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Fig. 1. Space-time diagram for the Lorentzian black hole (1.1). The cross defined by the equation
UV =0 is a horizon, while the metric possesses a physical singularity on the hyperbola UV = 1.

1 Introduction

It was observed by Witten in ref.[1] that the two dimensional space equipped with the
metric

dUdV

(dULBH)2 = 1-Uv (1.1)

exhibits the characteristic features of a black hole geometry. As depicted in the space-
time diagram in fig. 1, it possesses a horizon at UV = 0 as well as a curvature singularity
at UV = 1 just as the four dimensional Schwarzschild black hole in terms of Kruskal
coordinates. There is no globally defined time coordinate for the metric. Rather, there is
a Killing vector that is time-like only in regions I and II of fig.1 and space-like in regions
IIT and TV.

Similar to the 3 + 1 dimensional black hole, the Euclidean version of (1.1) is of prime
interest. The latter can be introduced in the spirit of the Hartle-Hawking analytic continu-
ation [2]. It is performed by a “Wick rotation” of the Killing coordinate T' = % log(=U/V)
from region I to pure imaginary values. This makes U and V satisfy the reality condition
V = —U*. Then, ignoring the overall negative sign, the Lorentzian metric becomes one of
FEuclidean signature:

dudUu*

(dUEBH)2 = 1L UU

(1.2)
The manifold equipped with (doggy)? may be embedded into three dimensional Euclidean
space and visualized as a half-infinite cigar as shown in fig. 2. The tip is located at U = 0
while in the domain |U| > 1, where the metric becomes flat, the target manifold resembles
a half-infinite cylinder.



Fig. 2. Visualization of the 2D manifold with metric (1.2).

For each of the metrics (doppy)? and (dogss)? one can associate a Non-Linear Sigma
Model (NLSM) whose classical dynamics is governed by the action!

8 UoH*V
_ 2
Sien = 2h/d 10UV (1.3&)
o0, Uo0*U (h - O+)
_ 1 2 M -

It is a challenging problem, in general, to assign a meaning to a quantum NLSM whose
target space metric is of Lorentzian signature. In particular the status of the quantum
Lorentzian black hole NLSM is rather tentative. Contrary to this the quantum Euclidean
black hole NLSM is a well studied CFTJ1, 3-12].

In refs.[9, 10] an explicit formula was presented for the partition function Zggy. The
latter is defined as a Euclidean path integral involving the Euclidean action with the world-
sheet compactified on a torus. The partition function contains a divergence which comes
from the contribution of the asymptotically flat domain of the target manifold:

ZEBH - Ze(smg) + Zl(;]g%{) . (1'4)

The singular part is somewhat universal. It coincides with the partition function of two free
bosons, one of them being compactified, arg(U) ~ arg(U) + 27, while the other, log |U],
taking values in a segment of length o< log(1/€). Thus, as the regularization parameter
e — 0,

ZEm8) o log(1/€) — 400 . (1.5)

On the other hand, the finite part Z{ss in (1.4) depends on the infra red regularization
of the target manifold, which can be thought of as being the result of interactions with an
external thermostat. In the works [8-10] the Euclidean black hole NLSM occurs in the con-
text of bosonic string theory on AdSs. This provides a particular regularization. Its major
advantage, which makes it especially attractive from the stringy point of view, is that Zggy

'In this paper we use the following conventions. We assume Minkowski signature for the world-sheet
(%, ') = (t,z) so that 9y = 9° = 5 D00 = =0 = % with the space co-ordinate belonging to the
segment = € [0,27]. The integration measure is taken to be d*z = da’dz'. The Plank constant is a
positive dimensionless parameter. We'll also use the Levi-Civita symbol €,, = —e"”, below, which is

defined as €91 = —€19 = 1.



is invariant w.r.t modular transformations of the world-sheet torus. Then an immediate
question arises concerning the full equilibrium density matrix pggy corresponding to such
a regularization. The latter can not be recovered from just the knowledge of the partition
function, which is given by the trace of ﬁEBH.Q A conjecture for pggy was put forward in
the original work [9]. However numerical analysis shows that the proposed expression fails
to reproduce the modular invariant partition function.

In ref.[27] Tkhlef, Jacobsen and Saleur made the interesting proposal that the Euclidean
black hole NLSM is the CFT governing the scaling limit of a certain integrable spin chain.
This opened a potential way of obtaining the equilibrium density matrix pgpy. In the recent
work [32] an extensive study of the spin chain was performed and the original conjecture
from [27] was re-examined. Here, based on the results of that work, we address the following
questions:

(i) What is the correct expression for pppy?

(ii) What is the space of states of the Lorentzian black hole NLSM and how to assign to
it a meaningful equilibrium density matrix p gy? In turn, how would the latter be
related to its Euclidean counterpart?

2 Classical gauged SL(2,R) WZW model

2.1 The classical action

The Lorentzian black hole NLSM can be obtained by gauging a non-compact one dimen-
sional subgroup of the classical SL(2,R) WZW model. Following the work [1] consider the

classical action
1

szh/ﬁ%;[@UWV+@XWY+mg&WﬁW@U@V (2.1)

+ a, (YO'X — XO"Y) + €a, (UB,V —VO,U) — aua XY | .

Here the integrand in the first line is just the classical Lagrangian density of the usual
WZW model [13], Lwzw[g], expressed via the matrix entries of the fundamental WZW
field

( x g) CSLE.R). 22

Note that the term involving log(X/Y') comes from the Wess-Zumino term and, up to a
total derivative, can be rewritten in various ways by employing the constraint

XY +UV=1. (2.3)

*We use the non-standard convention that the trace of the (equilibrium) density matrix rather than
being one, coincides with the partition function.



The second line in (2.1) contains the gauge potential a,. The action is invariant w.r.t. the
infinitesimal gauge transformation of the form

X=0wX, 0Y=-0wY, oU=6V=0; da,=0u(0w). (2.4)

This can be seen by rewriting the Lagrangian density corresponding to the action (2.1) as

with
Ju=a,— % Oplog(X/Y) — € JV C,= % log(X/Y) (U9, V =Vo,U) (2.6)
and
j =1 UV Vo o)
The extremum condition %S = 0 leads to the equation
ay =3 Oulog(X/Y) + € J¥ . (2.8)
The field strength corresponding to this vector potential is given by
Ouay, — Oyay, = 057 € . (2.9)

It vanishes for any solution of the classical equations of motion, which includes the conti-
nuity equation 9,J* = 0.

In the orthodox formulation of the gauged SL(2,R) WZW model, the matrix valued
field g is assumed to be periodic:

g(t,x +2m) =g(t,z) . (2.10)
If we take U and V' from the domain
0<UV <1, (2.11)
it is natural to fix the gauge by setting [1]
X=Y (2.12)

which, in view of eq. (2.8), results in a, = €,, J”. Then, after eliminating the auxiliary
field @y, the action S (2.1) becomes that of the Lorentzian black hole NLSM (1.3a). Note
that, as was also pointed out in [1], if we take the SL(2,R) picture literally the full target
space of the Lorentzian black hole NLSM would contain two copies of the regions III and
IV in fig. 1 corresponding to the cases X,Y > 0 and X,Y < 0.



2.2 Generalized boundary conditions

In what follows we’ll consider the gauged SL(2,R) WZW model, but with more general
boundary conditions than (2.10). It is instructive to discuss the latter using another for-
mulation of the classical field theory [6, 14]. In this description the Lagrange density is
just the sum of that of the WZW model and the massless Gaussian theory:

The interaction is introduced through the constraints

T=3T[0?0GG | -dn=0, T=;T[*G'IG]+dn=0, (214)

where we use 0 = 1(0p+ 1) and 9 = 1(0y — 01). If the infinitesimal gauge transformation
of the WZW field and the massless Gaussian field is defined as

0G = % (O’ZG + GO’Z) 0w , 0uon = €,,0” (dw) , (2.15)

then §£ turns out to be a total derivative provided the constraints (2.14) are imposed. The
classical field theory, thus defined, is equivalent to the gauged WZW model governed by
the action (2.1). In particular for any field configuration satisfying the equations of motion
for (2.13), (2.14),

g =e2%7 Ge2 a, = —€, "1 + O (2.16)

would be a solution of the Euler-Lagrange equations associated with the action (2.1). Here
w is an arbitrary periodic function w(t, z + 27) = w(t, z), which appears as a manifestation
of the gauge invariance of the model.

To specify the boundary conditions, let us first recall some basic facts concerning the
phase space of the WZW model (see, e.g., [13, 15, 16]). The latter is conveniently described
in terms of the left and right WZW currents,?

0GG™! = L%y, , G 19G = R, , (2.17)
which satisfy the closed set of equal-time Poisson Bracket relations:
{LA(t2), LP(ty)} = =5 s*P 8 (@ —y) = 5 [P0 LO(t ) (x — y)
{RA(t,2),RP(t,y)} = +3 kB (x — y) + 5 FABL RO(t,2) 6(x — y) (2.18)

{LA(t,2),RP(t,y)} =0.

3Here and below we use the notation t4 for the 2 x 2 real traceless matrices,

10 01 00 c
ts = ty. = t_ = : ta,tp| = tc .
3 (0 _1> v bt <0 O) ) <1 0) [ta,t5] = fap™ tc

Indices are raised and lowered via the Killing form defined as

RAB:%Tr[tAtB] , IiAcIiCB:(SE .



Assuming that the currents are periodic fields,
LAtz 4 27) = LA(t, z) | RA(t,x + 2m) = RA(t,z) , (2.19)

the center of the Poisson algebra is generated by two elements

¢="Tr [% exp (+/:O+2ﬂ dz LA tA>] , C=Tr [? exp <—/x02ﬂ dz R4 tA>] . (2.20)

0 —Z0
We will focus on the field configurations such that the values of the central elements are
restricted by the inequalities

—2<€ <2 (2.21)
and use the parameterization
¢ = 2cos(27P) , ¢ = 2cos(27P) (2.22)

with real P and P. In this case the path ordered exponentials inside the traces in (2.20)
may be expressed as

— xro+27m ) v
P exp <+/ dz LA tA> = M 2P prt (2.23)
o
—xg—27 B _ = B
Bexp(—/ deAtA> = M e 2miPo" pp—1
—20
where the 2 x 2 real non-degenerate matrices M and M depend on the initial integration
point zg. If we require them to be SL(2,R) matrices, then et27F7" and e=2F?" are
uniquely defined. At the same time there is an ambiguity in M and M of the form
M — £M ¢'%°” and M +— +M 9" with arbitrary real ¢ and ¢. This can be fixed using

the Iwasawa decomposition for SL(2,R) matrices, which allows one to specify that

d 0 15 - d 0 10 -
M = M=|["_ ith  d,d>0.(2.24
(0 d—1> (o 1) ’ (o d—1> <o 1) W ’ (2.24)

The values of the currents at ¢ = 0 are not enough to fully define the time dependence
of the matrix valued field G(¢,z). Indeed the equations of motion in the WZW model are
given by

LA =0, ORY=0. (2.25)
This implies that
G(t,z) = Qt + x) G(0,70) Q(t — 2) , (2.26)
where
= “ A
Q(u) = Pexp| + [ del®ty (2.27)
o

Q(a) :T:)exp<_/ﬁ deAtA>,

—x0



while G(0, o) is an arbitrary SL(2, R) matrix. Its entries, together with the initial values of
the currents, constitute the full set of the initial data. We consider the field configurations
at t = 0 to be such that

G(0,z0) = M & M~ (2.28)

where M, M are the same as in (2.23), (2.24) and « is some real number. This is motivated
through the following arguments. Assuming L4 are given, the path ordered exponent €(u)
(2.27) solves the linear differential equation

00 =LAt . (2.29)

However Q(u), apart from the WZW currents, also depends on an arbitrarily chosen initial
integration point xy at which it becomes the identity matrix. At the same time ¥p =
Q(u) M is the Floquet solution of the matrix ODE (2.29), which is fixed unambiguously
provided M is taken to be of the form (2.24). A change in the initial integration point

l209?  where o = (w0, ).

zo to xf, would result in the transformation ¥p — ¥pe
The solutions of the ODE with periodic coefficients possess the band structure. Thus
the parameter P labeling the Floquet solutions Wp can be defined such that P € R and
2P ¢ 7, where the band number coincides with the greatest integer less than P + % The
above carries over to the Floquet solution W = M~ (@) of the barred counterpart of
the ODE (2.29). This way the construction of the WZW field G(¢, x) given by egs. (2.26)
and (2.28) involves the Floquet solutions as well as an additional variable o ~ av+2w. Thus
the algebra of functions on the phase space of the WZW model, generated by the currents
LA and R4 subject to the periodic boundary conditions (2.19), should be extended by the
inclusion of the compact generalized coordinate a. The latter can be viewed as a dynamical
variable canonically conjugated to the sum 27 (P + P). As for the difference, we assume

that e2mi(P—P) — e?™k  with % <k< % being a fixed parameter. Equivalently,
P—-P=k+w (weZ) (2.30)
so that the integer w labels different disjoint components of the phase space.

