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Abstract

We specialize the IV string scattering amplitudes for the generalized protostring to N =
4. This allows for a much more detailed and explicit study of their basic physical and
mathematical properties, such as singularity structure and high energy behavior. Since
this class of models does not enjoy full Poincaré invariance, the high energy behavior
depends on the Lorentz frame. The relative simplicity of the four string amplitudes
allows a direct understanding of the complications due to this non-covariance.
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1 Introduction

Several years ago, motivated by string bit models [1-3], some novel string theories, includ-
ing ones which lacked full Poincaré invariance, were proposed [4]. Despite the string bit
motivation, these models can be formulated directly on the continuous lightcone worldsheet
[5,6]. In particular, Mandelstam’s interacting string formalism [7, 8] could be used to ob-
tain multi-string scattering amplitudes [9]. Although formulas for these amplitudes were
obtained, their physical properties were not studied extensively. This paper is an addendum
to [9] focusing exclusively on the mathematical and physical properties of four open string
amplitudes in these models.

The protostring model can be defined as the string model in which each of the 24 trans-
verse coordinate worldsheet fields of the lightcone bosonic string is replaced by a spinor
valued left-right pair of integer moded Grassmann worldsheet fields 6;,0g. In [9] we ob-
tained amplitudes for a generalization of the protostring in which only s bosonic dimensions
are so replaced, with the remaining d = 24— s left as transverse coordinates. In all these mod-
els, the string interaction is a simple overlap without operator insertions at the join/break
point. The condition s + d = 24 ensures the finite continuum limit of the string bit overlap.

With the continuum scattering amplitude written in the form M [], |p|~/2, this finite-
ness condition means that M is invariant under the scale transformation p{ — Ap}. In
other words, invariance under the subgroup SO(1,1) of the Lorentz group in d + 1 space
dimensions (SO(d + 1,1)) is maintained. For the protostring (s = 24 or d = 0), this is the
entire Lorentz group, but for s < 24, with the exception of the bosonic string (s = 0), the
Lorentz group is broken to SO(1,1) x SO(d) 2.

We assume here, as in [9], that s is even so the Grassmann worldsheet fields may be
replaced by s/2 compactified bosonic worldsheet fields ¢". Integer moded Grassmann fields
are equivalent to compactified bosonic fields for which the components of the momenta 7,
are quantized in odd multiples of a fixed number  with 4* = 1/8 for the open string and
7% = 1/2 for the closed string. By comparing the overlap in the original spinor formulation
to the bosonized formulation, Sun showed that the three string vertex violates momentum
conservation by £ for each of the s/2 components [10]. The bosonized overlap therefore
contains operator factors [ [ cos(y¢,), which insert, for each component, momentum =+ into
the process. For N string amplitudes, there are N — 2 such factors, which are described by
N — 2 s/2-vectors =, which satisfy the constraint

Zﬂ'k—l—Z’yr = 0. (1)

For even N it is possible that ) ~, = 0, allowing nonzero momentum-conserving scattering
amplitudes.

There are also the momenta p,, of the d = 24 — s uncompactified transverse coordinates
and their Minkowski extensions p* = (p, p{,p;, ). Finally it is convenient to append to p#

2The SO(d) factor can be extended to the Galilei group in d space dimensions by including the Galilei
boosts M+, with i = 1,...,d, of lightcone quantization. The broken generators are M~ when d < 24 or
s> 0.



the 7w and denote the resulting 2 + d + s/2 Minkowski vector by P*. In this notation the
mass shell condition is, in units where o/ = 1, P- P = p? + w2 — 2pTp~ = 1 for each external
string.

The scattering amplitudes of [9], quoted for the reader’s convenience in the appendix,
involve N external strings, all with no oscillator excitations and, in the closed string case,
with zero winding number. However, their compactified momenta 7r;, could have components
any odd multiple of ++. In this paper, we specialize further to external strings of minimal
mass. Then each component of each 7r;, should be +7. The d + 2 dimensional mass squared
of each string is then —p-p = —(P? — w?) = —1 + 7% = s/12 — 1 for the open string, or
s/3 — 4 for the closed string. There are all together N + N —2 =2(N — 1) 4’s and 7’s, so
to satisfy the conservation law N — 1 of them should have value +v and the remaining ones

should have value —v. There are (2%\[__11)) ways to do this for each of the s/2 compactified
bosonic fields. For N = 4 this means that there are 20°/? ways to assign +7 to the 7’s and

v’s.

