)

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

gsNS2 =
λ

Nc
. (3.53)

Allowing the scaling ambiguity in operator normalizations, parameterized by a factor r, the dictio-

nary between the two theories reads

NS2 =
2r2

R2
, and gs =

rλR2

2Nc
. (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 w1w2w3 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

P4(z) = Az2 +Bz + C , (3.55)

with the coefficients given by

A =

4∑
i=1

wi zi, B = −
4∑

i<j

(wi + wj) zizj , C = −
4∑

i̸=j, j<k<l

wizjzkzl . (3.56)

We can compute its discriminant and obtain

∆(P4) = B2 − 4AC = (w1 + w3)
2z213z

2
24 (zc − a)(zc − b) , (3.57)

with zc being the conformal cross ratio, zc = z12z34/(z13z24), and

a, b = −
w1w4 + w2w3 ± 2

√
w1w2w3w4

(w1 + w3)2
. (3.58)

The 4-point worldsheet correlator then reads

G4 = i(2π)2Rg2sNS2 δ

(∑
k

Ek

)
δ∑

k wk
|zabzbczca|2(w1w2w3w4)

q

×
∏

1≤i<j≤4

|zij |−2q|w1 + w3|2q|z13z24|2q|zc − a|q|zc − b|q .
(3.59)

Fixing three insertion points z1 → 0, z3 → 1 and z4 → ∞, and defining the vertex operator

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

becomes

G4 = i(2π)2Rg2sNS2 δ

(∑
k

Ek

)
δ∑

k wk
(w1w2w3w4)

q|w1 + w3|2q|z2|−2q|1− z2|−2q|z2 − a|q|z2 − b|q .

(3.60)

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

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

The string amplitude is obtained by integrating this correlator over the remaining unfixed coor-
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dinate z2 on the complex plane C
A4 =

∫
C
d2z2G4 , (3.61)

which requires evaluating the integral

I4 =
∫
C
d2z2 |z2|−2q|1− z2|−2q|z2 − a|q|z2 − b|q . (3.62)

In the q = 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 ∞ = ∞), 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,

I4 =
∫
C
d2z |z|−2s−2|1− z|−2t−2|z2 − a| |z2 − b| , (3.63)

by introducing two regularization parameters, s and t in the integrand and setting q = 1. This

integral has been evaluated in [24] using a KLT-like factorization of the complex area integral,

yielding

I4 = i IζIξ , (3.64)

where ζ and ξ are real light-cone-like coordinates on the worldsheet. Depending on the range of

ζ, the integral Iξ 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 < ζ < a : In this range of ζ, the integrals take the form

Iξ = 2i sin(πs)

∫ 0

−∞
dξ′ (−ξ′)−s−1(1− ξ′)−t−1(a− ξ′)1/2(b− ξ′)1/2 ,

Iζ =
∫ a

0
dζ ζ−α′s/4−1(1− ζ)−α′t/4−1(a− ζ)1/2(b− ζ)1/2 .

(3.65)

As s → 0−, the simple pole in s from the integral in Iξ is canceled by the zero of the prefactor

sin(πs), so Iξ remains finite. In contrast, Iζ develops a simple pole in s. We now analyze this

limits in detail.
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As s → 0−, the integral in Iξ gets contribution near ξ′ ∼ 0, where it behaves as (with ϵ > 0)

Iξ ∼ 2i sin[πs]

∫ 0

−ϵ
dξ′ (−ξ′)−s−1(1− ξ′)−t−1(a− ξ′)1/2(b− ξ′)1/2

∼ 2iπs · a1/2 · b1/2
∫ 0

−ϵ
dξ′ (−ξ′)−s−1 ∼ −2πi · (ab)1/2 .

(3.66)

Similarly integral in Iζ receives a contribution from ζ ∼ 0:

Iζ ∼
∫ ϵ

0
dζ ζ−s−1(1− ζ)−t−1(a− ζ)1/2(b− ζ)1/2

∼ a1/2 · b1/2
∫ ϵ

0
dζ ζ−s−1 ∼ −(ab)1/2

s
.

(3.67)

where we have used,∫ 0

−ϵ
dξ′ (−ξ′)−s−1 =

∫ ϵ

0
dξ′ (ξ′)−s−1 =

(ξ′)−s

−s

∣∣∣ϵ
0
=

ϵ−s − 0

−s
∼ −1

s
. (3.68)

Thus, near s → 0−, the integral behaves as

i Iξ Iζ ∼ −2π
ab

s
as s → 0− . (3.69)

On the other hand, as t → 0−, both Iξ and Iζ remain finite. However Iξ develops a simple pole

in u as u → 0−. o make this explicit, we change variables ξ′ = −x/(1− x), so that

dξ′ = −dx(1−x)−2, 1−ξ′ = (1−x)−1, a−ξ′ = [a+(1−a)x](1−x)−1, b−ξ′ = [b+(1−b)x](1−x)−1 .

(3.70)

The integral Iξ then takes the form

Iξ = 2i sin(πs)

∫ 1

0
dxx−s−1(1− x)s+t−1[a+ (1− a)x]1/2[b+ (1− b)x]1/2 . (3.71)

As u = −(s+ t) → 0−, the dominant contribution comes from x ∼ 1, where the integral goes as∫ 1

1−ϵ
dxx−s−1(1− x)−u−1[a+ (1− a)x]1/2[b+ (1− b)x]1/2

∼
∫ 1

1−ϵ
dx (1− x)−u−1 =

∫ 0

ϵ
(−dx′) (x′)−u−1 =

∫ ϵ

0
dx′ (x′)−u−1 ∼ −1

u
.

(3.72)

Hence,

Iξ ∼ −2i sin(πs)

u
, as u → 0− . (3.73)
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2. a < ζ < b : In this regime of ζ, the integrals are

Iξ = 2i

∫ a

0
dξ ξ−s−1(1− ξ)−t−1(a− ξ)1/2(b− ξ)1/2 − 2i cos(πs)

∫ 0

−∞
dξ (−ξ)−s−1(1− ξ)−t−1(a− ξ)1/2(b− ξ)1/2 ,

Iζ =

∫ b

a
dζ ζ−s−1(1− ζ)−t−1(ζ − a)1/2(b− ζ)1/2 .

(3.74)

It is clear that as t → 0−, neither Iξ nor Iζ produces a t−1 pole. Similarly, Iζ doesn’t generate

a s−1 pole. We examine the behavior of Iξ as s → 0− where dominant contribution comes from

ξ ∼ 0:

Iξ ∼2i

∫ ϵ

0
dξ ξ−s−1 − 2i cos(πs)

∫ 0

−ϵ
dξ (−ξ)−s−1

=2i · ϵ−s

(−s)
− 2i cos(πs) · ϵ−s

(−s)
∼ 0 ,

(3.75)

showing that I − ξ doesn’t develop a s−1 pole either.

Poles in u = −(s + t) from Iξ arise when ξ gets close to ∞. The first integral in Iξ doesn’t

contribute, while the second integral produces a u−1 pole (as computed previously). Thus,

Iξ ∼ +
2i cos(πs)

u
, as u → 0− . (3.76)

3. b < ζ < 1 : In this regime, the integrals take the form

Iξ = 2i sin(πt)

∫ ∞

0
dξ′ (1 + ξ′)−s−1(ξ′)−t−1(ξ′ + 1− a)1/2(ξ′ + 1− b)1/2 ,

Iζ =
∫ 1

b
dζ ζ−s−1(1− ζ)−t−1(ζ − a)1/2(ζ − b)1/2 .

(3.77)

As t → 0−, Iζ develops a simple pole in t, while Iξ remains due to the zero of the prefactor sin(πt).

In what follows, we analyze these limits explicitly.

As t → 0−, the dominant contribution from the integral in Iξ comes from ξ′ ∼ 0:

Iξ ∼ 2i sin(πt)

∫ ϵ

0
dξ′ (1 + ξ′)−s−1(ξ′)−t−1(ξ′ + 1− a)1/2(ξ′ + 1− b)1/2

∼ 2i · πt · (1− a)1/2(1− b)1/2
∫ ϵ

0
dξ′ (ξ′)−t−1 ∼ −2πi (1− a)1/2(1− b)1/2 ,

(3.78)

where we have used
∫ ϵ
0 dξ′ (ξ′)−t−1 ∼ −1/t.
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The Iζ integral gets contribution from ζ ∼ 1, and we get

Iζ ∼
∫ 1

1−ϵ
dζ ζ−s−1(1− ζ)−t−1(ζ − a)1/2(ζ − b)1/2

=

∫ 0

ϵ
(−dζ ′) (1− ζ ′)−s−1(ζ ′)−t−1(1− a− ζ)1/2(1− b− ζ)1/2

∼ (1− a)1/2(1− b)1/2
∫ 0

ϵ
(−dζ ′)(ζ ′)−t−1 ∼ −(1− a)1/2(1− b)1/2

t
,

(3.79)

where we have used∫ 0

ϵ
(−dζ ′)(ζ ′)−t−1 =

∫ ϵ

0
dζ ′(ζ ′)−t−1 =

(ζ ′)−t

−t

∣∣∣ϵ
0
=

ϵ−t − 0

−t
= −1

t
. (3.80)

Combining both contributions, we obtain

Iξ Iζ ∼ 2πi
(1− a)(1− b)

t
as t → 0− . (3.81)

Next we examine the u → 0− behavior of Iξ. Making a change of variable ξ′ = x/(1 − x) in the

integral of Iξ, we have

dξ′ = dx(1−x)−2, 1+ξ′ = (1−x)−1, 1+ξ′−a = [1−a(1−x)](1−x)−1, 1+ξ′−b = [1−b(1−x)](1−x)−1 .

(3.82)

Using these, the integral becomes

Iξ = 2i sin(πt)

∫ 1

0
dxx−t−1(1− x)s+t−1[1− a(1− x)]1/2[1− b(1− x)]1/2 . (3.83)

As u = −(s+ t) → 0−, the dominant contribution arises from x ∼ 1:∫ 1

1−ϵ
dxx−t−1(1− x)−u−1[1− a(1− x)]1/2[1− b(1− x)]1/2

∼
∫ 1

1−ϵ
dx (1− x)−u−1 ∼

∫ 0

ϵ
(−dx′)(x′)−u−1 =

∫ ϵ

0
dx′ (x′)−u−1 = −1

u

(3.84)

Hence,

Iξ ∼
2i sin(πs)

u
, as u → 0− , (3.85)

where we used sin(πt) ∼ − sin(πs) as u → 0−.
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Figure 3: Four-point amplitudes in chiral 2d YM with s−, t− and u-channel exchanges

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

for different ranges of ζ, and compute the full string amplitude,

A4 = i(2π)2Rg2sNS2 δ∑
k wk

δ

(∑
k

Ek

)
w1w2w3w4(w1 + w3)

2 × I4 . (3.86)

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.