The boundary values of the WZW field at ¢t = 0, defined by the formulae (2.26) and
(2.28), satisfy the relations

G(0,z0 + 21) = M ™" M~ G(0,20) = G(0,z0) M ™ " M~1 . (2.31)
This implies
Tr| G(t, 2 + 27) (Gt x))’l] — 2 cos(27K) | (2.32)

which should be imposed along with the periodicity condition for the currents (2.19). In
fact there is an extra condition which needs to be taken into account. Substituting the
matrix M (2.24) into eq.(2.31) one finds

Tr| (—io¥) G(0, 20 + 27) (G(o,xo))‘l} = sin(27k) (d2 +d 2 +d%?) . (2.33)



This results in the inequality

Tr| (—ioY) G(t, 2 + 27) (G(t,2)) }/ sin(27k) > 0 . (2.34)

The constraints (2.14) will only make sense when both derivatives 9y and On are
periodic:

on(t,z + 2mw) = on(t,x) , on(t,z +2m) = on(t, ) . (2.35)

In view of the relation (2.16), the gauge field a,(x,t) in the original formulation of the
gauged WZW model is also periodic,

au(t, x4 2m) = a,(t, ), (2.36)

as was implicitly assumed in our initial analysis of the model. The boundary condition
(2.32) as well as the inequality (2.34) are invariant under the gauge transformation and
therefore the field g satisfies the similar relations

Tr[g(t,m + 27) (g(t,x))fl} = 2 cos(27k) (2.37a)

Tr{(—iay) g(t,z + 2m) (g(t,a?))_l }/sin(27rk) >0. (2.37b)

Let us make the following important point. In the case of the gauged SL(2,R) WZW
model with k = 0, the conditions (2.37) yield g(t,z + 27) = g(¢, x), i.e., periodicity of all
the matrix elements X,Y,U, V. In turn one can use the gauge fixing condition X = Y.
However for k # 0, since X and Y are no longer periodic fields, the same gauge fixing
condition is not applicable. This makes the model with k = 0 (which is equivalent to the
Lorentzian black hole NLSM) a very special one that is not obtainable literally through a
naive k — 0 limit.

The Poisson structure of the massless Gaussian model, whose Lagrange density is given
by the second term in the r.h.s. of (2.13), reads as

{on(t,2),0n(t,y)} = —{In(t.x),0n(t,y)} = 5 &'(x—y),  {In(t.x),0n(t,y)} =0.
(2.38)
With the boundary conditions (2.35) imposed, the center of this Poisson algebra is gener-
ated by

21 21
d _ do -
Pn:/ T oy, P :/ 2—9”@17. (2.39)
0 T 0 T

The general solution of the equation of motion ddn = 0 is

n(t,z) = % (f(t +x)— f(t— x)) (2.40)



where, in view of the boundary conditions, the arbitrary functions f and f are quasiperi-
odic:

flu+2m) = f(u) + P, , f(u+2m) = f(u)+ P, . (2.41)

The constraints (2.14) imposed on the WZW field G and the Gaussian field, combined
with (2.40), yield the relations

L’ =-1of, R =-10f . (2.42)

It is easy to see now that the matrix G, satisfying the equations of motion, can be brought
to the form

G(t,z) = e 2/ 0H2)" G ¢ gy e~2l(t=)o" (2.43)
where & is such that
0BGl =¢t_ -t B los =¢ t. — &ty (2.44)
with
Ee=etL, £y =—etf Lt
£ =etT R, & =—ef RT. (2.45)

The latter are real chiral fields, 9+ = 9+ = 0, subject to the quasiperiodic boundary
conditions

Ex(u+2m) = BT &x(u) Ex(u+2m) = BT &a(n), (2.46)

where B = ™1 and B = e, We set B = B or, equivalently, P, = ]577 (assuming that
P, and P, are real). In this case, as it follows from egs. (2.40) and (2.41), the field 7 is
periodic:

n(t,x +2m) =n(t, x). (2.47)

Note that the on-shell gauge potential a,, entering into the initial formulation of the
SL(2,R) gauged WZW model, satisfies the condition

B =B =exp <7{dx“ a#> : (2.48)

2.3 The phase space

Consider now the classical fields defined through the relations

Wi =e e, Wi =1 (¢ ogy — g1 06 )
(2.49)
Wi =g €, Wi =1 (608, — €, 08) .

~10 -



Using (2.45) they can be rewritten in terms of the WZW currents along with dn and dn:
Wi = (an)? — (L3 + L), Wi =20pLtL- + 1 (LYOL~ — L-0L")

Wi = @n)? - (R + RTR™), Wy =20npR*R~ +

N[ =
=
he
Q
’;Ull
|
=
Q
=
=

(2.50)
It is straightforward to check using the PB relations (2.18) and (2.38) that the W fields
Poisson commute (in a weak sense) with the constraints T and Y (2.14),

W) 0} e = (0, (62), T(tw)} =0
(2.51)

(WD (,0), T(t)} gy = (WS (1,2), T(t )} = 0

. —(cl .. . C 1.
Since W2(Cl) and Wgc) coincide with the nonvanishing components of the stress energy
tensor, the Hamiltonian commutes with Y and Y. Also it is easy to see that

{T(t,x),T(t, y)} = {T(t,x),’f(t,y)} = {T(t,x),T(t,y)} =0 (2.52)

and, hence, the system of constraints (2.14) are of the first class. The W fields are “classical
observables” which are

(i) chiral
(cl) _ yxr(cl) w5(cl) ()
W™ =W (t+x) , W, =W, "(t-x) (2.53)
(ii) real
cl * c * —(cl) , _\\ * —(cl) , _«
W) =Wy, (@) =W @) (2:54)
(iii) periodic
(cl) (e 5 (cl) , _ )
W (u+2m) = W7 (u) Wi (u+2m) =W, (a) . (2.55)

They generate a closed Poisson algebra in the following sense. Straightforward calculations
lead to

(W5 (), Wi ()} = = (W5 (wn) + W™ (wa)) & (s — o)

WA ), WD ()} = =3 WD () 8 — wz) = OWS™D (wn) 8ur — o)  (2.56)
{Wg(d)(m), Wg(cl)(uQ)} =-1 (WQ(CZ)(ul) + WQ(CI) (u2)) 0" (u1 — uz) — &' (u1 — ug) x
(Wi () + WA ) + 2 W5 () W () = 35 (02 W4 () + 02 W5 ) ) ) -

Here W4(Cl), which appears in the last line, is expressed in a form similar to (2.49):

Wi =2 (0% +e_0%¢,) - S ogLoE (2.57)

- 11 -



Analogous relations hold true for the “barred” fields. A recursive computation of the
oo

Poisson brackets of the W fields amongst themselves yields two infinite sets {T/Vj(d)}j:2

and {Wg-d) };‘;2 We'll refer below to the fields from these sets as the (classical) W currents.
All of them satisfy the conditions (i)-(iii) as well as (2.51). The integer j = 2,3, ... coincides
with the Lorentz spin of Wj(d) while the Lorentz spin of Wﬁd) is given by (—j). The W
currents form a quadratic Poisson algebra [17]. Since all the Poisson bracket between the
W currents of different chirality vanish, we’ll refer to it as the classical W, @ W, - algebra.

The above considerations suggest that the phase space for the gauged SL(2,R) WZW
model, subject to the boundary conditions (2.19),(2.32), (2.34) and (2.47) is made up of
the symplectic leaves, I's p 5, labeled by the real numbers B (2.48) as well as P, P, which
satisfy the relation P — P = k + w with w € Z. On each leaf the symplectic form is

*
P,P,B’

Wj(d) (u) and ng) (1), subject to the reality and boundary conditions (2.54), (2.55), which
form the classical W, ® W - algebra

non-degenerate. The algebra of functions on the leaf, I' is generated by the currents

There are two evident continuous symmetries. The first one is the U(1) invariance
w.r.t. a shift of the compact variable a (2.28),

Uy : oo i cllatd)e” (2.58)
The other one corresponds to the transformation
Ro : n(t,x)—n(t,z)+6. (2.59)

Both symmetry transformations are canonical, i.e., they preserve the symplectic structure.
They have no effect on the W currents and act trivially on the symplectic leaves. The
gauged SL(2,R) WZW model also possesses the global symmetries, which leave the La-
grange density (2.13), the constraint (2.14) as well as the boundary conditions imposed on
the fields unchanged. We’ll use the notation D for the Z; symmetry, which acts on the
fields and the symplectic leaves as

G— —0YGoY, n—-—n
D . (2.60)
Tppp—=Tppp1
Also, by CP symmetry, we’ll mean the invariance under the transformation

CP : G(tz)— (G(t,—1)) ", n(t,z) — n(t, —z) . (2.61)

Note that the condition P — P =k +w (w € Z) is unchanged when P+ —P | P~ —P.
This suggests that the action of CP on the symplectic leaves is described as

CP : FP,P,B — F—P,—P,B . (262)

- 12 —



3 Quantum gauged SL(2,R) WZW model

3.1 BRST quantization

Once the gauged SL(2,R) WZW model is formulated as a classical dynamical system pos-
sessing constraints of the first class one can consider the problem of its quantization within
the BRST approach. Here we briefly sketch the algebraic procedure for the construction
of the chiral component of the space of states.

The chiral component of the energy momentum tensor of the quantum theory is split
into three terms:

ﬂotal - TWZW + TGauss + Tghost . (31)

The first one is [18]

TWZW = -

kap LALP . (3.2)
It is built from the left currents of the WZW model

LAMw) =n~t i ji emimu (A=3,+) (3.3)

m=—0o0

whose Fourier coefficients obey the commutation relations
A B AB i rAB -C
[]mv]r ] =Nk % 5m+r,0 - %f C Im+r - (34)

Here the level (central element) of the Kac-Moody algebra has been denoted by n. It is

related to the Plank constant as 5
T
h=—" . 3.5
: (35)
The constant Cy entering into (3.2) stands for the so-called dual Coxeter number:
Cunt = 1 1490 1P (3.6)

and in the case under consideration Cy = 2. The second term in (3.1) represents the
contribution of the massless Gaussian field,

Toomss =N (877)2 (3.7)

with
on(u) = n"z Z Ay €7 [am,ar] =5 Omtr0 - (3.8)

Finally T, is the chiral component of the energy momentum tensor for the bc- system:

Tyrone = i b0 . (3.9)

~13 -



The ghost fields have conformal dimensions (A, A.) = (1,0) and, as with the chiral fields
LA and 9, can also be expanded in the Fourier series

bu)= Y bpe ™, cw)= > cme ™, (3.10)
where
{bmacr} = Om+r,0 » {bm,br} = {cm,cr} =0.

The Virasoro central charge of the be-system is equal to (—2), so that the total central
charge associated with the energy momentum tensor (3.1) is given by
3n 6

Ctotal:CWZW+CGauss+Cghost:n+2+1_2:2_n+2 .