In the next Section 2 we discuss the conformal mappings required to evaluate any 4 string
amplitude. Section 3 studies the amplitudes for several simple choices for the 7;’s. Section
4 analyzes high energy scattering in the 2 to 2 case. Concluding comments are in Section 5.
An appendix collects formulas for the N-string scattering amplitudes obtained in [9].

2 Conformal maps for four string amplitudes

First specialize the conformal mapping from the complex z-plane to the lightcone worldsheet
p to four external strings [7]:

p = arlnz+ayln(z—2)+azln(z —1). (2)

Then the two interaction points are determined by dp/dz = 0, which implies

" . al(Z+1)—|—a2+a3Z:i: \/(al(Z—l—1)—|—a2—|—a32)2+4a1a4Z (3)
+ 2(0&1 +Oé2—|—043)

g + @132 £ \/ady + a2, 7% 4+ 2(agoy + ) Z

—20&4
— 14 Oé14—0613(1—Z>:l:\/06%44‘0[%3(1—Z)2+2(Oé1062+0630é4)(1—2) (5)
—2064 )
The alternative forms follow from the identities
afley —2_ P = aly(1—2)+a3sZ — aisZ(1 - Z) (6)
= o, + oz%3Z2 + 2(aqoy + ava3) Z (7)
= of, +ofs(1— 2)* + 2(a10e + azou) (1 — Z), (8)

where ay, = ay + a;. The last two lines (7) and (8), give forms convenient for the study of
the Z ~ 0 and Z ~ 1 limits respectively.



The integrand for the 4 string amplitude requires the factors

H |2, — 2|2V = |y — |2 s/6 (9)
r<s
H |Zk _ Zl|2Pk‘Pl_5/24 — Z—S+(7r1+7r2)2—2(1 _ Z)—t+(7r2+7r3)2—2 (10)
k<I<N
s/24
H ‘1} _ Zk‘s/% _ |:Oéla§a322(1 . Z)2] (11)
o
k<N 4
3 T (Y1—72) 3
- Ty — Zy -
H 2, — Zy[2™ = H P H|($1 — Zi) (g — Zy) ™ 1)
r k<N k=1 k=1
1 71-(V1—Y2) T —7 2 (V1 —Y2) z—1 w3 (Y1—72)
- l’_g Lo — Z Tog — 1
m1-(V1+72) ™2 (Y1 +72) w3 (Y1 +72)
’Zﬂ Z(1 - 2)22 1-2)% (12)
g QY g

where we have chosen Z; =0, Z, = Z, and Z3 = 1, and we have introduced the Mandelstam
invariants S = —(p; + p2)? and t = —(ps + p3)?. To construct the open 4-string amplitude
one integrates the product of all these factors over Z from 0 to 1, and sums over all choices
for v, , consistent with the constraint (1). Note however that for a given component, if
Y1+ Y2 = £2, then v1 — v, = 0, and vice versa.

2.1 Crossing Symmetry

Because there is explicit dependence of the integrand of the amplitude on the z when s # 0,
crossing symmetry (S < ¢ for the open string) is not as transparent as for the bosonic string.
However, it still follows from the simple change of variables Z — 1 — Z. This is because of
the identities

xi(l—Z;al,ag,O{3,0{4) = 1—$$(Z;OK3,0{2,0{1,0Z4)
1 - x:l:(l - Z;OCI,OKQ,O{3,0K4) = ZL’$(Z, a37a27a17a4> (13)
1-Z—-o.(1-Zyoq,00,03,0q) = —(Z —25(Z; a3, 00,01, 04)).

When we construct the amplitudes in the next section, we shall see that these identities
enable one to show that the amplitudes are symmetric under the combined transformation
S < t, w1 <> 3, and oy <> az. Or more simply under P, < Ps.