• The s-channel pole comes only from the region 0 < ζ < a and reads

I4 ∼ −2π
ab

s
= −2π

s

(w1 + w2)
2

(w1 + w3)2
, as s → 0− , (3.87)

The string amplitude as s → 0− thus reads

A4 ∼ −i
(2π)3

s
Rg2sNS2 δ∑

k wk
δ

(∑
k

Ek

)
w1w2(w1 + w2)

2w3w4 . (3.88)

This matches with the dual YM amplitude with an s-channel exchange of a state of winding

(w1 + w2) (see Fig. 3).

• The t-channel pole comes from the region b < ζ < 1 and is given by

I4 ∼ −2π
(1− a)(1− b)

t
= −2π

t

(w1 + w4)
2

(w1 + w3)2
, as t → 0− . (3.89)
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The string amplitude as t → 0− reads

A4 ∼ −i
(2π)3

t
Rg2sNS2 δ∑

k wk
δ

(∑
k

Ek

)
w1w4(w1 + w4)

2w2w3 (3.90)

which gives the dual YM amplitude with a t-channel exchange of a string state of winding

(w1 + w4) (see Fig. 3).

• The u-channel pole comes from all three ranges of ζ. Collecting them gives

I4 ∼
2

u
F (a, b, s), as u → 0− (3.91)

where F (a, b, s) is defined by

F (a, b, s) :=
[
sin(πs)

∫ a

0
dζ ζ−s−1(1− ζ)s−1(a− ζ)1/2(b− ζ)1/2

− cos(πs)

∫ b

a
dζ ζ−s−1(1− ζ)s−1(ζ − a)1/2(b− ζ)1/2

− sin(πs)

∫ 1

b
dζ ζ−s−1(1− ζ)s−1(ζ − a)1/2(ζ − b)1/2

]
(3.92)

It is easy to recognize that F (a, b, s) is the integral of the discontinuity of

G(ζ) = (−ζ)−s−1(1− ζ)s−1(a− ζ)1/2(b− ζ)1/2 , (3.93)

across the cut between 0 and 1. Concretely

F (a, b, s) =
1

2i

(∫ a

0
+

∫ b

a
+

∫ 1

b

)
dζ Disc[G(ζ)] = − 1

2i

∮
C[0,1]

dζ G(ζ) =
1

2i

∮
C∞

dζ G(ζ) ,

(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 ∞ where

G(ζ) has a pole. The latter can be evaluated by making a change of variable ζ = −1/ζ ′. Near

ζ ′ ∼ 0, one finds G(ζ) ∼ ζ ′ as ζ ′ → 0, so that∮
C∞

dζ G(ζ) = −
∮
0

dζ ′

ζ ′
= −2πi (3.95)

This implies F (a, b, s) = −π, and thus the u-channel contribution simplifies to

I4 ∼ −2π

u
, as u → 0− . (3.96)
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Hence the string amplitude as u → 0− reads

A4 ∼ −i
(2π)3

u
Rg2sNS2 δ∑

k wk
δ

(∑
k

Ek

)
w1w3(w1 + w3)

2w2w4 (3.97)

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

winding number (w1 + w3) (see Fig. 3).

4 Derivation of the Mandelstam formula and β-β 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 β-β

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 (ρ, ρ̄) in (3.19). Γ[ρ] can be viewed as the Liouville action

associated with the conformal map from worldsheet to target-space coordinates (ρ, ρ̄), 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 β–β OPE.

Z
(1)
1 = Z

(2)
1

Z
(3)
2

Z
(3)
3 = Z

(4)
3

Z
(5)
4 = Z

(6)
4

1

2

3

4

6

5

⌊ρ

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

interacts is denoted by Z
(k)
I .

From its expression in (2.2), Γ[ρ] exhibits divergences around the vertex operator insertion points
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{zk}nk=1, the zeros of ∂ρ vanishes, called “insertion points” {ZI}n−2
I=1 , and the point at infinity

(z∞, z̄∞). 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 Γ[ρ] separately.

Before proceeding, let us rephrase ∂ρ(z) in terms of its zeros {ZI}n−2
I=1 and simple poles {zk}nk=1:

∂ρ(z) =

(
n∑

k=1

αkzk

) ∏n−2
I=1 (z − ZI)∏n
k=1(z − zk)

. (4.1)

Similar expression holds for ∂̄ρ̄(z̄).

Kinetic part of CLD action: We begin by considering the kinetic term of the CLD action.

Performing integration by parts, we obtain

(Γ[ρ])kinetic =
q

2

∫
d2σ

2π
∂αφ∂αφ = − q

4π

∫
d2σ φ∂α∂

αφ+
q

4π

∫
∂
dsφ ∂nφ , (4.2)

where the coordinates (σ1, σ2) are related to (z, z̄) by, z = σ1+ iσ2 and z̄ = σ1− iσ2. The equation

of motion for the field φ reads, ∂α∂
αφ = 0. Consequently, only the boundary terms of the above

integrals contribute and we thus obtain,

(Γ[ρ])kinetic =
q

4π

∫
∂
dsφ ∂nφ =

q

4π

(∫
∪I∂DZI

+

∫
∪k∂Dzk

+

∫
∂Dz∞

)
dsφ ∂nφ . (4.3)

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

∂n = − 1

|z|
(z ∂ + z̄ ∂̄) . (4.4)

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

morphic and anti-holomorphic contour integrals as∫
∂
dsφ ∂nφ = i

∮
dz φ ∂φ− i

∮
dz̄ φ ∂̄φ , (4.5)

with contours encircling the centers of the excised discs4. In what follows we evaluate these integrals

separately for ∪I∂DZI
, ∪k∂Dzk , and ∂Dz∞ .

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

excise discs of radius ϵZI
around the interaction points z = ZI . In the ρ-space it would corresponds

4This follows directly by parameterizing the boundary as z = reiθ with ds = rdθ:
∫
∂
ds

(
− z

|z|

)
φ∂φ =∫ 2π

0
rdθ (−eiθ)φ∂φ = i

∫ 2π

θ=0
d(reiθ)φ∂φ = i

∮
dz φ∂φ , and similarly

∫
∂
ds

(
− z̄

|z|

)
φ∂̄φ =

∫ 2π

0
rdθ (−e−iθ)φ∂̄φ =

−i
∫ 2π

θ=0
d(re−iθ)φ∂̄φ = −i

∮
dz̄ φ∂̄φ .
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to discs of radius

rI := |ρ(ZI + ϵZI
eiθI )− ρ(ZI)| ,

which are related by

rI =
1

2
|∂2ρ(ZI)| ϵ2ZI

⇒ log ϵZI
=

1

2

(
log(2 rI)− log |∂2ρ(ZI)|

)
. (4.6)

Note that, unlike the worldsheet regularization paramere ϵI , the target space regulartion rI is

independent of the choice of the coordinates on the worldsheet. As we will see later, we use this

target space regularization rI to remove the divergence and renormalize it by absorbing it to the

string coupling gs.

Near the interaction point z = ZI , the field ∂φ exhibits a simple pole,

∂φ ≈ ∂2ρ(ZI)

(z − ZI) ∂2ρ(ZI) + · · ·
=

1

z − ZI
+O(1) . (4.7)

Thus the boundary integral around ZI evaluates to∮
z=ZI

dz φ ∂φ =
(
log(2rI) + log |∂2ρ(ZI)|

) ∮
z=ZI

dz

z − ZI
= 2πi

(
log(2rI) + log |∂2ρ(ZI)|

)
. (4.8)

Similarly, the anti-holomorphic counterpart gives∮
z̄=Z̄I

dz̄ φ ∂̄φ = −2πi
(
log(2rI) + log |∂2ρ(ZI)|

)
, (4.9)

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

∫
∪I∂DZI

dsφ ∂nφ = −4π

n−2∑
I=1

(
log |∂2ρ(ZI)|+ log(2rI)

)
. (4.10)

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

introduce circular cutoffs of radius ϵzk . Near such a insertion point z = zk, ϕ(z, z̄) goes as

φ(z, z̄) = log[∂ρ ∂̄ρ] ≈ 2 log

(
|αk|

|z − zk|

)
, (4.11)

and so the field ∂ϕ(z) behaves as

∂φ =
∂2ρ(z)

∂ρ(z)
≈ − 1

z − zk
. (4.12)

Thus the boundary integral takes the form∮
z=zk

dz φ ∂φ = −2 log

(
|αk|
ϵzk

)∮
z=zk

dz

z − zk
= −4πi log

(
|αk|
ϵzk

)
. (4.13)
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Combining the similar contribution from anti-holomorphic part, we obtain:

∫
∪k∂Dzk

dsφ ∂nφ = 8π log

(
n∏

k=1

|αk|
ϵzk

)
. (4.14)

Around z∞: Finally, we examine the region near infinity. We cut the z-space at |z| = 1
δ∞

with

δ∞ being small positive real number. Around infinity (z∞, z̄∞), we have the following behaviours:

φ(z, z̄) ∼ log

∣∣∣∣∣
n∑

k=1

αkzk

∣∣∣∣∣
2

− log |z|4 +O
(

1

|z|

)
,

∂φ ∼ −2

z
+O

(
1

z2

)
.

(4.15)

Using these, we can evaluate the contour integral around (z∞, z̄∞):

∮
Cz∞

dz φ ∂φ = −2 log

∣∣∣∣∣
n∑

k=1

αkzk

∣∣∣∣∣
2 ∮

Cz∞

dz

z︸ ︷︷ ︸
−2πi

+2

∮
Cz∞

dz

z
log |z|4︸ ︷︷ ︸

−2πi log(1/δ4∞)

= 4πi log

∣∣∣∣∣
n∑

k=1

αkzk

∣∣∣∣∣
2

+ 16πi log δ∞ .