(3.11)

The highest weight representation for the combined chiral algebra generated by the
Fourier coefficients jZ', a, b, cm is constructed in the usual manner. First of all one
requires that the highest state is annihilated by all the positive frequency modes with
m > (0. Since the zero modes of the WZW currents satisfy the commutation relations

[]647]03] = _%fABC ](]C 9 (312)

the highest states form a representation of the sly algebra. It makes sense to require that
it is an irreducible one, characterized by the value of the Casimir operator

Co = —rap i, (3.13)

which in the sly case is usually denoted as ¢(¢ + 1). Rather than ¢ we will employ the
parameter p = £ + % Together with this quantum number the highest states can be
labeled by the eigenvalues of the zero modes j§ and ag:

Celp, i s) = (0* — 1) Ip, 1, ) Joloops)=wlpops),  aolp.p,s) = = lpopss) -
(3.14)

The highest states form a representation not only of the sls algebra but also the simple
fermionic one

{bo,co} =1, bi=ct=0. (3.15)
Thus we supplement the set of conditions defining them with

colp,ps8)+ =0, Ip, 1, s)— = bo |p, p, $)+ - (3.16)

The highest weight representation is built by the action of the negative frequency modes
GA G, b, € With m < 0 on the highest state multiplet. The corresponding linear space
will be denoted by A, ;. The latter possesses a grading induced by the Virasoro algebra
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generator L™, For given L = 0, 1,2, ..., the level subspace A&Q is finite dimensional and
all its states have the same conformal dimension A, s 4 L with

2 1
I S

PP m+2  on

2

(3.17)

Note that the conformal dimensions of the primary states do not depend on the quantum
number p.

The parameter p and its barred counterpart p are related to the central elements
(2.20)-(2.22) of the Poisson algebra of the WZW currents. In particular the sum p + p
can be identified with the eigenvalues of the operator —i a% with a being the dynamical
variable from (2.28). Then the compactness condition a ~ « + 27 yields the quantization
rule p + p € Z. This, in view of the classical relation (2.30), leads to*

p:%(u—i—(n—l—Q)(k—l—w)), ﬁ:%(u—(n—i—Z)(k—i—w)) (u,wEZ). (3.18)
At the same time s may take any real value,

seR. (3.19)

The central role in the BRST approach belongs to the BRST charge and the ghost
number operator. These obey the relations

Q2BRST =0, [QBRST) qghost] = QBRST . (3.20)
In the case at hand they read explicitly as
1

2w
Qunsr = / du (L? = an) e(u) = (jo — Vnao) co + Z (o, — Vnam) com (321
h 0 m7#0

A 27 du 0
Qehost — /() % bc(u) = bOCO + Z (bfmcm - Cfmbm) .

m=1
It is easy to see that both operators commute with the zero mode of the current L3(u):
[jgaQBRST] = [jg»qghost] =0. (3.22)

Let p be an eigenvalue of jg’ corresponding to one of the states from the highest state
multiplet of A, ;. Consider the eigenspace A, s C Ay s such that

](:))) Ap,u,s = U Ap,u,s . (323)

“Here we identify the difference p —  with (n + 2) (P — P). Within the semi-classical analysis where

n > 1, n and n + 2 are indistinguishable. The finite renormalization n — n + 2 may be advocated for using
similar arguments as those in the work [6].
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Since both the BRST charge and ghost number operator act invariantly in this subspace,
one can introduce the component of the factor space Ker[Qgrsr]/Im[Qgrsr] with zero ghost
number,

Ap s C Ker[QBRST}/Im[QBRST}‘Ap,u,s : Qghost -’Z(p,u,s =0. (3.24)

The operators QBRST, Genose and jg, all commute with the energy momentum tensor

[QABRSTaﬂotal(u)] = [qghostyﬂotal(u)} = [jg,ﬂotal(u)} — 0 . (325)
This implies that .prs is a naturally graded space and similar to 4, s admits the decom-
position
~ o0 o~
Apps =P AV, - (3.26)
L=0

The dimensions of the level subspaces ,ZZ()LLS depend essentially on whether or not y — s
vanishes. This difference is the coefficient in front of the ghost zero mode ¢y in (3.21) when
the action of the BRST charge is restricted to the eigenspace A, ,, 5. Consider the highest
states |p, p, s)+. If u # s, then the state |p, i, s)+ is annihilated by the BRST charge. On
the other hand QBRST]p, i, s)— # 0 and is proportional to |p, , s)4+. This implies that the
level subspace ﬂ](g?l,s with p # s is trivial. In the case when p = s both highest states are
annihilated by the BRST charge. However only |p, s, s); has zero ghost number so that
dim (ﬁfg"zs) = 1. Recall that |p, s, s)+ is a state from a sly irrep characterized by p. The
eigenvalues of j§ for the other highest states from the multiplet are given by u = s +im,
where m is a nonzero integer, and hence the difference u — s for these states would be
nonvanishing. Proceeding further, it is straightforward to check at least for small values
of L=0,1,2,..., that all the spaces .ZI(,L,)H are trivial for u # s, while the dimensions of
.»ZI(,%,S with generic p is equal to the number of bipartitions of L.

3.2 W -algebra

Perhaps the easiest way to explore the linear structure of the factor space .,Zp%s is to
bosonize the ;[(2, R) current algebra [19-21]. This allows one to isolate the physical states
in A, s and to show that dim (ﬂ,ﬁ@s) coincides with the corresponding dimensions of the
level subspaces of the highest weight representation of the quantum Wy, -algebra. The
bosonization of ;[(2, R) requires three chiral Bose fields. The spin 2 current which commutes
with L3(u) is identified with W(u). It can be arranged so that

i
vn+ 2

which involves only two of the chiral fields. By construction the field Wy commutes with
the BRST charge and ghost- Using the Operator Product Expansion (OPE),

Wa = (09)* + (9p)? + 9%y, (3.27)

o(u) p(0) = —% log(u) + O(1), I(u) ¥(0) = —% log(u) +O(1) , (3.28)
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a simple calculation shows that

c 2 1
Wa(u) W2(0) = ot 2 Wo(0) — — 0W>(0) + O(1), (3.29)
u u U
where the central charge
6
c=2-— i) (3.30)

coincides with ¢, from eq. (3.11). The spin 3 W current is also obtained from the com-
mutativity condition with L3(u). However, it contains an ambiguity related to the addition
of OWs(u). The requirement that W3(u) be a primary conformal field, i.e.,

W () W (0) = —% Ws(0) — % OW5(0) + O(1) (3.31)

fixes it up to an overall multiplicative factor. We take

_nt8 o3 299 ; 2 a9 N 29, M o3
3= 3,75 (00 +2(9) OV+ivn + 2 9% 99 \/mf)goa 19+6(n+2) %9 . (3.32)

As in the classical case, the currents Wy and W3 generate a closed algebra, whose commu-
tation relations may be conveniently encoded via OPEs. In particular, the spin 4 current
is obtained via the OPE of W3 with itself:

e+ T)(@2c=1)  (e+T7)(2c—1)

Wa(u) W3(0) = 9(c — 2)ub 3(c—2)ut

(Wolu) + Wa(0) — 5 x  (333)

2¢% 4+ 22¢ — 25

(W4(U) + Wa(0) + VV22 (u) + W22(0) + 30(c — 2)

(62 Wa(u) + 82W2(O))> +o(1) .

The definition of W, in principle, is not unique and contains the freedom in the addition

of any of the spin 4 fields 9*W,, W3 as well as the composite field WZ. Fixing Wy as in

eq. (3.33), it turns out that the singular terms oc 4 =% and u~3 are absent in the OPE
(c+10)(17c + 2)

Walu) W(0) = D Wa(0) - S WA0) — - OWL(0) +0(1). (3:34)

This way, by recursively computing OPEs one can generate the full set of quantum W
currents {W;(u)}52,. In the classical limit with n — oo,

W — nd/? W (3.35)

and the quantum W -algebra becomes the classical Poisson algebra, whose first few PB
relations are given in (2.56) [17].

The quantum W currents, similar to the classical ones, are periodic fields and can be
expanded in a Fourier series,

Cc

—g57 izt > Wy(m) e (3.36)

m=—00

Wj(u) =
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Note that the expansion coefficients for the W current, defined in such a way, satisfy the
Virasoro algebra commutation relations:

[Lons L) = (m = 7) Ly + 5 m(m? = 1) 80 (L = Wa(m)) . (3.37)

The Fourier modes Wj(m) are used in the construction of the highest weight irreps of the
W - algebra. The highest state is defined by the conditions

W;(m) |w) =0 (¥m > 0), W;(0) [w) = w;|w) , (3.38)

where w = (wa,ws) is the highest weight. Notice that the component ws is equal to the
conformal dimension of the state. It turns out that |w) is fully specified by the relations
(3.38) with j = 2,3. The linear span of states

Wa(=11) ... Wa(~lm) Ws(=13) ... Wa(=1,))|w) (3.39)

with 1 <l; <lhb <...<lpand1 <1} <5 <...< 1, form a representation of the
W - algebra which is usually referred to as the Verma module. The latter is a graded
linear space, and the dimensions of its level subspace with L = 3", 1; + >, I, is given by
pars(L) — the number of bipartitions of L. For generic values of the highest weight w and
the central charge ¢, the Verma module is an irrep of the W, - algebra. However, under
certain conditions imposed on the parameters, it may contain null vectors — highest states
occurring at non-zero levels. In this case the irrep can be obtained from the Verma module
by factoring out all of the invariant subspace(s) generated by the null vector(s). We’ll
parameterize the central charge by n according to (3.30), and the highest weight w by the

pair (p, s) as

PPl
= —=A 3.40
w2 n+2 +n s ( )
25 ( p? (3n +4) s? 2n+ 3 >
wy = — - :
ST m\n+2  3n(n+2) 12(n+2)

In turn the highest weight irrep of the W - algebra will be denoted by W), s = W_, .

The motivation for swapping from w to the pair of parameters (p, s) is based on the
following. The bosonization formulae (3.27) and (3.32) introduce the structure of the W,
Verma module in the Fock space Fp. The latter is the space of the representation of
two independent copies of the Heisenberg algebra, generated by the Fourier modes of 99
and OJp, whose commutation relations are the same as in eq. (3.8). The space Fp with

P= \/7%2, \/Sﬁ) is characterized by the highest weight — the values of the zero modes of

the chiral fields 99, d¢ in Fp:

™ du P 2 du s
N S — = —. 41
/0 2T 0g0|]__P Vn+2’ /0 21 aﬂ’ﬁ’ Vn (3.41)

Then egs. (3.27) and (3.32) yield that the highest weight w = (w2, w3) is related to p and
s as in (3.40).
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3.3 Space of states

So far we have been mainly focused on just one chirality. Of course, all the above follows
through for the other chirality as well. This way one concludes that the algebra of extended

conformal symmetry for the gauged SL(2,R) WZW model coincides with W, ® W. In

(cont)

turn the full space of states, H , can be decomposed into the irreps W@S ® W)p,s of this

algebra. At this point we put forward the conjecture that for generic values of the twist

cont)

parameter k, the linear structure of H( is described by

1

p=3

74(cont) _ @ / ds Wps @ Wy with B ?
-2

u,weZ b=

(3.42)

The subscript “cont” is used to emphasize the presence of the direct integral in the above
linear decomposition.

Let’s clarify the condition that —5 < k<1 5 be generic. What we mean by this is that
(n+42)k ¢ Z. Then, if s is real, each of the i 1rreps W,.s and W s coincide with the Verma
module. The corresponding character,

chy s(q) = Trw, , [qm“”’i ] : (3.43)
is given by
1 52 P
12+T+T+2
chy s(q) = q—Q (p, s generic) , (3.44)

! = H = Z:par2 . (3.45)

Each term in the linear decomposition (3.42) can be interpreted as being the result of
the quantization of the algebra of functions on the classical symplectic leaf I'p p 5. One
can make the following identification

4rs

B=en | (3.46)

. . . . . ﬁ
while in the classical limit e S P, T+2

of global symmetries, which were described in egs. (2.58)-(2.62) and are inherited by the

— P. The classical theory possesses a set

quantum model. Regarding the continuous symmetries, the operators Z;{¢ and Ry, being
restricted to a W, ® Wo irrep, are proportional to the identity operator:

Uy(Wps @ Wys) = PP W, @ W, (3.47a)
Ro(Wps @Wps) = e Wy @ W5 (3.47b)
The generator of the Z, symmetry, D, acts as the intertwiner,

D: Wy @Wpes Wy s @W, (3.48)
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and satisfies the following relations with the W currents
DW;(u)D = (—1) Wj(u), DW;(u)D = (—1)) W, (a) . (3.49)

Similarly, the action of the CP transformation is described by the formula

A A

CP : Wis @Wps = W_p s @W_ s, CPWj(u) =W;(u)CP . (3.50)

In the classical theory the W currents are real fields (see eq. (2.54)). Upon quantization,
this translates to the conjugation conditions

(Wj(w)" = Wj(u*) , (W;(a)" =W;(@) . (3.51)

The latter induce an inner product for the states belonging to the irreps Wp,s @ Wps. In
the case when the central charge ¢ < 2 it turns out that such an inner product is not a

cont) is equipped with the structure

positive definite one [5]. This way the space of states H(
of a pseudo-Hilbert space. The conjugation conditions (3.51) are not sufficient to fix the

inner product of the W, ® W4, primary states, Wy ws, which, in general, has the form
(w5 s Puas) = Nujws 0w 0w 0(5 — 5) (3.52)
Notice that, though the coefficients Ny y s contain the ambiguity
Nugs = Nags [Cogsl? (3.53)

a change in the normalization of the primary states has no effect on the sign of Ny s
for given u, w and s. Thus, despite the ambiguity, the “norms” N,y s are an important
characteristic of the quantum theory.