2.2  Singularities of Amplitudes

The poles in —S = (p; + p2)? are controlled by Z ~ 0 and those in —t = (ps +p3)? by Z ~ 1.
We therefore need the behavior of x4 in these regions of integration:

12 Qar3

Ty o~ —— — 227407 14

+ P (Z7) (14)

e~ Bz 02 (15)
Q12

for Z ~ 0 at fixed «y,. and

r, ~ 1l—————(1-2)+0((1-2)? 16
. D% 7) 4 0((1 - 2)) (16)
. o~ 1+ B1-2)+0((1-2)?) (17)
a4
for Z ~ 1 at fixed a4, and assuming for definiteness, that a;y = —a3 > 0. With the opposite

signs the roles of x,,z_ are switched. As long as a5 and a3 are both non zero, the lowest
lying pole locations are determined by the factors z_ and Z — z_ when analyzing Z ~ 0,
and by the factors 1 —x_ and Z — x_ when Z ~ 1.

2.3 High Energy

The high energy Regge behavior (large —S at fixed t) is also controlled by Z ~ 1, more
precisely by 1 — Z ~ 1/(=S). However, in order to confirm Mueller’s argument [11] for
constant cross sections, we should also like to consider large —S at fixed «;/(—S) and fixed
a, 3. This means that factors like a1 (1 — Z) will be of order 1. Then in leading order, we
can approximate the x4 by

Q14 — Oél(l — Z) + \/06%4 + Oé%(l — Z)2 + 2(0&1(0&2 — 043)(1 — Z)

T4+ = 1+ 20
- 4

(18)

To analyze the amplitudes in this limit, it is convenient to change variables Z = e~ (®/(=5))
and replace 1 — Z ~ u/(—S5). Then dZ = —Zdu/(—S). Also, to reduce clutter we introduce
the ratio n = a;/(—S). Then the approximate form for x4 can be written

v A~ 14 14 — NU + \/Ozil —|—2772u2 + 277u(0é2 — Oég) . (19)

We note that, because the numerator of the second term on the right is of order 1 in the
limit, the second term is of order 1/a4 and can be neglected except in factors such as x4 — 1
or x4+ — Z which are of order 1/c; in the limit. Both amplitudes depend on the z4 through



the ratios

xT_

— =~ 1 20
~ (20)
z_—1 oy —nu— i, +n?u? + 2nu(as — as) (21)
Ty —1 a1q — nu A+ \/ady + nPu? + 2nu(as — as)
e —7Z  ong+nu— Vai, +n?u? + 2nu(ay — as) (22)
Ty —Z a1y + nu+ /a2, + n2u? + 2nu(ay — az)
all of which are of order 1 in the limit, provided 7 is nonzero and finite.
3 Amplitudes for four strings with minimal mass
Each of the s/2 components of the four compactified momenta 7, is constrained by
ATttty = 0. (23)

Since we are specializing to minimal mass, these constraints must be satisfied with each
component of m; and ~, either +v or —v: three of the six one sign and the other three
the opposite sign. We can categorize the choices by the values of 7{ + v§: +2v, 0, or —27.
The multiplicities of each choice are 1, 2, and 1 respectively. But these choices can be made
independently for each component. For each external string, we can write 7* = h%y and
refer to h® as the ath component of the helicity of that string. Thus we can refer to the
three categories as Ah = +2, Ah =0, and Ah = —2. In the following we shall concentrate
on the cases where all components are in the same category. But of course there are many
“mixed” possibilities, which will not be discussed explicitly.

3.1 Ah=4%2

Putting N = 4 in (57) we find the four open string amplitude in the special case 7, = v =
1/V8, m, = —y = —1/y/8 for k < 4:

MAh=2 _ /1 dZ\Oé4|s/4\$2 — x4
0

|(y1(y2(x3‘s/12

s/12

Z(p1+p2)2—2+s/12(1 . Z)(p2+p3)2—2+5/12

‘044|8/4 ' (p1+p2)?—2+s/12 (p2+p3)?—2+s/12
| | /12 dZZ p1Tp2 (1 _ Z) pb2Tp3
Q1 0g|® 0

a2y + 35 72 + 2 sy + asay) Z |7 (24)
2

ay

The expression inside the absolute value signs on the last line stays positive throughout
the integration region 0 < Z < 1, so that it is safe to drop them. It is noteworthy that
when s = 24 (the protostring case) this factor is a second order polynomial in Z, so the



amplitude reduces to a linear combination of three Euler beta functions. In addition to this
simplification, the kinematics of scattering is limited to forward and backward scattering
since there is only 1 space dimension when d = 0. The consequences of these simplifications
were already discussed in [9] and will not be elaborated further here.

