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A bstract

By considering AdS5 � S5 string states with large angular m om enta in S5 one

isable to provide non-trivialquantitative checksofthe AdS/CFT duality. A string

rotatingin S5 with two angularm om enta J1,J2 isdualto an operatorin N = 4SYM

theorywhoseconform aldim ension canbecom putedbydiagonalizinga(generalization

of) spin 1=2 Heisenberg chain Ham iltonian. It was recently argued and veri�ed to

lowest order in a large J = J1 + J2 expansion,that the Heisenberg chain can be

described usinganon-relativisticlow energy e�ective2-d action foraunitvector�eld

ni which exactly m atchesthe corresponding largeJ lim itofthe classicalAdS5 � S5

string action. In thispaperwe show thatthisagreem entextendsto the nextorder

and develop a system atic procedure to com pute higherordersin such large angular

m om entum expansion.Thisinvolvesseveralnon-trivialsteps.On thestring side,we

need to choosea specialgaugewith a non-diagonalworld-sheetm etricwhich insures

thattheangularm om entum isuniform ly distributed alongthestring,asindeed isthe

caseon thespin chain side.W eneed also toim plem entan orderby orderrede�nition

ofthe �eld ni to getan action linearin the tim e derivative. On the spin chain side,

itturnsoutto be crucialto include the e�ectsofintegrating outshortwave-length

m odes.In thisway wegain a betterunderstanding ofhow (a subsectorof)thestring

sigm a m odelem erges from the dualgauge theory,allowing us to dem onstrate the

duality beyond com paring particularexam plesofstateswith largeJ.
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1 Introduction

Understanding AdS/CFT duality beyond theBPS ornearBPS [1]lim itrem ainsan

im portantchallenge.Itwassuggested in [2]thatconcentrating on string stateswith

large quantum num bers,like angular m om entum in AdS5,one �nds a qualitative

(m odulo interpolating function of‘tHooftcoupling �)agreem entbetween the AdS5
stringenergiesandanom alousdim ensionsofthecorrespondinggaugetheoryoperators

(see also [3,4,5]). About a year ago,it was observed [6]that sem iclassicalstring

stateswith severalnon-zeroangularm om enta(with largetotalS5 m om entum J)have

a rem arkable property thattheirenergy adm itsan analytic expansion in ~� � �

J2
at

largeJ.� Itwasproposed,therefore,thatthecoe�cientsofsuch an expansion can be

m atched precisely with theperturbativeanom alousdim ensionsofthecorresponding

scalar SYM operatorscom puted in the sam e J ! 1 ;~� < 1 lim it [6]. That would

providethe�rstquantitativecheck ofAdS/CFT duality farfrom theBPS lim it.The

reason for this expectation was that for such specialsolutions allstring �0 � 1p
�

correctionsm ightbe suppressed in the large J lim it(aswasexplicitly checked fora

particular case in [9];see also [10]for a review). Then,the classicalstring energy

would representan exactstringtheory prediction in thislim it.Thisproposalreceived

a spectacular con�rm ation in [11,12]where the one-loop anom alous dim ensions of

therelevantscalarSYM operatorswerecom puted utilizing a rem arkableHeisenberg

spin chain interpretation ofthe one-loop anom alous dim ension in the scalar sector

[13]and taking the therm odynam ic J ! 1 lim it ofthe Bethe ansatz solution for

theeigenvalues.The detailed agreem entofthefunctionaldependence oftheleading

\one-loop" coe�cienton the ratio ofspinsfor\inhom ogeneous" folded and circular

rotating string solutionswasfurtherdem onstrated in [14,15,12]. Sam e wasfound

also for the \hom ogeneous" [16]two-spin circular solutions [17]and for particular

three-spin states[18,19].Thisagreem entwasextended to the\two-loop" levelusing

integrablem odel/Betheansatztechniques[20,17].

One would obviously like to achieve a betterunderstanding ofhow and why this

correspondence between the string theory and gauge theory works,e.g.,the general

rulesofhow particularstringstatesarem apped ontoparticularSYM states.Itwould

beinteresting toseehow stringsigm am odelworld-sheetaction em ergeson thegauge

theory side (cf. [1]),allowing one to go beyond discussion ofm atching ofindividual

states.An im portantsuggestion in thisdirection wasm aderecently in [21],and our

aim here willbe to further clarify and extend it beyond the leading (\one-loop")

order.

In m oredetail,herewewould liketo try to understand in generalthecorrespon-

dence between (\sem iclassical")string stateswith two largeangularm om enta J1;J2
in S5 and single-trace SYM operators O J1;J2 = tr(�

J1
1 �

J2
2 + :::) (�1;�2 are two

com plex com binationsofSYM scalars).Them ain assum ption isthatthelim it

J � J1 + J2 � 1 ; ~� �
�

J2
= �xed < 1 ; (1.1)

�Earlierexam plesofsim ilarsolutionswerefound in [3,7,8].
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i.e. the expansion in powers of 1

J
and ~� is well-de�ned on both the string and the

SYM sidesoftheduality.Theclassicalenergyofsuch rotatingstringsolutionsadm its

thefollowing expansion [6]

E = J F(
J2

J
;~�); F = 1+ c1

~� + c2
~�2 + :::; (1.2)

where ci depend on ratios ofspins (and other param eters like winding num bers).

If quantum string corrections to ci are suppressed by extra powers of 1

J
[9], the

classicalstring energy (1.2) should represent the exact string result in the large J

lim it.Then theAdS/CFT duality im pliesthatoneshould beabletom atch (1.2)with

dim ensions ofthe corresponding SYM operators found in the sam e lim it. Indeed,

it was dem onstrated in [11,14,15,12]and [20,17]that energies ofa particular

classicalrotating 2-spin string solutions agree precisely with anom alousdim ensions

ofthe corresponding SYM operatorsatthe �rsttwo { \one-loop" and \two-loop" {

ordersin expansion in ~� atlargeJ.Thereisalso m atching atthelevelofintegrable

structures[22,18]clari�ed and established in generalin [17].

