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A bstract

By considering AdSs § string states with large angular mom enta in S° one
is ablke to provide non-trivial quantitative checks of the AdS/CFT duality. A string
rotating in S° with two angularm om enta J; ,J, isdualto an operatorin N = 4 SYM
theory whose conform aldin ension can be com puted by diagonalizing a (generalization
of) soin 1=2 Heisenberg chain Ham iltonian. &t was recently argued and veri ed to
Iowest order n a hrge J = J; + J, expansion, that the Heissnberg chain can be
described using a non-relativistic low energy e ective 2-d action fora unit vector eld
n; which exactly m atches the corresponding large J lim it of the classical AdSs S
string action. In this paper we show that this agreem ent extends to the next order
and develop a systam atic procedure to com pute higher orders in such large angular
m om entum expansion. T his nvolves several non-trivial steps. O n the string side, we
need to choose a special gauge w ith a non-diagonalw orld-sheet m etric which insures
that the angularm om entum isunifom ly distribbuted along the string, as indeed isthe
case on the spin chain side. W e need also to In plem ent an order by order rede nition
ofthe eld n; to get an action linear in the tim e derivative. O n the soin chain side,
it tums out to be crucial to nclude the e ects of Integrating out short wave-length
m odes. In thisway we gain a better understanding ofhow (a subsector of) the string
sigm a m odel em erges from the dual gauge theory, allow ing us to dem onstrate the
duality beyond com paring particular exam ples of states w ith lJarge J.
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1 Introduction

U nderstanding AdS/CFT duality beyond the BPS ornear BPS [1] lin it rem ains an
In portant challenge. It was suggested in R] that concentrating on string states w ith
large quantum numbers, lke angular momentum in AdSs, one nds a qualitative
(m odulo interpolating function of t Hooft coupling ) agreem ent between the A dSs
string energies and anom alousdin ensions ofthe corresponding gauge theory operators
(s=e also [3, 4, 5]). About a year ago, it was obsaerved [6] that sam iclassical string
statesw ith severalnon-zero angularm om enta (w ith Jarge totalS® m om entum J) have
a rem arkable property that their energy adm its an analytic expansion n © - at
large J. Ikwasproposed, therefore, that the coe cientsofsuch an expansion can be

m atched precisely w ith the perturbative anom alous din ensions of the corresponding
scalar SYM operators computed in the same J ! 1 ;7 < 1 Imi [b]. That would
provide the rst quantitative check of AdS/CFT duality far from the BPS 1lim it. The
reason for this expectation was that r such special solutions all string  ° pl-

corrections m ight be suppressed in the large J lin it (@s was explicitly checked for a
particular case In PJ; see also [10] or a review ). Then, the classical string energy
would represent an exact string theory prediction in this lin it. T hisproposal received
a spectacular con m ation in [11, 12] where the one-doop anom alous din ensions of
the relevant scalar SYM operators were com puted utilizing a rem arkable H eisenberg
FIn chain interpretation of the one-docp anom alous dim ension In the scalar sector
[13] and taking the them odynam ic J ! 1 I it of the Bethe ansatz solution for
the eigenvalues. T he detailed agreem ent of the functional dependence of the leading
\one-loop" coe cient on the ratio of spins for \Inhom ogeneous" ©lded and circular

rotating string solutions was further dem onstrated in [14, 15, 12]. Sam e was found
also for the \hom ogeneous" [16] two-goin circular solutions [L7] and for particular
three-goin states [18, 19]. T his agreem ent w as extended to the \two-Jdoop" level using
Integrable m odel/B ethe ansatz technigues R0, 17].

O ne would obviously lke to achieve a better understanding of how and why this
corresoondence between the string theory and gauge theory works, eg., the general
rules ofhow particular string states arem apped onto particular SYM states. Tt would
be Interesting to see how string sigm a m odelw orld-sheet action em erges on the gauge
theory side (cf. [1]), allow ing one to go beyond discussion ofm atching of individual
states. An in portant suggestion in this direction wasm ade recently in R1], and our
aim here will be to further clarify and extend it beyond the lading (\one-loop")
order.

In m ore detail, here we would like to try to understand In general the correspon—
dence between (\sam iclassical") string states w ith two Jarge angularm om enta J;;J,
in S° and singletrace SYM operators Og,,y, = tr (35 52+ ::3) ( 1; , are two
com plex com binations of SYM scalars). Them ain assum ption is that the Iim it

J J+ J, 1; ~ EZ xed < 1 ; 1a)

E arlier exam ples of sin ilar solutions were found n [3, 7, 8].



ie. the expansion In powers of% and ~ is welkde ned on both the string and the
SYM sides ofthe duality. T he classical energy of such rotating string solutions adm its
the follow Ing expansion [6]
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E=JF(?;~); F=1+g "+ o~
where ¢; depend on ratios of spins (and other param eters lke winding num bers).
If quantum string corrections to ¢ are suppressed by extra powers of% O], the
classical string energy (12) should represent the exact string result in the large J
lin it. Then the AdS/CFT duality in plies that one should be ablke tom atch (1 2) with
din ensions of the corresponding SYM operators found In the same Im it. Indeed,
it was demonstrated In [11, 14, 15, 12] and RO, 17] that energies of a particular
classical rotating 2-spin string solutions agree precisely w ith anom alous din ensions
of the corresponding SYM operators at the rst two { \one-loop" and \two-loop" {
orders In expansion In ~ at large J. T here is also m atching at the level of integrable
structures R2, 18] clard ed and established in generalin [17].

T he one-doop anom alous dim ension m atrix in the sector of 2-spin operators O ;,;7,
happens to be equivalent to the ferrom agnetic H eisenberg X XX 1, (SU 2)) spin chain
Ham ittonian H [3]. W ith the 2-docp R6]and 3-loop R6, 27, 28] corrections lncluded
H m ay be Interpreted as a generalized soin chain H am ittonian containing further next
to nearest neighbor interactions. To nd the eigenvalues ofH in the one-loop approx—
In ation one is abl to apply the Bethe ansatz techniques w ith crucial sim pli cation
of them odynam ic Iimit J ! 1 [1, 12, 17]. Furthem ore, one is ablk to extend
this to the two-loop levelby embedding R0] the anom alous din ension operator nto
a particular integrable spin chain system and then again utilize the them odynam ic
Iim it of the Bethe ansatz R0, 17]. U sing the Bethe ansatz for the spin chain on the
gauge side and Integrability of the classical sigm a m odel on the string side ref.[l7]
m anaged to prove the one-loop and two—-Joop m atching for generic solutions.

Our approach below willbe simpler and In a sense com plem entary to the one
of [17] based on integrability. Follow ing R1], we would lke to establish a m ore di-
rect way of com paring the string and SYM results w ithout the need to go through
detailed analysis of particular solutions (or their general classi cation) and use of
com plicated Bethe ansatz techniques which seem hard to extend beyond few leading
orders w ithout know ledge of integrability of the exact spin chain Ham iltonian. The
dea is to extract an e ective 2-d action describing low-energy states of the ferro-
m agnetic Heisenberg spin chain mthe Imit J ! 1 , 7 = xed and then to show
that it agrees w ith the string sigm a m odel action expanded in the same lin it. On
the string side that would correspond to \gauging away" a collective coordinate as-
sociated with the total (orbital and intemal) S° spin J (which may be viewed as
a non-trivial generalization of light-cone gauge xing In the BMN case [1))Y An
agreem ent between the resulting e ective soin chain and string actions would then

YT his am ounts to a reorganization of the classical string action in the large J sector so that the
expansion e ectively goes in powers of™ and thus corresponds to a \near zero-tension" R9]



In ply an agreem ent betw een energies of particular solutions/states (@swellasm atch—
Ing of underlying integrable structures). A s a consequence, one can directly relate
the target space soInning string con gurations to con gurations of 1-d soins R1],
a non-trivial connection which em erged also in the Bethe ansatz approach [11, 17].
Once the con gurations are related, m any questions, as for exam ple the agreem ent
between BetheA nsatz and sigm a m odel calculations, between integrable structures
etc. becom e questions regarding the spin chain H am ittonian and not the AdS/CFT

corresoondence. By that we m ean that the agreem ent is between two di erent ways
of describing a spin chain, a low energy description in tem s of an e ective action or
an exact description using the integrability properties of the m odel. The AdS/CFT

correspondence sim ply establishes that one ofthose two ways is directly related to @
Iim it of) the action ofa string m oving in a speci ¢ target space.

By starting w ith the oneJoop expression for the dilatation operator [13]

H= @ 2 ar1); Tl= Hy ik, 13)

one nds R1] (s=ee, eg. B3, 24] and refs. there) that the corresponding action in
ooherent state P5] (nj lhi= nl, @Y?= 1;i= 1;2;3) path integralis

XJ
S= dt Luz a) MHRNL; 14)

a=1

xJ )
mH ni= ar1 ™) 1.5)
1

2@ )y
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where Ly 5 (h,) depends on n, only at a given site a and is lnear In @.n, 7 Sincewe
are interested mthelimitofJ ! 1 with ™ xed this suggests to take the continuum
lim i, ntroducing n ( ), 0 < 2 jwithp=n&2). Wethen nish with
z Z, 4 1 .
S=J dt — L L=Ctm) —"@n) ; @ @; 1.6)
0o 2 8

whereweset Ly ; (b))  C. ) to indicate that thistem is linear .n @.n': T he equation
ofm otion corresponding to (1.6) are the classical ferrom agnet or Landau-L ifshitz (LL)
equation®

l~ 2
@tl"li= 5 ijknj@lnk H @.7)

Ilim it. Related large J lim it In the classical string equations was considered from a geom etric point
ofview In B0].

“Ly 7z may be viewed as an analog of the usual \pg" tem , ie. this non—relativistic action m ay
be interpreted as a phase space action with n; descrbing both coordinates and m om enta. This
ensures proper com m utation relations ifwe reverse the logic and prom ote n; to quantum operators:
n; ! i NiAy]= 21 3550k .

*The LL equation describes evolution in tin e of m agnetization vector of a (one-din ensional in
the present context) m acroscopic ferrom agnet (see, eg., R3, 31]).



W e have om ited higherderivative term s com ing from .41 n)? since they are
suppressed by powers of % . W e further observe that since J is the coe cient In

front of the action, it plays the role of the Inverse P lanck constant in the soin chain
path integral. Then n the Imitwhen J ! 1 and 7 = xed one should be ablk to
ignore quantum ocorrections and thusto treat (1.6) asa classical action that should be
m atched to the string action expanded in the sam e lin it. Thism atching was indeed
dem onstrated In R1] and w illbe further discussed and extended to higher orders in
~ below .

W e should rem ark that at higher lIoops, the operators of iInterest are still described
by a soin s = % chan and only the H am iltonian getsm odi ed. At each loop Interac-
tions Involring larger num ber of neighbors are Introduced. However, at least at the
next order, the interaction is still ferrom agnetic (for an all ) and therefore, at low
energy, the description ofthe system In tem s of Jong-wave length soin waves should
be valid. The low energy e ective action goveming these m odes contains, a prior,
allpossible tem s com patible w ith the symm etries. O ur task is then to com pute the
corresponding coe cients which should Include the e ects of Integrating out the high
m om entum m odes.

Thus, wih higherJoop corrections incluided in H In (13), we expect to nd a
Jow -energy e ective action analog of (1.6),(1.7) with higher powers of ~ m ultipling
higher derivatives of n;

L=Cc(n) H @n;e&n;en;::) ; 1.8)
H =a~@n)’+ "~ a @n)+ a @n)

+ 7 a; @n)* + a, @n)? @n)% + as @n@n)* + ag @n)® + 0 () : 1.9)

W e have written down all possible local structures with 4 and 6 soatial derivatives
buil out ofa unit vector eld n;(; ) (modulo ntegration by parts). The coe cients
ap;aijay; it are detemm ined by detailed m icroscopics of the spin chain .

Tt is useful to note that sihce (1.7) and L In (1.6) or (1.8) are linear In time
derivatives, the overall factorof © iIn H can be absorbed into a rescaling of the tim e
coordinate (this does not change the coe cient n front of the action (1.6))

t! “'; L! L=Cih) a@n)’ “B@n)’+a@n)l+ iz (110)

Our rst ain below will be to show, generalizing the suggestion of R1], how such
an action with a singk tin e derivative (in C () tem ) but containing all orders of
derivatives in , em erges from the usual second-tin ederivative AdSs S sigma
model action expanded mtheImit J ! 1 ;7 < 1. In the 2-soin sector the classical
string equations in AdSs S expanded for lJarge spin reduce to a higherderivative

{In principle, one could use the know ledge of a fow fam ilies of m icroscopic solutionsto  x these
coe clents, but it tumsout one can work w ith general eld con gurations,aswew illshow in Section
4.



generalization ofthe LL equation for a unit 3-vector n; describing a shape ofa string
rotating in two orthogonalplanes. Tt is rem arkabl that such a non—relativistic \clas-
sical ferrom agnetic" action containing all orders in spatial derivatives but only st
order in tin e derivative happens to be a particular \reexpansion" (n the ¥~ ! 0
Iim it) of the usual relativistic string sigm a m odel action .