It is not hard to check that the pole singularities in s and ¢ are where they should be
as long as a9 and ang are non zero. This is reasonable since excluding these values of the
a’s guarantees that the dynamical singularities are all due to the long time propagation of
protostring mass eigenstates. On the other hand, if agz = 0, a3 (xy — 21)* ~ dajas(l — Z)
as Z — 1 so the poles in ¢ are shifted by an amount s/24. When a3 = 0 these singularities
are due to the collision of the interaction points on the worldsheet and not the long time
propagation of a particle state. This nonuniformity of singularity structure is absent for the
bosonic and superstring because the amplitude integrands do not depend explicitly on the
Ty

3.2 Ah" =
In this case the 7 are conserved, so that the «y, must sum to zero. In the 4-string case this
requires v, = —v;. Then the various factors in the integrand, for each choice for ~,, are
H |2, — 2|2 =gy — xz‘—27§—8/24 = |@; — xo| 0 (25)
r<s
[ 12— ziphetimst = z=Stimemy=2(q _ z)=th(mrm)’=2 (26)
k<I<N
o1 s/24
I1 1o -z = [ 20 Z>2] (27)
Qy
rk<N
3 271y,
r1 — Zk
.= 7 2ry
1T 1z — % 11 A
rk<N k=1
B - 271y, Ty — Z 270y, T — 1 273y, (28)
n i) To — VA Lo — 1

where we have again chosen Z; =0, Z, = Z, and Z3 = 1. The complete (tree) amplitude is
constructed by taking the product of all these factors, summing over all 25/2 possibilities for
v, and integrating Z from 0 to 1. The only factors that depend on ~, are those on the last
line. Since the components of 7, are £, this sum yields the product of factors

5/2 2miy 2mly 27l

T r1 — VA 2 r1 — 1 3

— “ 29
21;11: ( ) To — Z To — 1 * (Il x2)> ( )

where ¢ labels the component of 7.
We analyze two simple examples of fully elastic scattering amplitudes. First, we choose
w4 = —m, and w3 = —7 so that the outgoing strings are in the same internal states as the



incoming ones. Necessarily then we must have v, = —=;, which we are assuming in this
subsection anyway. Let « be the s/2 vector with each component equal to v = 1/+/8 for the
open string. Then our first simple example of elastic scattering is

T = T2 =7, Ty = Ty = —7, Y1 = 72 (30)

As already mentioned, there are 2°/2 choices for 4, since each component can be £+ inde-
pendently. The total amplitude should include the sum over all such choices. After summing
over both signs for each component of v,, the total amplitude becomes

aj

s/24
MlAhzo _ |:0610620é3:| / /1 dZZ—S—2+s/3(1 . Z)—t—2+s/12
0

2

(a@(l —Z)+ a7 — i Z(1 - Z))‘S/”
ay

s/2
l’l(l'l—Z)([L’g—l) 1/4+ Z'Q(I’Q—Z)(l'l—l) 1/4 (31)
IQ(ZL’Q—Z)(LUl—l) l’l(xl—Z)(SL’g—l)
The second simple example is
T = Ty =7, ™= T3 = =7, Y= 72 (32)

for which the scattering amplitude is

s/24  p1
= a1 Q203 —S—2+s —t—2+s
M2Ah 0 _ |: ai :| /(; Az 7z S—2+ /12(1 . Z) t—2+4s5/12

<a§2(1 — 2+ a2, 7 — %, Z(1 — Z))—s/12

! 1/4 s/2
[ ] )

Both of these examples assume the individual 7’s have uniform signs for their individual
components. The full range of 7 conserving amplitudes for minimal mass external strings is
considerably larger.