4 Lorentzian black hole NLSM

4.1 Space of states

The field theory governed by the action (1.3a) with periodic boundary conditions imposed
on U and V corresponds to the gauged WZW model with k = 0. However, as was already
pointed out, even at the classical level this case requires some special attention. A brief
examination of formula (3.42) specialized to k = 0 shows that each term W; s @ W, s in the
decomposition of H(°™) appears together with W_@ s@W_, 5. Both of them are equivalent
representations of the W, ® W, - algebra. This signalizes the presence of an additional
global symmetry that would commute with all of the W currents

CW,(u) =W;(u)C, CW;(a)=W;@)C . (4.1)

cont)

We will refer to it as C conjugation. The space of states H( is splitted into the two

components

Heomt) = pleon) Ry HLHY (4.2)
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having definite C parity +1 (even) and —1 (odd). As linear spaces, each of the compo-
nents are identical.” Together with the W currents, C also commutes with the symmetry
operators D, CP and Ry:

C.D] = [¢,CP] = [C. Rg] = 0. (4.3)
However with Z/A{(b it satisfies the relation
CU,C=U_4 . (4.4)

Hence, since ¢ ~ ¢ 4 2w, the operator C commutes only with U, — the generator of a 180°
rotation.

At the classical level, the action of the U, transformation, as follows from the general
formula (2.58) and (2.28), reduces to flipping the sign of the matrix G:

G- -G, N
Ur . (4.5)
'ppp—Tppn

At the same time, the action of the C conjugation can be identified as

G— —0*Go”, N0
C : (4.6)
I'spp—=1l_p_ppn

which is similar to the relation (2.60) for the Z; symmetry transformation D.6 Recall
that applying the gauge fixing condition X =Y (see (2.12)) in the original formulation of
the gauged SL(2,R) WZW model, results in two identical copies of the Lorentzian black
hole NLSM corresponding to the cases X =Y > 0 and X =Y < 0. The C conjugation
intertwines these two copies. By “symmetrizing” them one can arrange so that C, by
definition, would act as the identity operator in the Lorentzian black hole NLSM.

To get more insight into the symmetries and the global structure of the phase space of
the classical model, it is useful to consider elementary solutions of the classical equations
of motion. These may be constructed by setting f = f =0 as well as £ = P and {4 = P
in the general relations (2.42)-(2.45), yielding

U(t,z) =V (t,z) =sin ((P+P)t+ (P—-P)x). (4.7)

One can easily see that the equations of motion corresponding to the action (1.3a) are
indeed satisfied. The periodic boundary condition for U and V requires that the difference
P — P be an integer,

P—P=0,+1,+2,..., (4.8)

5The space Wp.s @ Whp.s with p= —p = %(n + 2) w turns out to be C invariant and the splitting into its
C even and C odd components requires some clarification. This will be addressed in sec. 6.
For k # 0 the C invariance of the model is broken by the condition (2.34).
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which coincides with (2.30) for the case k = 0.

The explicit solutions provide some hints concerning the action of the global symme-
tries on the phase space. There are two evident space-time symmetry transformations of
the model (1.3a). Namely, time-reversal and parity conjugation, which are defined as

T : Ult,x)— U(—t,x), V(t,x) » V(-t,x) (4.9)
P Ut,x)— —-U(t,—x), V(t,x) — =V (t,—x).

The extra sign in the definition of P is a matter of convention since the transformation U :
U~ —U,V — —V is also a symmetry. The solutions (4.7) are unchanged under the PT
transformation. More generally, we will assume that two solutions related via PT belong
to the same symplectic leaf, i.e.,

PT . FP,P,B'_)PF’,P,B . (410)

The action of P and T on the fundamental fields, as described by formula (4.9), induces
the action of these transformations on I'p p 5. We make the assumption that two solutions
related through separate P or 7 transformations belong to different symplectic leaves. A
brief examination of (4.7) motivates that

T : I'ppp—=T_p pp

An immediate consequence is that PT maps I'p p g to I'_p _p g. In view of the condition
(4.10) the following identification must be made

Notice that the latter is required for setting the C conjugation (4.6) to be the identity
transformation for the Lorentzian black hole NLSM. Then, without loss of generality, one
can assume that

P+P>0. (4.13)

It should be emphasized that the identification (4.12) is expected to hold true only in the
case k = 0, as otherwise neither P nor C separately are symmetries of the model.

Taking into account (4.13) one arrives at the conjecture that the space of states of the
Lorentzian black hole NLSM is given by

o o D L
74(LBH) _ @ [ @ / ds W5 s @ Wy s
u=0 R

W=—00
At first glance, in view of the above discussion of the C conjugation, the formula seems to

1 1
p=su+s3(n+2)w
with 202 . (4.14)
]5 iu—%(n—i-Q)w

—_

be a straightforward consequence of (3.42). However, one should keep in mind that the
notation W, s stands for the irreducible highest weight representation of the W - algebra.
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For (n +2)k ¢ Z and s € R each of the irreps Wp s and W, ; coincides with the Verma
module. However for k = 0 some of the Verma modules become reducible. It turns out
that (see, e.g., [22, 32])

Verps =W,ys @Werm(nJrQ),s for p= % (7“ —m(n+ 2)) , myr=1,2... (4.15)

Note that the character of W, s in the direct sum reads as

1
G2, 2 1 —qgmr p=5(r—mmn+2)), mr=12...
chys(q) = q 2 tarE 3 2 ( ) (4.16)
o, 2 .
(9, 9)3% s € R, n—generic,

while the character of W, ,,(,42),s is described by eq. (3.44). This way the C even compo-
nent of the space (3.42) as k — 0 admits the decomposition

f}_[((;c’;ﬁt) — 74(LBH) @’H(HUH) ) (4.17)

Here (") is given by (4.14), while the space H(™"W is a direct sum of two components,

’H(null) _ fHE:un) @ ngmH) ] (418)
The latter are decomposed identically into the irreps of the algebra of extended conformal
symmetry
1 +oco D o
ng):@/ ds Wy s @ W, s (p=3v+i(n+2)w). (4.19)
R

v,w=1

The highest state in either one Wp,s or W, s, appearing in the integrand, coincides with
the null vector in the original Verma module (see (4.15)).

There is a simple minded argument in support of the dropping of the “null” component
in (4.17) for the construction of the space of states of the Lorentzian black hole NLSM. The

(mull) 5dmits an evident symmetry, which interchanges the subspaces ’Hf“”) and

space H
H(jmu) in (4.18). On the other hand, there is no clear manifestation of such an additional

Z5 symmetry for the model described by the classical action (1.3a).

4.2 Minisuperspace approximation

For a better qualitative understanding of the quantum NLSM it is useful to consider the
model within the so-called minisuperspace approximation. This entails taking into account
only those field configurations that do not depend on the space co-ordinate x, such as the
classical solutions (4.7) with P = P. We still keep U and V to satisfy the constraint
0 < UV < 1 corresponding to the union of regions III and IV in fig. 1. For a preliminary
analysis it is convenient to parameterize U, V from this domain as

U=¢e® sin(®), V=e9sn®; de(-  5), ©€(-o00,00). (4.20)

SE
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Then the minisuperspace version of the classical action (1.3a) reads as

s =T / dt (9% — tan®(®) 62) . (4.21)
Since the generalized coordinate © is cyclic, its conjugate momentum Ilg = — tan?(®) 0

is an integral of motion. The effective Lagrangian (the Routhian) for the non-cyclic degree
of freedom is given by

Lo =5 (8~ Var(®)) | Ver(®) = ~T1} cot*(®) (4.22)
The latter describes a 1D particle falling to the origin ® = 0. An elementary calculation
shows that for any value Ilg # 0 the particle, starting its motion at ¢ = 0, reaches the
origin in a finite amount of time tg,); < 400. For t > tg,) the motion remains undetermined.
Thus the action (4.21) specifies the time evolution of the mechanical system only within
a finite time interval (except for the trajectories with IIg = 0). To continue the classical
trajectories for ¢ > tg, the unbounded effective potential should be somehow regularized.
There are of course numerous ways of doing this. A simple minded one is to replace
Vet (®) = —I1Z cot?(®) by a smooth potential V;}(éeg)(q)), which together with its derivative
is bounded from below within the infinitesimal interval ® € (—¢,€). Outside this interval
%geg)({)) = Vet (®). To keep the original symmetry of the potential we assume that the
regularized one is an even function:

Vi (@) = V§® (-2) . (4.23)
Then the motion of ® becomes globally defined and periodic for any values of Ilg # 0.

With basic intuition from quantum mechanics, we can predict the symmetry properties
of the minisuperspace stationary wave functions. First of all, that the regularized potential
is an even function of ® implies that the stationary states may be assigned a parity o = £1,

U, VU, V) = 8 (—U,-V) = o 0O(U, V), (4.24)

where we now switch to the original target space coordinates (U, V'). This relates the values
of the wave function in the domains III and IV from fig. 1. Next, ¥(?) can be chosen to be
an eigenfunction of the operator IIg = ?8@ = ? (Udy — Voy):

Ilo U(®) = 2ns ©(7) (4.25)
It follows that
() (U )
(U, v) = v FOUv). (4.26)

The minisuperspace approximation ignores the presence of the oscillatory modes so that the
wave functions \112") are expected to correspond to W, ® W, primary states, characterized
by p = p and s (it is instructive to compare eqgs. (4.24) and (4.25) with (3.47a) and (3.47b),
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respectively). In turn the minisuperspace energy becomes A, s+A; s = 2A,, ¢ in the leading
non-vanishing order of A = 2% (the approximation is reliable only in the limit n — o).
Namely,

p(ms) — h (p2 + 52— i) . (4.27)

T

At this point p can be thought of as a real number parameterizing the minisuperspace
energy E(™) and the corresponding wavefunction \I/é(fs) . Since the highest weight is an even
function of p,
(o) _ )
v (U V) =0 (U, V). (4.28)

—p,S S

As was emphasized previously, one can assume that p =p > 0.

Though the highest weight of the W, irrep w = (w2,ws3) is not sensitive to the sign
of p, as follows from (3.40) it does depend on the sign of s: ws(p, —s) = —ws3(p, s). Thus
the primary states characterized by (p, s) and (p, —s) are distinguishable. They are related
through the Z3 transformation, so that

> o _ o)
DY) (U, V) =w7) (U, V). (4.29)

S

On the other hand, by definition, this symmetry interchanges U and V:
DYE)U, V) =0 (V,U) . (4.30)
Combining the above two relations with (4.26) one concludes that

o U s o o g o
(U, V) = (v) FOUV), where F9(z)=FY) (2)=F(2). (431)

s p;s —p,s

Having described the symmetry properties of the stationary wave functions, we turn
to deriving them explicitly. In the work [6], a minisuperspace analysis was performed for
the NLSM (1.3a) with the fields U, V belonging to region I from fig. 1 (or equivalently II).
Though this is not the domain of interest, we can still follow the same line of arguments of
that paper. In particular, up to a trivial factor, the minisuperspace Hamiltonian coincides
with the “dilatonic” Laplacian:

N R 1
A — A Ap=—
Ar D D eD /7—G

where the metric is the one in (1.1) and the dilaton field is given by

0;(eP V-G G9;) , (4.32)

D=1log(1-UV). (4.33)
The stationary Schrodinger equation HmS) ¢ = pms) § reads explicitly as

—((1=UV) dydy — L (Udy +Voy)) ¥ =T M) g (4.34)
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Using the general form (4.26) for the stationary wave functions and parameterizing the
energy as in (4.27), it is straightforward to show that F(z) = 271 Flgf? (z) obeys the Gauss
hypergeometric equation

2(1—2)F'+ (1+2is—2(1+is)z) F' = (A +is+p) (3 +is—p) F=0. (4.35)

Keeping in mind our preliminary analysis, the ODE (4.35) is applicable only in the domain
€2 < z < 1 with a small regularization parameter ¢ < 1 (recall that z = UV = sin?(®)).