(4.16)

Similarly, for the anti-holomorphic counterpart, we have

∮
Cz∞

dz̄ φ ∂̄φ = −4πi log

∣∣∣∣∣
n∑

k=1

αkzk

∣∣∣∣∣
2

− 16πi log δ∞ . (4.17)

Adding both we thus obtain:

∫
Dz∞

dsφ∂nφ = −8π log

∣∣∣∣∣
n∑

k=1

αkzk

∣∣∣∣∣
2

δ4∞

 . (4.18)

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

term evaluated at the Mandelstam maps:

1

q
(Γ[ρ])kinetic = log

∣∣∣∣∣
n∑

k=1

αkzk

∣∣∣∣∣
−4

δ−8
∞

n−2∏
I=1

∣∣∂2ρ(ZI)
∣∣−1

(2rI)
−1

n∏
k=1

|αk|+2 ϵ−2
zk

 . (4.19)
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Figure 5: To regulate the divergences in Γ[ρ] to compute the string amplitudes, we excise small
discs on the worldsheet surface around the insertion points of the vertex operators {zk}nk=1, the
insertion points {ZI}n−2

I=1 , and the point at infinity (z∞, z̄∞) .

Curvature part of CLD action: We next evaluate the curvature contribution of Γ[ρ] at the

Mandelstam maps. It is given by

(Γ[ρ])curvature =
q

2π

∫
d2z

(√
−g R̂

)
(z,z̄)

φ(z, z̄) . (4.20)

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 {zk}nk=1 and the point

at infinity (z∞, z̄∞). This is achieved by capping the holes with flat patches. Concretely, the metric

near infinity reads

ds2 =

dz dz̄, |z| < 1
δ∞

dz̃ d¯̃z, |z̃| < 1
δ∞

,
(4.21)

with z̃ = 1/(δ2∞z), while around each puncture zk one has

ds2 =

dξk dξ̄k, |ξk| < ϵzk

dξ̃k d
¯̃
ξk, |ξ̃k| < ϵzk ,

(4.22)

with ξk = (z − zk) and ξ̃k = ϵ2zk/ξk for k = 1, · · · , n. With this, the curvature is supported on the

boundary circles and takes the distributional form

(√
−g R

)
(z,z̄)

= 4δ∞ · δ
(
|z| − 1

δ∞

)
− 2

n∑
k=1

1

ϵzk
δ (|z − zk| − ϵzk) , (4.23)

which clearly satisfies the Gauss-Bonnet theorem:
∫
d2z (

√
|g| R̂)(z,z̄) = 4π(2− n).
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Using behaviours of φ near z∞ (4.15), and near the insertion points zk (4.11), we find

1

q
(Γ[ρ])curvature = 8 log

[∣∣∣∣∣
n∑

k=1

αkzk

∣∣∣∣∣ δ2∞
]
− 4 log

[
n∏

k=1

|αk|
ϵzk

]
. (4.24)

Total contribution: Adding the kinetic and curvature contributions to the CLD action, we

obtain

1

q
Γ[ρ] = log

 n∏
k=1

|αk|−2

∣∣∣∣∣
n∑

k=1

αkzk

∣∣∣∣∣
4 n−2∏
I=1

∣∣∂2ρ (ZI)
∣∣−1 δ

8
∞
∏n

k=1 ϵ
2
zk∏n−2

I=1 (2rI)

 . (4.25)

Setting rI = r, ∀I, the on-shell CLD action contributes to the worldsheet correlator as

e−(Γ[ρ]−Γ0) =
n∏

k=1

|αk|2q
∣∣∣∣∣

n∑
k=1

αkzk

∣∣∣∣∣
−4q n−2∏

I=1

∣∣∂2ρ(ZI)
∣∣q · (2r)q(n−2)

n∏
k=1

ϵ−2q
zk

, (4.26)

where we subtracted Γ0, the on-shell CLD action in the absence of vertex operator insertions.

This cancels the divergent term 8q log δ∞ in Γ[ρ]. The correlator is still singular because of the

dependence on the regularization parameters r and ϵk. Below we explain how to remove them by

appropriate renormalizations.

Renormalization: The correlator comes with a prefactor g,n−2
s from the closed string coupling

constant. Using this, one can remove the dependence on the regularization parameter r by renor-

malizing gs:

gs = (2r)qgs , (4.27)

and interpret gs 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∏n
k=1 ϵ

−2q
zk can simply be absorbed into the renormalization of the vertex operators. After these

redefinitions, the renormalized on-shell CLD action becomes

e−Γren[ρ] =
n∏

k=1

|αk|2q
∣∣∣∣∣

n∑
k=1

αkzk

∣∣∣∣∣
−4q n−2∏

I=1

∣∣∂2ρ(ZI)
∣∣q . (4.28)

Different regularization to compute the β-β OPE: As we see shortly, to compute the β-β

OPE for the worldsheet CFT (2.1), we insert winding vertex operators eαk

∫ zk β (k = 1, . . . , n),

differentiate with respect to αk’s and send αk → 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

eαk

∫ zk β does not smoothly go over to that of the n− 1 insertions when one of αk’s is sent to zero.

This is because eαk

∫ zk β behaves as a primary with a fixed non-zero dimension q regardless of the

value of αk and does not trivialize in the limit αk → 0. Technically, this peculiarity arises because

the singularities around ZI are regulated and renormalized by the target space coordinate ρ, while

the divergences around zk are regulated by the worldsheet cut-offs ϵk’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 β-β 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 ϵk, we cut off the k-th external string propagator with its length

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

lk = Re
[(

ρ(Z
(k)
I )− ρ(zk + ϵzke

iθk)
)
/αk

]
, (4.29)

where Z
(k)
I denotes the interaction point on the worldsheet at which the k-th external string in-

teracts, see figure 4. (We will show that lk is independent of θk.) Using this formula, we trade

the worldsheet cut-off in the Mandelstam formula with the target space cut-off lk. 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 αk → 0. We can indeed a posteriori justify5

the regularization by computing the n-point function and verifying that it indeed reduces to the

(n− 1)-point function in the limit αk → 0.

To relate ϵzk and lk, we first parameterize the neighborhood of the k-th interaction in the ρ-plane

as

ρ ∼ αk logwk + (τ
(k)
0 + iβk) near z ∼ zk , (4.30)

with wk being the local coordinate near z = zk, and wk = 0 corresponds to z = zk, while wk = 1

corresponds to the interaction point z = Z
(k)
I :

wk(zk) = 0, wk(Z
(k)
I ) = 1 ⇒ ρ(Z

(k)
I ) = τ

(k)
0 + iβk . (4.31)

Thus expanding ρ(zk + ϵzke
iθk) around z = zk, we find

ρ(zk + ϵke
iθk) = αk log

[
wk(zk) + ϵzke

iθk · ∂wk

∂z

∣∣∣
z=zk

+O(ϵ2zk)
]
+ ρ(Z

(k)
I )

≈ αk log ϵzk + iαkθk + αk log

[
∂wk

∂z

∣∣∣
z=zk

]
+ ρ(Z

(k)
I ) ,

(4.32)

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.

32



Substituting this into (4.29), we obtain

lk = Re
[
− log ϵzk − log

[
∂wk

∂z

∣∣∣
z=zk

] ]
⇒ ϵzk = e−Re[(∂wk/∂z)z=zk ]−lk . (4.33)

One can compute Re [(∂w/∂zk)z=zk ] explicitly, and it defines the “Neumann coefficient” N̄kk
00 [25]:

N̄kk
00 := − log

[
∂wk

∂z

∣∣∣
z=zk

]
= − 1

αk

n∑
j(̸=k)

αj log(zk − zj) +
ρ(Z

(k)
I )

αk
. (4.34)

The second equality follows from writing

ρ = αk logwk + (τ
(k)
0 + iβk) =

n∑
j=1

αj log(z − zj) with z ∼ zk , (4.35)

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

coefficient, two regulators ϵzk and lk are related by

ϵzk = eRe[N̄kk
00 ]−lk . (4.36)

Substituting this in (4.25) and omitting the curvature contrbutions from around {zk}nk=1s, we

obtain:

1

q
Γ[ρ] = log

 n∏
k=1

|αk|+2

∣∣∣∣∣
n∑

k=1

αkzk

∣∣∣∣∣
4 n−2∏
I=1

∣∣∂2ρ (ZI)
∣∣−1

e−2
∑n

k=1 Re N̄kk
00 e+2

∑n
k=1 lk δ8∞/(2r)n−2

 (4.37)

Thus, after subtracting the on-shell action Γ0 without any insertions and dropping the target-space

cutoff parameters lk and r, which are independent of the insertion points, the resulting expression

reads

−1

q
(Γ[ρ]− Γ0) := −2

n∑
r=1

log |αr| − 4 log

∣∣∣∣∣
n∑

r=1

αrzr

∣∣∣∣∣+ 2
n∑

r=1

Re N̄ rr
00 +

n−2∑
I=1

log
∣∣∂2ρ(ZI)

∣∣ . (4.38)

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

this case, the corresponding Neumann coefficients take the form

exp
[
−2Re N̄33

00

]
=

|z12|2

|z13z23|2
|α1|−2α1/α3 |α2|−2α2/α3 |α3|−2 , (4.39)

with analogous expressions for Re N̄11
00 and Re N̄22

00 . From (3.40), the contribution of the remaining

factors in exp
[
1
q (Γ[ρ]− Γ0)

]
gives the dependence |z12z23z13|2. Combining this with the Neumann

coefficients, one finds that the on-shell CLD action becomes independent of the worldsheet insertion

points (zi, z̄i), thereby confirming its invariance under reparametrizations.
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4.2 Computation of β-β OPE

With the expression of the CLD action at Mandelstam localization maps, we now compute the β-β

OPE. We begin with the correlation function of vertex operators of the form exp
[
αr

∫ zr β
]
, which

acts as a generating functional for β(zr) insertions in the string path integral. Such correlation

function takes the form

Z ({αr, ᾱr, zr}) =
1

Z0

∫
[DΦ] exp

[
−S +

n∑
r=1

αr

∫ zr

dz′ β(z′) +

n∑
r=1

ᾱr

∫ z̄r

dz̄′ β(z̄′)

]

=
〈 n∏

r=1

eαr
∫ zr β+ᾱr

∫ z̄r β̄
〉
,

(4.40)

where

[DΦ] = [Dβ][Dβ̄][DX+][DX−] ,

and
∑n

r=1 αr =
∑n

r=1 ᾱr = 0. Here Z0 is the vacuum partition function used to normalize the

generating function to one without any insertions. Integrating out (β, β̄), 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 (ρ(z), ρ̄(z̄)):

Z ({αr, ᾱr, zr}) = exp [−Γ[ρ]] . (4.41)