For this second example, the total compactified momentum in the S channel and in the
t channel are both zero. Thus S < t crossing symmetry reads Ms(S,t; oy, ag, az, ay) =
My (t, S; as, a, g, ay). This can be proved by changing integration variables 7 — 1 — Z
and using the identities (13).

1/4

1’1(1'2—2)(1’1—1) 4

[L’g(l’l — Z)([L’g — 1)

1'2(1’1 — Z)(ZL’Q — 1)
ZL’l([L’Q — Z)(le'l — 1)

4 High energy four string scattering

In this section we discuss the Regge high energy behavior of some of the four string am-
plitudes. In a Poincaré invariant theory the Regge limit is —5 — oo at fixed t and the

7



amplitudes have the typical behavior
M~ B(t)(=89)". (34)

The Regge trajectory «a(t) passes through nonnegative integers J when ¢ passes through the
squared mass eigenvalues of the string: J is then the spin of the string mass eigenstate.
Physical scattering requires ¢ < 0, whereas the masses squared are nonnegative. Thus a(t)
is an extrapolation of the relation between angular momentum and string mass squared.
In string theory in tree approximation this relationship is linear a(t) = o't + ay. We have
chosen units where o/ = 1.

For s > 0, the generalized protostring does not enjoy Poincaré invariance. In particular
the four string amplitudes depend on the a; = 2p; in addition to S and ¢, and one can
consider various Regge limits, depending on whether some of the ay’s are also getting large
with —S. We shall be particularly interested in limits where o; and —ay tend to infinity
linearly with —S, with ay 3 fixed. With Poincaré invariance, one can always choose a frame
where this is true. This is the frame that Mueller chose to show that the physics of the
lightcone worldsheet for open strings implies that open string scattering amplitudes in the
forward direction must grow linearly with —S at fixed n = «;/(—S) [11]. This behavior
corresponds to constant cross sections by the optical theorem. In a Poincaré invariant theory
this implies a(0) = 1. But in the protostring models this last conclusion does not necessarily
hold, as we shall see.

For the Lorentz covariant bosonic open string scattering amplitude (s = 0), the limit
—S = (p1 + p2)? — o0 is evaluated by changing variables Z = e¢~%/(=9)

M ~ (=8)H / duc— =% = (—SYHIT(—t— 1), S— —oo.  (35)
0

where —t = (py + p3)? is the momentum transfer (= 0 in the forward direction). Here
a(t) =t+ 1 so indeed «(0) = 1.

When the Grassmann dimension s > 0, the analysis is complicated by the explicit de-
pendence of the integrand on x4. In the following we obtain the high energy behavior of the
scattering amplitudes obtained in Section 3.

4.1 Ah* =42

Applying the change of variables Z = e~%/(=5) developed in Section 2.3 to (24) using (19),
we find the leading high energy behavior

MAh:2 ~ (_S)t+1—s/12 ‘Oé4|8/4 Oodue—uu—t—2+s/l2
|Oé10(20(3|s/12 0

a2y + nPu? + 2nu(as — ag) |7

2
Qg

(36)




In the limit we are taking ay ~ —a; and aq4, s, ag are fixed. Making these replacements
then gives

MAR=2 (_S)t+1—s/12a5/12 1 /Oo due Uy ~t2+s/12
1 |a2a3|s/12 0
s/24
oy + n*u® + 2nu(as — a3)] / (37)
Here we see that if a; and —S go to infinity at fixed ratio, the result is in accord with Mueller’s

argument. Note however, that the power of (=S5), a(t) =t + 1 —s/12, s0 a(0) =1 — s/12
is not unity, as must be the case if the theory were Poincaré covariant.