Theone-loop anom alousdim ension m atrix in thesectorof2-spin operatorsO J1;J2

happenstobeequivalenttotheferrom agneticHeisenbergXXX 1=2 (SU(2))spin chain

Ham iltonian H [13].W ith the2-loop [26]and 3-loop [26,27,28]correctionsincluded

H m ay beinterpreted asageneralized spin chain Ham iltonian containingfurthernext

tonearestneighborinteractions.To�nd theeigenvaluesofH in theone-loop approx-

im ation one isable to apply the Bethe ansatz techniqueswith crucialsim pli�cation

oftherm odynam ic lim it J ! 1 [11,12,17]. Furtherm ore,one is able to extend

thisto thetwo-loop levelby em bedding [20]the anom alousdim ension operatorinto

a particularintegrable spin chain system and then again utilize the therm odynam ic

lim itofthe Bethe ansatz [20,17]. Using the Bethe ansatz forthe spin chain on the

gauge side and integrability ofthe classicalsigm a m odelon the string side ref.[17]

m anaged to provetheone-loop and two-loop m atching forgenericsolutions.

Our approach below willbe sim pler and in a sense com plem entary to the one

of[17]based on integrability. Following [21],we would like to establish a m ore di-

rectway ofcom paring the string and SYM results withoutthe need to go through

detailed analysis ofparticular solutions (or their generalclassi�cation) and use of

com plicated Betheansatztechniqueswhich seem hard to extend beyond few leading

orderswithoutknowledge ofintegrability ofthe exactspin chain Ham iltonian. The

idea is to extract an e�ective 2-d action describing low-energy states ofthe ferro-

m agnetic Heisenberg spin chain in the lim it J ! 1 , ~� =�xed and then to show

thatitagrees with the string sigm a m odelaction expanded in the sam e lim it. On

the string side thatwould correspond to \gauging away" a collective coordinate as-

sociated with the total(orbitaland internal) S5 spin J (which m ay be viewed as

a non-trivialgeneralization oflight-cone gauge �xing in the BM N case [1]).y An

agreem ent between the resulting e�ective spin chain and string actions would then

yThisam ountsto a reorganization ofthe classicalstring action in the largeJ sectorso thatthe

expansion e� ectively goes in powers of~� � � and thus corresponds to a \near zero-tension" [29]
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im plyan agreem entbetween energiesofparticularsolutions/states (aswellasm atch-

ing ofunderlying integrable structures). As a consequence,one can directly relate

the target space spinning string con�gurations to con�gurations of1-d spins [21],

a non-trivialconnection which em erged also in the Bethe ansatz approach [11,17].

Once the con�gurationsare related,m any questions,asforexam ple the agreem ent

between Bethe-Ansatz and sigm a m odelcalculations,between integrable structures

etc. becom e questionsregarding the spin chain Ham iltonian and notthe AdS/CFT

correspondence.By thatwe m ean thattheagreem entisbetween two di�erentways

ofdescribing a spin chain,a low energy description in term sofan e�ective action or

an exactdescription using the integrability propertiesofthe m odel. The AdS/CFT

correspondencesim ply establishesthatoneofthosetwo waysisdirectly related to (a

lim itof)theaction ofa string m oving in a speci�ctargetspace.

By starting with theone-loop expression forthedilatation operator[13]

H =
�

(4�)2

JX

a= 1

(1� �a � �a+ 1); �
i
a�

j
a = �

ij + i�
ijk
�
k
a ; (1.3)

one �nds [21](see,e.g.,[23,24]and refs. there) that the corresponding action in

coherentstate[25](hnj�iajni= nia, (ni)2 = 1;i= 1;2;3)path integralis

S =

Z

dt

� JX

a= 1

LW Z(na)� hnjHjni

�

; (1.4)

hnjHjni=
�

2(4�)2

JX

a= 1

(na+ 1 � na)
2
; (1.5)

where LW Z(na)dependson na only ata given site a and islinearin @tna.
z Since we

areinterested in thelim itofJ ! 1 with ~� �xed thissuggeststo takethecontinuum

lim it,introducing n(�),0< � � 2�;with na = n(2�a
J
).W ethen �nish with

S = J

Z

dt

Z
2�

0

d�

2�
L ; L = Ct(n)�

1

8
~�(@1n)

2
; @1 � @� ; (1.6)

wherewesetLW Z(n)� Ct(n)toindicatethatthisterm islinearin @tn
i:Theequation

ofm otion correspondingto(1.6)aretheclassicalferrom agnetorLandau-Lifshitz(LL)

equationx

@tni=
1

2
~� �ijknj@

2

1
nk : (1.7)

lim it.Related largeJ lim itin the classicalstring equationswasconsidered from a geom etricpoint

ofview in [30].
zLW Z m ay be viewed asan analog ofthe usual\p_q" term ,i.e. thisnon-relativistic action m ay

be interpreted as a phase space action with ni describing both coordinates and m om enta. This

ensurespropercom m utation relationsifwereversethelogicand prom oteni to quantum operators:

ni ! n̂i � �i; [̂ni;̂nj]= 2i�ijkn̂k.
xThe LL equation describesevolution in tim e ofm agnetization vectorofa (one-dim ensionalin

the presentcontext)m acroscopicferrom agnet(see,e.g.,[23,31]).
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W e have om itted higher-derivative term s com ing from (na+ 1 � na)
2 since they are

suppressed by powers of 1

J
. W e further observe that since J is the coe�cient in

frontofthe action,itplaysthe roleofthe inverse Planck constantin the spin chain

path integral. Then in the lim itwhen J ! 1 and ~� =�xed one should be able to

ignorequantum correctionsand thustotreat(1.6)asaclassicalaction thatshould be

m atched to thestring action expanded in thesam elim it.Thism atching wasindeed

dem onstrated in [21]and willbe furtherdiscussed and extended to higherordersin
~� below.

W eshould rem ark thatathigherloops,theoperatorsofinterestarestilldescribed

by a spin s= 1

2
chain and only theHam iltonian getsm odi�ed.Ateach loop interac-

tionsinvolving largernum berofneighborsare introduced. However,atleastatthe

nextorder,the interaction isstillferrom agnetic (forsm all~�)and therefore,atlow

energy,thedescription ofthesystem in term soflong-wavelength spin wavesshould

be valid. The low energy e�ective action governing these m odescontains,a priori,

allpossibleterm scom patiblewith thesym m etries.Ourtask isthen to com putethe

corresponding coe�cientswhich should includethee�ectsofintegrating outthehigh

m om entum m odes.