Next, we w ill com pare the coe cients In H (1.9) appearing from the (quantum )
FoiIn chain wih the corresponding coe cients com ing out of the string sigm a m odel
action. W e shallconclude, In full agreem ent w ith the previous results based on Bethe
ansatz technique R0, 17], that the corresoondence does extend to the next ~2 (\two-—
loop") order. W e shall nd that beyond the leading ~ order one is not able to ignore
quantum oorrections on the spin chain side: before taking the continuum lm it one
should com pute a quantum e ective action analog of (1.4).W hilk the temm squadratic
Inn; in (1.9) are ndeed correctly found by sin ply taking the continuum lim i of the
coherent state expectation value of the spin chain Ham iltonian equal to the SYM
dilatation operator, to reproduce the n* and higher order tem s one needs to take
Into acoount quantum oorrections. W e shall also discuss how the m atching should
work at the \threeJloop" ~° order but detailed quantum com putations on the spin
chain side (peyond the evaluation of the corresponding coherent state expectation
valie hn H 1i) will not be described here.

T he rest of this paper is organized as follows. In section 2 we discuss the large
angularm om entum lim it of the string action. W e rst consider the conform al gauge
(section 2 2) and cbtain the expansion of the action in powers of 7. A though this
approach happens to be enough up to second order In ™, at higher orders the action
contains non-localtem s. For that reason In section 2.3 we develop a m ore systam atic
expansion by nding an appropriate \uniform " gauge and applying an order by order

eld rede nition to elin nate tem swhich arenon-linear in tin e derivatives. In section
3 we take the continuum lim it of the coherent state expectation value mH hi ofthe
Foin chain Ham iltonian representing the SYM dilatation operator w ith two-loop and
three-loop corrections ncluded. W e show, however, that this naive approach does
not reproduce the fi1ll string resuls at ~? and ~° orders. In section 4 we com pute
quantum ocorrections to the e ective action of the spin chain com Ing from integrating
out high energy m odes. T hey tum out to contribute starting w ith ~? order and after
Including them we nd perfect agreem ent w ith the string side at this order. In section
5weperom som e checks ofthe ~? result forparticular two-spin string con gurations.
C oncluding rem arks arem ade in section 6. A ppendices contain som e technicaldetails
and usefill relations.

2 G eneralized \classicalm agnetic" action from
string sigm a m odelon R S°

Our rsttask willbe to show how the action (1.8) appears from the standard string
sigm am odelactiononR  S°. HereR factor represents the tin e direction in AdSs and



S3 factor is from S°: we shall consider only string con gurations that are Jocated in
the center of AdSs and belong to S $°. They m ay carry two out of three possble
Independent angular m om enta and should describbe string states corresoonding to
eigenstates of closed SU (2) subsector of anom alous din ension m atrix or soin chain
Ham iltonian. There exists a generalization of the procedure described below to the
3-soIn (SU (3)) sector but it will not be discussed here.

2.1 Param etrization of R 83

The m etric ofR S® spacetin e can be param etrized as llow s

ds’ = df+ §X,F+ P, T ; KiF+ Kof=1; @d)
X4 X+ X, = cos ei'l; X5 X3+ X 4= shn S 2)
In thisparam etrization string states that carry two angularm om enta J;;J, should be
rotating In the two orthogonalplanes X 1;X,) and K 3;X4) (see [6, 10] for details).
To consider the lim it of large totalsoin J = J; + J, we would like to isolate the corre-
soonding collective coordinate, ie. the comm on phase ofX; and X ,. In the fam iliar
case of fast m otion of the center ofm ass the roke of J is played by linearm om entum
orp' . Here, however, J represents the sum of \orbital" aswell as \Intemal" angular
m om entum and thus does not correspond sin ply to the center ofm assm otion. This
is thus a generalization of the Iim it considered in [1]: we are interested in \large"
extended string con gurations and not in a nearly point-like strings. Let us thus sst

X,=U;e" ; X,=U,e ; P F+ P.5=1; 23)

ie. param etrize S® in term s of CP ! coordinatesU; and an angle HopfS! bration
ofS?). Theanglke representing sin ultaneous rotation in the two planes w illbe the
collective coordinate corresponding to J. In tem s of standard S° angles

. . . 1 1
U;=cos e ; U,=sh e’ ; =§(’1+’2); =§('1 '2) : 24)
Then

ds’)ss = @ dUdU.)*+ dU_dU,.+ (U, dU,)* ; r=1;2; @.5)
ie.

ds’)ss= © )*+DU,DU; ;
D d +C; DU =du, icu; C du, : 2 6)
It is usefill to replace U, by a unit vector n; representing CP *
n; U U ; U= (U;U2) ; @.7)

where ; are Paulim atrices. T hen

1
ds?)s:= O )+ Zdnidni; D =d +C@); 2 8)



R
where C (n) has a non-localW Z-type representation C = % Old i3 N;i@ nydng: In
temm s of S° angles one has

n;= (sh2 o©os2 ;sn2 sin2 ; cos2 ) ; 2.9)

@s?)s:= d +C)Y’+d %+ sn?2 d?%; C=ocos2 d : ©.10)

Tt is interesting to note a direct analogy between (2.7) relating n; and U,;U, and the
coherent state basis on the soin chain side’
T he string action is then Wwe use signature ( +))

_p_z 2, 4
2

I= d L ; @41)
0
1p q 1
L= > 9d*( @qt+ Dy Dg + Z@pni@qni) ; 2.12)
where 7

l 1

Dg =€ +Cqln); Cg= 2 d 0@ nyQgny ; 2.13)
ni( ; ;7 == @o; nu(; 5 =0=mn(C; ),

1 1

GCq GCp= > 5k N:10pN5CqNk 7 Cq= 7 ik nn;Qn, + @, @ 14)

The crucial point is that one should view tand as \longitudinal" coordinates that
re ect the redundancy of the reparam etrization-invariant string description: they
are not \seen" on the gauge theory side, and should be gauged away (or elin inated
using the constraints). At the sam e tin e, the unit vector n; should be interpreted as
a \transverse" or physical coordinate which should thus have a counterpart on the
SU (2) spin chain side (W ih an obvious candidate being a vector param etrizing the
coherent state). To put 2.12) Into rst-tin ederivative form lke (1.8) one will need
to properly expand the action and m ake a eld rede niion ofnj.

T he conserved charges corresponding to translations in tim e, rotations of and
SO (3) rotations ofn; are®

g “2dp_
€ ;J;Ss) = €;J ;S5 ; E = o gd®e,t ; (2.15)
0
One can check this relation ushg ¢° ¢4 = @b 4 9 ad B¢ ¢ nqay be interpreted as a vector
potential of a D irac m onopole at the origin.
YIn the spin chain casewe have com plex scalars 1; 2 In the operatortr( fl 22 + :::) represent-

ing spins up and down. In coherent state basisinj *hi= n' where total 1i is a product of doublt
coherent states at each node. W e m ay thus view U, as \radial" coordinates directly corresponding
to thetwo com plex scalars 1; , onthe SYM side, with UY iU = n'being the \classical" analog of
mj *hi= nt. TheU (1) phase corresponds to rotating the chiral super elds by the sam e overall
phase. p_

“N ote that p_ is the e ective string tension in (2.11) and so all classical string charges are
proportional to



Z 5 Z 5

d p— 5 d p—— .
J = 5~ 99Dy i 8= S 9% (216)
0
where the local current ¢, is
. 1
O; Dp n;+ 5 ijknj@pnk . 2a27)

G Iven a generic string con guration, one can apply a global rotation to put S; in the
\canonical" form (0;0;S3), where S; w ill then corregpond to the di erence J; J of
thetwo 3 inswhose sum isJ (the corresponding angular coordinate is n 24)).

Note that the e ective coupling constant ™ in (1.1) is directly related to the
(rescaled) charge J in (2.16)

1 , 1
=gz s T =e=: (2.18)

1

T hus expansion in powers of = is the sam e as expansion In powers of ™.

2.2 Conform al gauge choice

W hile the nal expressions for the physical quantities for speci ¢ string solutions
like the energy as a function of spins should not of course depend on a particular
choice of reparam etrization gauge, the sin plicity of the \o —shell" corregpondence
between the string and spin chain 2-d actions is sensitive to a choice of world-shest
coordinates. It tums out that the sim plest confom al gauge choice fails to be the
adequate one beyond the leading order in ™ expansion : one needs to choose instead a
non-trivial (\non-diagonal") gauge. Thism ay be viewed as a technical com plication,
but it actually highlights the in portance of a suitable reparam etrization gauge choice
In understanding how string action orighates from gauge theory.

N evertheless, it is still lnstructive to start with the discussion of the standard
confom al gauge P T gg® = % =diag( 1;+1) (this gauge was used in R1]). In
conform al gauge t satis es the free equation ofm otion, and we can x the residual
conform aldi eom orphism freedom by the usual condition

t= ;
relating the world-sheet and the target space energies. Then (2.15) inplies

AP

0o 2
The problem w ith the confom algauge choice tums out to be related to the fact that
here the energy ishom ogeneously distributed along while the angularm om entum J
isnot, whilk the situation on the soin chain side is just the opposite. A s a resul, the
com parison of the expressions for the actions and the energies becom es com plicated;



n particular, the expression for E in term s of J contains \non-local" contributions
(given by muliple ntegrals over ).
T he equations ofm otion for and n; are found to be
@D, =0; @Pq = 0; 2 20)
w here the Jatterm ay be explicitly w ritten as

DP  4ni@n :—L@p@n- =0; 221
ijkti3Cptik 2( pl)? ’ ( )

i) m;  (@my)n; e @22)
Equivalently, 221) m ay be written as

1
DP @pni= 5 ijknj@p@pnk . (2.23)
T he confom al gauge constraints
@b+ @D°= @)+ @)°; Gtlit= gqg (2 24)
L
are easily solved expressing D, In temmsofn; D = 2 %(@ n;)?; where
@ = @1 @), ie.
S S
1 1 1 1
Do =5 7 @n)’+ 2 Z@n) = —@n)'t i @225
S S
D _ 1 2 }(@n)z 2 }(@n)z— i@n@n+---- 226)
1 2 4 + 411 4 + 113 4 1+41iC041 see o

W e expanded in large which is related to expansion in small™ = ;. Indeed,

22 g 172 , 1
J= —Dy = — —@n)+0(); 227
Do o 5 @m0 ) @27

ie. (s== (218))

~

1 1%24 , 1

—2+F . 2_(@lni) +O(—6) : @28)
Thus in the confom al gauge the natural expansion is n powers of £, whik on the
FoiIn chain side it is the expansion in powers of ©. The two coincide at the lading
order, but i is clear that beyond the leading order (and kesping n; general) the two
expansions are related In an Indirect way which ise ectively non-local n

W e choose particular signs in the solution to ensure regularity of arge or large J expansion.

10



Elin nating D, from (223) using (225),(226) we get an equation forn;y Ex-
panding in large we get

1 ) 1
Qn; = 5 KD @ @)ng+0 () 2 29)

Ifwe rstassum ethatallderivativesstay niteat large then the kading-orderequa-
tion is sinply @ynx = 0. Then alo @ n;), = 0, or @n; = @n)?n;. M ultiplying
thisby @;n; we get also (@;n)? = 4m ? = const, and thus n; has cos2m  and s 2m
as itstwo non—zero components. ThenE=" J?+ m? and S; = 02 g—ni= 0. This
corresoonds to the sim plest circular string solution w ith two equal angularm om enta
J; = J, (this is, n fact, an exact solution of the fiill string equations [6], see also
below ). Thus expanding In  in this way correspoonds to expanding near this special
circular solution.

Thstead, it is more natural to follow R1] and assum e that @yn; and @;n; stay

nite in the lim i, ie. to rescale the tin e coordinate (cf. (1.10))

! ; ! Q; 1ie: t! t ™ lt: © 30)

Here we used that t = ; note that this is the sam e rescaling of tin e t that was
needed in (1.7) or (1.6) to elim inate the ™ dependence. Then termm s w ith m ore tin e
derivatives w ill be suppressed by higher powers of . Observing that @ n;)? i
(225),(26) isnow equalto (@n; l@oni)2 we nd that (229) becom es

2 1 1) 1
Qon; = 5 ijknj@lnk + _ZGi + O (—4) ; (231)
) 1 5 1 1
Gy = > 15N 3@ N 2 @n@n)@n; + 8 @n@n)@n; : 232)

The lading term thus takes the form of the LL equation linear in tim e derivative
which is equivalent to (1.7). Solutions of this lading-order equation include R1]
non-trivial folded and circular string con gurations Which are large  1lim its of the
corresoonding exact solutions in [6, 14, 15]), ie. this is a natural starting point of an
expansion that should describbe generic string states w ith large J.