4.2 Ah* =

We next turn to the high energy behavior of the amplitudes M{"=0 and M5"=. Making
the approximation for high energy

s/24 0o
MlAhZO ~ |:Q1Q§Q3:| (_S)t+l—s/12/ due—u(—S—l-i—s/?))/(—S)u—t—2+8/12
0

Qy
<a§3 + n?u? + 2(ap — ag)nu) /12
aj
s/2
(w1 = Z)(ws = |7 (s = Z) (- 1)V (38)
l’g(l’g—Z)(!L’l—l) ZL’l([L’l—Z)([L’Q—l)
where, identifying 7 = z_ and x5 = x4,
11(xy — Z) (29 — 1) ' _|au—nu— Vad, +n?u? + 2nu(ag — az) (39)
To(xe — Z) (21 — 1) Qg — nu A+ /a2, + n2u? + 2nu(ag — az)
o+ nu+ Vol + 1Pu? + 2nufas — ag) (40)
g+ nu — /3, + nPu? + 2nu(ag — as)
o nut an — ag + /od, + nPu? + 2nuon — as) (41)
nu+ g — az — \/ad, + n?u? + 2nu(ag — az)

The second example in the high energy limit becomes

s/24 00
M2Ah:0 ~ |:06106i2))043:| / (_S)t+1—s/12/ due—u(—5—1+s/12)/(—s)u—t—2+s/12
0

(0433 + n?u? + 2(ap — a3)nu) —s/12
xo(r1 — Z) (29 — 1) 1/4 21(2s — Z) (a0 — 1) 1/475/2
[ (2 — Z) (21 — 1) + xo(x1 — Z) (29 — 1) ] (42)




where

nu+ g — az + v/l + n2u? + 2nu(as — az)
MU+ g — o — \/af + nPu? 4+ 2nu(ag — a3)

(43)

ZL’Q(QEl — Z)(.CL’Q — 1)'
ZL’l([L’Q — Z)(le'l — 1)

because xs/x1 & x1/x9 in the high energy limit we are discussing. Indeed the differences
between My and M in this high energy limit are subleading so, in leading order we can
write

Ah=0 Ah=0
M ~ M,

s/24 —s/12
3

Qar3

(631

(_S)t+1—s/12 /OO due_“u_t_2+s/12
0

Qs
<a§3 + n*u® + 2(ag — ag)nu) /12

2
Qa3

1/4

nu+ g — az + /a2y + n2u? + 2nuag — az)
nu+ g — az — \/ads + n?u? + 2nu(ag — az)

—1/47 8/2

M+ ag — az + /a3y + n2u? + 2nuas — az)
M+ oy — ag — /a3y + Pu? + 2nu(an — as)

(44)

where we have rearranged factors and dropped some terms, which are subleading in the high
energy limit we are discussing. Here we see how the argument for linear growth in «y is
satisfied by this result: it is a product of the factors o?/'® and (—S)**=5/12 which in the
forward direction scales like «; provided 7 is fixed.

If |n| << |cves] the complicated factors simplify considerably:

M0 = M

24 1/4
2 /

Qo3
+

6%)

as

asg

6%)

—5/12 [
3

aq

Q

17478/
] (—S)H1=s/12D(—t — 1 4 5/12U5)

2
Qa3

which is in accord with the high energy limit obtained in [9], which implicitly assumed very
small 7.

Here we see that, with aps # 0 and fixed, the coefficient of /™! has poles at t = n+s/12—1
which are the mass squared eigenvalues of the open generalized protostring. The linear high
energy behavior, when || < |ags], at ¢ = 0 is the product of (—)'~*/12 and o' netting
precisely linear growth in the forward direction.

10



Contrast this with the high energy limit taken with ass = 0 from the beginning;:
MlAh:O ~ MQAhZO
A~ |0z2\5/12 (—9)Ht / due™"u~""% (nu + 4042)_5/12
0

1/4 —1/47 /2

nu + 2an + v/ n?u? + dnuas nu + 2ag + v/ n?u? + dnuas
+ (46)

nu + 2ag — /n?u? + dnuas nu + 2as — v/ n?u? + dnuas

For n << ay this result simplifies to
MlAhZO ~ M2Ah:0
~ 4—8/12(_S>t+1/ due—uu—t—Q — 4—3/12(_S>t+lr(_t - 1) (47)
0

which is just the Regge behavior of the bosonic string amplitude. We stress that the limit
taken here is o, —S — o0 at fixed ratio. The coefficient of the Regge behavior is a function
of t. Its pole locations are not those of the particles of the theory: they correspond to a linear
Regge trajectory of intercept 1. Because the formula was obtained assuming a3 = —aw, the
high energy behavior comes from the collision of two interaction points on the lightcone
worldsheet, and not from the long time propagation of a protostring mass eigenstate as in
the ag3 # 0 case. This mismatch can occur because the Lorentz boost symmetry generated
by M~F is absent in the generalized protostring: for the protostring because there is no
transverse space and for 0 < s < 24 because this part of the Lorentz symmetry is broken.
For the bosonic string (s = 0), of course, there is no such mismatch.