Thus,with higher-loop corrections included in H in (1.3),we expect to �nd a

low-energy e�ective action analog of(1.6),(1.7)with higherpowersof~� m ultiplying

higherderivativesofni

L = Ct(n)� H (@1n;@
2

1
n;@

3

1
n;:::); (1.8)

H = a0
~�(@1n)

2 + ~�2
�

a1(@
2

1
n)2 + a2(@1n)

4

�

+ ~�3
�

a3(@
3

1
n)2 + a4(@1n)

2(@2
1
n)2 + a5(@1n@

2

1
n)2 + a6(@1n)

6

�

+ O (~�3): (1.9)

W e have written down allpossible localstructures with 4 and 6 spatialderivatives

builtoutofaunitvector�eld ni(t;�)(m odulointegration by parts).Thecoe�cients

a0;a1;a2;:::aredeterm ined by detailed m icroscopicsofthespin chain.
{

It is usefulto note that since (1.7) and L in (1.6) or (1.8) are linear in tim e

derivatives,theoverallfactorof~� in H can beabsorbed into a rescaling ofthetim e

coordinate(thisdoesnotchangethecoe�cientin frontoftheaction (1.6))

t! ~�� 1t; L ! L = Ct(n)� a0(@1n)
2 � ~�[a1(@

2

1
n)2 + a2(@1n)

4]+ :::: (1.10)

Our �rst aim below willbe to show,generalizing the suggestion of[21],how such

an action with a single tim e derivative (in Ct(n)term )butcontaining allordersof

derivatives in �,em erges from the usualsecond-tim e-derivative AdS5 � S5 sigm a

m odelaction expanded in thelim itJ ! 1 ;~� < 1.In the2-spin sectortheclassical

string equationsin AdS5 � S5 expanded forlarge spin reduce to a higher-derivative

{In principle,one could use the knowledgeofa few fam iliesofm icroscopicsolutionsto � x these

coe� cients,butitturnsoutonecan workwith general� eld con� gurations,aswewillshow in Section

4.
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generalization oftheLL equation fora unit3-vectorni describing a shapeofa string

rotating in two orthogonalplanes.Itisrem arkablethatsuch a non-relativistic\clas-

sicalferrom agnetic" action containing allordersin spatialderivativesbutonly �rst

order in tim e derivative happens to be a particular \re-expansion" (in the ~� ! 0

lim it)oftheusualrelativisticstring sigm a m odelaction.

Next,we willcom pare the coe�cientsin H (1.9)appearing from the (quantum )

spin chain with the corresponding coe�cientscom ing outofthe string sigm a m odel

action.W eshallconclude,in fullagreem entwith thepreviousresultsbased on Bethe

ansatztechnique[20,17],thatthecorrespondencedoesextend to thenext~�2 (\two-

loop")order.W eshall�nd thatbeyond theleading ~� orderoneisnotableto ignore

quantum correctionson the spin chain side: before taking the continuum lim itone

should com puteaquantum e�ectiveaction analogof(1.4).W hiletheterm squadratic

in ni in (1.9)areindeed correctly found by sim ply taking thecontinuum lim itofthe

coherent state expectation value ofthe spin chain Ham iltonian equalto the SYM

dilatation operator,to reproduce the n4 and higher order term s one needs to take

into account quantum corrections. W e shallalso discuss how the m atching should

work atthe \three-loop" ~�3 order but detailed quantum com putations on the spin

chain side (beyond the evaluation ofthe corresponding coherent state expectation

valuehnjHjni)willnotbedescribed here.

The restofthispaperisorganized asfollows. In section 2 we discuss the large

angularm om entum lim itofthestring action.W e�rstconsidertheconform algauge

(section 2.2)and obtain the expansion ofthe action in powersof~�. Although this

approach happensto beenough up to second orderin ~�,athigherorderstheaction

containsnon-localterm s.Forthatreason in section 2.3wedevelop am oresystem atic

expansion by �nding an appropriate\uniform "gaugeand applying an orderby order

�eldrede�nition toelim inateterm swhich arenon-linearintim ederivatives.Insection

3 wetakethecontinuum lim itofthecoherentstateexpectation valuehnjHjniofthe

spin chain Ham iltonian representing theSYM dilatation operatorwith two-loop and

three-loop corrections included. W e show,however,that this naive approach does

notreproduce the fullstring results at ~�2 and ~�3 orders. In section 4 we com pute

quantum correctionsto thee�ectiveaction ofthespin chain com ing from integrating

outhigh energy m odes.They turn outto contributestarting with ~�2 orderand after

includingthem we�nd perfectagreem entwith thestringsideatthisorder.In section

5weperform som echecksofthe~�2 resultforparticulartwo-spin stringcon�gurations.

Concludingrem arksarem adein section 6.Appendicescontain som etechnicaldetails

and usefulrelations.

2 G eneralized \classicalm agnetic" action from

string sigm a m odelon R � S3

Our�rsttask willbeto show how theaction (1.8)appearsfrom thestandard string

sigm am odelactiononR� S3.HereR factorrepresentsthetim edirectionin AdS5 and
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S3 factorisfrom S5:we shallconsideronly string con�gurationsthatarelocated in

thecenterofAdS5 and belong to S
3 � S5.They m ay carry two outofthreepossible

independent angular m om enta and should describe string states corresponding to

eigenstatesofclosed SU(2)subsectorofanom alousdim ension m atrix orspin chain

Ham iltonian. There existsa generalization ofthe procedure described below to the

3-spin (SU(3))sectorbutitwillnotbediscussed here.

2.1 Param etrization ofR � S3

Them etricofR � S3 space-tim ecan beparam etrized asfollows

ds
2 = � dt

2 + jdX 1j
2 + jdX 2j

2
; jX 1j

2 + jX 2j
2 = 1 ; (2.1)

X 1 � X1 + iX 2 = cos e
i’1 ; X 2 � X3 + iX 4 = sin e

i’2 : (2.2)

In thisparam etrization stringstatesthatcarrytwoangularm om entaJ1;J2 should be

rotating in thetwo orthogonalplanes(X 1;X 2)and (X 3;X 4)(see [6,10]fordetails).