Here Γ[ρ] is the on-shell action q
2

∫
LCLD with the regularization in (4.38). To compute the one-

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

functional 〈 n+1∏
r=0

eαr
∫ zr β+ᾱr

∫ z̄r β̄
〉
= exp

[
− Γ′[ρ′]

]
, (4.42)

where the new Mandelstam map is given by

ρ′(z) =
n+1∑
r=0

αr log(z − zr), with αn+1 = −α0 . (4.43)

The one-point function ⟨β(z0)⟩ is then obtained by bringing down
∫ z0 β in the path integral and

taking another derivative ∂z0 :

⟨β(z0)⟩ρ = ∂z0∂α0

(
− Γ′[ρ′]

)∣∣∣
α0=0

, (4.44)

where the subscript ρ denotes the Mandelstam map used in computing the corresponding string

path integral. We can iterate this process and compute the two-point function〈
β(z)β(z0)

〉
ρ
= ∂z0∂α0⟨β(z0)⟩ρ′

∣∣∣
α0=0

. (4.45)
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Thus to compute ββ OPE, we need to find derivative ∂z0 of various components of Γ′[ρ′] in analogue

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

Interaction points as series in α0: Two maps ρ′(z) and ρ(z) before and after the new insertions,

are related by

∂ρ′(z) = ∂ρ(z) +
α0

z − z0
− α0

z − zn+1
, with ∂ρ(z) =

n∑
r=1

αr

z − zr
. (4.46)

We denote the interaction points of ρ′(z) by {Z ′
I}, Z ′

I(0)
, Z ′

I(n+1) , that is

∂ρ′(z) = 0 for z = {Z ′
I}n−2

I=1 , Z
′
I(0)

, Z ′
I(N+1) . (4.47)

while those of ρ(z) are {ZI}:
∂ρ(z) = 0 for z = {ZI}n−2

I=1 . (4.48)

We note that as α0 → 0, the following holds:

Z ′
I → ZI , Z ′

I(0)
→ z0 and Z ′

I(n+1) → zn+1 as α0 → 0 . (4.49)

This can be understood from the expression similar to (4.1) of ∂ρ′(z) in terms of its zeros and

poles. . In the limit α0 → 0, ∂ρ′ must reduce to ∂ρ. This requires the two zeros Z ′
I(0)

and Z ′
I(n+1)

to approach the new poles z0 and zn+1 of ∂ρ′(z), while the remaining zeros {Z ′
I}

n−2
I=1 coincide with

the original zeros {ZI}n−2
I=1 of ∂ρ(z).

It is therefore convenient to expand the variations (Z ′
I − ZI), (Z

′
I(0)

− z0), and (Z ′
I(n+1) − zn+1)

as series in α0, which will then be used to compute the α0–derivative of Γ
′[ρ′]. We now turn to this

computation.

Putting z = Z ′
I in (4.46) and expanding ∂ρ(Z ′

I) = (Z ′
I − ZI) ∂

2ρ(ZI) + · · · , we obtain:

Z ′
I − ZI = − α0

∂2ρ(ZI)

(
1

ZI − z0
− 1

ZI − zn+1

)
+O (α2

0) . (4.50)

Next we put z = Z ′
I0 in (4.46), and expanding ∂ρ(Z ′

I0) = ∂ρ(z0) + (Z ′
I(0)

− z0) ∂
2ρ(z0), we get

− α0

Z ′
I(0)

− z0
= ∂ρ(z0)

[
1 +

∂2ρ(z0)

∂ρ(z0)
(Z ′

I(0)
− z0)−

α0

∂ρ(z0)

1

Z ′
I(0)

− zn+1

]

⇒ Z ′
I(0)

− z0 = − α0

∂ρ(z0)

[
1− ∂2ρ(z0)

∂ρ(z0)
(Z ′

I(0)
− z0) +

α0

∂ρ(z0)

1

Z ′
I(0)

− zn+1

]

= − α0

∂ρ(z0)

[
1 + α0

∂2ρ(z0)

(∂ρ(z0))2
+

α0

∂ρ(z0)

1

z0 − zn+1
+O (α2

0)

]
,

(4.51)
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where in the last step, we used the step before it. We can now replace the following in (4.51)

α0 → (−α0), z0 ↔ zN+1, Z ′
I(0)

→ Z ′
I(n+1) (4.52)

to obtain

Z ′
I(n+1) − zn+1 =

α0

∂ρ(zn+1)

[
1− α0

∂2ρ(zn+1)

(∂ρ(zn+1))2
− α0

∂ρ(zn+1)

1

zn+1 − z0
+O (α2

0)

]
. (4.53)

With these results in hand, we now evaluate the α0–variations of the Neumann coefficients and of

∂2ρ(ZI), which will be needed for the variation of Γ′[ρ′]. We begin with the Neumann coefficients.

Neumann coefficients as series in α0: From (4.34), Neumann coefficients for ρ(z) are

N̄ rr
00 = −

n∑
s(̸=r)

αs

αr
log(zr − zs) +

ρ(Z
(r)
I )

αr
, r = 1, · · · , n. (4.54)

and similarly, for ρ′(z) we have:

N̄ ′rr
00 = −

n∑
s(̸=r)

αs

αr
log(zr − zs)−

α0

αr
log(zr − z0) +

α0

αr
log(zr − zn+1) +

ρ′(Z ′(r)
I )

αr
, (4.55)

for r = 1, · · · , n. Let’s evaluate ρ′(Z ′(r)
I ) first:

ρ′(z) =

n∑
r=1

αr log(z − zr) + α0 log(z − z0)− α0 log(z − zn+1)

⇒ ρ′(Z ′(r)
I ) = ρ(Z

(r)
I ) + α0 log

[
Z

(r)
I − z0

Z
(r)
I − zn+1

]
+O(α2

0) .

(4.56)

Note that the term (z′
(r)
I −z

(r)
I ) ∂ρ(z

(r)
I ) from expansion of ρ(z′

(r)
I ) is absent here, since ∂ρ(z

(r)
I ) = 0.

Thus we obtain the series expansion of N̄ ′rr
00 in α0:

N̄ ′rr
00 = N̄ rr

00 +
α0

αr
log

[
(Z

(r)
I − z0)(zr − zn+1)

(zr − z0)(Z
(r)
I − zn+1)

]
+O (α2

0), r = 1, · · · , n . (4.57)

Similarly, N̄ ′00
00 is explicitly given by

N̄ ′00
00 = −

n∑
s=1

αs

α0
log (z0 − zs) + log(z0 − zn+1) +

ρ′(Z ′(0)
I )

α0
. (4.58)
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We need to expand ρ(Z
(0)
I ) upto O(α2

0) to get N̄ ′00
00 upto O(α0).

ρ′(Z ′(0)
I ) =

N∑
r=1

αr log
(
Z ′(0)

I − zr

)
+ α0 log

(
Z ′(0)

I − z0

)
− α0 log

(
Z ′(0)

I − zn+1

)
(4.59)

We can expand each term on the r.h.s into α0:

i)

n∑
r=1

αr log
(
Z ′(0)

I − zr

)
=

n∑
r=1

αr log(z0 − zr) + (Z ′(0)
I − z0) ∂ρ(z0) +

1

2
(Z ′(0)

I − z0)
2 ∂2ρ(z0)

=

n∑
r=1

αr log(z0 − zr)− α0

[
1 + α0

(
∂2ρ(z0)

(∂ρ(z0))2
+

1

∂ρ(z0)

1

z0 − zn+1

)]
+

1

2
α2
0

∂2ρ(z0)

(∂ρ(z0))2
,

ii) log
(
Z ′(0)

I − z0

)
= log

(
− α0

∂ρ(z0)

)
+ α0

(
∂2ρ(z0)

(∂ρ(z0))2
+

1

∂ρ(z0)

1

z0 − zn+1

)
,

iii) log
(
Z ′(0)

I − zn+1

)
= log(z0 − zn+1) + log

(
1 +

Z ′(0)
I − z0

z0 − zn+1

)

= log (z0 − zn+1)−
α0

∂ρ(z0)

1

z0 − zn+1
.

(4.60)

Adding these we obtain the series expansion of N̄ ′00
00:

N̄ ′00
00 = log

(
− α0

∂ρ(z0)

)
− 1 +

[
1

2

∂2ρ(z0)

(∂ρ(z0))2
+

1

∂ρ(z0)

1

z0 − zn+1

]
α0 +O(α2

0) . (4.61)

We can replace α0 → −α0, and z0 ↔ zn+1 to obtain the expansion of N̄ ′(n+1) (n+1)
00 :

N̄ ′(n+1) (n+1)
00 = log

(
α0

∂ρ(zn+1)

)
− 1−

[
1

2

∂2ρ(zn+1)

(∂ρ(zn+1))2
+

1

∂ρ(zn+1)

1

zn+1 − z0

]
α0 +O(α2

0) . (4.62)

∂2ρ(Z ′
I , Z

′
I(0) , Z

′
I(n+1)) as series in α0: Now we consider the variation of ∂2ρ(ZI). We do it

in the following steps. First, we aim to compute ∂2ρ′(Z ′
I). From (4.46), we obtain

∂2ρ′(z) = ∂2ρ(z) + α0

(
− 1

(z − z0)2
+

1

(z − zn+1)2

)
. (4.63)

Putting z = Z ′
I here and expanding ∂2ρ(Z ′

I) = ∂2ρ(ZI) + ∂3ρ(ZI) (Z
′
I − ZI) with using (4.50), we

get

∂2ρ′(Z ′
I) = ∂2ρ(ZI) +

(
− 1

(ZI − z0)2
+

1

(ZI − zn+1)2

)
α0 −

∂3ρ(ZI)

∂2ρ(ZI)

(
1

ZI − z0
− 1

ZI − zn+1

)
α0

+ O(α2
0) .

(4.64)
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Next to compute ∂2ρ′(Z ′
I(0)), we fist put z = Z ′

I(0) in (4.63) to obtain

∂2ρ′(Z ′
I(0)) = ∂2ρ(Z ′

I(0))−
α0

(Z ′
I(0)

− Z0)2
+

α0

(Z ′
I(0)

− Zn+1)2
. (4.65)

For the second term on the r.h.s, we use the first relation in (4.51) and keep terms of order O( 1
α0
)

and O(1) to get:

∂2ρ′(Z ′
I(0)) = ∂2ρ(z0)−

(∂ρ(z0))
2

α0

[
1 +

∂2ρ(z0)

∂ρ(z0)
(Z ′

I(0)
− z0)−

α0

∂ρ(z0)

1

Z ′
I(0)

− zn+1

]2

= −(∂ρ(z0))
2

α0

[
1− 3

∂2ρ(z0)

(∂ρ(z0))2
α0 −

2

∂ρ(z0)

α0

z0 − zn+1

]
+O (α0) .