5 Concluding Remarks

In [9] N string scattering amplitudes were obtained for the generalized protostring. The
present article focused on the case N = 4, which was treated only lightly in [9]. In this case
the conformal mapping used in Mandelstam’s interacting string formalism can be inverted
explicitly, which is not possible for higher N, In particular the images of the joining/breaking
points on the lightcone worldsheet are explicit functions of the Koba-Nielsen variables. We
could then use these explicit formulas to obtain explicit integral representations of four string
tree amplitudes.

We interpreted the zero mode of the worldsheet momentum density for the compactified
coordinates representing the spinor world sheet fields as “helicity” h% a =1,2,...,5/2. and
then studied the 4-string amplitudes for Ah® = 2 and Ah® = 0. we calculated the pole
locations and the Regge high energy behavior of the amplitudes.

The high energy behavior of these models is compatible with Mueller’s argument that
total cross sections for open string scattering approach constants in the limit. In Lorentz
covariant theories, this would imply a Regge trajectory with intercept «(0) = 1, and the
existence of massless spin one particles. In the amplitudes studied in the present article

11



the mass spectrum implies «(0) = 1 — /12, but for s > 0 Lorentz covariance is lost.
Mueller’s argument chooses a frame in which (—S) oc p; and uses the physics of the lightcone
worldsheet to show that as p — oo the cross section approaches a nonzero constant. Since
the models studied here are not Lorentz covariant, the constant cross sections implied by
Mueller’s argument are realized by a behavior (pj)'=*©(=9)0  If (—S) tends to oo at
fixed p;, cross sections need not tend to constants.

Acknowledgments: This research was supported in part by the Department of Physics at the
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A The Scattering Amplitudes

We quote the formulas for the general N-string scattering amplitudes obtained in [9]. They
are expressed as integrals over Koba-Nielsen variables Z;, k = 1,..., N and the mapping
function from the Koba-Nielsen plane (or half plane) z to the lightcone worldsheet [7].

=2

~1
p = agln(z — Zy), (48)
1

B
Il

where oy, = 2pf = V2(p" + p™) is positive (negative) if the external string is incoming
(outgoing). We also introduce the quantities x,, which are the zeros of dp/dz.

dp

= =0 (49)

Z=Tr

and depend on the Z’s and a’s. For convenience we choose Z1 =0, Zy_1 =1, and Zy = o0.
The x, are roots of a polynomial of order N — 2 so we can take r =1,2,..., N — 2.

The kinematics of the scattering process are determined by the incoming momenta of the
external strings. Of these there are the momenta of the d + 2 uncompactified coordinates
py, which are continuous and conserved ()", pj = 0). After bosonizing the Grassmann
worldsheet fields there are also the s/2 dimensional discretized momenta ), which are not
conserved: Their components are positive or negative odd multiples of a number v which is
determined by insisting that the three string vertex, initially defined in terms of string bits,
has a finite continuum limit.

The z, are the images in the Koba-Nielsen plane of the breaking or joining points on the
lightcone worldsheet. The non conservation of the 7y is specified by assigning a spurious
discretized momentum -, to each vertex. Each of the s/2 components of ~, are +v, and
the full vertex is obtained by summing over all choices of signs. For each choice, the non-
conservation of discretized momenta reads.

k r
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Note that for even N some of the choices satisfy ) -, = 0 for which ), 7, = 0. Mandel-
stam’s interacting string formalism [7] works for any value of vy and gives for the Koba-Nielsen
integrand of the open string amplitudes

o 5/48
H 1 lHiKN |Oék‘:| (1-87%)/ Lo o — 2 Tt |20 — Zon
\/|047k (a9 Hz,r|Zl o]
opyv-vriys oo =2 P P ey |2 — ZPI02)
HT,k<N ‘xr — Zk‘_27"k’)’r—8*y2/2