The function Fzgfs)(z) (4.31) is a certain linear combination of 2 o Fy (§ +is+p, 5 +
is — p, 1+ 2is, z), which can be specified as follows. Applying the elementary identity

P V=G (U HM) Wy — Wy ™) §7) = % ) [eD\/—G G (W20, W5 — \If’;aj%)] (4.36)
gms)’ Eéms)

to the pair of stationary wave functions Wy, ¥y corresponding to the energies F
and then integrating the result over the domain B, : € < UV < 1, one obtains

m ms * h * *
(ES™) — g™ / AUV ePV=G Wiw, = dleP (090, — U0, W) . (4.37)
e T JoB.
Here the integral in the r.h.s. is taken over the boundary of B., which is the union of
UV =€ and UV = 1. Also, 0, stands for the normal derivative to 0B.. As was discussed
before, the wave functions possess a definite parity. Due to this either the wave function
or its normal derivative vanishes at UV = 0. Hence as ¢ — 0 the horizon UV = 0 does

D

not contribute to the r.h.s. of eq. (4.37). Further, since the dilaton factor e” vanishes at

the black hole singularity UV = 1 one could make the whole boundary integral vanish
by imposing that both the eigenfunctions and their normal derivatives remain finite at
UV = 1. In this case the wave functions corresponding to different energies would be

orthogonal w.r.t. the inner product

(U, 0,) = dUdv ePv-G uiw, . (4.38)
o<Uv<1

This suggests to take Fég)(z) in (4.31) as

Flgf;)(z) =25 oF (3 +is+p, 5 +is—p,1;1—2) (2 <z<1) (4.39)

or, equivalently,

HOE) = Ay (s e i p 4B

+ Ay Z7i8 2F1(% —is+p, % —is—p,1—2is;2) ,

where
I'(—2is)

Aps = :
PP TA —is—p)T(3 —is +p)

(4.41)
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)

For z <« 1 it is convenient to use the variable y such that z = e¥. Then FIS‘Z asymp-
totically approaches to a superposition of two plane waves

F(7) < Ap s et 4 A, e (1 < (—y) < 2log(1/e)) . (4.42)

The regularized interaction discussed before in the domain (—y) > 2 log(1/¢) results in a
quantization condition for s

¢ dis e%é("@(p,s) =0, (4.43)

The phase shift 6™ here depends on the precise form of the regularized potential. As
e — 0, the spectrum of s becomes continuous and is characterized by the density of states

P (s) = 2 log(1/e) + £ 9,50 (p, s) . (4.44)

The corresponding minisuperspace wave functions would be orthogonal w.r.t. the inner
product (4.38):
<\II(U,) o) ) X Oy p Ot O(s' — 5) . (4.45)

p,s’ T DS

Here we use the Dirac d-function for s since the latter can be any real number. At the same
time the Kronecker symbol indicates that p belongs to some discrete set. The quantization
of p seems rather natural once we note that the term % (p* — 1) in the formula for the
minisuperspace energy (4.27) can be interpreted as the contribution of the non-cyclic degree
of freedom ®, which executes periodic motion in the regularized effective potential. This
is consistent with our discussion of the quantization of the Lorentzian black hole NLSM.
Setting w = 0 in formula (4.14) giving the admissible values of p and p, one has 2p = 2p =
v=0,1,2,.... Also 0, , in (4.45) can be ignored — the sign factor ¢ is not an independent
quantum number and is defined by the parity of the integer v (see eq. (3.47a) with ¢ = 7).

5 Low energy states of the Z, invariant spin chain in the scaling limit.
Continuous spectrum

In the seminal work [23], Baxter introduced a multiparametric, integrable, statistical sys-
tem that covers a variety of classes of critical behaviour. In particular, it was observed
in [24] that the Zy invariant spin chain, corresponding to a certain specialization of the
parameters of the general Baxter model, is critical and possesses a continuous spectrum
of scaling dimensions. The spin chain was subsequently studied in the works [25-31]. In
the recent paper [32] a systematic analysis, including a study of the finite size corrections,
was performed. Arguments were presented that the low energy states, in a suitably de-

fined scaling limit, organize into the space 74 (cont)

, whose linear structure is described by
eq. (3.42). This leads to the idea that the critical behaviour of the spin chain is governed
by the gauged WZW model. Here, accepting the conjecture, we use the results obtained

for the lattice system to move forward in the study of the field theory.
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5.1 Global symmetries and Hermitian structure

The subject of our interest is a spin % chain of length N, which is always an even number,

governed by the Hamiltonian”

1 :
H = (27 mzzl (281n2(7) 05 Oy — (08 op o+ 08,08 o+ 0% 0%019)
— isin(y) (050 mq1 + 0404 1) (051 — Tinta) ) + Ncot(2y)1. (5.1)

The operators o2 stand for the Pauli matrices that act non-trivially in the m-th factor of
the tensor product

IN=CioC3_ ® - -®C? (N — even) . (5.2)
They are taken to satisfy the quasiperiodic boundary conditions:
O-J%H-E = eimﬂk Uét ’ O-fV—&-K = O-Z (ﬂ = 17 2) ) (5-3)

where
ot =1(ok £ioY) . (5.4)

The Hamiltonian commutes with the z projection of the total spin operator

1 N
=2 3ok [S*, H] =0, (5.5)
m=1

which is the infinitesimal generator of the U(1) symmetry. The action of the finite rotation
Z:I¢ on the local spin operators is given by

Uy oy, Uyt = o7 Uyol, Uy =0, (5.6)

Another evident symmetry of (5.1) and (5.3) is CP-invariance. The corresponding trans-
formation is described through the formula

éﬁai@ﬁzaﬁﬂﬂn, éﬁaﬁléﬁ:—af\urlfm (m=1,...,N). (5.7)

A characteristic property of the model is the presence of an additional Z5 symmetry. The

A

adjoint action of its generator D on o4, is more involved and for odd m reads as

. . 1 o

DoiD = cos(7) (Ji“ —isin(7) U;Hai) (5.8a)
A A 1 . . -

Do, D = o7 <051+1 —sin®(v) o7, + 2isin(y) (o)1 0m + 01 0n) ) ,

"This form for the Hamiltonian, up to an overall multiplicative factor and an additive constant, appeared
in ref.[26]. The one defined by eq. (2) in the work [31] coincides with VH V™!, where H is as in (5.1), while

\7 = Hzfl exXp (% a’;mfl)'
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while for even m:

A A 1 . +

DoiD = cos(7) (Ui—l +isin(y) o001 ) (5.8b)
A A 1 . . _ -

Do:, D = cos2(7) (afn_l —sin®(v) o7, — 2i sin(y) (o, 08 1 + 00, 1) > .

The lattice system also possesses the time-reversal symmetry generated by the anti-unitary
transformation 7A‘, such that

N
’f\P_<Hag> v UeVy. (5.9)

With the anisotropy parameter in the domain 0 < < 7, the spin chain (5.1), (5.3)
is critical. However, different types of critical behaviour occur depending on whether
v € (0,5) or v € (§5,7m). The latter case was considered in ref.[26]. The relation between
the spin chain and the gauged WZW model, which was proposed in the work [32], occurs
when 0 < v < §. Then v is related to the parameter n = 27/h from the field theory side
as

T

= 0 . 5.10
~ ) (0<n<+o00) ( )

The twist parameter k € (— %, % ] in (5.3) is identified with that entering into the boundary
condition (2.32).

The Hamiltonian (5.1) is not Hermitian w.r.t. the usual matrix Hermitian conjugation
of = ((’)T)*. Nevertheless one can introduce a conjugation,

O*=X;10 X, , (5.11)
for which the Hamiltonian satisfies
H*=H . (5.12)

The expression for the matrix X, = X[ is given by formula (19.62) in [32]. It should be kept
in mind that the x- conjugation does not correspond to any positive definite inner product.
A manifestation of this is that some of the eigenvalues of the 2V dimensional matrix H are
complex. The analysis of [32] shows that the conjugation (5.11) in the scaling limit induces
the field theory conjugation for the W currents (3.51) in the space H(®™). Moreover it
yields that the normalization of the W, ® W, primary states can be chosen such that
their “norms”, i.e., the coefficients Ny 4 entering into eq. (3.52), are given by
D(1+ 25)T(1 + 22 p=gu+tg(n+2)k+w

Nyus = 2 with . (5.13)
I'(1+2p) U(1 + 2p) p=3u—3(n+2)(k+w)

Note that the norms are independent of s, while the quantum number u is identified with
the eigenvalue of the operator S*:

wu=5%=0,41,+2, ... . (5.14)
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Similar to the gauged WZW model with k¥ = 0, the spin chain subject to periodic
boundary conditions possesses an extra symmetry — that of C conjugation. For the finite
lattice system the matrix Cis given by

N
C=cy H (nm)%"fn fo iy where Nm = (—1)™14 (5.15)

m=1

and the choice of the overall sign factor, C%v = 1, is a matter of convention.® Since ¢
anticommutes with the z projection of the total spin,

Cs*=-s°C, (5.17)

the C even and C odd components of the space of states of the spin chain would not
be invariant w.r.t. the action of the U(1) transformation (5.6), except the case ¢ = 7.
Nevertheless |S?| = 0,1,2,... is a well defined quantum number for the states from each
component. Taking the scaling limit results in the spaces Héi‘;ﬁt) and ngcglt), which appear
in eq. (4.2). Recall that of special interest is the subspace H(%) (4.14) of Héi%‘ﬁt), which is
expected to serve as the space of states for the Lorentzian black hole NLSM. The Hermitian
structure of (%) is specified through the conjugation conditions (3.51) of the W currents
as well as the norms of the primary Wy, ® W, states occurring in its decomposition. The
latter may be obtained from (5.13) via a taking of the limit k — 0. However, special care
is needed for the states with u = 0 and w # 0, as the I'- functions in that formula become
singular. The issue is treated in the work [32] with the result that

<\Iju’,w’,s’ ’\Iju,w,s>LBH = N(LBH) 5u’,u 6w’,w 6(5/ - S) ) (518)

u,w
where

sin(7(n + 2)w)

—1)¥ -
(=1) m(n+ 2) P
NéLOBH) —1, NéLwBH) —
; ’ Pl —w+ )Ml +v+ 45) u>1l,weZ
Fl+u—(n+2)w)I'(1+u+(n+2)w) o
(5.19)

Then H®BY) is a pseudo-Hilbert space equipped with a non-positive definite inner product.
This would reflect the fact that the target space for the NLSM (1.3a) has Lorentzian
signature.

8We found it convenient to set

{(—I)N/4 N/2 — even
en = . (5.16)

1 N/2 — odd

For N/2 even the ground state, i.e., the state with the lowest possible energy (ordered w.r.t the real part),
of the lattice Hamiltonian with periodic boundary conditions is non-degenerate. With this choice of ¢y its
C parity is equal to +1. When N/2 is odd there are two ground states, forming a Z, doublet, which are
distinguished by their C parity.
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5.2 Density of states

The distinguishing feature of the spin chain (5.1), (5.3) in the parametric domain 0 <y < §
is that the spectrum of the rescaled energy (€ —Eyac) N, though it remains discrete for finite
N, becomes densely distributed as N — oco. The analysis of the scaling limit leads to a
certain density matrix for the gauged SL(2, R) WZW model as well as the Lorentzian black
hole NLSM. Here we give a brief summary of the relevant results obtained in refs.[24, 25, 27—
32].