G ven the rem arkable fact that this leading-order equation is linear In the tine
dervative, solvig (2.31) perturbatiely n * one is ablk to elin inate all tin e deriva—
tives from the correction temm s in favor of spatial derivatives and thus to convert
(231) Into a Jocal equation w ith only spatial derivatives appearing on the rh s., ie.
Into an equation of the type expected on the spin chain side (follow ing from (1.8)).

It is In portant to stress that this \re-expansion" of the orighalR S’ sigma
m odel equations of m otion e ectively selects a subclass of solutions w ith large J or
large . Thateq. (231) doesnot as a result describe all possible solutions of R g
sigm a m odel is Just as well since other solutions which do not carry large angular

YO ne can check that the equation or in (2 20) is then identically satis ed as a consequence of
the equation forn;.
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momentum J arenotdualto SYM operators from the SU (2) sector and thus should
not be related to eigenstates of oin chain Ham iltonian.

Another ram ark is that this large J conversion of the origihal second-order
equations into a rstorder one is sim ilar to the usuagl large friction case or non-—

relativistic Jargem ass lim it. The oleoflarge orJ = ( ~) ! isindeed analogousto
that of Jarge light-conem om entum p' in other sin ilar cases ke BM N one w here one
expands near a point-like con guration. A gain, the novelty of the present expansion
is that it isolates a sector of non-trivial extended solitonic string states which are far
from being point-like.
The krading tetmm In (2.31) corresoonds to the follow ing action forn;
z Z, g 1
I=J d — L ; L=2Co =@ny)°; (2 33)
0o 2 8
where we took into account the abov% r_esca]jng of @n refers to the new )
to combine the strjngptgnsjon factor wih the factor coming from d into J
which isthe sam e as to Jeading order in 1) . This action is equivalent to (1.6).
The explicit form of L in tem s of lndependent angular coordinates in (2.9) is

1 2 : 2 2
L = cos2 @ 5[(@1 Y+ sn“2 @ )I: 2.34)

To see the em ergence of the W Z temm C, ? directly at the kevel of the action wem ay
\boost" , ie. ntroduce nstead a new \light-cone" coordinate u

u t: (2.35)

Then the original sigm a m odel Lagrangian m ay be w ritten In conform al gauge as

1 1
L= @tD,u S0 Lu)’ 5 @n;)° - 2 36)
U sing that t= and dropping a totalderivative term we get
1 2 1 2
L= Co > O pu) 3 @ni)” ; @37)

or, after the rescaling (2.30) of the tin e coordinate
1 2 1 2 1 2 1 2
L=2Cy 3 @yn;) > O u) + >z [Oou)” + 2 @on;)°] : (2.38)

O bsarving that according to (225) (after the rescaling (2.30))

1 4 1 5 1

52 [6_4 @ny)" + P @ony)* ]+ O (=) 5 239)
“N ote that this is not the \usual" covariant sigm a m odelW Z tem which containsboth and

derivatives: Cy tem is localin  (Wwe did not have a B , ,-temm in the original sigm a m odel action).

1 2
Dou= Dy 1= g(@ll’li)

12



1 1
Dju=D; = F@Oni@lni‘l' O ()i 2 40)

and assum ing that we can use the constraints to elin lnate u from the action Wwhich,
In general, requires a jasti cation but here does kad to the correct result forthe st
subleading tem ) we get

L=Cp = @n)?+ — [@ny)? + — @n)*1+ O () (2.41)
= — (@ny — n; — (@ny —) : p
0 8 1 8 2 0 16 1 4
The nalstep istomake a eld rede nition to elin nate the tin e derivative tem
from the correction. T his am ounts to the use of the lading-order equation in (2.31)
In plying
2 _ } 2_\2 4 i .
@ony)” = 2 [@1n3) @n;)"]+ O (=) : @ A42)

Asa resul, we get (n temm sof rede ned eld n;)

1 3 1
L=Co - @ny’ [@n)* - @n)1+ 0 () : (2.43)

+ =
32 2
W e shall obtain the sam e action (2.43) from a m ore system atic approach of the next
subsection, and later In Sections 3 and 4 we will check that the coe cients of the
4-derivative tem s in  (2.43) m atch the ones appearing In the e ective action (1.8)
of the soin chain. Sin ilar procedure can be applied at higher orders, converting the
original sigm a m odel action into the rst-tin ederivative action of the type (1.8).

A s already m entioned, the problem ofthe conform algauge we used above is that
here the expansion goes in powers of % instead ofpowersof = = ~ and thus the com -
parison w ith the soin chain side is indirect beyond the lading order: converting the
L expansion into J—12 one, using the expression forJ (227), brings in non-localtem s
given by powers of Integralsover . Forthat reason we shallnow describe an altema-—
tive gauge xIng procedure which isbetter suited for establishing the correspondence

between the spin chain and the string sigm a m odele ective actions.

2.3 N on-diagonal \uniform " gauge

Let us start w ith rew riting generic string sigm a m odelaction In  rstorder form and
then discuss gauge xing. G ven

1p__
L= > 9g%G  ®)@x Qx (2 .44)
and introducing the m om enta
p— p—
p= G @@x +B@x); A od’; B ad* ; (2 45)

we can rewrite L In the rst-order form w ith respect to the tim e dervatives
1 1 1
L=pQx + >B G pp +G ®&x @&x ]+ BA "p E@x : (2 46)

13



HereA ! and BA ! play the rok of Lagrange m ultipliers for the constraints.

The action for (2.46) is reparam etrization nvariant, and then as in B2] (in at
gace) and In B3] (n AdS space) one may X a gauge, eg. on a combination of
coordinates x and momenta p . The result is of course equivalent to the corre-
soonding gauge xing directly In the Polyakov’s action (cf. 33, 34]) but starting w ith
(2 .46) m ay have som e concsptual advantages since, In the presence of isom etries, som e
m om enta are related to densities of conserved currents.

In the case of our nterest L In (2.44) is given by (.12) and so is rstorder
version (2.46) has the follow ing explicit form

L =plot+ p Dy + pi@on;

1 1
+ oA "I BHp At @DP+ O, )+ Z(@lmzl 2 47)

+ BA '(@@t+pD; + pi@ny :

Here we have chosen to couplep toDy and not to @y . The equations ofm otion
orpgp are equivalent to the de nitions of them om enta in temm s 0of@yx and A ;B
n (245),

p.= AQyt+ B@t; p = AD, BD; : @ 48)

N ote also that we have de ned p; so that they are di erent from the usual canonical
m om enta forn;: p; does not inclide the contribution ofthe @yn;-dependence ofCy In
Dy ,ie.

1
Pi= AQn;+ B@ny) : 2 .49)
T he equations for the m etric com ponents A and B give the constraints

1
B+p +4pi+ @0°+ 01 )+ 2 @n)'=0; 250)

p@it+ p Dy + pi@in;= 0 : (251)
The equations fort; and n; are found to be

Qpe+ @B T@t+Bp)l=0; 252)
Qp + @B 'O, +Bp)l=0; 2.53)

1 1
> i Gng+ A 'O; +Bp )@ingl+ @pit @R l(z@lni"‘ Bp;)]l =0:
. (254)

nf = 1 immplees that n;@;n; = 0; p;n; = 0 and that the variation over n; should be
orthogonalto n;. The st j-temm in (2.54) comes from the variation ofC4 n D 4
(an additional gradient variation tem is proportional to the equation (2.53) for

and thus is ignored).
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T he conserved charges corresoonding to the invariances under translation in tim e,
transhtion n  and O (3) rotations ( ny = 5 snk) ofn; are (see (2.15),(2.16),2.17))

) Z, 4 Z, 4 Z, g
E Pt= ~H; J-= ~ v ; S, = — g ; 2 55
. 2 ; . 32 P . 32 G (2 55)
H P G=pnit 2 j5nspx ¢ (2.56)

Letusnow choose a gauge. T he gauge used In the previous section was the orthogonal
oneA = 1;B = 0Oand t= . Having in m ind com parison w ith the soin chain it
is natural to request that translations in tin e In the target space and on the world
sheet should indeed be related. A Iso, we should ensure that the angular m om entum
J is hom ogeneously distrdouted along the string, ie. ket us require

H t= ; () p =J = const: 257)

Here we have chosen to set a proportionality coe cient between tand to 1 but later
we willneaed to rescale  as in the above conform al gauge discussion. In this case
(248) and (249) mply

1
A= H; J = HDg BD: ; pi:Zl(H@Oni B@n;) ; (2 .58)
and the constraints 2.51),2.50) give
1
D, = Epi@lni; 2.59)

S

1 1
H H@;p= J2+4pi+ EE (:@1n;)? + y @n)? : 2.60)

U sing the constraints, the resulting \reduced" Lagrangian for the independent vari-
ablsn; and p; is found from @247) tobelL = JD, + p;@yn; H :0m iting the total
derivative J @, tem ,we get

LMn;p)=JCo+ pi@n; H ;p); (2.61)

where Cy isagain the sameW Z term asin 237) or 2.13). Thusboth the st and
the second tem s here depend on @yn;, re ecting the fact that p; was de ned not to
include a contribution from Cy in D

Next, we should check that this Lagrangian (2.61) does Indeed lead to the correct
equations for n;;p;, ie. that here it is kegitin ate to use the gauge conditions and the

T his isanotherexam ple illustrating that in curved space it isoften naturalto use a non-conform al
gauge. In fact, use of such a m ore general gauge (or a special choice of and variables) m ay be
\required" by duality to gauge theory. A gain, it is true of course that all nalphysical ocbservables
(ke values of energies on particular solutions) should be gauge-independent. But an \o -chell’

com parison of string and gauge theory m ay be greatly facilitated by the right choice of world-sheet
coordinates.
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constraints directly In the action. W ith the above gauge choice the general equations
(252){ (2.54) becom e

1
@HE @B=0; @H '@ —zPn)]=0; 2.62)

1 . 1 L1
EJ kN5 Gony  H ~ @B Fpi@lni)@lnk + G@p; @QH (Z@ll‘li"‘ Bpi)l] =0;
" (2.63)

w here according to (2.58) p; = % H @n; B@n;). Weare to compare (2.54),(49)
w ith the equations forn; and p; that ollow directly from (2.61)

1
Qn; H "@pi+ S EBn)@ni= 0; 2.64)

1 1 1
EJ i5n5@ne + @p; QH ° (Z@lni"‘ 72 ©EQn)p;] = 0: (2.65)

?

W e conclude that they agree provided
1 .
B = F(p@ln) H 1x: Dl = JB : (2.66)
W e are still to check that this does not contradict the rst equation In (2.62), ie.
1
@oH = ;@1 (p@ln) : (2.67)

This, Indeed, follow s from the equations ofm otion (2.64),(2.65) forp; and n; ¥ Thus
our procedure is consistent: the extra condition (2.66) is a solution of our equations.
We ocould, In fact, mpose 266) andp = J In (257) as two reparam etrization
gauge conditions; then an extra choice oft= n @257) would correspond to  xIng
a residual reparam etrization freedom , as In the conform al gauge.

Since p; enters (2.61) only algebraically, we can now solve for it and get a (hon-—
polynom ial) action that depends only on n; and its rst derivatives @gn; and @in;.
We nd from (2.64)

@n@n)
—————@ini]; n;= 0; (2.68)
4J2+ (@11"1)2 14il s pin; ’

YIn general, given the Lagrangian which is rstorder in @n; one nds that (om itting ? sign)
Qopi %J 15k N3Q@eny = @1@8%; Qn; = S—g_, from where it follows that W Z temn does not
contribute)

1H [@
1= nj
p a 0

QuH os Qp@n + eH @ @
= n —_— =
0 @e.n 01 ep oP

H QH QH
@01’1+ —@op + @1

@ :
Leein ep e o

The rst bracket vanishes on the equations ofm otion, so H is conserved. C om puU’ng@@@% Qpn using
(2.64) one nds indeed that it isequalto B, ie. toJi2 (EQin):
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1 @on@in)

@ n; = —H
Pt L @n)?

=J’B : 2 .69)

Substituting p; nto H gives

1+ “Lz @1n)?
H=J« - - - ; @.70)
L+ 57 @n)?Il 5 @n)?1+ 1557 @nen)?

and elin inating p; from the Lagrangian (2.61), we get?

Li)=JCo Hy; H, H  Hon;; @.71)
S
1
H,=Jd [+ RE @n)?]1L 2 @on)?]+ 1672 @on@in)? ; 2.72)
E quivalently,
q—- 1
H,= detpqi  pg= bat ,@nilni;  ~p  diag( 1;F) = 2.73)

Rem arkably, if not or the W Z tem C,, the expression for (2.71) is ram iniscent of
the Nam bu Lagrangian in a static gauge (suggesting that therem ay be a m ore direct
way of deriving this action).