(4.66)

Replacing α0 → −α0, z0 ↔ zn+1 on the r.h.s above, we obtain the expression of ∂2ρ′(Z ′
I(n+1)),

∂2ρ′(Z ′
I(n+1)) = +

(∂ρ(zn+1))
2

α0

[
1 + 3

∂2ρ(zn+1)

(∂ρ(zn+1))2
α0 +

2

∂ρ(zn+1)

α0

zn+1 − z0

]
+O (α0) . (4.67)

Γ′[ρ′] as series in α0: Having computed the necessary variations of various components, we are

now prepared to evaluate the α0–derivative of Γ′[ρ′]. From (4.38), we first recall the expression for

Γ′[ρ′] as

−1

q
Γ′[ρ′] =− 2

n∑
r=1

log |αr| − 4 log |α0| − 4 log

∣∣∣∣∣
n∑

s=1

αszs + α0z0 − α0zn+1

∣∣∣∣∣+ 2
n∑

r=1

Re N̄ ′rr
00

+ 2Re N̄ ′00
00 + 2Re N̄ ′(n+1) (n+1)

00 +
n−2∑
I=1

log
∣∣∂2ρ(Z ′

I)
∣∣+ log

∣∣∂2ρ(Z ′
I(0)

)
∣∣+ log

∣∣∂2ρ(Z ′
I(n+1))

∣∣ .
(4.68)

Using the following relation,

log

∣∣∣∣∣
n∑

s=1

αszs + α0z0 − α0zn+1

∣∣∣∣∣ = Re

[
log

(
n∑

s=1

αszs

)
+ α0

z0 − zn+1∑n
s=1 αszs

]
, (4.69)

and variations of (4.68) from other components, we find the Γ′[ρ′] as the following series in α0 :

−1

q
Γ′[ρ′] =− 1

q
Γ[ρ]− 2 logα0 − 4− 4Re

(
α0

z0 − zn+1∑n
s=1 αszs

)

+Re
[
2α0

n∑
r=1

1

αr
log

∣∣∣∣∣(Z
(r)
I − z0)(zr − zn+1)

(zr − z0)(Z
(r)
I − zn+1)

∣∣∣∣∣− 2α0
∂2ρ(z0)

(∂ρ(z0))2
+ 2α0

∂2ρ(zn+1)

(∂ρ(zn+1))2

− α0

n−2∑
I=1

∂3ρ(ZI)

(∂2ρ(ZI))2

(
1

ZI − z0
− 1

ZI − zn+1

)
− α0

n−2∑
I=1

1

∂2ρ(ZI)

(
1

(ZI − z0)2
− 1

(ZI − zn+1)2

)]
.

(4.70)
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Next we use the following relation

−2
∂2ρ(z0)

(∂ρ(z0))2
+ 2

∂2ρ(zn+1)

(∂ρ(zn+1))2
− 4

z0 − zn+1∑n
s=1 αszs

= −2
n−2∑
I=1

1

∂2ρ(ZI)

(
1

(ZI − z0)2
− 1

(ZI − zn+1)2

)
,

(4.71)

to rewrite the CLD action −1
qΓ

′[ρ′] as:

−1

q
Γ′[ρ′] =− 1

q
Γ[ρ]− 2 logα0 +Re

[
2α0

n∑
r=1

1

αr
log

∣∣∣∣∣(Z
(r)
I − z0)(zr − zn+1)

(zr − z0)(Z
(r)
I − zn+1)

∣∣∣∣∣
− α0

n−2∑
I=1

∂3ρ(ZI)

(∂2ρ(ZI))2

(
1

ZI − z0
− 1

ZI − zn+1

)
− 3α0

n−2∑
I=1

1

∂2ρ(ZI)

(
1

(ZI − z0)2
− 1

(ZI − zn+1)2

)]
.

(4.72)

One-point function ⟨β(z0)⟩ρ:

Taking two consecutive derivatives ∂z0∂α0 on (4.72), we compute the one-point function of β(z0):

⟨β(z0)⟩ρ = ∂z0∂α0

(
−Γ′[ρ′]

) ∣∣∣
α0=0

= q ∂z0

[ n∑
r=1

1

αr
log

(
Z

(r)
I − z0
zr − z0

)
− 1

2

n−2∑
I=1

∂3ρ(ZI)

(∂2ρ(ZI))2
1

ZI − z0
− 3

2

n−2∑
I=1

1

∂2ρ(ZI)

1

(ZI − z0)2

]
.

(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 ⟨β(z)β(z0)⟩ρ:

We want to evaluate the two-point function,

⟨β(z)β(z0)⟩ρ = ∂z0∂α0⟨β(z)⟩ρ′
∣∣∣
α0=0

= −∂z0∂α0

[
∂zΓ̃[ρ

′]
] ∣∣∣

α0=0
, (4.74)

where ∂zΓ̃[ρ
′] is obtained from ∂z0∂α0Γ

′[ρ′]
∣∣∣
α0=0

in (4.73) by substituting in the r.h.s, z0 →
z, ρ(ZI) → ρ′(Z ′

I′), I → I ′, and sum over r going from 0 to (n + 1). Since we have to act

∂z0 on it, we should just consider the r = 0 of the first term in (4.73), I ′ = I(0) of the second and

third terms (recall that Z ′
I(0)

becomes z0 as α0 → 0) in (4.73). i.e, the version of (4.73), which will

be useful for us is the following:

⟨β(z)⟩ρ′ =q ∂z

[ 1

α0
log

z − Z ′
I(0)

z − z0
− 1

2

∂3ρ′(Z ′
I(0)

)

(∂2ρ′(Z ′
I(0)

))2
1

Z ′
I(0)

− z
− 3

2

1

∂2ρ′(Z ′
I(0)

)

1

(Z ′
I(0)

− z)2

]
+ · · ·

(4.75)
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Since we only have the first derivative ∂α0 , we need to keep linear term O(α0) in α0 in the expansion

around Z ′
I(0)

= z0. The first term in (4.75) gives

1

α0
log

z − Z ′
I(0)

z − z0
=

1

α0
log
(
1 +

z0 − Z ′
I(0)

z − z0

)
=

1

∂ρ(z0)(z − z0)
+
[( ∂2ρ(z0)

(∂ρ(z0))3
+

1

(∂ρ(z0))2(z0 − zn+1)

)
1

z − z0
+

−1/2

(z − z0)2(∂ρ(z0))2

]
α0.

(4.76)

For the second and third terms in (4.75), we evaluate each of its parts separately. For (z−Z ′
I(0)

)−1,

using (4.51), we obtain

1

z − Z ′
I(0)

=
1

z − z0

(
1 +

z0 − Z ′
I(0)

z − z0

)−1

=
1

z − z0
− α0

∂ρ(z0)(z − z0)2
+O(α2

0) . (4.77)

To compute [∂2ρ′(Z ′
I(0)

)]−1, from (4.66), we obtain

1

∂2ρ′(Z ′
I(0)

)
= − α0

(∂ρ(z0))2
−
[
3∂2ρ(z0)

(∂ρ(z0))4
+

2

(∂ρ(z0))3(z0 − zn+1)

]
α2
0 +O(α3

0) . (4.78)

Lastly ∂3ρ′(Z ′
I(0)

) is computed as

∂3ρ′(Z ′
I(0)

) = ∂3ρ(Z ′
I(0)

) + 2α0

(
1

(Z ′
I(0)

− z0)3
− 1

(Z ′
I(0)

− zn+1)3

)
. (4.79)

Keeping terms till the order α0
0, we find

∂3ρ′(Z ′
I(0)

)

∂2ρ′(Z ′
I(0)

)
= 2

∂ρ(z0)

α0
− 2

z0 − zn+1
. (4.80)

We put all these together in (4.75), and collect the terms of order α0 to obtain

[ 1

α0
log

z − Z ′
I(0)

z − z0
− 1

2

∂3ρ′(Z ′
I(0)

)

(∂2ρ′(Z ′
I(0)

))2
1

Z ′
I(0)

− z
− 3

2

1

∂2ρ′(Z ′
I(0)

)

1

(Z ′
I(0)

− z)2

]
order α0

= 2α0

[
1

(∂ρ(z0))2
1

(z − z0)2
− ∂2ρ(z0)

(∂ρ(z0))3
1

z − z0

]
.

(4.81)

Using this, we finally obtain our two-point function:

⟨β(z)β(z0)⟩ρ = 2q ∂z∂z0

[
1

(∂ρ(z0))2
1

(z − z0)2
− ∂2ρ(z0)

(∂ρ(z0))3
1

z − z0

]
= 2q ∂z∂z0

[
1

(z − z0)2
1

∂ρ(z)∂ρ(z0)

]
.

(4.82)
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This confirms the β-β 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 Nc. 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 IIA su-

perstring theory to two-dimensional N = 8 super Yang–Mills theory. There, the perturbative

limit of IIA string in DLCQ arises as the infrared limit of the gauge theory, where the theory is

approximated by a symmetric product orbifold of supersymmetric R8. 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 β-γ 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 β-γ system and

the symmetric product orbifold of supersymmetric R8, 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 IIA
string in DLCQ of flat space

N = 8 SUSY Yang-Mills
in two dimensions

type IIA string in DLCQ

Non-relativistic
string in flat space

Symmetric product orbifold
of supersymmetric R8

Perturbative limit

T-duality SUSY analogue of symmetric
orbifold duality

Low energy

matrix string conjecture

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

Aclosed
2 =

1

VCKG
e−2λ

∫
[DX] e−S[X,ĝ] F [ĝ]

∫
d2z1d

2z2 gsV1(z1, z̄1) gsV2(z2, z̄2) , (A.1)

where VCKG is the volume of conformal killing group (CKG), e−2λ comes from Euler number of the

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

1 = ∆X0

∫
[Dα] δ(2)(α◦z1−z01) δ

(2)(α◦z2−z02) (α◦z2)2 (ᾱ◦z̄2)2 δ
(

1

4πR2
S2

∫
S2

d2z
√
|gS2 |X0 [α ◦ (z, z̄)]

)
.