In string bit models, the factor within the first set of square brackets would scale as M~ 2
where M is the bit number. So a finite continuum limit requires v* = 1/8, in which case

To = (20)" W2/ H ) o[22 [ecion 12k — Z|?PwPr=s/24 52)
\/|OTC [ ken |0 = Zg|72mere=s/24

Applying parallel considerations to the closed string leads to

s/24

N 5/16—sv2/8
H 1 Hk<N |O‘k| / i Hr<t |xt - xr| Hm<l |Zl - Zm|
|

Lol [ T [, 1% — ]

|z, — x5|’77"’75_572/4 Hk<l<N | Z), — Zl|Pk~Pz—s“f2/4

L hen |0 — Zg|7me7rms7?/4

(45) s(N—2)72/8 [HT’<8 ] (53)

and a smooth continuum limit in the closed case requires v? = 1/2:

e S(N 2 /16 7“<s |I7« - xs‘ﬂyr'ﬂys_S/lz Hk<l<N |Zk — Zl|Pk'Pl_s/12
Io = (49) H (54)

In these formulas each component of 4, is +v = £1/(21/2) for the open string and vy =
+1/+/2 for the closed string. And of course each component of 7y, is an odd integer multiple
of v.

The scattering amplitudes are obtained by integrating the expression (52) or (54) over
the unfixed Zi. In the case of the open string, the Z; are on the real axis satisfying Z; =
0< Zy <+ < Zy_o9g<Zn_1=1. In the case of the closed string the Z, for k =2,... N —2
are integrated over the whole complex plane. In both cases Z; =0,Zy_1 =1, Zy = 0. We
remind the reader that for physical values of the momenta the resulting integrals are formally
divergent. To handle these divergences, one starts with (unphysical) values of the momenta
for which the integrals converge, and then one analytically continues to the physical values.
For open string amplitudes one can do this keeping the range of the Z integrations complete.
But for closed string amplitudes one is forced to divide the integration region up into cells,
with separate analytic continuations in each cell.
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A.1 Maximal helicity violation

A dramatic simplification occurs when there is maximal helicity violation. For instance,
choose all components of the first N — 1 @, to have the value —y. Then necessarily all
components of 7y and of each ~, have the value +v. In this case v, - v, = m, - ™ =
—~, - = sy?/2 for k,1 # N and 7y doesn’t appear in the formula. Then for the open case
(v? = 1/8) the contribution to the integrand of the scattering amplitude is

or

92| qet—(24-5/2) /2( Vz)open

I
“loz

s/24

9 2
2y — x5 |* [ [y 120 — 2| | Zx — Zy|P*P' (55)

- 25 s(N—2)/32 r<5
H 1V |Oék [ hen l2r — Zi|?

1 s(N—-1)/12 Ty — Ts s/12
Ly es(N-2)/32 H lay]| Hr<s | |

|Zk _ Zl|pk'pz (56)
1V |ak| Hk<N ‘O‘k‘s/lz Hk<l<N |Zk - Zl|s/12

where we made use of Eq.(128) (Eq(B3) of the PRD version) of [9] to arrive at the last line.
With this simple choice the scattering amplitude is then

| =D/12

Open N
A]Vp J—

\/|CVTHk<N |y |3/12
H |x7‘ - xs‘s/lz H ‘Zk - Zl|2pk'pl—3/12 (57)

r<s k<I<N

/dZ2 cedZn—q

where we identified g = [26]*/32. Making the same simplifications for the case of the closed
string leads to

N —
Closed __ N-2 1 Joy[N-1/6 2 2
Aot = GV A2y d*Zy
oy lowl Tl ol

[Tz =2 T 120 — Zifrer=/ (58)

r<s k<I<N

where G = 2°/162. If desired, one can replace 2p; - p; by (pr, +p;)? — 2+ /6 in the open case
and by (pr + p1)? — 8 + 2s/3 in the closed case. Keep in mind that this simpler expression
only applies for a very special choice for the 7’s and «’s. In particular, even for a particular
set of the 7y, the full insertion factor at each vertex is 2 cos(y¢), which can be implemented

by summing the amplitudes over each component of each =, assuming both possible values
+.
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