W e have thus m anaged to recast the origial sigm a m odel action in the fomm
resam bling (1.8). The ram aining steps are:

(i) to de ne a consistent Ji expansion, and then

(i) to elin inate tin e derivatives in H , by eld rede nitions orderby orderin =
To de ne the large J expansion near the sam e \classical ferrom agnet" lim it as in the
conform algauge (cf. 2.43)) we need to rescale (cf. (1.10),@230))

2 ~ 1 . ~ 1 l
1 Jge = ; ier ot t; @ ! —@Qp; 2.74)
J2
thus getting the string action In the form
z Zy g
I=J d 2—L; L=C, H; H JH, (2.75)
0
S
H=J° L+ @n)210L @n)?1+ L @n@n)? ; 2.76)
43 2 43 4 16J © !

ie. (om itting constant term in H )

1 2 2 1 4
L=2Cyp P @n;)” + [@ni)° + e @n;)"]

8J ?
1 %(@on)2

1+ L @n)? @n)?+ 15 [@nein)” (@:n)2@n)?]

“‘Wealso ndthatDy, = P
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1 1 1
[@ni@n;)® = @ns)” @ng)® + — @ni@n;)°]+ O (—) : @.77)
32J 4 2 32 Je

T he second and fourth derivative term s here are the sam e as in the conform al gauge
expression (2.41), and thus the equations of m otion to this order also have the sam e
fom 231),232).
N ote that it is the energy density (2.70), or, in tem s of rede ned tim e derivative
1+ 577 @n)?

fo = 2.78)
o+ 4JL2 (@1n)2]|_1 4;4 (@On)2]+ 16}76 (@On@ln)2

=J+J ' 3(@1n>2 + [@on;)° ) @n;)*1+ O (i> 2.79)
8 16 J4

8J 2
that is conserved on the equations of motion. It is only affter a eld rede nition
n; ! n; that elin nates all tin e derivatives n the H part of L. In 2.77), ie. that
puts L into the fom

L=Co) H @n;@n;@'n;::7); (2 .80)

that H should be conserved ¥ O n generalgrounds, sihce (the integralof) H generates

translations In t and (the Integral of) H generates translations in  , and t

according to the above choice, the two m ust be equivalent on-chell (after the same
eld rede nition done In H , m odulo a total @, derivatire), ie.

H @n;@n)] s o wen=J H @n;@nj:)+ @F : ©.81)

This iswhat is required for correspondence w ith the soin chain resuls. In contrast to
the confom al gauge case, the relation between the spacetin e and 2-d energies here
does not involve non-local multiple ntegral) tem s.

The form of eld rede nition which is needed to put L In (2.75) into the fom
(2.80) is suggested by the com parison of the O (3) conserved charges which should
also m atch: for (2.80) we get instead of the expression in 2.15), (2 .56)

Z, g
S;=4d — n; ; (2.82)
0o 2
In plying that the required eld rede nition shouldbe We rescale g; in (2.56) by factor
of J)!

1
m= G 0i@ni@in) + Gif = ni+ O () (2 83)
¥*Indeed, ifH dependsonly on spatialderivatives the equations ofm otion follow ing from take the
form % ijknj@onk = (@ [@g?ni + @1@g?nl + :::0)» K ;; and then K ;@pn; = 0 so that
@eH , @H @H @H
QH = @p@in;—— + @y@jn;———+ :::= @; Qyn + Qy@ni—s—+ ::: ;
° "t een; 0t teeln; ey Ot tee?n;

and the integralof @yH wvanishes.
{0 nce the action is put into the orm (2.80), the density ofthe O (3) rotational current is deter—
m ined sin ply by the W Z tem Cg, ie. i should be equal (up to a totalderivative) to r;.
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where a totalderivative term @, £ m ay be needed to ensure that nf = 1.

Let usdem onstrate how thisworks to the two leading orders n large J expansion
(see also Appendix A ). Startingw ith (2.77) ktusdo a eld rede nition that converts
the @n;)® tem into its \on-shell' value (242), ie. [@n:i)*Ly men= = (@7n),)* =
2 [@%n)? @n)*]: Observing that the variation of the st two leading tem s in
(2.77) isproportionalto the kading-order equations (om itting total spatialderivative)

Co % @n)*1= [% x5 Gy + % @%n;); 1 ny; we conclude that we need
1 1 1, . ~ , '
n= 27 2 [ 5 ijknj@onk + Zl (@1111)? 1; [ fli]on hen — RE (@1ni)? : (2 84)

This rede nition e ectively replaces 537 @on;)” tem with = (@7n;), )*, so that in

term sof rede ned eld r; = n; nwe get (2.80) with (om itting tilda on nj;)

1
H=Ho+H;+H,+0 () ; Ho=§(@1n>2; (2 .85)

~

3
H,= [@%n;)? v @n;)*1; 2 .86)

32
whereweusad (2.18) toexpressJ in tem sof ™. Thishappensto be the sam e resul as
In the conform algauge 243) wih ! J . Sincethetwo actions { (2.77) and (2.80)
{ are rrlated by a eld rede nition, they have equivalent equations of m otion, ie.
(2.80) with H given by (2.86) is guaranteed to reproduce the sam e string solutions.

The eld rede nition wehave used is indeed equivalent, on-shell, and to the lrading
order in Ji , to the one n (2.83) that transform s n; Into the charge density o

) 1
@) +O0 ()7 ™  g: 287)

n;= ¢ le ik FQog + O (%) 'oag+
Let us now show that the energy densiy (2.78) becom es Indeed equal (up to an
overall factorof J ) to H In (2.86) affer the above eld rede nition and evaluation
of the result on the equations ofm otion. It is in portant to stress that whilke the use
of equations of m otion in the action is equivalent to eld rede nitions (at least, to
Jleading order), this isnot so In the energy: eld rede nition and evaluation on-shell
are two di erent steps. Notice that compared to H in (2.77) the sign of the @n;)?
term In H is the opposite, so f we would sin ply evaluate H on-shellwe would not
match H in (2.86). Instead, we are lnstructed to do the eld rede niion (2.84) =rst,
and it gives @;n)? ! (fni n; : Evaluating the result on the lrading-order equations
ofm otion we end up with (Up to a totalderivative, subtracting the constant tem J ,
rescaling by factor of J and om itting tilda on nj;)

J J—l@2l@2@2+@21@4+01
H )—g( 1n) 872 RQIn; @ny)- @on;) 1_6( 1n;)°1] (ﬁ)

~

1 3
= §<@1n>2 5[(@fni>2 Z(@lni>41+ 0 (%) : 2 .88)
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The ok of the eld rede nition is thus to invert the sign of the @yn)? term i H ;
then, upon evaluation on-shell, H matches H in (2.86).

Tt isclearthat the sam e eld rede nition procedure should apply at higher orders
ofexpansion in Ji . W e dem onstrate thisexplicitly at the nextJ—l4 order in Appendix A .
Herewew ill jist quote the nalresult forthe correspondingterm n H in (2.80),(2.85)
(@gain om itting tilda on n; and using .18)) *

~2
Hy= o, @n) Z @n)” @fn)? 2—25 @ne7n)* + 1—2 @n)° : (2.89)
Below we shall com pare these results w ith the corresponding expressions on the spin
chan side (1.8).
Tt would be Interesting to determm Ine term s In H , to a given order in an expansion
In powers of n;, but to all orders in soatial derivatives. This is possbl to do for
all quadratic tem s by expanding near the \vacuum " con guration n; = (0;0;1)
which essentially corresoonds to the BM N lin it (snall uctuations above the BP S
vacuum ). Then starting with (2.76) where allhigher than quadratic tem s should be
om itted and solving forthe frequency in tem s ofthe spatialm om entum one ndsthat
all quadratic term s In the e ective Ham iltonian can be written as follow s (m odulo
Integration by parts)

H=-"'n; 1 ~“@& 1n;+0@0": 2 .90)

T he expansion of the BM N square root here is In agreem ent w ith the coe cients of
the quadratic tem s n (2.85),((2.86),((2.89).

24 Som e special solutions

Let usm ention how som e known two-spin solutionsoftheR  S® sigmam odel t into
the above discussion. A class of folded and circular string solutionsw ith non-constant
radii 14, 15] havihg "y = wyx ; = () In @2)) haven (12) satisfying

@ni@n;= 0 : @ 91)

A s follow s from (2.76),(2.78) in this case

S
1+ 55 @n)?
- 45 ; H=J°2 + 2
1 435 @n)? TR R E

=ity

H=J

@n)?1: (292)

kT he sam e expression for the 6-derfvative tetm in H was found by A .D ym arsky and I.K kbanov
by reconstructingtheC, H Lagrangian from the condition that it correctly reproduces the energies
ofthe folded [14] and circular [16] solutions expanded to the given order n ™.
Here p; = %H @Qon;; pi@n; = 0 and B and D; vanish so the \unifom " gauge is diagonal (see
(249),(2.66)). Also, D is conserved, ie. it depends only on , so the \unifom " gauge m ay be
reached from the conform algauge by an additional rede nition of .
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A nother class of solutions are circular solutions w ith constant radii [16] for which the
angksin 22)are = o= oonsti’x=mx +wy (e =1fm; my) +3@.
w;) ), where (in conformalgauge) w, = mZ+ 2; E2= 2W.J1+ woJy) 2 and

is a solution ofv% + ;—2 =1;m.J;+ m,J, = 0. These are hom ogeneous solutions:
all nvariants built out of n;, n particular, @yn;@;n; are constant.

In the special case of circular solution with equal spins 6] (0, = J, = 2J,
m;= my=m)onehas o= 4; =m ,m= (©osZm ;sinZm ;0)and §n;= 0.
This is, in fact, the general static solution ofthe lkading-order LL equations (1.7) or
231)

@ni=0; @), =0; (@n)°= const=4m? ; 2.93)

and is also an exact solution ofthe full system to all orders In Ji Hereweget S;= 0
and q p
H=J 'H= J?+@n)= J2+m?: 2 .94)

Tt is easy to check that egs.(2.85),(2.86),@2.89) are Indeed In agreem ent with the
expansion of (2.94). W e shall also check the second-order expression (2.86) against
the energy of the folded string solution [14] in section 5.

3 Expectation value of dilatation operator in co-
herent state and \naive" continuum lm it

Let us now oonsider the higher order (higherJdoop) corrections (1.9) on the SYM ,
ie. the spin chain, side. In general, one is supposed to nd eigenvalues of the SYM
dilatation operator and com pare them to the A dSs energy ofthe corresponding string
states. In the large J 1im it (1.1), thisproblem happened to be essentially sam iclassical
at the leading order in (ct. (1.6)). One may expect that the sam e m ay be tre
also at higher loop orders. In this case to com pare to string theory it would be
su cient to know the analogue ofthe action (14),(1.6) in the case when higher order
corrections are ncluded In the spin chain Ham iltonian (1.3). Our rsttask, therefore,
w ill be to com pute the action (1.4) that appears in the coherent state path Integral
ofthe quantum spin chain with the Ham iltonian given by the 3-Jloop SYM dilatation
operatorin the SU (2) sector. W ew ill then address the issue oftaking continuum lim it
and whether one is actually able to ignore quantum ocorrections beyond the lkading
(one-doop) order. W e will describe how to consistently inclide quantum corrections
In the next section.

The one [13], two R6] and three R6, 27, 28] loop dilatation operator ofthe N =4
SYM theory In the SU ) @2 chiral scalar operator) sector has the form

)é‘ r XJ
D = ———:Dor; Dor= Dor(@ i 3d)

a=1

DOZI; D2:2(I Pa;a+l); (3-2)
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Dy= 8I+ lzPa;a+l 2(Pa;a+ 1Patia+2 T Par1;a+4 2Pajas 1) (3.3)
De¢= 60T 104P, ;041 + 24 Pajat 1Pav 17242 + Pat 172+ 2Pajar 1)
+ 4Pa;a+ lP a+ 2;a+ 3 4 CPa;a+ lP asat lP a+ 2;a+ 3 + Pa+ 2;at 3Pa;a+ lP asa+t l) : (3 -4)

H ere the proction operator is
1 i_ L1
Pa;b= 5 (I+ 4Sa @ H S = 5 H (3.5)

and ! are Paulim atrices. Sice the 3-loop term D ¢ was not yet explicitly derived
from SYM theory but was xed using indirect (pased, In particular, on integrability
26] or superconform al symm etry 28]) considerations, ket usm ention thatD ¢ in (3.4)
isthe ;= 0meamnber ofa oneparam eter class of operators In R7] We sst 5, In R7]
to be zero) that allhave sin ilar properties like a consistent BM N Iin it:

Dg(1)= (60+ 6 1)I 104+ 14 1)PLar1

+ (24 +2 l) CPa;a+ 1Pa+ la+2 + Pas la+ ZPa;a+ 1) + @+ 6 l)Pa;a+ 1Pa+ 2;a+ 3
4 (Pa;a+ 1Pa;a+ 1Pa+ 2;a+ 3 + Pa+ 2;a+ 3Pa;a+ lPa;a+ l)
1 CPa;a+ lP a+ 2;a+ 3Pa+ l,a+ 2 + Pa+ 1l;a+ 2P asa+t lP a+ 2;a+ 3) . (3 -6)

U sing that oreach site index a onehas . J= Y+ i ki is strmightforward to
show that D ,;D 4;D ¢ can be written in the ollow ng equivalent form g’

D, = 20 aja+1 7 Dy= 2 (4Qa;a+ 1 Qa;a+ 2) ; 3.7

D 6 = 4 (15Q asa+ 1l 6Qa;a+2 + Qa;a+ 3) + 4 (Q asa+ 2Q a+ l;a+ 3 Qa;a+ 3Q a+ l;a+2) ’ (3~8)
w here
1 1
Qap I RBp= 5(1 45 w= 5(1 a bt 39)

In general, or (3.6) we get instead of (3.8)
D6( l): 4(15Qa;a+l 6Qa;a+2+ Qa;a+3)

+ (4 1)(Q asat ZQ at+l;a+ 3 Qa;a+ 3Q a+t+ l;a+2) +5 1Q asat 1Q a+ 2;a+ 3 : (3-10)

Note that D (3.1) interpreted as a generalized soin chain Ham iltonian has a ferro—
m agnetic nature: the coe cient muliplying each Inear Q L4+ = % (a at )’ term
ispositive (assum ing that perturbation theory in < 1 applies).