Toconsiderthelim itoflargetotalspin J = J1+ J2 wewould liketoisolatethecorre-

sponding collective coordinate,i.e.thecom m on phaseofX 1 and X 2.In thefam iliar

caseoffastm otion ofthecenterofm asstheroleofJ isplayed by linearm om entum

orp+ .Here,however,J representsthesum of\orbital" aswellas\internal" angular

m om entum and thusdoesnotcorrespond sim ply to thecenterofm assm otion.This

is thus a generalization ofthe lim it considered in [1]: we are interested in \large"

extended string con�gurationsand notin a nearly point-likestrings.Letusthusset

X 1 = U1 e
i�
; X 2 = U2 e

i�
; jU1j

2 + jU2j
2 = 1 ; (2.3)

i.e.param etrizeS3 in term sofCP 1 coordinatesUiand an angle� (HopfS1 �bration

ofS3).Theangle� representing sim ultaneousrotation in thetwo planeswillbethe

collective coordinatecorresponding to J.In term sofstandard S3 angles

U1 = cos e
i�
; U2 = sin e

� i�
; � =

1

2
(’1 + ’2); � =

1

2
(’1 � ’2):(2.4)

Then

(ds2)S3 = (d� � iU
�
rdUr)

2 + dU
�
rdUr + (U �

rdUr)
2
; r= 1;2 ; (2.5)

i.e.

(ds2)S3 = (D �)2 + D U
�
rD Ur ;

D � � d� + C ; D Ur = dUr � iCUr ; C � � iU
�
rdUr : (2.6)

Itisusefulto replaceUr by a unitvectorni representing CP
1

ni� U
y
�iU ; U = (U1;U2); (2.7)

where�i arePaulim atrices.Then

(ds2)S3 = (D �)2 +
1

4
dnidni ; D � = d� + C(n); (2.8)
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whereC(n)hasa non-localW Z-typerepresentation C = � 1

2

R
1

0
d� �ijkni@�njdnk:

� In

term sofS3 anglesonehas

ni= (sin2 cos2�;sin2 sin2�;cos2 ); (2.9)

(ds2)S3 = (d� + C)2 + d 
2 + sin22 d�

2
; C = cos2 d� : (2.10)

Itisinteresting to notea directanalogy between (2.7)relating ni and U1;U2 and the

coherentstatebasison thespin chain side.y

Thestring action isthen (weusesignature(� +))

I =
p
�

Z

d�

Z
2�

0

d�

2�
L ; (2.11)

L = �
1

2

p
� gg

pq(� @pt@qt+ D p�D q� +
1

4
@pni@qni); (2.12)

where

D q� = @q� + Cq(n); Cq = �
1

2

Z
1

0

d��ijkni@�nj@qnk ; (2.13)

ni(�;�;� = 1)= (ni)0 ; ni(�;�;� = 0)= ni(�;�);

@pCq � @qCp =
1

2
�ijkni@pnj@qnk ; �Cq =

1

2
�ijk�ninj@qnk + @q� : (2.14)

Thecrucialpointisthatoneshould view tand � as\longitudinal" coordinatesthat

re
ect the redundancy ofthe reparam etrization-invariant string description: they

are not\seen" on the gauge theory side,and should be gauged away (orelim inated

using theconstraints).Atthesam etim e,theunitvectorni should beinterpreted as

a \transverse" orphysicalcoordinate which should thus have a counterpart on the

SU(2)spin chain side (with an obviouscandidate being a vectorparam etrizing the

coherentstate).To put(2.12)into �rst-tim e-derivative form like (1.8)onewillneed

to properly expand theaction and m akea �eld rede�nition ofni.

The conserved chargescorresponding to translationsin tim e,rotationsof� and

SO (3)rotationsofni are
z

(E ;J;Si)=
p
� (E;J ;Si); E = �

Z
2�

0

d�

2�

p
� gg

0p
@pt; (2.15)

�O necan check thisrelation using �abi �cdi = � �ab�cd + 2�ad�bc.C m ay beinterpreted asa vector

potentialofa Diracm onopoleatthe origin.
yIn thespin chain casewehavecom plex scalars�1;�2 in theoperatortr(�

J1
1
�
J2
2
+ :::)represent-

ing spinsup and down.In coherentstatebasishnj�ijni= ni wheretotaljniisa productofdoublet

coherentstatesateach node.W e m ay thusview Ur as\radial" coordinatesdirectly corresponding

to thetwo com plex scalars�1;�2 on theSYM side,with U y�iU = ni being the\classical"analogof

hnj�ijni= ni.The U (1)phase � correspondsto rotating the chiralsuper� eldsby the sam e overall

phase.
zNote that

p
� is the e� ective string tension in (2.11) and so allclassicalstring charges are

proportionalto
p
� .
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J = �

Z
2�

0

d�

2�

p
� gg

0p
D p� ; Si= �

Z
2�

0

d�

2�

p
� gg

0p
q
i
p ; (2.16)

wherethelocalcurrentqip is

q
i
p � Dp� ni+

1

2
�ijknj@pnk : (2.17)

Given a genericstring con�guration,onecan apply a globalrotation to putSi in the

\canonical" form (0;0;S3),whereS3 willthen correspond to thedi�erenceJ1 � J2 of

thetwo S3 spinswhosesum isJ (thecorresponding angularcoordinateis� in (2.4)).

Note that the e�ective coupling constant ~� in (1.1) is directly related to the

(rescaled)chargeJ in (2.16)

~� �
�

J2
=

1

J 2
; i:e: J =

1
q

~�

: (2.18)

Thusexpansion in powersof 1

J 2
isthesam easexpansion in powersof~�.

2.2 C onform algauge choice

W hile the �nalexpressions for the physicalquantities for speci�c string solutions

like the energy as a function ofspins should not ofcourse depend on a particular

choice ofreparam etrization gauge,the sim plicity ofthe \o�-shell" correspondence

between the string and spin chain 2-d actionsissensitive to a choice ofworld-sheet

coordinates. It turns out that the sim plest conform algauge choice fails to be the

adequateonebeyond theleading orderin ~� expansion:oneneedsto chooseinstead a

non-trivial(\non-diagonal")gauge.Thism ay beviewed asa technicalcom plication,

butitactually highlightstheim portanceofasuitablereparam etrization gaugechoice

in understanding how string action originatesfrom gaugetheory.