A key role in the description of the scaling limit of the Z5 invariant spin chain belongs
to the so-called quasi-shift operator B. The latter was first introduced in ref.[27]. The
expression for this operator, in the conventions adopted in this paper, is given by eq. (8.4)
of the work [32]. The quasi-shift operator belongs to the commuting family of matrices,
which includes the Hamiltonian H, the z projection of the total spin S* and the lattice
translation operator K, whose matrix elements read as

bnbn-1--b1 _ink(a1+a2) sON—2 ON_3 by -1
() Yot = etm(ataz) g2 G Th L e (5.20)

Here the indices a,, and b, take the values + and label the states in the space (5.2).

Each eigenstate belonging to the low energy part of the spectrum can be assigned,
together with S?, the “winding number” w = 0,4+1,£2,... and a pair of non-negative
integers (L, L), which are referred to as the levels. In view of the conjectured relation with
the gauged WZW model, we swap the notation S* in favour of u (see (5.14)) and also use
p and p defined through eq. (3.18). The extensive numerical work performed in refs.[24, 25,
27-31] suggests that the large N behaviour of the eigenvalues of the Hamiltonian H and
the lattice translation operator K is described by the formula

E =ex N+

drve (p?+p2 262 1 _ L
— —Z4L+L N1 5.21
N < e e R + o ) (5.21a)

R
K = exp <4m <p P +L—E>). (5.21b)

N n—+2
Here
2 o0 inh (2 2 2
€oo = _ﬂ / d SIHQEn) ) Up = (n+ ) ) (522)
T Jo sinh (%) cosh(t) n

while the correction term O(N *1*6) contains an infinitesimally small positive € > 0 (for a
more detailed description of the correction term see ref.[31]). The structure (5.21) looks
typical for the low energy spectrum of a critical 1D system, where the states organize
into the conformal towers [33]. However, an unusual feature is the presence of the N -
dependent term o< b* with b = b(N). The latter turns out to be related to the eigenvalue
of the quasi-shift operator computed on the state

n

bN) = 47

log(B) , BY =BW . (5.23)
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It is important to keep in mind the following point. In writing the asymptotic formulae
(5.21) as well as (5.23) we have implicitly assigned an N dependence to a stationary state
¥ = Wy. For a general lattice system there are obvious difficulties in doing this, i.e.,
forming Renormalization Group (RG) trajectories for individual states. Of course, since
the space of states of a finite lattice model has different dimensions for different lattice
sizes, the problem only makes sense for the low energy part of the spectrum. It is clear
how to assign an N dependence to the ground state or, for that matter, the lowest energy
state in a disjoint sector of the space of states (say in a sector with given value of S* for the
case under consideration). However forming individual RG flow trajectories for low energy
stationary states that are densely distributed does not seem to be a trivial task. For the
Z, invariant spin chain the problem was discussed in ref.[31] and essentially exploits the
integrable structure.

It turns out that the large N behaviour of b = b(NN) for a state ¥ = Wy can be
described through the asymptotic relation

e —4ib e%d\p(b) =0+ O(log(l/e)_oo) ) o= (_1)7_ (5.24)

Here dy (b) depends on the stationary state under consideration and, for future convenience,
we swap IV for the parameter ¢, defined as

n+2
-1 _ 2 n F(%‘F%)
vaT(1+1)

Formula (5.24) resembles the quantization condition of a particle in a potential well of

(5.25)

€

length o log(1/€) with dg being the phase shift picked up by the particle at the turn-
ing points. It has the same form as the quantization condition (4.43) appearing in our
discussion of the Lorentzian black hole NLSM. For the “primary” states, corresponding
to vanishing levels L = L = 0 in eq. (5.21), the explicit formula for the phase shift was
proposed in ref.[27]:

Loas) _ (3 +p—is)T(E +p—is)
(3 +p+is) (3 +p+is)

(L=L=0). (5.26)

In the later work [34] a closed form expression for Jg was obtained for an arbitrary low
energy state.

There is a class of low energy states such that Sm(b(N)) — 0 as N — oco. In
the scaling limit they form the space H(™") whose linear structure is described through
the decomposition (3.42) into the highest weight irreps of the W, ® Wy - algebra with

c=2-— niﬁ. As usual, the exact knowledge of the phase shift is sufficient to derive the
density of states that occurs in the continuous limit. In particular, let pg},L)(s) As be the
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number of states with given p, p, L and L such that ?Re(b(N)) € (s,s + As). Then as
e o< N~1 — 0, the density of states is given by

_ 9 _ f
pgz’})(s) = pary (L) pary(L) log (1/6) + pg:I’,L)(s) +o(1), (5.27)

where the finite part reads as

5 1 L ar ary (L
pgjlv)L)(S) = % Os log [(Qg)(s))p (L) (@}()L)(S))p Q(L)] (5,28)
with
— ary (£)—dq (€
DO (5) — <F(5+p_is)>p“2(€) ﬁ Gtatp—is) (A+a—p—is)]™07"0
! Lz +p+is) (A+a+p+is) (A +a—p+is)

a=0
(5.29)

Recall that pary(¢) denotes the number of bipartitions of ¢. The integers d,(¢) appearing
in the exponent in the last formula are defined through their generating function,

1 - m ma 7m(m+1) -
Xa(@) = 5 Y (D)™ QmHTET =) da(0)q” (5.30)

(cont)

Introduce the density matrix p, which is an operator acting in H that commutes

with the CFT Hamiltonian and total momentum operator

N _ c o _
Hepr = Lo+ Lo — — Popr = Lo — Lo . (5.31)

127

Being restricted to the level subspace of the highest weight representation Wp s @ W, 5, the
operator p is given by

~

P 7A13757i+1:

q qPreTaitl g (5.32)

P (5) ]

2
— = | — log(1 _—
W @Wih) [77 og(1/€) + pary (L) pary(L)

where A, is as in (3.40), while q and g = q* are two complex conjugated numbers such
that |q] < 1. The contribution of the low energy states forming # (o) in the scaling limit

to the spin chain partition function reads as

Zleont) = [T log (1/¢) bt gt 5.33
"V Sm(n) 7(39% (e 9% 2. 4 (5.33)

e +oo iL 1 ,s 52 T 1,52, p?
P 3T ¥ A gt e,
oo

u,w=—00" " L,L>0
where Sm(7) = —ﬁ log(qq). This can be equivalently expressed as the trace of the density
matrix:
Z( ) = oy o () - (5.34)
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It is possible to perform the sum over L and L in the second line of the formula (5.33)
and show that

I rp(s,@) + (5,9
S ap(s) dqt = — 7’;(( ))2 (”( 2> (5.35)

LI0 9 D)3(9,9)%

with
rp(s,q) Z ¥(3+p+ios) (5.36)
dz (9,9)3 1 L
"‘?{ o > ®(z,1,5 +o'p+ios) .
|z|<1 2mi (Z7q)oo(z_1 q7q>oo 2 Z ( 2 )

o,0' =%
Here ¢(a) = 04 logI'(cr), while ®(z, 1, o) stands for the Lerch transcendent,

m

O(z,8,a) = Z_:O(mi—a)s . (5.37)

The relation (5.35) is useful for the numerical computation of Z(¢o®),

6 Density matrix for the Lorentzian black hole NLSM

Since H ("B (4.14) is expected to be the space of states of the Lorentzian black hole NLSM,
the equilibrium density matrix

ﬁLBH : H(LBH) — H(LBH) , [ﬁLBHa ﬁCFT] = [ﬁLBHa pCFT] =0 (6'1)

is of special interest. The space HBH) admits the decomposition

(LBH) @ @ HLBH _ (6.2)

u=0 w=—o0
H)
with given quantum numbers u and w. In a similar manner,

cont @ @ H cont (6 ) 3)

u=—00 W=—00

The operator p.gy acts invariantly in the sectors Hl(lLf , which are the linear span of states

cont)

and the sectors Hl(l,w
k=0.

are invariant subspaces for p (5.32) for any value of k including

When u = 0 and for any w € Z, the highest weight representations W; s @ W, s with
k # 0 remain irreducible at k = 0. In the last case, the irreps are also C invariant. As

a result, the subspace H(()If " coincides with the C even component of H((Jcont) The latter

~ 34—



occurs in the scaling limit of the low energy states with S* = 0 and given w. It turns
out that for fixed NV > 1 the difference between the number of C even and odd such low
energy stationary states is of order one. Furthermore, in the limit N — oo the density of
C even and odd states with fixed L, L, p = —p = (n + 2) w is the same and coincides with

3 pg“pL) described by egs. (5.27)-(5.29) (for further details see sec. 17.4 from ref.[32]). Thus
the restriction of the density matrix p.gy to the level subspaces of the irreps occurring in

the decomposition of H((]%f ) s given by

~(L,L)
12 Ppp (8)
~ o — = | 2 100(1 __"pp N 6.4
Preu W%L@W}fﬁ 2 | 7w og(l/€) + pary(L) pary(L) (64)
5 qAﬁ,s—ﬁ—&-f. qu,s—i-i—L 1 (p:_ﬁz %(n+2)w, wEZ) .

For w = 0 the irreps Wp,s ® Wh,s, like in the previous case, remain irreducible at k = 0.
Also the subspaces ”Hl(l%(])} " and Hffgnt) for u > 0 are equivalent. Hence the operator p gy

restricted to the level subspaces of the corresponding irreps is given by the same formula

as (5.32):

A (s)
(T

) pary(L)

o (6.5)

2
O — = | — log(1
PLBH ‘W;mg@Wszs) - g(1/e) +
x ghrsTaitl gheaT 5t § (p=p=3,1,3,2,...).
However some care is needed in specializing the density of states to p = p = & 5 u for odd u.
In this case, as follows from egs. (5.28) and (5.29) the function pj(@
pole at s = 0, making its integration over s ambiguous. The ambiguity can be resolved

> )(s) contams a simple

by starting with non-zero k and performing the limit k — 0. Using the Sokhotski-Plemelj
formula one finds

o (s) = PV (35 (9)) (6.6)

+ (par(L)d, 1 (D) — pary(L)d, (1)) (p=p=14535 )
where the symbol P.V. stands for the principal value, while the integers d,(L) are defined
through their generating function in eq. (5.30).

When u > 0 and w # 0 the subspaces HI(IL,,]? ) and Hffﬁm) do not coincide. In turn, the
operator prpy can not be obtained through a k — 0 limit of p. Instead, one should return
to the lattice system and compute the density of low energy stationary states that become
part of ’H( B i the scaling limit. To express the result, together with the function @Ef) (s)
(5.29), we use

1:[< Lia+tp— )‘W'”) <$+a—p—is>W|—P> .
+a+p+is %—i—a—p—i—is '
>par2(€) par, ({—mr)

< T , where p=3r—3n+2)m.
p +1is)
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The generating function for the exponents Ja(€| + p) entering into the above product is

given by
S 1 > . g 4G+ mt i)
> da(t|£p)q" = oL D (—1yt gt (1 — gl (6.8)
£=0 S |

Note that we take by definition pary(¢ —mr) = 0 when £ < mr. With this notation, the
density matrix restricted to the subspaces Wﬁg ® W(LS) with

p=3u+tg(n+2)w, p=3u—3(n+2)w and u>0,w#0 (6.9)

is given by

R 2 1 i A e .F e s
PLBH W;;E)S@JW,(,LQ = <7T log(l/e) 4+ 2—7“85( Zg )(5) "’fsz)(S))> X qu,s 51 TL qu,s 22Tl

(6.10)
where
)
logfp(g()s) for m <0
par

15(s) = s (p=3r=3(m+2m).

089, (5) for m >0

pary(¢) — pary(¢ — mr)

(6.11)

7 Low energy states of the Z, invariant spin chain in the scaling limit.
Discrete spectrum

The low energy spectrum of the Z5 invariant spin chain consists of two classes of states
which are distinguished by the large N behaviour of the eigenvalue of the quasi-shift op-
erator. Up till now we have been focused on the states, where the imaginary part of b(N)
(5.23) vanishes as N — oo. In the scaling limit these organize into the space H(°°™). For
(n+2)k ¢ Z the linear structure of this space is given by (3.42), while its Hermitian
structure is specified through the conjugation conditions (3.51) along with the inner prod-
uct of the Wy, ® Wy, primary states (3.52), (5.13). For the states from the second class
limy 00 b(IN) is a pure imaginary number whose admissible values form a discrete set. The
energy-momentum spectrum is still described by the large N asymptotic formula (5.21).
We'll refer to the space into which the states organize in the scaling limit as H(459) . Here
we quote the results of ref.[32] regarding its linear and Hermitian structure for (n+2)k ¢ Z.