W e correct am isprint n eq.(8) of R7]: the sign ofthe 14 ; term there should bem inus we thank
N .Beisert forpointing thisout to us). Strangely, the ; = 2 operator (@apparently not consistent w ith
the integrability) appears to be special In what concems com parison to string theory, see discussion
n R7].
YH ere we use that for the case of a periodic spin chain which we are Interested in one can shift
the sum m ation index and thus com bine term s which are equivalent under the sum m ation.
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Consider now a coherent state 1,1 de ned as
Fa1= R @a)J"L 3411)
where §"i isa soin up state and R (n,) is the rotation
RMo)=e *5e 5% ; n;= (sh oos ;sin sin ; cos ) ; (3.12)

where we use  and (instead of 2 and 2 in (2.9)) as polar coordinates for the
unit vectorn. From such coherent states at each site we can built a \coherent" state
ofthe whole chain as? hi Y ai= Ji;:innga;i:d i which case

a=1
[
P hi= Sha i n, n=1; 313)
1 1 ,
hnpa;b:nl: ENa;b; Na;b 1 1 B= 5 N, )’ (314)
W e then end up w ih
hnj:) Zjli: Na;a+l ’ h['lj:) 4j.1i: 4Na;a+l + Na;a+2 ’ (3-15)

hn:D 6 ]fll = 30N a;at 1l 12Na;a+ 2 + 2N azat 3 + N asat 2N a+ l;a+ 3 Na;a+ 3N a+ l;a+ 2 : (3 -16)
Now,mH hiin (1.4) should be replaced by

2 3
nHNPi= ——m a)ni+ hn a)ni+ hn a)hi+ :::
Hn L ar Pr@Nn @y Pi@MN G Pe@n
(347)
Next, ket us take a contihuum lm it as In (1.6) by Introducing a spatial coordinate
0< 2 ,andn(a)=n(%),sothatna+1 na=27@ n+ ::;etc. Then we nd
(using Taylor expansion and dropping a total derivative over )
mP,hi ! — @nr+ o (=ein) ; Y=—; @ @ ; (318)
(4 )2 21 . 8 1 J2 1 ’ J2 ’ 1 ’
’ e 2_1\2 1
hn ni ! — (@n)+ 0 (—=@/n ; 319
(4 )4 :D4j1 32 (1 ) (JZ 1 ) ’ ( )
° ~ 2 4
hn ni ! — J° @n
G Psh 6 4C ) @in)
19 115 1
3 2 2 2 2 2 2 8 .
+ (@{n) ﬂ(@ln) @in) E(@ln@ln) +0 (ﬁ@ln) : (320)

“Tronically, instead of \coherent", a better nam e for such state would be \decoherent" as it is
sin ply a direct product of independent states at each site.
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In general, starting w ith (3.6) one nds

3 ~3

1
mPe()hi ! —— (14 1)J*@n)’

@ ) 64 82 )

+ @n)* = 8 7 1) @n)* @7n)? 3%+u&mm%oé@m:@ﬂ>
48 24 J?
Here we used the dentity @ 14) (for som e ussfil relations see A ppendix B).

We see that if ¥ is xed In the large J Ilim it we m ay ignore higher derivative
tem s in oneJdoop (3.18) and two-loop (3.19) temm s. It is crucial for the consistency of
our lin i that the sublading (@,n)? tem s cancel out in the higherordertn P 5., , Ni
tem sX W e see explicitly that this is indeed the case forlm P 4, hi (@swas rst noticed
n RP1]) and ornP g hni.

H ow ever, the presence of \sublading" @;n)* term in (320) that blow s up in the
J ! 1 lmi Inpliesaproblen with taking the continuum lim it directly n hn D ¢ hi.
O ur con gcture is that this sihgulartem in (320) willbe canceled out once quantum
corrections are properly nclided. As we shall see In the next section, one needs
indeed to include order n? quantum corrections, ie. to compute rstan e ective spih
chain action and only then take the continuum lin it.

A ssum ing that the \scaling=iolating" (@n)* term in (320) can indeed be om itted,
we then nish wih the follow Ing generalization of the sam iclassical soin chain action

1.6) . .

S=J dt
0

2 g .

~ ~2

Hi= o @n)? - @%n)?

~3 19 115 5
* @;n)? ﬂ(@ln)2 @;n)? E(@ln@fn)2 +0 (%) : (3.23)

where we used the notation hH i instead of n H i to Indicate that som e quantum
correction was taken into acoount.

To com pare (322) to a sin ilaraction (2.85),(2.86),(2.89) ocbtained from the string
sigm am odelwe need to rescake thetinet ! ~ tasi (110) to absorb one (overall)
powerof”™ = J_12 .W ethen nd perfect agreem ent ofcoe cients ofallquadratic @ fn)?
(r= 1;2;3) tem s.! However, there is no detailed agreem ent at n* and n® kevel. In
particular, (323) ismissing ~ (@;n)? tem present on the string side n (2.86). The
coe cients of the quartic 6-derivative term s In (323) are di erent from the ones In
(2.89); also, (323) does not contain (@,n)® term . As we shall dem onstrate below,
quantum corrections on the spin chain side at order ~? induce the temm (@;n)* with

3

precisely the sam e relative coe cient  § as appearing on the string side in (2.86).

*T his property ofD ;.4 2> should be a consequence of supersym m etry of underlying SYM theory
that restricts the structure of the dilatation operator.

{The agreem ent at quadratic order in n is related to having the correct BM N lin it (see section
4).
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Sin ilarly, we expect that a system atic account of quantum ocorrections w ill be
necessary to verify the agreem ent of the n* and n® tem s at the next 6-derivative
order. The inclusion of quantum correctionsm ay tum out to be e ectively equiva—
Jent to m odifying the original dilatation operator by apparently non-local tem s like
D2;D,D4;D5;:::. Aswe shallshow In Appendix C, their coherent state expectation
values contain localparts very sim ilar to the ones In (3.15),(3.16).

Let us note also that the procedures of ncluding quantum corrections and taking
continuum lin it m ay not comm ute already at the st sublading order. O ne m ay
wonder that ifone rst takes the continuum lim i, then one gets the J-factor in front
of the action (322) and thus all quantum ocorrections would then be expected to be
suppressed In thelin tofJ ! 1 . This, however, ignores a possibility ofpotentialUV
divergences that are reqularized away In the discrete spin chain butm ay appear in the
continuum lin it. Since the e ective short-distance cuto here is essentially %, there
may be additional nite contriutions com ing from divergent quantum corrections
(due to cancellation of the % suppression factor against the divergent cuto factor).
Instead of trying to sort out such contrbutions in a continuum version, here we shall
consider directly the quantum version ofthe discrete theory, derive a soin chain analog
of the quantum e ective action, and then take the continuum lin it.

Aswe shall show In Appendix C, seocond and third powers of D , operator have
coherent state expectation valies which look sim ilar to those of D4, and Dg. In
particular, to quadratic order n n in the integrands one cbserves that

1 1
mPp,hi= Emj®2>2jui+ 0 m); mPpshi= Ehnjaszfjm 0O m*) : (324)

W e can m ake a conecture sin ilar to the one In R6F and assum e that for small
uctuations above the ferrom agnetic ground state the exact dilatation operator has
the form (cf. 3.1))
e #

1
= e — = —_— —_— (— 2 J—
D J+ 1+ 2(4 )2D2 1 J+ a )2D2 2((4 )2D2) + 2((4 ¥

(325)
where 1 indicates the identity operator. T hen, we take the coherent state expectation
value of (325), kesping only the Jocaltem s which are also the ones quadratic in n).
In the continuum lim it this becom es:

Z 5
d 1 1 1
mp ni=J — 1+ =~ @n)* —"?@n)*+ =@ n)’+ = : 326
j:) ni 0 2 8 ( 1 ) 32 ( 1 ) 64 ( 1 ) ( )
This is In precise agreem ent w ith the classical string expression (2.90) that sum s up
alltemm s In the e ective action that are quadratic in n.

XThe confcture In R6] was tl%at, restricted to two-In purity BM N states, the exact dilatation

operatorhasthe form D = J+ 2 1+ D, .

4 )?
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4 Energy of spin chain at order 2:

quantum corrections to e ective action

In this section we com pute the energy ofthe spin chain at order ? including quantum
corrections. This gives the correct confom al din ension of the corresponding opera—
tors at the sam e order and therefore we now expect to reproduce what we obtained
before from the string calculation, nam ely (2.85),(2.86).

In the sam e soirt of R1], the states we are interested in are represented by spoin
waves w ith wavelength of order the size of the chain J. T hess waves are going to be
described by classical solutions ofa low energy e ective action. Such a (\W ilsonian")
action can, and will, get contributions from Integrating out the large m om entum
modes. The calculation is therefore m ore com plicated than at the lading 1-loop
order R1] but the end result is that, affer including the quantum ocorrections and
then taking the continuum lin i, we reproduce the string theory result (2.80),(2.86).

4.1 Spin chain H am iltonian and rst excited states

O ur starting point is the H am ittonian ofthe soin chain proportionalto the dilatation
operator at order 2 R6]:

H="'0,+Dy= & ¥ g LY e, Y 4.1)
2 4 1 aa+ 1 2 aa+ 2 4 ’

a=1 a=1

where
1 1 1

12 164 ' > 64 ¢

This is the sam e expression as In (3.1) and (3.7) after one uses (3.9). W e included

the factor ¥ = =J° between H and the dilatation operatorD = D, + D, to account

for the fact that we shallbe assum ing that tinet isrescaled by ~ ' asin (1.10).As

a result, we get the factors J2 in front of H which seem unconventional, but, as we

w ill see below , In the end m ake the perturbative expansion In ~ m ore trangoarent.
The Ham iltonian (4.1) describes a 1-din ensional spin % ferrom agnetic chain with

rst and second neighbor Interactions. T he ferrom agnetic ground state is

1 42)

Pi= 3", @3)
a=1

w ith all spins parallel and therefore the total third spin profgction is S, = %J. The

total spin is S = £J and o there are actually 2S + 1 = J + 1 degenerate ground

states. The energy of the ground state is zero In agreem ent w ith the fact that the

ground state describes a protected (chiral prin ary) operator tr 7 whose conform al

din ension has no corrections to any order in perturbation theory.

N ote that the H am iltonian is positive for ; > 0; > 0 Wwhich isthe case assum ing < 1).
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Before proceeding, it isusefulto nd the st excited states of the Ham ittonian
(41). These are spin waves where one spin is down and all the others up. W e can
nd these eigenstates exactly: they are just given by m om entum eigenstates:

'y 1% j.ka-""_,.# R R 44

*ki= p= e’ tirdy i 44)
Jazl

where we denote with J"" ::: 4, :::""1 a con guration with all spins up except at

site a where it isdown. It is easy to see that this is an eigenstate of the H am iltonian
w ith eigenvalue
k)= TF [0 ocosk)+ (1 cos2k)]; 4 5)
which ispositive for .; , > 0.
T he next excitations correspond to two spins down and can be found as super-

positions of two soin waves. For lJarge J we can use a dilute gas approxin ation and
w rite those eigenstates as

r—

2 X oo
*k4i = — gt daigmm o coam o s 4 .6)
a%>a=1
Hkk 7 [ k) +  ®]KK%; @.7)

w here the error is of order 1=J¥. T his approxin ation is good as long as we assum e
that the num ber of spins down ismuch an aller than J.