Nevertheless, it is stillinstructive to start with the discussion ofthe standard

conform algauge
p
� ggab = �ab =diag(� 1;+1) (this gauge was used in [21]). In

conform algauge tsatis�esthe free equation ofm otion,and we can �x the residual

conform aldi�eom orphism freedom by theusualcondition

t= �� ;

relating theworld-sheetand thetargetspaceenergies.Then (2.15)im plies

E = � ; J =

Z
2�

0

d�

2�
D 0� : (2.19)

Theproblem with theconform algaugechoiceturnsouttoberelated to thefactthat

heretheenergy ishom ogeneously distributed along� whiletheangularm om entum J

isnot,whilethesituation on thespin chain sideisjusttheopposite.Asa result,the

com parison oftheexpressionsfortheactionsand theenergiesbecom escom plicated;

9



in particular,the expression forE in term sofJ contains\non-local" contributions

(given by m ultipleintegralsover�).

Theequationsofm otion for� and ni arefound to be

@
p
D p� = 0 ; @

p
q
i
p = 0 ; (2.20)

wherethelatterm ay beexplicitly written as

D
p
� �ijknj@pnk �

1

2
(@p@pni)? = 0 ; (2.21)

(m i)? � mi� (nkm k)ni : (2.22)

Equivalently,(2.21)m ay bewritten as

D
p
� @pni= �

1

2
�ijknj@

p
@pnk : (2.23)

Theconform algaugeconstraints

(@0t)
2 + (@1t)

2 = (qi
0
)2 + (qi

1
)2 ; @0t@1t= q

i
0
q
i
1

(2.24)

are easily solved expressing D p� in term s ofni
� D � � = �

q

�2 � 1

4
(@� ni)

2;where

@� = @1 � @0,i.e.

D 0� =
1

2

�
s

�2 �
1

4
(@+ ni)

2 +

s

�2 �
1

4
(@+ ni)

2

�

= � �
1

8�
(@1ni)

2 + :::; (2.25)

D 1� =
1

2

�
s

�2 �
1

4
(@+ ni)

2 �

s

�2 �
1

4
(@+ ni)

2

�

= �
1

4�
@1ni@0ni+ :::: (2.26)

W eexpanded in large� which isrelated to expansion in sm all~� = �

J2
.Indeed,

J =

Z
2�

0

d�

2�
D 0� = � �

1

8�

Z
2�

0

d�

2�
(@1ni)

2 + O (
1

�2
); (2.27)

i.e.(see(2.18))

~� =
1

�2
+

1

4�4

Z
2�

0

d�

2�
(@1ni)

2 + O (
1

�6
): (2.28)

Thus in the conform algauge the naturalexpansion isin powers of 1

�
,while on the

spin chain side itisthe expansion in powers of~�. The two coincide atthe leading

order,butitisclearthatbeyond theleading order(and keeping ni general)thetwo

expansionsarerelated in an indirectway which ise�ectively non-localin �.

�W e chooseparticularsignsin the solution to ensureregularity oflarge�orlargeJ expansion.
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Elim inating D p� from (2.23)using (2.25),(2.26)we getan equation forni.
y Ex-

panding in large� weget

�@0ni=
1

2
�ijknj(@

2

1 � @
2

0)nk + O (
1

�
): (2.29)

Ifwe�rstassum ethatallderivativesstay�niteatlarge� then theleading-orderequa-

tion issim ply @0nk = 0. Then also (@2
1
ni)? = 0,or@2

1
ni = � (@1n)

2ni. M ultiplying

thisby @1ni wegetalso (@1n)
2 = 4m 2 = const,and thusni hascos2m � and sin2m �

asitstwo non-zero com ponents.Then E =
p
J 2 + m 2 and Si= �

R
2�

0

d�

2�
ni= 0.This

correspondsto thesim plestcircularstring solution with two equalangularm om enta

J1 = J2 (this is,in fact,an exact solution ofthe fullstring equations [6],see also

below).Thusexpanding in � in thisway correspondsto expanding nearthisspecial

circularsolution.

Instead,it is m ore naturalto follow [21]and assum e that �@0ni and @1ni stay

�nitein thelim it,i.e.to rescalethetim ecoordinate(cf.(1.10))

� ! �� ; �@0 ! @0 ; i:e: t! �
2
t� ~�� 1t: (2.30)

Here we used that t= ��;note that this is the sam e rescaling oftim e tthat was

needed in (1.7)or(1.6)to elim inate the ~� dependence. Then term swith m ore tim e

derivatives willbe suppressed by higher powers of 1

�
. Observing that (@� ni)

2 in

(2.25),(2.26)isnow equalto (@1ni�
1

�
@0ni)

2 we�nd that(2.29)becom es

@0ni=
1

2
�ijknj@

2

1nk +
1

�2
G
(1)

i + O (
1

�4
); (2.31)

G
(1)

i = �
1

2
�ijknj@

2

0
nk �

1

4
(@0n@1n)@1ni+

1

8
(@1n@1n)@0ni : (2.32)

The leading term thus takes the form ofthe LL equation linear in tim e derivative

which is equivalent to (1.7). Solutions ofthis leading-order equation include [21]

non-trivialfolded and circularstring con�gurations(which are large � lim itsofthe

corresponding exactsolutionsin [6,14,15]),i.e.thisisa naturalstarting pointofan

expansion thatshould describegenericstring stateswith largeJ.

Given the rem arkable factthatthisleading-orderequation is linear in the tim e

derivative,solving (2.31)perturbatively in 1

�
oneisableto elim inatealltim ederiva-

tives from the correction term s in favor ofspatialderivatives and thus to convert

(2.31)into a localequation with only spatialderivativesappearing on the r.h.s.,i.e.

into an equation ofthetypeexpected on thespin chain side(following from (1.8)).

It is im portant to stress that this \re-expansion" ofthe originalR � S3 sigm a

m odelequationsofm otion e�ectively selectsa subclassofsolutionswith large J or

large�.Thateq.(2.31)doesnotasa resultdescribeallpossiblesolutionsofR � S3

sigm a m odelis just as wellsince other solutions which do not carry large angular

yO necan check thattheequation for�in (2.20)isthen identically satis� ed asa consequenceof

the equation forni.
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m om entum J arenotdualto SYM operatorsfrom theSU(2)sectorand thusshould

notberelated to eigenstatesofspin chain Ham iltonian.

Anotherrem ark isthatthislarge � � J conversion ofthe originalsecond-order

equations into a �rst-order one is sim ilar to the usuallarge friction case or non-

relativisticlargem asslim it.Theroleoflarge� orJ = (

q

~�)� 1 isindeed analogousto

thatoflargelight-conem om entum p+ in othersim ilarcaseslikeBM N onewhereone

expandsneara point-likecon�guration.Again,thenovelty ofthepresentexpansion

isthatitisolatesa sectorofnon-trivialextended solitonicstring stateswhich arefar

from being point-like.