7.1 Decomposition into the irreps of the algebra of extended conformal sym-
metry

The space H459) ig splitted into two sectors

H(disc) _ H(diSCd‘) @ H(disc,—) . (71)
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In turn for each of the spaces,

dlSC +) @ H dlSC 1) (72)

w,weZ

where, similar to (6.3), the components H(dlsc £ are formed by the linear span of states

(dlsc +)

with fixed value of S = u and winding number w. For Hyy the linear decomposition

into irreps of the W, ® Wi, - algebra is given by

H(dlSC-i- @ (Hu w—tf) ® H1(12wj¢_7)> (7'3)
o==%1
with
@ vige @ W oiga HET) = Whpoiia @ Wooiga - (7-4)
ex(p aeX(p)

Here q, and g, are defined as

(7.5)

Ea)l
|
N[
|
S

qa:_p_%_a7

The summation in (7.4) is taken over the non-negative integer a restricted to the set
E(p):{a:a€Z+, —p—"TH§CL<—%—p} (7.6)

as well as 3(p), which is given by the same formula with p substituted by p.

(dlsc -)

The linear structure of Hyy is more involved. To describe it, in addition to p, p,

gq and g4, we use the notation

pr=tutin+2)(k+wtl), pr=su—5(n+2)(k+w+1)
po=3uti(n+2)E+w—1), p-=3u-3(n+2)E+u—1)  (77)
G =—p— " —a, Gu=—P— "5 —a.
Then
Al = @@ (Hl) o HED) o nlD) o ni)) (7.8)
o==%1

and the decomposition of each of the four spaces Hffw‘} into the irreps of the Wo ® W -

algebra reads explicitly as

u,wﬂ @ Wmefflq' ® WP+,01% ’ H'El, Ww,0 @ Wp,olqa ® Wp+ oiql,

a€Xq(p a€Ya(p) (7'9)
Hm(l w,o @ Wi_ s, @ Whyoida » H1(14wf,) = @ Wi_qit, ® Wo_ sid,
(IEEQ( ) aEEl(ﬁ)
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The summation index a takes negative integer values and runs over the sets

El(p):{a: a€’Z_, —p—"Tﬁga<—%—p&a<—u}

(7.10)
Yo(p) = {a: a€’Z_, —p—"Tﬁga<—%—p&a2—u}
and X1 (p), X2(p), which are defined by the analogous formulae.
All the chiral irreps appearing in the decomposition of H(d5¢) are of the form
W, Sm(p) = Re(v) =0, p+3Ltivel (7.11)

with some choice of the sign +. In this case the irrep of the W, - algebra does not coincide
with the Verma module as the latter contains null vector(s). It turns out that if either
p+ % +iv=—a€Zorp+ % —iv = —a € Z and 2p ¢ Z, the character of W, , is given by
[22]

_1 02, 0 1
ptotae & m2 p+sEtiveZ
chy(q) = L (gl ? L (112)
(2,9)% m—0 p generic

Note that when 2p, 2iv € Z, while 2(p +iv) is an odd integer then, assuming also that n is
irrational,”

2 2
_ 1 vi, p7 fo'e)
q 12+ n n+2 2

m 1
ch,,(q) = (=1)™qF (grllel=IVIT — qmaD e+ i+ =5 (7.13)
o (@9 = ( )
where Sm(p) = Re(v) = 0 such that |p| £ [v] € 1 + Z.
The linear decomposition of #(4°) described above together with the formula (7.12)
for the character are sufficient to compute the partition function

Z(disc) _ TrH(disc) [qu()*i qLO*i} . (714)

To write the result in a compact way we borrow the notation Xflj aﬁj)(q) from ref.[11]. Up
to a simple factor, this function coincides with x,(q) defined in eq. (5.30),

XGap(@=a7 127 = T2 xu(q) (a€Z). (7.15)

d 1 for a>0
X(.a-3) (@) = chy 564 1)(@) X . (7.16)
q ¢ for a<0

For integer n = 2,3, ... the corresponding formula for the character was first obtained in ref.[35] (see
also [22]). In addition note that the formulae (3.44), (4.16), (7.12), (7.13) for the characters, which assume
that c =2 — %ﬁ < 2, can be applied to the case ¢ > 2 if one makes the formal substitutions n — —n — 2,
p — is, v — ip. The central charge and highest weight of the irrep would be parameterized as in (8.3) and

(8.4) below (see refs.[17, 36]).
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Also introduce the notation J(v,u) for the finite set of all real numbers belonging to the
half-open segment [—”T“, —%) such that

3(V,u)5{j: je[-nd -1) &j—%v—%(n—i—Z)(k—ku)eZ}. (7.17)

Then the calculation of the trace over the space H(415¢) = 3{(dise.+) @y 3/(disc,=) vie]ds0

7 ) =2 Z Z Lp) J, p)( ) (7.18)

v,ueZ jeJ(v,u)

where
p=iv—-1(n+2) (k+u), p=3v+y(n+2) (k+u). (7.19)

(disc)

The overall factor of 2 in the formula for Z occurs due to the global Z5 invariance of

the model.

The following comment is in order here. For arbitrary values of k, the inclusion of
the endpoints into the interval for j in (7.17) has no effect on the set J(v,u). However
for k = 0 and with n generic, j may coincide with —”7“'1 or —%. Taking the limit k¥ — 0
of Z(di5¢) one finds that in order for (7.18) to correctly describe the contribution of the
discrete spectrum to the partition function Z(45¢) with k = 0 one of the endpoints in (7.17)

”+1 orj=—s does not matter,

(disc) )

must be included. The choice of whether to include j =
since they correspond to the contribution of the same states to Z

7.2 Hermitian structure

The space H. (") is built out of the W @ W irreps whose highest weights, (@ws, W3; wa, ws),
are real. In this case the inner product was introduced via the conjugation conditions (3.51)
for the W currents. On the other hand, for the irreps appearing in the decomposition of
H(dis9) though ws, Wy are real, w3 and @s are pure imaginary. As was discussed in the work
[32], the natural inner product for such irreps is the one that is induced by the conjugation
conditions

(Wi (w)]” = (=1)) W(u*), (W;@)]" = (-1 W;(@*) . (7.20)

It turns out that the latter occur in the scaling limit of the finite length spin chain with
the matrix conjugation being defined as

A~

O*=X;1 0" X, , O € End () . (7.21)

Here X, = XL is related to the matrix X, appearing in eq. (5.11) via the generator of the
Zo symmetry:
Xs =X, D . (7.22)

9Tn the formula (7.18) for Z(4¢) the integers v and u are formal summation variables, which can not
be identified with the eigenvalue of S* and the winding number w. In turn the notation p and p in (7.19)
should not be confused with p and p from (3.18).
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Since the Hamiltonian commutes with D, it follows from (5.12) that it is Hermitian w.r.t.
the - conjugation as well:
H* =H" =H. (7.23)

Note that for the lattice translation operator (5.20),

Kf=K*=K1. (7.24)

Let
Vom0 € Wop @ W, € HIE) (7.25)

be the W, ® Wy, primary state, where the admissible set of values for (p, p,7,v) is de-
scribed by the formulae (7.1)-(7.10). The inner product of these states, together with the
conjugation conditions (7.20) for the W currents, fully specify the structure of the pseudo-
Hilbert space for #(45¢). The results of [32] imply that the normalization of the primary
W ® Wy states can be chosen in such a way that

<\Ijﬁ1,p,117lvl/7 \Ilﬁvpvljvy>disc =0 fﬁvf’ fP,V 5[7/7!_7 5P/7p 5’7,11_’ 5’//71’ ? (726)
where
(—1)%a! if L4p+y=-a=0,-1,...
; CTA+2p)T(3+p—v)) ?
pv 2 2
2n (1 + sz) 1—7r otherwise
Lz +p+v])
(7.27)
N/2-87

Here the sign factor o = (—1) is the same one that enters into the quantization
condition (5.24) and depends on whether, in constructing the RG trajectories, N/2 — S*
is kept to be an even or an odd number. Let’s reiterate that the above formulae are not

literally applicable when (n + 2)k € Z, including the case k = 0.

The fact that the Hermitian structures for the spaces H(<°™) and #(d5¢) correspond to
different conjugation conditions in the algebra of extended conformal symmetry suggests
that the states from these two spaces can not be interpreted simultaneously as normalizable
states within a single conformal field theory. In this paper we argue that for generic values
of k, H(") gerves as the pseudo-Hilbert space for the gauged SL(2,R) WZW model.
Perhaps the simplest idea for the field theory whose quantization results in the pseudo-
Hilbert space H(45¢) is the model described by the same Lagrangian density and constraints
(2.13),(2.14) as well as the boundary conditions (2.19) for the WZW currents and (2.35)
for 9,m. However the fields now are subject to different reality conditions. The classical
counterpart to (7.20) reads as

(W»(Cl))* _ (_1)]‘ W»(Cl) : (W

; Dy =y W (7.28)
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In view of eq. (2.50) this would follow from the reality conditions
(¥ =-1*, (L*)'=LF, (R)"=-R*  (R®)"=FRF (7.29)
imposed on the classical WZW currents and
(37])* =—0n, (577)* =-0n (7.30)
for the Gaussian field. Furthermore in is expected to be a real and compactified field,
in~in+2m . (7.31)

The latter implies that the zero mode momenta P, and Pn (2.39) are no longer equal, but
instead
i(P,—P)€Z. (7.32)

Notice that B = e2™ and B = e2™n appearing in the boundary conditions (2.46) still
coincide. Such reality and boundary conditions for the currents correspond to the SU(2)
WZW model gauged over the compact subgroup. However, they are not enough to fully
specify the field theory. In the SL(2,R) case there were the additional constraints (2.32)
and (2.34) whose motivation relied on the fact that the WZW field G € SL(2,R). At the
moment, it is not clear to us what extra conditions need to imposed for the SU(2) case.

8 Density matrix for the Euclidean black hole NLSM

In the work [27] the authors put forward the pioneering conjecture that the Euclidean
black hole NLSM is the CFT governing the scaling limit of the Z5 invariant spin chain in

™
’2
is proposed here. Nevertheless the study of the spin chain yields a certain density matrix

the domain of the anisotropy parameter v € (0,7%). This is not quite in line with what

whose trace coincides with the modular invariant partition function Zzgy. This makes it a
good candidate for the equilibrium density matrix pgpy.

The classical field theory is described by the action (1.3b), where U and U™ are a pair
of complex conjugated fields. Usually they are assumed to be periodic, however, it is useful
to consider the more general quasiperiodic boundary conditions

Ult,x +21) = 2™ U(t,z) . (8.1)

Thus defined, the model possesses a U(1) symmetry with the corresponding Noether current
given by

1 U*0,U — U*8,U
I, =—

9 14+ UU* (8.2)

There is also an infinite set of chiral currents, which form the classical W ® W, Poisson

algebra. The quantization of the latter leads to the algebra of extended conformal symmetry
with central charge ¢ > 2. The Hilbert space of the quantum theory can be classified
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according to the highest weight irreps of the Wo, ® W, -algebra. It is convenient to
parameterize the central charge and the highest weight of the irreps, w = (w2, ws3), using
n, s and p as

6
c=24->2 (8.3)

n

and
52 —l—% p?
= = A(e>2) 4
w2 n + n 4+ 2 p>s (8.4)
2p <32 (2 + 3n) p? 2n+1)
w3 = - — i
ST Vn+te 3n(n+2) 12n

To avoid confusion let us emphasize that in these relations n > 0, s and p are formal

parameters, without the meaning that was assigned to them in the previous sections. The

Hilbert space of the NLSM contains both a continuous Hécggt) and a discrete component

g‘f;;C). The linear decomposition of the continuous one into the irreps of the Wao @ W -

algebra is given by [6-12]

1 1
con (e p:7V+7( +2)(k+w)
HEBHt - @ / >2) Wé?;Z), where 2 2
i p=3v—1(n+2)(k+w)
(8.5)

Here v is the eigenvalue of the U(1) conserved charge h~! § dzj associated with the Noether
current (8.2). It takes integer values provided that the Planck constant is identified with
n as -

h= R (8.6)
The integer w may be interpreted as a winding number related to the fact that the boundary
condition (8.1) is invariant w.r.t. the substitution k — k + w with w € Z. Let us note that

the highest weight (8.4) is not sensitive to the sign of s. Due to this the direct integral in

(8.5) is restricted to positive values of s. For the states at the level L and L in the irrep
(c>2)

Wy

s and p reads as

® ngcf 2 the corresponding energy £ = A + A — % in terms of the parameters n,

1 288 p?4p?
ol R
6 n n+2

+L+L. (8.7)

(cont) (disc)

It is worth mentioning that the space of states Hppy = ’HEBH P Hipn is equipped with
a positive definite inner product [5] such that the Fourier modes of the W and W currents,
generating the W, ® Wy - algebra with ¢ > 2, satisfy the conjugation conditions

Wi(m)]" = W;(~m), (Wi(m)]" = W,(~m) . (8.8)

In the works [9, 10] a modular invariant partition function was found for the Euclidean
black hole NLSM with periodic boundary conditions imposed on the fundamental field
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(k = 0). It is straightforward to generalize the result to the case of twisted boundary
conditions. This yields'!