42 De ning the e ective action

Ifwe Include a Jarge num ber of spins down, which corresponds to taking J; and J,

to be of the sam e order, ie. ofthe sam e orderas J = J; + J,, the correct description

is In tem s of an e ective action for low energy m odes w ith m om enta 1=J. To
oom pute it we should divide the spin elds S, into \slow " and \fast" parts, w ith the
slow m odes being described by a unit vector n such that, when we take the lattice
Soacing 2 =J to zero, the derivative @r ram ains nie (@n 1). Taking Into acoount
the rotational invariance, the e ective action forn up to four derivatives should have

the sam e form asn (1.10) (in this section @ Q@ =0):

Z Z 5 d 1 h i

L5 ymﬁ+~m@%ﬁ+®@m4+owm ;@8
The rsttem is the W essZum ino term which, upon quantization ensures that we
have a soin % at each site (i.e.only two states). T he overall factor of J com es from
the spin chain length and J? factor in (4.1) gets absorbed into the de nition of the
quadratic derivative tem (the coe cient of @n) 2 was xed n R1]). W e anticipated
that the 4-derivative temm s are of order ™~ but this should be an outcom e of the
calculation, nam ely we should get the coe cients a ;;a, 1.

YA Iso, kk% is nom alized up to factors suppressed by 1=J.
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A ctually, the coe cients of allthe tem s quadratic n n (ie. @n) ?; @%n)?, etc.)
can be xed by expanding () in 4.5) for an allk and com paring w ith the energy
we get from the e ective action for am all oscillations around n = (0;0;1). This
corresoonds In operator language to the BM N 1im it. This an all oscillation analysis
does not, however, allow one to x the non-trivial coe cient a , so we prefer to do a
direct com putation of the e ective action (4.8).

The e ective action can be computed In various equivalent ways. One usual
m ethod is to use the path integral omm alisn to integrate out the high energy m odes.
T his leads to a diagram m atic expansion. H owever, this approach presum es that one
can separate the action into a free and an Interacting part w ith the free part being
quadratic n the elds. n ourcasewecanuse S’ = S, + IS, and S = S, 1S, as
our eldsand replace S, through the identity

S,=—- Ss*; 4.9)

valid for soin % (@s can be seen by using the relation of S to Paulim atrices or by
acting on the up and down basis: £j"i;j#ig). The problem is that we get quartic
Interactions in the Ham iltonian with no an all coupling constant n front. Instead,
what is usually done for this system is to consider a spin chain w ith arbitrary soin s
at each site. Near the state of m axinum S, profction, we can expand S, as
d— : 1

S;= s(+1) (§+8) " s1 268 8 st s (410
Now we get vertices ofallorders in the elds S but they are suppressed in the Iim it
s! 1 . & Pllowsthen that in thislim it we can treat these interactionsperturbatively
which is the content of the H olstein-P rim ako expansion [36].

This is, however, not possible here sihce we de nitely have to assume s = % for
the spin chain Ham iltonian to represent the SYM dilatation operator. Furthem ore,
such an approach actually cbscures the sim ple nature of the system which is obvious
from (4.3) and (4.5) where we found the ground state and rst excited statesw ith no
di culy. Nevertheless, aswe w ill see at the end ofthis section, the nalresult seem s
to be com patdble w ith a lJarge s lin it result which suggest that an e ective param eter
of expansion is Js.

W e will leave further Investigation of this issue for the future and here w ill con—
centrate on an altemative approach which is suggested by the fact that the e ective
action is the m Inin al value of the energy of the state with xed expectation valies
forthe elds.

D ue to the condition §2 = % there are only two independent elds at each site so
we need to x two conditions on the expectation values. It is natural to introduce a
unit vector at each site n, and look for the lowest energy state such that the m ean
value of the spin at each site a points in the direction of n,. That is, we describe
the low energy wave as oscillations of the direction in which the soins point. This
gives an e ective action forn, which we can then m inin ize by solving the classical
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equations ofm otion. The eld n, is golng to be considered as slow Iy varying in tine
and therefore to be a static background for the fast m odes. Fom ally, what we want
to nd is the lowest energy state 7 ®@,)1 such that

h @)B.J @)L, =0; a=1;:::5;J ; @411)

where ? Indicate the com ponent of the vector in the direction perpendicular to n, .
Tt isnotpossble to nd such a state exactly, so we need to resort to a perturbation
theory. Since we are interested in the lim it of arge J (long chains) it isnaturalto use
1=J asa sm all param eter w ith a requirem ent ofkegping tem s of order ™ = - since
we are nterested in the lim it (1.1) when this quantity rem ains nie. Ik is natural
to oconsider the Jattice spacing to be 2 =J so0 that the length of the chain is xed in
the lim . The eld r represent m odes whose wave-dength is xed wih respect to
the length of the chain (out grow s to In nity in units of the lattice spacing). M ore
precisely, we are to keep @n 1 In the lin it. Thism eans that the vectors n,, 844 1,
at neighboring sites are alm ost parallel. Thus, if we consider a state where, at each
site, the soin is aligned (i.e. hasmaxinum proction) along n, is energy will not
di ermuch ﬁf:{om that of the vacuum . W e can actually estim ate the energy to be of
order E J @n)? J.? Such a state, constructed out of coherent states at each
site (3.11), is a candidate state to be the one of an allest energy such that hSik n and
is actually the one that wasused in (3.13) (here we denote it j i, instead of ni):
Y
Ji = faic: (412)

a

W e can correct this state using perturbation theory in ™ to ocbtain
J @ma)i= J i+ J i+ e (4.13)

In this paper we are going to com pute only the rst correction. The e ective action
forn is then given by

S=8Syz h ®HIJ @IL: (4.14)
A swas already m entioned, the W Z temm provides the correct quantization forn (just

(2s+ 1) states at each site where here s = %) and therefore, its coe cient cannot be
renom alized when integrating out the higherm om entum m odesX

4.3 Computing the e ective action

Thus, to the lowest order In the perturbative expansion (ie.wih j i ! 3J i) the
non-trivial part of the action is thus detem ined by the ocoherent-state expectation

W e rem ind the reader that we rescaled the tine by ~ ! so without rescaling this energy is
actually oforderJ™= .
*A lrematively, In the path integral approach a topologicalargum ent also in plies that the coe -

cient of Sy ;7 is quantized in half integer units and therefore cannot be renom alized.
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valie (cf. (14),@1.5))

xJ xJ f

1
oh #3j i = ZJZ T @aRae: D+ 5 @ama, 1) (4.15)

a=1 a=1

This happens to be sinply the result found by replacing S ! %ﬁ n 41) (see
(3.13),(314)). It is this expression that we have already discussed in the previous
section and which m atched only partially the string resul: it did not contain the
@n)* tem (cf. 319)).

Now we should com pute the correction induced by the high energy m odes and see
if it contains the m issing temm s. Since the coherent states (3.11) are de ned as

F.i= R ®@,)J"1i; 4 .16)

where R (n) is the rotation operator in (3.12) it tums out to be usefil to de ne new
operators at each site by

st=R®m)S!R ‘M) =Rym)S]; (417

ie. ST are rotated w ith respect to the origihal operators S! w ith the rotation m atrix
depending on the \background ed" n. { S al obey the sam e com m utation relations,

and the zero-order state reads v

jig= i (4 18)

a

Hence j i, which is the product of coherent states (4.12)) now looks sin ilar to the
vacuum state (4.3). The condition (4.11) now reads

h ®PLJ @i=h @P,J @i=0; a=1;:::;J ; (4.19)

which we should now in pose order by order in the perturoative expansion in a sin ilar
way aswe in pose the nom alization condition:

h @] @)i=1:

Everything now looks sin ple except for the H am iltonian that when w ritten in temm s
of 337 reads

H = Ho+V ; 4 20)
X2 xJ . 1
Hy, = F g Sisliy = 4 21)
ag=1 a=1 4
JzXZ xJ a;at geied
v o= « AFTYsis) . (422)
ag=1 a=1

{This step m ay be viewed asan analog ofa covariant background-quantum  eld split in the sigm a
model .
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where we introduced the 3 3 m atrices

A 9= RuM@a)Ry @arg) 45t (4 .23)
These are an all if the vardations ofn, from site to site are am all (ie. %@ﬁ are an all)
aswe are going to assum e below .

The crucial point is that while the H am iltonian now ism ore com plicated it has
naturally sesparated into \large" and \sm all' parts. M oreover, the state j i, is an
eigenstate of Hy. It is then easy to see that mnim Izing h H j i wih respect to
arbitrary corrections to the \ground state" gives the usualperturbation theory result
where V is considered a perturbation ofHg.

Let usbre y summ arize how that happens. W e consider a state

X
Ji= 01+ )] 1'0+ GPpit :::; 4 24)
Pis Pi
where j i, Piand pi are eigenstates ofHy w ith energy . Them ean value of the
energy is, to rst oxder,

X X X
h Hii= o+ @+ q) o+ WOV Pi+ GOV pit+ gV Pi+ [ o+ 25

p p p
(425)
where In ourcase (= 0. Expressing ¢ in tem s of g, by taking into account that
X
hji=1 ) aotg= T (4 26)
P
and m inin izing w ith respect to g, we get that
. X Wy Ppi, . 1% Jpy Pif
ji=J i, i = 72j)1+ HE 427)
p P 0 2 P (p 0)
>From here we get for the energy
X h0y Ppi i
h §1§ i= o+ WY Pi Vpipy pi, 4 28)
P P 0

which is the standard perturbation theory expression. The only di erence is that in
our case we should be careful to ilnclude in the sum over pionly states such that j i
satis es the condition (4.19).

Next, i is inportant to notice that shce V. in (4 22) is quadratic In the soin
operators we only need to consider states which di er from the ground state by jast
one ortwo spin  Ips. Those are precisely the states that we already discussed above
In subsection 4.1, so that, up to corrections of order 1=J we have

Ji = )j('io+ji1;-:::; (4 29)
ji = rki+ o kk4 (4 30)

k k k0
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Then, to st order in the coe cients  , ko, We can w rite condition 4.19) as

1 X
hﬁ;ji=p: e ® L+ =0 ; a= 1;:::;J : (4 31)
k
This inplies that , = 0, ie.we only need to consider states with two spin  ips.
Evaluating the energy (4 28) we get (ram em bering that here ¢ = 0)

2
_ J_2 X X Aa;a+ q
- 4 q 33
=1 a=1
0: 0 .
21 X X X AT 200r pPOBL ST, KKKk B 080, D1
J*16 a;a%=1 kk° oo B k) + ®
J2 X2 xJ ot
= " g AT 4 32)
=1 a=1
2 J iko 0
g ox X 2t dp 't d ik k) @ a) e
8 a;a%=1 kk° oo B 2 @)+ (k) &)

w here the factor 1=16 cam e from the fact that the indices +, contract w ith coe —
cient 7 and the factor 2=J° { from the nom alization of the states kk% in (4.6).

44 Taking the continuum 1Im it

Since the eld »n is slow Iy varying we can now take the continuum lim it and expand
them ean energy (4.32) ore ective action In derivatives ofn. In Appendix D we give
the expansion ofAfjf'a+ ' in powersof q@r (thism akes sense sihce g= 1;2 and n varies
little between the neighboring sites).

The rsttem with A 33 isthe sam e as the naive coherent state expectation value
(and is thus quadratic In n), whik the lrading contrbution to A, ; A is already
quartic in derivatives. Ifwe ignore the quantity () @ in the denom inator of the
last term I (4.32), the sum over k + k% gives a delta finction J (@ & . If instead
we expand it in powers of (k + k), non—zero powers w ill give rise to derivatives of the
coe cients A and therefore to higher than fourth order derivatives. In view of that
we can consider jist intemm ediate stateswith k= ¥ and ignore the contribution of

the rest of the states. U sing the relations from A ppendix D

1 2
A,, = EA”H + 1::; p S (Tq@ﬁ)4+ ::; 4 .33)
1 2qg?2 , 1 2qg* ,
Aan = - Z = + = = + o 434
. S 5 @+ — @n) (4.34)
we get
ZZ d 2 2 2 4
=7 dy @n)? + d; @*n)° + &, @R)* + (4.35)
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where

2x2 4 X2

d = — of i A= — o i (4 36)
2 o1 632 _,
3x Z, k@ @

d = — g oS dk @ 37)
8 a? 0 ®)

by the ntegrals:

X dk X d
! J — ! J — (4 38)
X 0o 2 a o 2
As llows from 42),
dg = ! d; = i ! 3 = i - 4 39)
g’ Y632 42 164 2432 32 °

Om iting the rst (subleading at large J) tem in d;, we thus get the sam e coe cients
asin (318),(319).

Using (4.5) and expanding In powersof we get forthe third rem aining coe cient
(Wwhich, up to ~ factor, should be equalto the a, coe cient in (4.8))

- 322 % + 8 1 ;cosk+ 16 %
d2 ay = — (4.40)
8J% o 11 ocosk)+ ,(1  ocos2k)
2ok 3~szk = J2~222dk<3 k+ 5)+
= —_— —_— aos M-
3272 o 1 oosk 28 o 211 3 0 ’

w here we substituted the valuesof ; and , from (42).

Now few comm ents are n order. The rst integral over k here is divergent. T his
is related to the fact that at this order the interaction V m ixes two ground states and
therefore produces an IR divergence. W e could correct this using perturbation to a
degenerate kevel, but, in any case this contribution is of order 1=J2 so i is sublading
Inthelmit J! 1 .The sscond nite term gives precisely the sam e coe cient

_ 2 3. 441
273 4’ @ad)
as required for the agreem ent w ith the string result In (2.86).