Theleading term in (2.31)correspondsto thefollowing action forni

I = J

Z

d�

Z
2�

0

d�

2�
L ; L = C0 �

1

8
(@1ni)

2
; (2.33)

where we took into accountthe above rescaling of� (C0 � @�n refersto the new �)

to com bine the string tension factor
p
� with the � factorcom ing from d� into J

(which isthesam eas
p
� � to leading orderin 1

�
).Thisaction isequivalentto (1.6).

Theexplicitform ofL in term sofindependentangularcoordinatesin (2.9)is

L = cos2 @0� �
1

2
[(@1 )

2 + sin22 (@1�)
2]: (2.34)

To seetheem ergenceoftheW Z term C0
z directly attheleveloftheaction wem ay

\boost" �,i.e.introduceinstead a new \light-cone" coordinateu

u � � � t: (2.35)

Then theoriginalsigm a m odelLagrangian m ay bewritten in conform algaugeas

L = � @
p
tD pu�

1

2
(D pu)

2 �
1

8
(@pni)

2
: (2.36)

Using thatt= �� and dropping a totalderivativeterm weget

L = �C0 �
1

2
(D pu)

2 �
1

8
(@pni)

2
; (2.37)

or,aftertherescaling (2.30)ofthetim ecoordinate

L = C0 �
1

8
(@1ni)

2 �
1

2
(D 1u)

2 +
1

2�2
[(D 0u)

2 +
1

4
(@0ni)

2]: (2.38)

Observing thataccording to (2.25)(aftertherescaling (2.30))

D 0u = D 0� � 1= �
1

8
(@1ni)

2
�

1

2�2
[
1

64
(@1ni)

4 +
1

4
(@0ni)

2]+ O (
1

�4
); (2.39)

zNotethatthisisnotthe\usual" covariantsigm a m odelW Z term which containsboth � and �

derivatives:C0 term islocalin � (wedid nothavea B m n-term in theoriginalsigm a m odelaction).
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D 1u = D 1� = �
1

4�2
@0ni@1ni+ O (

1

�4
); (2.40)

and assum ing thatwecan usetheconstraintsto elim inateu from theaction (which,

in general,requiresa justi�cation butheredoeslead to thecorrectresultforthe�rst

subleading term )weget

L = C0 �
1

8
(@1ni)

2 +
1

8�2
[(@0ni)

2 +
1

16
(@1ni)

4]+ O (
1

�4
): (2.41)

The �nalstep is to m ake a �eld rede�nition to elim inate the tim e derivative term

from thecorrection.Thisam ountsto theuseoftheleading-orderequation in (2.31)

im plying

(@0ni)
2 =

1

4
[(@2

1
ni)

2 � (@1ni)
4]+ O (

1

�2
): (2.42)

Asa result,weget(in term sofrede�ned �eld ni)

L = C0 �
1

8
(@1ni)

2 +
1

32�2
[(@21ni)

2
�
3

4
(@1ni)

4]+ O (
1

�4
): (2.43)

W eshallobtain thesam eaction (2.43)from a m oresystem aticapproach ofthenext

subsection,and later in Sections 3 and 4 we willcheck that the coe�cients ofthe

4-derivative term s in (2.43) m atch the ones appearing in the e�ective action (1.8)

ofthe spin chain.Sim ilarprocedure can be applied athigherorders,converting the

originalsigm a m odelaction into the�rst-tim e-derivativeaction ofthetype(1.8).

Asalready m entioned,theproblem oftheconform algaugeweused aboveisthat

heretheexpansion goesin powersof 1

�2
instead ofpowersof 1

J 2 = ~� and thusthecom -

parison with thespin chain sideisindirectbeyond theleading order:converting the
1

�2
expansion into 1

J 2 one,using theexpression forJ (2.27),bringsin non-localterm s

given by powersofintegralsover�.Forthatreason weshallnow describean alterna-

tivegauge�xing procedurewhich isbettersuited forestablishing thecorrespondence

between thespin chain and thestring sigm a m odele�ective actions.

2.3 N on-diagonal\uniform " gauge

Letusstartwith rewriting genericstring sigm a m odelaction in �rst-orderform and

then discussgauge�xing.Given

L = �
1

2

p
� gg

pq
G ��(x)@px

�
@qx

� (2.44)

and introducing them om enta

p� = � G��(A@0x
� + B @1x

�); A �
p
� gg

00
; B �

p
� gg

01
; (2.45)

wecan rewriteL in the�rst-orderform with respectto thetim ederivatives

L = p�@0x
� +

1

2
A
� 1[G ��

p�p� + G ��(x)@1x
�
@1x

�]+ B A
� 1

p�@1x
�
: (2.46)
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HereA � 1 and B A � 1 play theroleofLagrangem ultipliersfortheconstraints.

The action for(2.46)isreparam etrization invariant,and then asin [32](in 
at

space) and in [33](in AdS space) one m ay �x a gauge,e.g.,on a com bination of

coordinates x� and m om enta p�. The result is ofcourse equivalent to the corre-

spondinggauge�xingdirectly in thePolyakov’saction (cf.[33,34])butstartingwith

(2.46)m ayhavesom econceptualadvantagessince,in thepresenceofisom etries,som e

m om enta arerelated to densitiesofconserved currents.