\/ n(n + 2) o TRk (brk) T2 2 (Sm(2)2 | 1(T)
7 — d Sm(T) %m(T) .
EBH age:z / zZ e 191(Z|7') (8 9)
where ¥; and 7 are the standard elliptic theta and Dedekind eta functions:
L. Tiu —2miu

91 (u|7) = 295 sin(mu) (¥ q,q)o0 (672 q, @)oo (@, )o (8.10)

1 TiT

(1) = 427 (9, Qoo (q=e*"").

Note that the dependence on the twist parameter k manifests itself only as a shift of the
summation variable b — b + k, which appears in the exponent in the integrand in (8.9).
The integral is taken over the parallelogram D in the complex z plane with vertices at
z = :l:% + %7‘. However since the integrand is singular at z = 0, a small neighbourhood
around the origin, whose size is controlled by the parameter €, should be excluded from
the integration domain. We found it convenient to take

Dc=D/{z: |z| < e e}, (8.11)

where g denotes the Euler constant. Then as |q] — 0
gy 5 la7F (log(1¢7 /) +0(1ql")) (8.12)

Through a numerical study, we found the following relation between the partition
function of the Euclidean black hole NLSM and that which occurs in the scaling limit of
the Z5 invariant spin chain:

2 T = 20 4 z(dise) (8.13)

Here Z(©™) and Z(4°) are given by eqs. (5.33) and (7.18), respectively. Both sides of the
above formula contain a divergent part oc log(1/€). For the Euclidean black hole NLSM
this parameter regularizes the integral in (8.9), while for the lattice model € oc N~! as in
eq. (5.25). To perform a numerical check of (8.13) the divergent part needs to be subtracted.
For this purpose, introduce the regularized partition function of the Euclidean black hole
NLSM as

ziee) _ lim ( Zonu - Zme)) (8.14)
with
1 _
gsing) _ [ log(4e™/e) + 3 log (Sm(r)) 3 g TR Bt (3.15)
‘ Sm(7) 27 (9,9)3. (9, D)% =t

" The formulae for the partition function presented in the works [9, 10] is twice Zzpu given by (8.9) with
k = 0. This is rela_ted to the fact that the corresponding NLSM was obtained by gauging the U(1) symmetry,
g—hgh(h= e%(’y), of the SL(2,R) WZW model. This results in two copies of the Euclidean black hole

NLSM. A similar occurrence happens for the Lorentzian black hole NLSM, as mentioned in sec. 2.2.
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and recall that q = ™7, @ = 72", Here an extra term o log (%m( )) was included

into the definition of Z¢° (51n8) i order to ensure that the regularized partition function is
invariant under modular transformations in the case when k = 0 (for k # 0 the partition
function is not a modular invariant quantity). In turn, we define the regularized part of
Z(comt) to be

= 2 =2 — 2 2
7 (cont) _ 2: JLU =~ tE+Es+l —5+ T+ B 4L
reg / dS pﬁ’p (s) q 12 n n+2 q 12 n n+2

L,.L>0

u,weZ

1 i
n log(4e'YE_) 4_— 3 log (Sm(r)) Z q,;Jri ST .
Sm(r) ™ (8 Q)3 (9 25

Here the density of states ﬁgj)(s) is given by egs. (5.28)-(5.30). Then (8.13) is equivalent

to
QZér;g) — g (cont) + 7 (disc) (8.17)

reg

The numerical data in support of this relation is presented in tabs.1 and 2.

The following comments concerning some statements appearing in the literature are
in order here. It was proposed in the works [9, 10] that Zggy (8.9) could be represented as

2ZEBH‘k 0= Z / ds2p(s) chps(q) chys(q) + z(dise) (from refs. [9,10]) .

u,w=—00

(8.18)
The character entering into this formula is given by (3.44), while for the density of states

Pk +p—is)T(L +p—i
P(s):%bg(l/ﬁ)ﬁ-iaslog (z+p—is)T(z+p—is)

8.19
2mi I +p+is) DL +p+is) (8.19)

A numerical check of the consistency of (8.18) with (8.9) rules the conjecture out. Also the
formula for the contribution of the discrete spectrum to the partition function Zggy|xk—o is
given in ref.[11]. It appears to be identical with  Z(4¢) from (7.18) specialized to k = 0.
However, egs. (2.5) and (2.10) from ref.[11] do not quite correctly take into account the
contribution of the states to ZE%IPSIC with j = "H, —% corresponding to the boundary of
the interval in the set J(v,u) (7.17). Finally, the highly non-trivial formula (8.13) is in
full agreement with the original observation of ref.[27]. However, let’s emphasize that in
order to state that the Fuclidean black hole NLSM governs the critical behaviour of the
Z5 invariant inhomogeneous six-vertex model, this relation is insufficient. Among others,
the numerical study of the finite size corrections to the CFT Hamiltonian performed in
[32], which are controlled by irrelevant perturbations, show that the extended conformal

symmetry algebra is the Wo, ® W - algebra with ¢ < 2.

In view of egs. (8.17) and (8.16) one arrives at a conjecture for the equilibrium density
matrix of the Euclidean black hole NLSM. Namely, being restricted to the level subspaces
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T Zlgggnt) 7 (disc) Zﬁg‘g)nt) + 7 (disc) 2Z§;3e§)

T=.9 —3.9509313 | 0.0210525 —3.9298787 —3.9298786
—1/7 —3.9358543 | 0.0059766 —3.9298776 —3.9298787
T+1 —3.9509313 | 0.0210525 —3.9298787 —3.9298786
T=.2+.9| —3.8983544 | 0.0065418 —3.8918125 —3.8918125
—1/7 —3.8925978 | 0.0007853 —3.8918125 —3.8918124
T+1 —3.8983544 | 0.0065418 —3.8918125 —3.8918124
T = .661 —4.4682528 | 0.0943594 —4.3738934 —4.3738934
-1/7 —4.3744476 | 0.0005542 —4.3738934 —4.3738933
T+1 —4.4682528 | 0.0943594 —4.3738934 —4.3738933
T = .51 —5.7668560 | 0.2960118 —5.4708441 —5.4708421
—1/7 —5.4708761 | 0.0000322 —5.4708439 —5.4708437
T+1 —5.7668560 | 0.2960118 —5.4708441 —5.4708421
T=.331 —12.070612 | 1.5569389 —10.513673 —10.5129976
—1/7 —10.513561 | 7.662- 1078 —10.513561 —10.5135606
T+1 —12.070612 | 1.5569389 —10.513673 —10.5129975

Tab. 1. A comparison of the numerical data for twice the regularized partition function of the
Euclidean black hole NLSM (8.14) with Zr(ggnt) + Z(dise) for the case k = 0 and n = 3. Here
Z(dise) ig given by eqs. (7.17) and (7.18), while Zr(ecgnt) is defined by (8.16). The table also illustrates
modular invariance of the regularized partition function for k = 0. Note that in order to achieve
good accuracy for decreasing values of Sm(7) one must take into account an increasing number of
terms in the sum over u and w for Z(°°™) as well as a and b in eq. (8.9). This significantly increases
the computer time.

of the irreps of the W, ® W - algebra belonging to Héﬁ;ﬁt), it is given by a formula similar

to eq. (5.32):

~(L.L) :
2 Py () _ays? P2y iy s2 P
A = — — l 1 Zjip— qa 12+n+n+2+L 12+n+n+2+L ]_
Pesn g0 oy = | 7 108+ o e @ 1
] (8.20)
with ﬁg}})(s) being defined via egs. (5.28)-(5.30). It is important to keep in mind that

the irreps appearing in the decomposition of Hg?:t) (8.5) are those of the Wao ® W -
algebra with ¢ = 2 + % > 2. The above formula is expected to be applicable to the case of

45 —



- Zr(ggnt) 7(disc) Zr(ggmt) 4 z(disc) 9 Zéifg)
0.9i —3.1430392 | 0.0233941 —3.1196452 —3.1196450
0.240.9i | —3.0646040 | 0.0099983 —3.0546057 —3.0546064
0.661 —3.7836669 | 0.1033699 —3.6802970 —3.6802972
0.240.661 | —3.5074556 | 0.0418838 —3.4655718 —3.4655717
0.501 —5.1054421 | 0.3209649 —4.7844771 —4.7844724
0.331 —11.2855973 | 1.6391928 —9.6464045 —9.646289
0.251 —26.5761236 | 5.4010183 | —21.1751053 | —21.171536

Tab. 2. The last column contains numerical data for 22&;{%) (8.14) with the parameters set to

be k = —0.1 and n = 3. This is compared to Zﬁggnt)

eqs. (7.17),(7.18) and Zr(;g“t) via (8.16).

+ 7Z(dise) - where Z(4159) was computed using

twisted boundary conditions (8.1) with generic k. For the model with periodic boundary
conditions, the density matrix is obtained via a taking of the limit k — 0. Some care
is needed for the irreps with p = fu+ 3 (n+2)k, p = 2u— 3 (n+2)k and u odd, as
~(L,L)
Pp,p

vanishing k. This gives rise to contact terms as in eq. (6.6). Finally pgpy, being restricted

to the discrete component H](ﬁgi;c) of the space of states of the Euclidean black hole NLSM

coincides with the usual thermal density matrix

(s) could contain simple poles at s = &3 (n + 2)k, which approach the real axis for

qlo—ai gloar (8.21)

PrBn ‘H](E}d];;) =

9 Conclusion

In this work we apply the results obtained for the Z, invariant integrable spin chain to the
study of two NLSMs. These are of interest since their target space geometries mimic that
of a Lorentzian black hole and its Fuclidean version.

The space of states occurring in the scaling limit of the low energy states of the spin

disc) and continuous H (™) component. For the latter, the

chain contains both a discrete H.(
spectrum of conformal dimensions forms a continuous distribution which is characterized
by a density of states. We conjecture that the pseudo-Hilbert space of the Lorentzian black

hole NLSM coincides with a subspace of the C even sector of H(cont)

in the case of periodic
boundary conditions for the spin chain. In turn, from the density of states restricted to

this subspace we construct an equilibrium density matrix for the NLSM. An important
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point is that H(@59) is excluded from the identification. This was motivated through the
study of the Hermitian structures for the spin chain, which suggests that the states from
H(dise) and #H(") can not be interpreted simultaneously as normalizable states within a
single CFT.

Contrary to the Lorentzian black hole NLSM, the Hilbert space of the Euclidean one
contains a discrete component made up of normalizable states, whose wavefunction(als) are
localized in the vicinity of the tip of the target manifold. Remarkably, their contribution
to the CFT partition function coincides with one half of the contribution of the states
from H(45¢) to the partition function of the spin chain. Using the full density of states for
(o) an equilibrium density matrix for the Euclidean black hole NLSM is proposed, which
reproduces the modular invariant partition function originally obtained by Maldacena,
Ooguri and Son in ref.[9].
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