Onem ay worry though about the third and higher term s in the above expression
that seem to dom Inate in the large J lim it. H owever, since we did not Include higher
order (threeloop, etc.) temm s In ~ In the Ham iltonian (4.1) the above com putation
does not properly account for the tem s of order ~2. A ll such shgular tem s in d,
should cancel after we include allthe tetmsD ,,’s (n 3) In the dilatation operator
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(31). In fact, as we saw in the previous section 3, there is a sin ilar singular @n)*
contrbution (320) com ing from the naive continuum lin i of the 3-loop operator
D¢. However, to carefully check the cancellation of such singular tem s we should
also include other quantum oorrections com Ing from D ¢. A ssum ng the required
cancellations occur to all orders so that the coe cient of (@n) ? is sin ply given by
4 41), we end up wih the follow ing expression for the e ective action to the 4-
derivative order
7 z ( N )

d l 2 2 2 3 4 6
S= 8y, J dt > 3 @n) @*n) 2 @) + 0 @n) ; (@42
0

which is In perfect agreem ent w ith (2.75),(2.86),(2.88) or (2.43).

Asa nalcomment ket usnote that ifwe would have done the above calculation
fora soin chain wih an arbitrary soin s representation for the SU (2) generators the
coe cient a ; would have been muliplied by s* and the coe cient a , { by s. This
suggests that the a, (@n)* term we com puted can be interpreted as a 1=s correction in
the Jarge s expansion. It w illbe Interesting to pursue this issue further since £ m ight
Indicate that the sam e calculation can be done directly In a (regularized) continuum
sigm a m odel s=t up.

5 Folded string solution: a check

A s a check of the action (4.42) we have derived both from string theory and the
spin chain Jet us show that it indeed correctly reproduces the second-order ( 2=J3)
correction In the expansion ofthe classicalenergy forthe folded string solution [14,12].
On the soin chalh side the same \twoJloop" term was found using Bethe ansatz
technique in RO].

At lowest order this check was performed In R1] where it was shown that the
corresoonding solution ofthe LL equation ofm otion (1.7) ollow ng from the rstand
second derivative tem s In (4 42) was given by

=1t = () 61)
@ = agt+tkhyoos ; 62)

where and arepolarcoordinates fortheunit vectorn (see (3.12)). T he integration
constants ay and Iy should be expressed In tem softhe angularmomenta J = J; + J;
and S3 = (J, J)=2, through

Z

0 d
0 ap + Iy cos
Z
J 0 cos d
S3 = ! Jé = 2 p: . (5.4)
2 0 ap + Iy cos
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Here (= aroccos( a=ky) We assumely > po). A fer that, the energy is com puted
by substituting the values of ag and by Into

E=— agt+ pyocos d 5.5)
0

A 11 these Integrals can be done In tem s of elliptic ntegrals and reproduce the tem
oforder =J asobtaihed by expanding the energy of the exact folded rotating string

solution [L2].
To extend this to the next order we chall start with the action (4.42). Here it
is usefiil to rescale back the tine t and to reintroduce = J?~. W e alo de ne the

coordinate x = Zi . The length ofthe chamn isnow J. In thisway we get an action

7 7 ( 5 )

J 3
S= Suy dat  dx @n)? @%n)? zl(@ﬁ)4 ; (5.6)

0 32 2 512 4

which leads to them odi ed Landau-Lifshitz equations:

2

@tﬁ = 16 2]3 @31‘14‘ TNH @ﬁ
3 2 n o
+ —— @m)’n  @n+ 2[@n)enln  Qm : G.7)
256 4 O ° T

Tt is straightforward to check that the sam e ansatz (5.1) satis es these equations of
m otion provided

2 2

3
l'sin + @2 Q, Ye@?
16 2 % 2564( Fe.

+ @, =0: 538

128 4°F ©58)
W e can sin plify the equation by using asan independent variabl and introducing a
new finction u( )= @ F. The resulting equation can be integrated once resulting
n

3
256 41 s + 8 2u y 2+ 2 Zu®=a (5.9)

where we used prin es to indicate derivatives w th respect to  and a is an Integration
constant. In spite ofbeing sim pler this equation cannot be integrated exactly. D oing
a perturbative expansion In  (which ishere equivalent to expansion in ) we get, to
lowest order

z Say !

u= —+32 215008 +—2—+322 12+ 2 P05 +192 212cof + :::
2 048 *© 4 2

(520)

Herewede neda= ajand ! = !, tore ectthe fact that ! and a are of order

Eq.(5.10) isrequired only to know the relation between the param eters of the solution
and the angular velocity ! . For all other purposes we can sin ply w rite the solution,
at this order, as

u()= @ ¥Y=a+ boos + cxoé ; (511)
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w ith

= i 512)

16 2
The constants a and b ©llow from the condition that J and S3; are xed. W e can
com pute them in an expansion a= ag+ a1+ ::5b=Ipy+ b 1, c= ¢+ :::whereay,

Iy are the constants n (52). T he other constant c is already of order 2 since there
isno oo tem at lowest order.
The fact that we perturb the solution kesping J and S; xed in plies that

Z . d Z o d
0 a+ boos + coog 0 ap + by cos
Z Z
1 s d 0 ocos d
P = < S b5.a14)
0 a+ boos + coog 0 ag + Iy cos

where, on the keft hand side, ; isa zero ofthe denom inator, a+ boos ;+ coos | = 0.
A straightforw ard but lengthy calculation that we describe In A ppendix E show s that
this actually in plies that at order 2 one also has
Z Z q
0

1P -
a+ bowos +coog d 7 ag+ bpoos d (5.15)
0 0

This m eans that the energy evaluated from the temm with two derivatives (ie.

@,n)?) is, at order 2, the sam e Porthe lowest order solution @, F = ap+ ky cos as
it is for the corrected solution @, F = a+ boos + ccog . Therefore, the only non—
vanishing 2 controution com es from the evaliation ofthe tem quartic in derivatives

on the lrading-order solution. T his gives for the corrected energy
= —Zde @ F+o@ f (5.16)
27 512 4 x 4" ’

which, when evaluated on the unperturbed solution, becom es

Z

= s "2 (R l(@ ) G17)
2 512 4 o @, % g o
_ 2 7 Oa(2)+b€+2aoh)oos
- P (518)
512 4 0 ap + Qa)s
2 2 31'1 ) o
= ke @ 2mEc+ @ %)Ko (5.19)
whereEq = E (x7) and K = K (%) are standard elliptic integrals and
ap +
Xo = Ombo : (520)

T his is In perfect agreem ent w ith the results obtained from expanding the energy of
the exact rotating string solution to this order [14, 12, 20].

Sin flar resul con m ing the action (4 .42) by com paring to the energy of olded string solution
was independently obtained by A .D ym arsky and I.K kbanov (unpublished).
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6 Concluding rem arks

In this paper we have shown that, up to order ~?, the anom alous din ensions of
\long" two-scalar operators in SYM theory can be cbtained from a sam iclassical
\string" action that precisely agrees w ith the expansion, to the sam e order, of the
string sigma model action n R~ &° AdS; &. Furthem ore, we have shown
that, if one is ablk to com pute the dilatation operator to all loops, then one can use
a system atic procedure to reconstruct a string action from gauge theory.

A Ihough this suggestion was already made in R1] based on order ~ calculation
and previous resultsof [1, 6, 12], the general procedure tums out to involre som e novel
and non-trivial stepswhich are crucialto cbtain agreem ent betw een gauge theory and
string theory predictions already at the st sublading order ~2.

Theman idea is that com paring the actions gives a m ap between con gurations
on both sidesofthe AdS/CFT duality and therefore containsm uch m ore inform ation
than the com parison of energies of particular solutions. Since one has to m atch not
only the conserved charges (totalenergy and angularm om enta) but to actually m ap
the variables on one side to the variables on the other side, gauge choices and eld
rede nitions tum out to play a signi cant rolk. O ur gauge choice on the string side
is m otivated by the fact that the angular m om entum is unifom ly distrdbbuted along
the spin chain. M oreover, com paring other SO (3) conserved charges also suggests the
required eld rede nition which one can m ake In a system atic order by orderway. O n
the soin chain side, we found that a naive sam iclassical lin it was not su cient since
high energy m odes contribute to the low energy e ective action starting at order ~?
(producing tem s of quartic and higher order .n the eld).

G ven the non-trivialagreem ent between the spin chain and string e ective actions
at the two lading orders it seem s natural to congcture that, if one could sum the
w hole perturbative series on the gauge theory side, the resulting e ective action would
agree w ith the usualclassical string action n R~ $® sector of AdSs  S°.

O n the other hand, the sin plicity of the origihal \unexpanded" P olyakov’s string
action In R S’ seem s to suggest that there m ay be otherm ore e cient m ethods of
extracting relevant \string" inform ation from the gauge theory side. In particular, kt
usm ention that the dea ofa low energy e ective action for the H eisenberg-type soin
chain ismuch m ore powerfil than what we actually used here. For exam pl, using
the BM N result on the gauge theory side [1, 35] one can mmm ediately x all (higher-
derivative) temm s quadratic In n In the action. O nem ay expect that the coe cient of
the leading quartic tem (@r)? we have com puted herem ay be in plicitly determ ining
the coe cients of all other higher derivative tem s quartic in n.

Leaving aside the possibility of an all Joop sum m ation, there are m any directions
one can investigate to put these ideas on m er ground. In particular, one would
like to understand the rolke of sublading 1=J corrections. They should corresoond
to quantum  ° corrections on the string side (rwhich fermm jonic term s becom e in —
portant PJ). T he fact that the classical actions agree does not a priori guarantee the
agream ent of these sublkading term s. Tt would also be interesting to understand the
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m ap between string con gurations and operators at higher orders. Let us recall how
it worked at lowest order R21]: given a string con guration n ( ) on the string side (in
the coordinates of section 2) one constructs a soin chain ~ , J1,1 w ith ooherent states
by discretizingn ( ) ! n,). Then one sin ply w rites this state In the basis j"i and
j#iofspinsand denti es§"i! X, j#i! Y . Thisgivesa particular operator in the
SYM theory that corresponds to the given string con guration. At the next order,
that we analyze in the present paper, the m ap is already m ore nvolved since there
isa eld rede nition we need to do to put the string action into the form required
to m atch the spin chain e ective action. The eld rede nition is suggestive of an
denti cation between the m ean value of the spin and the charge density associated
to rotations on the string side. P resum ably, a better understanding of the m ap at
higher Joops would require m aking this identi cation precise.
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Appendix A Rede ning away tin e derivatives

Let usexplain the general procedure ofelin nation oftim e derivatives from the action

(2.77) by Iocal eld rede nitions order by order in Ji, Including the xst two orders
In expansion. T he key point is that the varation of the lrading term in the action is
proportionalto @gn. Let us consider a general Lagrangian of eld n; of the follow ing
structure

L=1Lo+ L+ °Lp+ :::; lebng"' Lo 7 L2:b2L8+ L2)o 7 @AJ)
where termm s w ith

Lo —
n

are proportionalto lkading-order equations ofm otion (In our case these are the temm s
containing @pn;) . The notation (:::)y isused for tem s ocbtained by applying leading-
order equations of m otion to elin lnate @yn In tem s of spatial derivatives. Iy, m ay
depend on n and is derivatives. is a am all expansion param eter (j— In our case).
The dea istomake a eld rede nition we shallom it tilda on rede ned elds)

n! n+ m;+ 2m2+ iy A 2)

so that to elin inate the above LJ-tem s. Expanding in
0 2.0 1, 3
L= D;|0+ lbml+ Lom2+§ ngfﬂlml‘i'O( )]

+ BLY+ @1)o+ BLIn;+ Bm L3+ (@)o)tny+ 0 ()] @ 3)
+ LY+ @y)e+ O ()15

and requiringm; = b weget

L=1Lo+ @)+ “L,+0(%); @ 4)

A 1
L,=Ljlp+m, mm,) 5 Igmm o, + (1)) + @o)o ¢ @ 5)

The rem aining L) tem can be canceled by a proper choice ofm , term in the rede ni-
tion. In the case we are interested In, L; is quadratic in tim e derivative, ie. contains
a tem quadratic in L]. Also, LY m ay contain (up to integration by parts, and up to
extra spatial derivatives) a term proportionalto L], ie.

mi; = }Q:Cng"‘ mai)o ; L8°= 91L8+ (ng)o;

where (:::)¢ again m eans part obtained by using the lkading-order equations ofm o—
tion. Then @ .5) becom es

A
L2:L8b2+m2 mgml
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1 1
Bo mq)o 5 IPLoco + (L)) e e fmio @i

1
E(Lg%o(mno(ml)w (L1)0)°m 1)+ L2)o : @ 6)

Choosingb, to cancelthe rstbracket proportionalto L 8 we are eft w ith the follow ing
expression for the ssoond correction after the required eld rede nition.