In the case ofour interest L in (2.44) is given by (2.12) and so its �rst-order

version (2.46)hasthefollowing explicitform

L = pt@0t+ p�D 0� + pi@0ni

+
1

2
A
� 1[� p

2

t + p
2

� + 4p2i + (@1t)
2 + (D 1�)

2 +
1

4
(@1n)

2] (2.47)

+ B A
� 1(pt@1t+ p�D 1� + pi@1ni):

Here we have chosen to couple p� to D 0� and notto @0�. The equationsofm otion

forpt;p� areequivalentto thede�nitionsofthem om enta in term sof@qx
� and A;B

in (2.45),

pt= A@0t+ B @1t; p� = � AD0� � B D1� : (2.48)

Notealso thatwehavede�ned pi so thatthey aredi�erentfrom theusualcanonical

m om enta forni:pi doesnotincludethecontribution ofthe@0ni-dependenceofC0 in

D q�,i.e.

pi= �
1

4
(A@0ni+ B @1ni): (2.49)

Theequationsforthem etriccom ponentsA and B givetheconstraints

� p
2

t + p
2

� + 4p2i + (@1t)
2 + (D 1�)

2 +
1

4
(@1n)

2 = 0 ; (2.50)

pt@1t+ p�D 1� + pi@1ni= 0 : (2.51)

Theequationsfort;� and ni arefound to be

@0pt+ @1[A
� 1(@1t+ B pt)]= 0 ; (2.52)

@0p� + @1[A
� 1(D 1� + B p�)]= 0 ; (2.53)

�
1

2
�ijknj[p�@0nk + A

� 1(D 1� + B p�)@1nk]+

�

@0pi+ @1[A
� 1(

1

4
@1ni+ B pi)]

�

?

= 0 :

(2.54)

n2i = 1 im plies thatni@qni = 0; pini = 0 and thatthe variation over ni should be

orthogonalto ni.The�rst�ijk-term in (2.54)com esfrom thevariation ofCq in D q�

(an additionalgradient variation term is proportionalto the equation (2.53) for �

and thusisignored).
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Theconserved chargescorresponding totheinvariancesundertranslation in tim e,

translation in � and O (3)rotations(�ni= �ijk�jnk)ofniare(see(2.15),(2.16),(2.17))

E � P
t=

Z
2�

0

d�

2�
H ; J =

Z
2�

0

d�

2�
p� ; Si=

Z
2�

0

d�

2�
qi ; (2.55)

H � � pt ; qi= p�ni+ 2�ijknjpk : (2.56)

Letusnow chooseagauge.Thegaugeused in theprevioussection wastheorthogonal

one A = 1;B = 0 and t= ��. Having in m ind com parison with the spin chain it

isnaturalto requestthattranslationsin tim e in the targetspace and on the world

sheetshould indeed berelated.Also,we should ensure thatthe angularm om entum

J ishom ogeneously distributed along thestring,i.e.letusrequire�

(i) t= � ; (ii) p� = J = const: (2.57)

Herewehavechosen tosetaproportionality coe�cientbetween tand � to1butlater

we willneed to rescale � as in the above conform algauge discussion. In this case

(2.48)and (2.49)im ply

A = � H ; J = H D0� � B D1� ; pi=
1

4
(H @0ni� B @1ni); (2.58)

and theconstraints(2.51),(2.50)give

D 1� = �
1

J
pi@1ni ; (2.59)

H � H (n;p)=

s

J 2 + 4p2i +
1

J 2
(pi@1ni)

2 +
1

4
(@1n)

2 : (2.60)

Using the constraints,the resulting \reduced" Lagrangian forthe independentvari-

ablesniand piisfound from (2.47)tobeL = J D 0�+ pi@0ni� H :Om ittingthetotal

derivativeJ @0� term ,weget

L(n;p)= J C0 + pi@0ni� H (n;p); (2.61)

where C0 isagain the sam eW Z term asin (2.37)or(2.13).Thusboth the �rstand

the second term shere depend on @0ni,re
ecting the factthatpi wasde�ned notto

includea contribution from C0 in D 0�.

Next,weshould check thatthisLagrangian (2.61)doesindeed lead to thecorrect

equationsforni;pi,i.e.thathereitislegitim ateto usethegaugeconditionsand the

�Thisisanotherexam pleillustratingthatin curvedspaceitisoften naturaltouseanon-conform al

gauge. In fact,use ofsuch a m ore generalgauge (ora specialchoice of� and � variables)m ay be

\required" by duality to gaugetheory.Again,itistrue ofcoursethatall� nalphysicalobservables

(like values ofenergies on particular solutions) should be gauge-independent. But an \o� -shell’

com parison ofstring and gaugetheory m ay be greatly facilitated by the rightchoiceofworld-sheet

coordinates.
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constraintsdirectly in theaction.W ith theabovegaugechoicethegeneralequations

(2.52){(2.54)becom e

@0H � @1B = 0 ; @1[H
� 1(B �

1

J 2
pi@1ni)]= 0 ; (2.62)

�
1

2
J �ijknj

�

@0nk� H
� 1(B �

1

J 2
pi@1ni)@1nk

�

+

�

@0pi� @1[H
� 1(

1

4
@1ni+ B pi)]

�

?

= 0;

(2.63)

where according to (2.58)pi =
1

4
(H @0ni� B @1ni). W e are to com pare (2.54),(2.49)

with theequationsforni and pi thatfollow directly from (2.61)

@0ni� H� 1[4pi+
1

J 2
(p@1n)@1ni]= 0 ; (2.64)

�
1

2
J �ijknj@0nk +

�

@0pi� @1[H
� 1(

1

4
@1ni+

1

J 2
(p@1n)pi]

�

?

= 0 : (2.65)

W econcludethatthey agreeprovided

B =
1

J 2
(p@1n); i:e: D 1� = � J B : (2.66)

W earestillto check thatthisdoesnotcontradictthe�rstequation in (2.62),i.e.

@0H =
1

J 2
@1(p@1n): (2.67)

This,indeed,followsfrom theequationsofm otion (2.64),(2.65)forpi and ni.
y Thus

ourprocedureisconsistent:theextra condition (2.66)isa solution ofourequations.

W e could,in fact,im pose (2.66) and p� = J in (2.57) as two reparam etrization

gaugeconditions;then an extra choice oft= � in (2.57)would correspond to �xing

a residualreparam etrization freedom ,asin theconform algauge.

Since pi enters(2.61)only algebraically,we can now solve foritand geta (non-

polynom ial) action thatdepends only on ni and its �rst derivatives @0ni and @1ni.