(A.2)

Few comments are in order:

• We have implicitly assumed (z02 , z̄
0
2) → ∞, and that explains the extra factor (α◦z2)2h (α◦z̄2)2h̄

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

• Here area of the worldsheet sphere is
∫
S2 d

2z
√
|gS2 | = 4πR2

S2 . With this, the last delta

function in (A.2) takes the form

δ

(
1

4πR2
S2

∫
S2

d2z
√
|gS2 |X0 [α ◦ (z, z̄)]

)
= δ(x0 −#) , (A.3)

where x0 is the zero mode of X0[α ◦ (z, z̄)]. This then fixes the
∫
dx0-integral within X-path

integral:
∫
[DX].

• Here ∆X0 ≡ ∆X0 [z01 , z
0
2 , z̄

0
1 , z̄

0
2 ] should be viewed as an operator, since it depends on the field

X0 even though the argument of X0(z, z̄) 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).

• Note that, |gS2 | above depends on the vertex operator insertion points (z1, z̄1) and (z2, z̄2).

After inserting (A.2) in (A.1), we relabel z1 → α ◦ z1 and z2 → α ◦ z2 at the vertex operator

insertion points, and then perform
∫
d2z1d

2z2. Thus we obtain

Aclosed
2 =

[∫
Dα
]

VCKG
e−2λg2s

∫
[DX] e−S[X,ĝ] F [ĝ]∆X0 V1(z

0
1 , z̄

0
1)V2(z

0
2 , z̄

0
2) (z

0
2)

2(z̄02)
2 δ(x0 −#) .

(A.4)

Within the
∫
[DX]-path integral, the delta function amounts to the zero mode integral of X0:

i

∫
dx0 δ(x0 −#)) e−i(k01+k02)x

0
= i ei(k

0
1+k02)# , (A.5)

while the zero modes of spatial coordinates give

∫ [D−1∏
i=1

dxi

]
ei

∑25
i=1(k

i
1+ki2)·xi

= (2π)D−1 δ(D−1)(k⃗1 + k⃗2) . (A.6)

For the two-point amplitudes, we can take k01 =

√
m2 + k⃗21, k02 = −

√
m2 + k⃗22, with the first ex-

citation incoming and the second outgoing. Momentum conservation, δ(D−1)(k⃗1+ k⃗2) then enforces

energy conservation, k01+k02 = 0. The time integral therefore reduces to a constant, iei(k
0
1+k02)# → i.

In the absence of gauge fixing, the two-point function would produce a divergent energy-conserving
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delta function, δ(k01+k02). This divergence is removed by fixing the zero mode of the time coordinate

with the gauge condition δ

(
1

4πR2
S2

∫
S2 d

2z
√
|gS2 |X0 [α ◦ (z, z̄)]

)
.

Thus After carrying out the zero-mode integrals and using
∫
[Dα] = VCKG, the two-point closed

string amplitude takes the form

Aclosed
2 = ie−2λg2s

〈
∆X0 V1(z

0
1 , z̄

0
1)V2(z

0
2 , z̄

0
2)
〉′

(z02)
2 (z̄02)

2 F [ĝ] (2π)D−1X−D
0 δ(D−1)(k⃗1 + k⃗2) , (A.7)

where the prime indicates that the zero-mode integrals
∫
dx0

∏D−1
k=1 dxk have already been per-

formed. The next step is to evaluate ∆X0 , which we do using a convenient trick:

Decomposing the Mobius transformation: To evaluate the
∫
[Dα] integral in ∆−1

X0 , it is

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

α ≡ α′ ◦ α∗ ⇒

(
a b

c d

)
≡

(
a′ b′

c′ d

)(
a∗ b∗

c∗ d∗

)
, (A.8)

with

(α∗ ◦ z1, ᾱ∗ ◦ z̄1) = (z01 , z̄
0
1), and (α∗ ◦ z2, ᾱ∗ ◦ z̄2) = (z02 , z̄

0
2) . (A.9)

With such decomposition, the measure reduces to [Dα] → [Dα′].

In other words, the original integration over all Möbius transformations α constrained by δ(2)(α◦
z1,2 − z01,2) is equivalently rewritten as an integration over residual transformations α′ around the

fixed points (z01,2, z̄
0
1,2), with α∗ implementing the mapping by group composition.

≡
zk z0

k
zk z0

k

α α′

α∗

Figure 7: Decomposition of the Mobius transformation, α ≡ α′ ◦ α∗ .

Setting (z01 , z̄
0
1) = 0 and (z02 , z̄

0
2) = ∞, we can easily determine the transformation α∗:

α∗ ◦ z1 =
a∗z1 + b∗
c∗z1 + d∗

= 0 ⇒ b∗ = −a∗z1, α∗ ◦ z2 =
a∗z2 + b∗
c∗z2 + d∗

= ∞ ⇒ d∗ = −c∗z2 . (A.10)

Further, the unit determinant condition constraints a∗ and c∗: a∗d∗−b∗c∗ = 1 ⇒ a∗c∗(z1−z2) = 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

Aopen
2 = ie−λg2o

〈
∆X0 V1(y

0
1)V2(y

0
2)
〉′

(y02)
2 F [ĝ] (2π)D−1 δ(D−1)(k⃗1 + k⃗2) , (A.11)

where [47]

∆−1
X0 =

∫
[Dα] δ(α ◦ y1 − y01) δ(α ◦ y2 − y02) (α ◦ y2)2 δ

(
X0(α ◦ z03 , α ◦ z̄03)

)
= 2

∫
da db dc dd δ(ad− bc− 1) δ

(
ay1 + b

cy1 + d
− y01

)
δ

(
ay2 + b

cy2 + d
− y02

) (
ay2 + b

cy2 + d

)2

× δ

(
X0

(
az03 + b

cz03 + d
,
az̄03 + b

cz̄03 + d

))
.

(A.12)

Note that we have used the measure

[Dα] = 4 · 1
2
da db dc dd δ(ad− bc− 1) ,

for α being an element of PSL(2,R): α ≡

(
a b

c d

)
. The extra factor of 4 comes from the standard

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

Setting y01 = 0 and y02 = ∞, the first two delta functions in (A.12) reduces to

δ

(
ay1 + b

cy1 + d
− y01

)
= δ

(
a′y01 + b′

c′y01 + d′
− y01

)
= δ

(
b′

d′

)
,

δ

(
ay2 + b

cy2 + d
− y02

)
= δ

(
a′y02 + b′

c′y02 + d′
− y02

)
= δ

(
a′

c′
−∞

)
=

(
c′

a′

)2

δ

(
c′

a′

)
.

(A.13)

Using this, the expression for ∆−1
X0 simplifies to

∆−1
X0 = 2

∫
da′ db′ dc′ dd′ δ(a′d′ − b′c′ − 1) δ

(
b′

d′

)
δ

(
c′

a′

)
δ

(
X0

(
a′Z0

3 + b′

c′Z0
3 + d′

,
a′Z̄0

3 + b′

c′Z̄0
3 + d′

))
,

(A.14)

with α∗ ◦ (z03 , z̄03) = (Z0
3 , Z̄

0
3 ). Note that, the factor

(
ay2+b
cy2+d

)2
in (A.12) cancels the one coming from

δ
(
a′

c′ −∞
)
.

Using δ
(

b′

d′

)
= |d′| δ(b′) and δ

(
c′

a′

)
= |a′| δ(c′), and performing the b′, c′ integrals, we obtain

∆−1
X0 = 2

∫
da′dd′ δ(a′d′ − 1) |a′||d′| δ

(
X0

(
a′

d′
Z0
3 ,

a′

d′
Z̄0
3

))
. (A.15)
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Further we can use δ(a′d′ − 1) = 1
|a′|δ

(
d′ − 1

a′

)
and perform the d′-integral to obtain

∆−1
X0 = 2

∫
da′

|a′|
δ
[
X0
(
(a′)2Z0

3 , (a
′)2Z̄0

3

)]
= 2

∫
da′

|a′|
δ(a′ − a′0)∣∣∣2a′0Z0

3 ∂X
0
(
(a′0)

2Z0
3 , (a

′
0)

2Z̄0
3

)
+ 2a′0Z̄

0
3 ∂̄X

0
(
(a′0)

2Z0
3 , (a

′
0)

2Z̄0
3

) ∣∣∣
=
∣∣∣y03 ∂X0(y03, ȳ

0
3) + ȳ03 ∂̄X

0(y03, ȳ
0
3)
∣∣∣−1

,

(A.16)

where X0
(
(a′0)

2Z0
3 , (a

′
0)

2Z̄0
3

)
= 0, and we have defined y03 = (a′0)

2 Z0
3 and ȳ03 = (a′0)

2 Z̄0
3 . We thus

conclude

∆X0 =
[
y03 ∂X

0(y03, ȳ
0
3) + ȳ03 ∂̄X

0(y03, ȳ
0
3)
]
. (A.17)

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

〈
∆X0 V1(y

0
1) (y

0
2)

2 V2(y
0
2)
〉′

=

[
y03

〈
∂X0(y03, ȳ

0
3)V1(y

0
1) (y

0
2)

2V2(y
0
2)
〉′

+ ȳ03

〈
∂̄X0(y03, ȳ

0
3)V1(y

0
1) (y

0
2)

2V2(y
0
2)
〉′]

.

(A.18)

The three point function on the r.h.s can be computed as

〈
∂X0(y03, ȳ

0
3)V1(y

0
1) (y

0
2)

2V2(y
0
2)
〉′

= −iα′
[

k01
y03 − y01

+
k02

y03 − y02

]〈
V1(y

0
1) (y

0
2)

2V2(y
0
2)
〉′

= −iα′k0
y012

(y03 − y01)(y
0
3 − y02)

〈
V1(y

0
1) (y

0
2)

2V2(y
0
2)
〉′

= −iα′k0
1

y03

〈
V1(0)V2(∞)

〉′
,

(A.19)

where we have used k01 = −k02 = k0 in the second equality, and y01 = 0, y02 = ∞ in the last.