A 1
o= @2)o+ (L1)o)’m1)o E(Lg))o(ml)o(ml)o : @ .7)

Tt is thus not enough to drop tem s In L, proportional to leading order equations of
m otion (ie. to consider its (L,)q part) and also to nclude a variation ofthe rst-order
correction (LY tem ): one also needs a temm with second variation of L, with the
opposite sign to the one that would correspond to the expansion of Ly tetm in L). In
our case of 2.77)

Lo=C 1(@ ) L l(@ )2+ L @n;)° @ 8)
= S @n)°; = < @ny)" + — @ny)" ; :
0 o & 1 g o 1og 1
L, = i[(@ n;@;n;)* }(@ n;)% @ ng)* + i(@ n;@n;)°1; @ .9)
2 32 (OEESACNETS 2 0tli 11k 32 14ie1didi ’ .
0 1 1
Lig)i = 2 kN5 @ny + 1 @iny), : @A 10)
To elin lnate tin e derivatives to st orderwe need to do a eld rede nition wih
11 1, 1,
mj;= 5[5 1N 3@ony Z(@lni)?]; Mmq) = Z(@lni)? : @ 11)

ThatgivesL; ! (L1)g, ie. theexpression in (2.86) (@gain om iting tilda on rede ned
elds)

T 0 .
Co= H=_—6% n%;  nf @n: ® 12)

Below we shall need the relations follow ing from n? = 1 (orime on n will stand for
@):nnd= rfn?and

on®°=  2d'm%; nn™=  3dh®; (ijkningng))z = n®n® «h®* &°; @ 13)
aswellas
2 ah® = 26h®? © a2 n%h®° @ 14)
U sing the leading-order equation ofm otion we have
2 e_ 1 oy @ 0 o_ 1 e w 02 ®
@on)"n =Z(n n)n- ; (n@on)=ZEnn @mn™)* n’l; @ 15)

0 that 1 5
Lz)o= —En®*n® —0%%* —=n®]: @ 16)



W e also nd by direct com putation (using integration by parts)

@1 )o

n

1 5 3
(L1)0)%m 1)o Mm)o = afnm “n®n®  11¢h®%+ 5“06]: @ 17)

2
F inally, we need to com pute

1 o 1 2Ly
—(Lo)ofml)ofml)o = ( Jom 1)o@ 1)o
2 2 nn
1 ) ) 1 Wy, @O, © @ Wy 2
= a (1 )2 n3@ )7 )y + 5[((ni)?) ). + n7 () )7] ; @A 18)

where (:11)p again m eans that we are allowed to use the lading-order equations to
elim Inate tin e derivatives In favor of spatial ones. W e then nd, using @ 14) and
Ignoring total derivatives

1

11
— En®%n®  @n®? 5n%]: @ 19)

En—'n

1 ® —
E(Lo)o(ml)ocml)o_ a1 b

Combining the above three contrbutions together we end up w ith the follow ng ex—
pression ﬁrﬁz n @.7)

A 1 7 25 13
L2 = H2 = a [l’lm annw ? (HODCO)Z + 1—61'1(5] . (A .20)

AppendixB Som e useful relations

To sin plify the expression forD¢ In (34),(3.6) (le. to elin hate tem sw ith repeated
Foins) we used the fact that soins at di erent sites comm ute, and also the special
relation between the spin 1/2 SU (2) generators S; = +

2 i
2sls)= Bl;s)1+ £si;8)g= i sk + > . B 1)
This in plies
_ 1 1 kaiciak .
(Sa }S(Sb es - Zsa ecfl' 5 SaSch ’ (B-2)
1 1 1
(Sa bg (Sb cs (Sc cﬁ = 1_68a ot Zl (Sa ca (Sb eg Z (Sa es (Sb OS
i
3 PsislsE+ sk B 3)

and sin ilar relations.
In taking the continuum lim i we noted that

® oo plqm 1

1
N at pia+ g > Oa+p l’h+q)2 ! m
m=21=0 "

@n ®'n
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2
_ o o @ny? + e+ o @n o+ © o+ a9 @n)’
2 2 8
2
. qﬂp; pa+ o) @n )+ 0 @°n)
- @T,qf @n)? @qu;x @n)* + (F’T,qf @n)*+ 0 @°n) ; ® 4)

where @ is derivative over X = 21 . W e om itted total derivatives and used various
identities ©llow ing from n? = 1. >From thiswealso nd (again, integrating by parts)

1 4
N at p;at qN a+ rjat s ! Zl (P q)2 (r Sf (@n)

1
t b g sfe+ e+ s) @ W)

1
b af ¢ sflp+ @+ @+ s’ pg rsl@)@En &)

1
t P af ¢ sflp+ @®+ @+ s)°1@n)* @*n)*+ 0 @°n) : B 5)

Appendix C Continuum lm it of coherent state
values of product operators

Let us repeat the com putations done In section 3 for the ollow Ing expectation val-
ues of the products of D, and D, operators n (3.1). Let us de ne (subtracting
disconnected parts of correlators)

Dy, Dy Pyhi; cJa)
and consider
K; mh’hi=mip,)’hi mP,hi); C 2)
1 ..
K6 Ehrlj(D2D4+ D4D2)pl
= _hrlj(D 2D4+ D4D 2)]31 mj:)zj'llhrljj 4 N1y, (C .3)

2
Ks mij0,)°hni
= mjD.)’hi  3MI0:) himP,hi+ 2P, hi)’ C 4)
O ne could expect a priori that since each D ,, factor involves a sum over sites, con—
tributions of their products w ill be non—local in the continuum Il it. H owever, the

A though outside the m ain line of developm ent of this paper, we include these resuls partially
m otivated by analogous rem arks in 26, 20].
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above \connected" parts tum out to contain localterm swhich are very sin ilar to the
onespresant n P 4, hi (315) and mP ¢hi (320).
Let us start with K4, ie. (cf. 3.7),(3.9))

Kg= mil . 400 » R [ M@ . LDhiF: €D
a=1lb=1 =1

To evaluate this we split the sum over b in the rst term into 3+ 1 tem s: with
b= a;b=a+1;b=a 1 Whosesum willbe denoted asK4(l)) and the rest (denoted
K 7). The latter is given by (cf. (3.15))

XX xJ

) 2
K 4 = Na;a+ 1N aa+ 1 ( Na;a+l)

a=1lb6aa 1 a=1

xJ xJ
= Na;a+l(Na;a+l+Na l;a+Na+l;a+2): Na;a+l(Na;a+l+ 2Na l;a) : C.6)

a=1 a=1

The sum ofthe rst three temm s can be w ritten as

xJ
K = mil . .0 @ . a0+ 20 .1 2 Pi; c7)
a=1
wherewe combied thetem swih b= a 1landb= a+ 1by changihg the summ ation
variabl from a toa+ 1 (in view of the peﬁodjcﬂ:y of the chain). Sin plifying this
using B 1),B 2) we get (note that “*nin. n¥, | gives vanishing contribution)

o X . o xJ
K, = nj6 8 a at1t 2 4 at2)i= 2 (4Na;a+l Na;a+2) : € 8)
a=1 a=1
Com paring thisto (3.7) we conclude that
miD )% hi  mP,hi)’=  2mPyhi+ K, Cc 9

The continuum lin it is then und to be (hcluding the 2 factor and separating the
overallpower of J w ith the integralover as (322))
2 Z 2 g

3 1
— K91 g — —~2 4+ 0 (=@%n) ; C 10
ay . 2 el @n) (Jz@ln) (€ .10)

ie. (cf. 3.15))

2 22

n3i02)°hi P, hd*] ! J O

[\)|Q

1 3
— 2 [@%n)? Z(@lm‘l]: C 11)

@ y 16

It is a suporising coincidence that the local part of the coherent state expectation
value of the operator %(4—2)2 D ,)? is thus the sam e as required to m atch the string
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theory expression in (2.86). Note also that as iIn n P s, hi in (315) here there is no
\subleading" (@7n)* tem that would spoil the scaling lim i.
Sin ilarly, we nd

xJ
Ke= [ 30Naa+1+ 12N a0+ 2 2Naja+ 3

a=1

(Na;a+2 4Na;a%—l) CNa;a+l + Na+ la+ 2 + Na l;a) Na;a+ 2N a+ 2;a+3] ’ (C -12)

which has sin ilar structure to m nus) mMP ¢hi n (B16). In the continuum Iim it
then

° 22 d ~ 2 4
Ke ! J - — J
@ )y ° o 2 64 e 2 @n)
7 25 1
@n)* + F @n)* @n)* + = @ne?n)’>+ 0 (ﬁ@fn) : C 13)
A much m ore nvolved com putation gives
’ “ 2 d - 2 4
— K, ! J - — J
@ ) ° o 2 64 (2 )2 @n)
31 55 5 1
+ 2@’n)? €<@1n>2 @n)? 3(@1n@§n>2+ 5(@1n>6+ 0 <§@fn> : (€ a4)

The linear combination K¢ = 2 04D, + D,D4) + O )’ thus has the coherent state
expectation value that does not contain the \scaling-violating" J? (8;n)* tem . N ote
that it contains (@,n)® tem (that was absent in the expectation valuie ofD ¢ n (3.21)).

T he above discussion m ay serve as an Indication that a proper account of quantum
corrections m ay produce an e ective spin chain action whose continuum lim it will
m atch the string theory resul at the six-derivative order (2.89).

AppendixD Rotation M atrices

Herewe com pute them atrices A 5 that appear in section 4 and were usefulto calculate
the quantum ocorrections to the action. By de nition they are

By=Ru@aRyMag) 5= R "@IR@uq) | 5 ® 1)
where R is the m atrix of the rotation
Rija) = e '*%e o5 O 2)

in the vector representation. The angls . and . are polar coordinates of n, (see
312)). The 3 3 m atrix A;y can be evaluated as:

i i . 0
A:elsyel SzelSy (D.3)

44



A;; = oos owsloos +sh osh ° 1; A= ocos sn
_ .0 : 0
A3 = ©Os s ~CoOs sn os
Ay, = sin Ccos O,' A,y = 00Ss 1; Az = sin sin o,' © 4)
A3 = sn cos ®cos cos sh ?; Aj = sin sin ;
Ay; = sin sh cos + s s 0 1
where for brevity we de ned = ., °= _,4 and = aigq .. Sihce the

background eld n, isslow Iy varying we can expand it in derivatives. T he com ponents
relevant for the calculations in section 4 are:

1

A,y = A = @An Ayp) i@+ Ay)’ §K+++ g O 5)

1 2 qg? , 1 2qg* ,
A = ala 1" = — + — — + i b
3 MaBay g R @ n) 21 3 @*n) © 6)

w ith

q2h i

Bio= = @ F+sn® @ Y +2ish @ @ O 7)

In A3z we om itted total derivatives since A 33 appears in the action Integrated over

N otice also that
2 g .
.. f= 3 @ n)* : O 8)

Appendix E Integrals for the folded string solution

Here we want to prove the fact, used in section 5, that the energy at order 2 doesnot
receive any corrections from the term In the action which is quadratic in derivatives.

T his is tantam ount to show ing that egs.(5.13),(5.14) inply also that at order 2
Z e Z Y [
a+boos +coog d ag+ poos d E.1)
0 0

On both sides the upper lin it of ntegration is a zero of the corresoonding function
under the square root. To check this fact we need to evaluate the follow ng integrals
foramn all c:

S

: d 2 & 23+ abK + 2@Qa? B)E

ha) 14

0  a+ bos + coof b sz%(b2 &)

T hese Integrals can be evaluated exactly in temm s of standard ellptic fuinctions E (x) and K (x)
and then expanded for sm allc.

Z

c+ :::
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7
1 cos d

p 14
0 a+ bcos + coog

2(F 43)K + (8a®+ 2ab  3B)E & 22+ abK + 2@a? B)E
+ — c P c+

ol N

3 5 @+ b) "B &)
S
Z.p 2 Ca+ DK  4aE
a+boos +coog d 7 — @K + bEE K))+ P_ . c+ :::
0 b 3 2z
where we de ned | |
K - K a+b . I a+b . E 3)
b b

wih K (x) and E (x) belng standard elljptic Integrals. In these expressions we should
replace a = ap + a3, b= Iy + b and expand the result at rst order n a;, by .
D em anding that this st order term s In J and S3 cancel against the contrbutions
proportional to ¢ gives

a G+ aky 28)Ki+ (Bf B8F)EZ+ Ba; 2akf EBKE, & 4)
c Ay (y  @)KG+ 20  a)KoEo+ 2E]) )
by 5 G+ aghy 23)KZ+ 2abyEZ+ (dai 28 2aky)KEq & 5)
c 3y (kb @)Ki+ 20  @)KoEo+ 2oE()
w here now ! !
_ ag + Iy . _ ag + by .
Ko=K 5 i Eo=E 7 ; E 6)

A pplying the sam e procedure to the energy and using the values ofa; and by we have
Just obtained it iseasy to show that the st correction also cancels. Thism eansthat
the term quadratic in derivatives gives no correction to the energy at order 2.
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