Similarly, 〈
∂̄X0(y03, ȳ

0
3)V1(y

0
1) (y

0
2)

2V2(y
0
2)
〉′

= −iα′k0
1

ȳ03

〈
V1(0)V2(∞)

〉′
. (A.20)

Using
〈
V1(z

0
1)V2(z

0
2)
〉′

= CX
D2

, with CX
D2

being the partition function on the disc D2 from the

matter sector, together with the above three-point function computation, the worldsheet correlator

in (A.18) becomes〈
∆X0 V1(y

0
1) (y

0
2)

2 V2(y
0
2)
〉′

= −2 iα′k0
〈
V1(0)V2(∞)

〉′
= −2 iα′k0CX

D2
. (A.21)

The two-point open string amplitude (A.11) then reduces to

Aopen
2 = 2k0 (2π)D−1δ(D−1)(k⃗1 + k⃗2)×

[
α′e−λg20 C

X
D2

F [ĝ]
]

= 2k0 (2π)D−1δ(D−1)(k⃗1 + k⃗2) ,

(A.22)
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where the combination α′e−λ g20 C
X
D2

F [ĝ] has been evaluated in eq. (6.4.14) of [50] (with F [ĝ]

denoted by Cg
D2

) and equals

α′e−λg20 C
X
D2

F [ĝ] = 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 α, ∆−1
X0 in (A.2) becomes

∆−1
X0 = 4

∫
d2a d2b d2c d2d δ(2)(ad− bc− 1) δ(2)

(
a z1 + b

c z1 + d
− z01

)
δ(2)

(
a z2 + b

c z2 + d
− z02

) ∣∣∣az2 + b

cz2 + d

∣∣∣4
× δ

(
1

4πR2
S2

∫
S2

d2z
√

|gS2 |X0 [α ◦ (z, z̄)]
)

.

(A.24)

where we have used the measure

[Dα] = 8 · 1
2
d2a d2b d2c d2d δ(2)(ad− bc− 1) ,

with the additional factor of 8, as in the open–string case, arising from the standard string theory

normalization [48]. Setting (z01 , z̄
0
1) = 0, (z02 , z̄

0
2) = ∞, and using the decomposition of Mobius

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

δ(2)
(
a z1 + b

c z1 + d
− z01

)
= δ(2)

(
a′ z01 + b′

c′ z01 + d′
− z01

)
= δ(2)

(
b′

d′

)
=

|d′|2

|b′|
δ(|b′|) δ(θb′ − θd′) . (A.25)

Similarly, the second delta function reduces to

δ(2)
(
a z2 + b

c z2 + d
− z02

)
= δ(2)

(
a′

c′
−∞

)
= δ(2)

(
c′

a′

) ∣∣∣ c′
a′

∣∣∣4 = |a′|2

|c′|
δ(|c′|) δ(θc′ − θa′)

∣∣∣ c′
a′

∣∣∣4 . (A.26)

The last delta function becomes

δ

(
1

4πR2
S2

∫
S2

d2z
√

|gS2 |X0 [α ◦ (z, z̄)]
)

= δ

(
1

4πR2
S2

∫
S2

d2z
√
|gS2 |X0

(
a′Z + b′

c′Z + d′
,
ā′Z̄ + b̄′

c̄′Z̄ + d̄′

))
,

(A.27)

with

Z = α∗ ◦ z =
a∗
c∗

z − z1
z − z2

, Z̄ = ᾱ∗ ◦ z̄ =
ā∗
c̄∗

z̄ − z̄1
z̄ − z̄2

. (A.28)

Using the above delta function evaluations (A.25), (A.26), and (A.27) in the expression (A.24), and

integrating over |b′| and |c′| in
∫
d2b′

∫
d2c′ =

∫
|b′|d|b′|dθb′

∫
|c′|d|c′|dθc′ , we obtain

∆−1
X0 = 4

∫
d2a′ d2d′ δ(2)(a′d′ − 1) |d′|2|a′|2 δ

(
1

4πR2
S2

∫
S2

d2z
√

|gS2 |X0

(
a′

d′
Z,

ā′

d̄′
Z̄

))
. (A.29)
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Now we evaluate δ(2)(a′d′ − 1) as

δ(2)(a′d′ − 1) = δ
(
|a′||d′| cos(θa′ + θd′)− 1

)
δ
(
|a′||d′| sin(θa′ + θd′)

)
= δ

(
|a′||d′| cos(θa′ + θd′)− 1

) δ(θa′ + θd′)

|a′||d′|| cos(θa′ + θd′)|

=
1

|a′||d′|
δ(|a′||d′| − 1) δ(θa′ + θd′) =

1

|a′|2|d′|
δ

(
|d′| − 1

|a′|

)
δ(θa′ + θd′) .

(A.30)

We can next perform integrals over θd′ and |d′| in
∫
d2a′

∫
d2d′ =

∫
|a′|d|a′|dθa′

∫
|d′|d|d′|dθd′ to

obtain

∆−1
X0 = 4

∫
d|a′|
|a′|

∫
dθa′ δ

(
1

4πR2
S2

∫
S2

d2z
√

|gS2 |X0
(
|a′|2 e2iθa′ Z, |a′|2 e−2iθa′ Z̄

))
. (A.31)

Directly performing the
∫
dθa′ integral is inconvenient, since a change of variables inside the delta

function,

w = |a′|2e2iθa′Z ,

does not simply translate through the worldsheet measure d2z
√
|gS2 |, which in general depends

nontrivially on (Z, Z̄). To handle this, we choose the worldsheet sphere metric (gS2)ab in (z, z̄)

coordinates so that

d2z
√
|gS2 | = d2Z

√
|GS2 | ,

where (GS2)AB is the standard stereographic metric on S2, with determinant

√
|GS2 | =

2R2
S2

(1 + |Z|2)2
=

2R2
S2(

1 + |a∗|2
|c∗|2

|z−z1|2
|z−z2|2

)2 .
Meanwhile, the area elements are related by

d2Z = det

∂Z
∂z

∂Z̄
∂z

∂Z
∂z̄

∂Z̄
∂z̄

 d2z =
|a∗|2

|c∗|2
|z1 − z2|2

|z − z2|4
d2z =

d2z

|c∗|4|z − z2|4
,

where in the last step we used a∗c∗(z1 − z2) = 1. Thus, we choose the worldsheet metric such that

√
|gS2 | =

2R2
S2(

|a∗|2|z − z1|2 + |c∗|2|z − z2|2
)2 .

Now we can make a change of variable w = e2iθa′Z in (A.31), and the integrand becomes
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independent of θa′ . Evaluating t
∫
dθa′ = 2π, the rest of the integral is

∆−1
X0 = 8π

∫
d|a′|
|a′|

δ

(
1

4πR2
S2

∫
S2

d2w
√

|gS2(w)| X0(|a′|2w, |a′|2w̄)
)

(A.32)

= 8π

(
1

4πR2
S2

∫
S2

d2w
√

|gS2(w)|
[
2|A|2w · ∂X0(|A|2w, |A|2w̄) + 2|A|2w̄ · ∂̄X0(|A|2w, |A|2w̄)

])−1

,

where a′ = 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:

∆X0 =
|A|2

4π

(
1

4πR2
S2

∫
S2

d2w
√

|gS2(w)|
[
w · ∂X0(|A|2w, |A|2w̄) + w̄ · ∂̄X0(|A|2w, |A|2w̄)

])
.

(A.33)

To evaluate Aclosed
2 in (A.7), we compute

〈
∆X0 V1(z

0
1 , z̄

0
1)V2(z

0
2 , z̄

0
2)
〉′

=
|A|2

4π

∫
S2

d2w
√
|gS2(w)|

4πR2
S2

[
w
〈
∂X0(|A|2w, |A|2w̄)V1(z

0
1 , z̄

0
1)V2(z

0
2 , z̄

0
2)
〉′

+ w̄
〈
∂̄X0(|A|2w, |A|2w̄)V1(z

0
1 , z̄

0
1)V2(z

0
2 , z̄

0
2)
〉′]

.

(A.34)

As in the open–string three–point functions (A.19) and (A.20), the correlators evaluate to

〈
∂X0(|A|2w, |A|2w̄)V1(z

0
1 , z̄

0
1)V2(z

0
2 , z̄

0
2)
〉′

= −i
α′

2
k0

1

|A|2w
CX
S2

|z02 |4
,

〈
∂̄X0(|A|2w, |A|2w̄)V1(z

0
1 , z̄

0
1)V2(z

0
2 , z̄

0
2)
〉′

= −i
α′

2
k0

1

|A|2w̄
CX
S2

|z02 |4
,

(A.35)

with CX
S2 being the partition function on worldsheet S2 from the matter sector. Substituting these

expressions, one finds

〈
∆X0 V1(z

0
1 , z̄

0
1)V2(z

0
2 , z̄

0
2)
〉′
(z02)

2(z̄02)
2 =

|A|2

4π

(
−i

α′

2
k0

CX
S2

|A|2
]× 2

) ∫
S2

d2w
√
|gS2(w)|

4πR2
S2

= − i

4π
α′k0CX

S2 .

(A.36)

The two-point closed string amplitude (A.7) then reduces to

Aclosed
2 = 2k0 (2π)D−1δ(D−1)(k⃗1 + k⃗2)×

[
e−2λg2s

α′

8π
CX
S2 F [ĝ]

]
= 2k0 (2π)D−1δ(D−1)(k⃗1 + k⃗2) ,

(A.37)
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where the combination α′e−2λg2s C
X
D2

F [ĝ]/(8π) has been computed in eq. (6.6.8) of [50] (with F [ĝ]

denoted by Cg
S2
) and equals

e−2λg2s
α′

8π
CX
S2 F [ĝ] = 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

(Γ[φ])kinetic =
q

2

∫
M

d2z

2π
2∂φ∂̄φ , (B.1)

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

holomorphic components:

φ(z, z̄) = log
[
∂ρ(z)∂̄ρ̄(z̄)

]
= φh(z) + φa(z̄) , (B.2)

with

φh(z) = log

[(
n∑

k=1

αkzk

) ∏n−2
I=1 (z − ZI)∏n
k=1(z − zk)

]
, φa(z̄) = log

[(
n∑

k=1

ᾱkz̄k

) ∏n−2
I=1 (z̄ − Z̄I)∏n
k=1(z̄ − z̄k)

]
. (B.3)

Using (4.1), we obtain the relations

αk =

(
n∑

i=1

αizi

) ∏n−2
I=1 (zk − ZI)∏n
i(̸=k)(zk − zi)

, ∂2ρ(ZI) =

(
n∑

k=1

αkzk

) ∏n−2
J(̸=I)(ZI − ZJ)∏n
k=1(ZI − zk)

, (B.4)

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

convenience, we strip off the factor of iq/(2π), and consider the worldsheet integral

−i

∫
M

d2z ∂φ ∂̄φ =

∫
M

dφh ∧ dφa =
1

2

∫
∂M

(φh(z)dφa − φa(z̄)dφh) . (B.5)

Although φ(z, z̄) is smooth and single-valued on M away from its singularities at {zk}nk=1, {ZI}n−2
I=1 ,

and (z∞, z̄∞), its holomorphic and anti-holomorphic components, φh(z) and φa(z̄), exhibit branch-

ing behavior around these points.

We introduce n branch cuts {Cj}nj=1 joining (z∞, z̄∞) to each of the insertion points (zk, z̄k), k =

1, · · · , n, and (n− 2) cuts {C̃J}n−2
J=1 joining (z∞, z̄∞) to each of the interaction points (ZI , Z̄I), I =

1, · · · , (n− 2). This way we make the integrand of the above area integral single-valued on M\C
with C = ∪jCj ∪J C̃J . Then ∂M consists of both sides of the cuts, and boundaries of small circles

around {(zk, z̄k)}nk=1, {(ZI , Z̄I)}n−2
I=1 and (z∞, z̄∞) — 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

ϵzj and ϵZI
of small circles around (zj , z̄j) and (ZI , Z̄I) respectively.

a1

a−1
1

A−1
2

A2 A−1
n−2

An−2

a−1
n

an

a−1
2

a2

A1

A−1
1

z1

z2

zn

Z2

Z1

Zn−2

....

....

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 φh

and φa.

Along Cj : Along Cj ≡ aj + a−1
j in fig. 8, we have

∫
aj+a−1

j

φh dφa =

∫
aj

(∮
Czj

dφh

)
dφa =

∮
Czj

dφh·
∫ z̄∞

z̄j

dφa = 2πi log

[
1

z̄2∞

ϵzje
−iθj

∏n
k(̸=j))(z̄j − z̄k)∏n−2

I=1 (z̄j − Z̄I)

]
,

(B.6)

where the first equality above follows from∫
a1

φh(a1) dφa +

∫
a−1
1

φh(a
−1
1 ) dφa =

∫
a1

φh(a1) dφa −
∫
a1

φh(a
−1
1 ) dφa =

∫
a1

[
φh(a1)− φh(a

−1
1 )
]
dφa

and δφh =
[
φh(a1)− φh(a

−1
1 )
]
=

∮
Cz1

dφh. = 2πi .

(B.7)

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

∫
aj+a−1

j

φa dφh =

∫
aj

(∮
Cz̄j

dφa

)
dφh = −2πi log

[
1

z2∞

ϵzje
iθj
∏n

k(̸=j))(zj − zk)∏n−2
I=1 (zj − ZI)

]
. (B.8)

Hence, the net contribution from all Cj with j = 1, · · · , n reads

1

2

n∑
k=1

∮
ak+a−1

k

(φh dφa − φa dφh) = πi log

[
1

|z∞|4n

∏n
j ̸=k |zj − zk|2∏n−2

I=1

∏n
k=1 |zk − ZI |2

n∏
k=1

ϵ2zk

]
. (B.9)
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Along C̃J : Along C̃J ≡ AJ +A−1
J , we have similar expressions,

∫
AJ+A−1

J

φh dφa =

∫
AJ

(∮
CZJ

dφh

)
dφa =

∮
CZJ

dφh·
∫ z̄∞

Z̄J

dφa = −2πi log

[
1

z̄2∞

∏n
k=1(Z̄J − z̄k)

ϵZJ
e−iΘJ

∏n−2
I(̸=J)(Z̄J − Z̄I)

]
,

(B.10)

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

∫
AJ+A−1

J

φa dφh = 2πi log

[
1

z2∞

∏n
k=1(ZJ − zk)

ϵZJ
eiΘJ

∏n−2
I(̸=J)(ZJ − ZI)

]
. (B.11)

Net contribution from all C̃J with J = 1, · · · , (n− 2) reads

1

2

n−2∑
I=1

∮
AI+A−1

I

(φh dφa−φa dφh) = −πi log

 1

|z∞|4(n−2)

∣∣∣∣∣
n∑

k=1

αkzk

∣∣∣∣∣
n−2 ∏n

k=1

∏n−2
I=1 |zk − ZI |∏n−2

I ̸=J |ZI − ZJ |
1∏n−2

J=1(2rJ)

 ,

(B.12)

where we have translated regulator ϵZI
around (ZI , Z̄I) from the ∠z-plane to the rI on the ∠ρ-plane

using (4.6) and (B.4):

log ϵZI
=

1

2

(
log(2rI)− log |∂2ρ(ZI)|

)
= −1

2
log

[∣∣∣∣∣
n∑

k=1

αkzk

∣∣∣∣∣
∏

J(̸=I) |ZI − ZJ |∏n
k=1 |ZI − zk|

]
+

1

2
log(2rI) .

(B.13)

Around (zi, z̄i): Next we compute the contour integral around (zi, z̄i):∮
Czi

φh dφa = log

[(
n∑

k=1

αkzk

) ∏n−2
I=1 (zi − ZI)∏n
k(̸=1)(zi − zk)

]∮
Czi

dφa −
∮
Cz1

log(z − z1) dφa . (B.14)

The first contour integral gives
∮
Czi

dφa = −2πi, while the second one yields

∮
Czi

log(z − z1) dφa =

∮
Czi

log(z − zi)

(
n−2∑
I=1

dz̄

z̄ − Z̄I
−

n∑
k=1

dz̄

z̄ − z̄k

)
, (B.15)

where all terms other than the one with (z̄ − z̄i)
−1, vanishes:∮

Czi

dz̄
log(z − zi)

z̄ − U
=

∫ −2π

0
(−iϵzie

−iθi)dθi
log
(
ϵzie

iθi
)

z̄i + ϵzie
−iθi − U

→ 0, as ϵzi → 0 . (B.16)

The only term that contributes is the following:∮
Czi

log(z − zi)
−dz̄

z̄ − z̄i
= +i

∫ −2π

0
dθi [log(ϵzi) + iθi] = −2πi log(ϵzi)− 2π2 . (B.17)
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Collecting these contributions, we obtain

∮
Czi

φh dφa = −2πi log

[(
n∑

k=1

αkzk

) ∏n−2
I=1 (zi − ZI)∏n
k(̸=i)(zi − zk)

]
+ 2πi log ϵzi + 2π2 . (B.18)

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

∮
Czi

φa dφh = 2πi log

[(
n∑

k=1

ᾱkz̄k

) ∏n−2
I=1 (z̄i − Z̄I)∏n
k(̸=i)(z̄i − z̄k)

]
− 2πi log ϵzi + 2π2 . (B.19)

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

1

2

n∑
k=1

∮
Czk

(φh dφa − φa dφh) = −2πi log

[∣∣∣∣∣
n∑

k=1

αkzk

∣∣∣∣∣
n ∏n

k=1

∏n−2
I=1 |zk − ZI |∏n

k ̸=j |zj − zk|
∏

k ϵzk

]
. (B.20)

Around (ZJ , Z̄J): Contribution from contour integral around the interaction points is similar:

∮
CZJ

φh dφa = log

[(
n∑

k=1

αkzk

) ∏n−2
I(̸=J)(ZJ − ZI)∏n
k=1(ZJ − zk)

]∮
CZ1

dφa +

∮
CZJ

log(z − ZJ) dφa . (B.21)

With
∮
CZ1

dφa = 2πi, and so the last term on the rhs of the above expression reads

∮
CZJ

log(z − ZJ) dφa =

∮
CZ1

log(z − ZJ)
dz̄

z̄ − Z̄J
= −i

∫ −2π

0
dΘJ [log(ϵZJ

) + iΘJ ] = 2πi log ϵZJ
+2π2 .

(B.22)

Thus, we obtain

∮
CZJ

φh dφa = 2πi log

[(
n∑

k=1

αkzk

) ∏n−2
I(̸=J)(ZJ − ZI)∏n
k=1(ZJ − zk)

]
+ 2πi log ϵZJ

+ 2π2 . (B.23)

Similarly, for other term of the boundary integral, we obtain

∮
CZJ

φa dφh = −2πi log

[(
n∑

k=1

ᾱkz̄k

) ∏n−2
I(̸=J)(Z̄J − Z̄I)∏n
k=1(Z̄J − z̄k)

]
− 2πi log ϵZJ

+ 2π2 . (B.24)

Hence net contribution from the contours around the interaction point reads

1

2

n−2∑
I=1

∮
CZI

(φh dφa − φa dφh) = πi log

∣∣∣∣∣
n∑

k=1

αk zk

∣∣∣∣∣
n−2 ∏n−2

I ̸=J |ZI − ZJ |∏n−2
I=1

∏n
k=1 |zk − ZI

n−2∏
I=1

(2rI)

 , (B.25)

where we have used (B.13).
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Around (z∞, z̄∞): To compute
∮
Cz∞

φh dφa, we first note that near (z∞, z̄∞), φh and dφa behaves

as

φh ∼ log

(
n∑

k=1

αkzk

)
− 2 log(z) +O

(
1

z

)
, and dφa ∼ −2

z̄
dz̄ +O

(
1

z̄2

)
dz̄ . (B.26)

Using this, the contour integral becomes

∮
Cz∞

φh dφa = −2 log

(
n∑

k=1

αkzk

)∮
Cz∞

dz̄

z̄︸ ︷︷ ︸
−2πi

+4

∮
Cz∞

dz̄

z̄
log(z)︸ ︷︷ ︸

−2πi log |z∞|−2π2

= 2πi log

(
n∑

k=1

αkzk

)2

− 2πi log |z∞|4 − 8π2 .

(B.27)

Similarly, for the other term around (z∞, z̄∞), we have

∮
Cz∞

φa dφh = −2πi log

(
n∑

k=1

ᾱkz̄k

)2

+ 2πi log |z∞|4 − 8π2 . (B.28)

Net contribution from the contour around (z∞, z̄∞) is thus

1

2

∮
Cz∞

(φh dφa − φa dφh) = 2πi log

∣∣∣∣∣
n∑

k=1

αkzk

∣∣∣∣∣
2

− 2πi log |z∞|4 . (B.29)

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:

−i

∫
M

d2z ∂φ ∂̄φ =
1

2

[
n∑

k=1

∫
ak+a−1

k +Czk

+

n∑
k=1

∮
Czk

+

n−2∑
I=1

∫
AI+A−1

I

+

n−2∑
I=1

∮
CZI

+

∮
Cz∞

]
(φh dφa − φa dφh)

= −2πi log

∣∣∣∣∣
n∑

k=1

αkzk

∣∣∣∣∣
n−2 ∏n

k=1

∏n−2
I=1 |zk − ZI |3∏n

j ̸=k |zj − zk|2
∏n−2

I ̸=J |ZI − ZJ |
|z∞|8∏n−2

I=1 (2rI)
∏n

k=1 ϵ
2
zk

 .

(B.30)

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