W e�nd from (2.64)

pi=
1

4
H [@0ni�

(@0n@1n)

4J 2 + (@1n)
2
@1ni]; pini= 0 ; (2.68)

yIn general,given the Lagrangian which is � rst-orderin @0ni one � nds that (om itting ? sign)

@0pi �
1

2
J �ijknj@0nk = @1

@H

@@1ni

; @0ni = @H

@pi
, from where it follows that (W Z term does not

contribute)

@0H =
@H

@@1n
@0@1n +

@H

@p
@0p=

�
� @1

@H

@@1n
@0n +

@H

@p
@0p

�
+ @1

� @H

@@1n
@0n):

The� rstbracketvanisheson theequationsofm otion,so H isconserved.Com puting @H

@@1n
@0n using

(2.64)one� ndsindeed thatitisequalto B ,i.e.to 1

J 2 (p@1n):
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pi@1ni=
1

4
H

(@0n@1n)

1+ 1

4J 2
(@1n)

2
= J 2

B : (2.69)

Substituting pi into H gives

H = J
1+ 1

4J 2
(@1n)

2

q

[1+ 1

4J 2(@1n)
2][1� 1

4
(@0n)

2]+ 1

16J 2(@0n@1n)
2
; (2.70)

and elim inating pi from theLagrangian (2.61),wegetz

L(n)= J C0 � Hn ; H n � H � pi@0ni ; (2.71)

H n = J

s

[1+
1

4J 2
(@1n)

2][1�
1

4
(@0n)

2]+
1

16J 2
(@0n@1n)

2 ; (2.72)

Equivalently,

H n =
q

� det
pq ; 
pq = ~�pq +
1

4
@pni@qni ; ~�ab � diag(� 1;J2): (2.73)

Rem arkably,ifnot forthe W Z term C0,the expression for(2.71)is rem iniscent of

theNam bu Lagrangian in a staticgauge(suggesting thattherem ay bea m oredirect

way ofderiving thisaction).

W e have thus m anaged to recast the originalsigm a m odelaction in the form

resem bling (1.8).Therem aining stepsare:

(i)to de�nea consistent 1

J
expansion,and then

(ii)to elim inatetim ederivativesin H n by �eld rede�nitionsorderby orderin
1

J
.

To de�nethelargeJ expansion nearthesam e\classicalferrom agnet" lim itasin the

conform algauge(cf.(2.43))weneed to rescale(cf.(1.10),(2.30))

� ! J2
� = ~�� 1� ; i:e: t! ~�� 1t; @0 !

1

J 2
@0 ; (2.74)

thusgetting thestring action in theform

I = J

Z

d�

Z
2�

0

d�

2�
L ; L = C0 � �H ; �H � J Hn (2.75)

�H = J 2

s

[1+
1

4J 2
(@1n)

2][1�
1

4J 4
(@0n)

2]+
1

16J 6
(@0n@1n)

2 ; (2.76)

i.e.(om itting constantterm in �H )

L = C0 �
1

8
(@1ni)

2 +
1

8J 2
[(@0ni)

2 +
1

16
(@1ni)

4]

zW e also � nd thatD0�=
1� 1

4
(@0n)

2

p
1+

1

4J 2
(@1n)

2� 1

4
(@0n)

2+
1

16J 2
[(@0n@1n)

2�(@ 1n)
2(@0n)

2]
.
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�
1

32J 4
[(@0ni@1ni)

2 �
1

2
(@0ni)

2(@1nk)
2 +

1

32
(@1ni@1ni)

3]+ O (
1

J 6
): (2.77)

Thesecond and fourth derivativeterm sherearethesam easin theconform algauge

expression (2.41),and thustheequationsofm otion to thisorderalso have thesam e

form (2.31),(2.32).

Notethatitistheenergy density (2.70),or,in term sofrede�ned tim ederivative

H = J
1+ 1

4J 2(@1n)
2

q

[1+ 1

4J 2
(@1n)

2][1� 1

4J 4
(@0n)

2]+ 1

16J 6
(@0n@1n)

2
(2.78)

= J + J � 1

�
1

8
(@1n)

2 +
1

8J 2
[(@0ni)

2 �
1

16
(@1ni)

4]+ O (
1

J 4
)

�

(2.79)

that is conserved on the equations ofm otion. It is only after a �eld rede�nition

ni ! ~ni thatelim inates alltim e derivatives in the �H partofL in (2.77),i.e. that

putsL into theform

L = C0(~n)� H (@1~n;@
2

1~n;@
3

1~n;:::); (2.80)

thatH should beconserved.x On generalgrounds,since(theintegralof)H generates

translations in t and (the integralof) H generates translations in �, and t � �

according to the above choice,the two m ust be equivalent on-shell(afterthe sam e

�eld rede�nition donein H ,m odulo a total@1 derivative),i.e.

[H (@0n;@1n)]�eld redefn; on� shell
= J � 1

H (@1~n;@
2

1
~n;:::)+ @1F : (2.81)

Thisiswhatisrequired forcorrespondencewith thespin chain results.In contrastto

theconform algaugecase,therelation between thespace-tim e and 2-d energieshere

doesnotinvolve non-local(m ultiple� integral)term s.

The form of�eld rede�nition which is needed to put L in (2.75) into the form

(2.80) is suggested by the com parison ofthe O (3) conserved charges which should

also m atch:for(2.80)wegetinstead oftheexpression in (2.15),(2.56)

Si= J

Z
2�

0

d�

2�
~ni ; (2.82)

im plyingthattherequired �eld rede�nition should be(werescaleqiin (2.56)byfactor

ofJ ){

~ni= qi(n;@0n;@1n)+ @1f = ni+ O (
1

J 2
); (2.83)

xIndeed,ifH dependsonly on spatialderivativestheequationsofm otion following from takethe

form 1

2
�ijknj@0nk = (@1[

@H

@@1ni

+ @1
@H

@@2
1
ni

+ :::])? � K i;and then K i@0ni = 0 so that

@0H = @0@1ni
@H

@@1ni
+ @0@

2

1ni
@H

@@2
1
ni

+ :::= @1
�
@0n

@H

@@1ni
+ @0@1ni

@H

@@2
1
ni

+ :::
�
;

and the integralof@0H vanishes.
{O nce the action isputinto the form (2.80),the density ofthe O (3)rotationalcurrentisdeter-

m ined sim ply by the W Z term C0,i.e.itshould be equal(up to a totalderivative)to ~ni.
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wherea totalderivativeterm @1f m ay beneeded to ensurethat~n2i = 1.

Letusdem onstratehow thisworkstothetwo leadingordersin largeJ expansion

(seealsoAppendix A).Startingwith (2.77)letusdoa�eld rede�nition thatconverts

the (@0ni)
2 term into its\on-shell" value (2.42),i.e. [(@0ni)

2]on� shell=
1

4
((@2

1
n)? )

2 =
1

4
[(@21n)

2 � (@1n)
4]:Observing that the variation ofthe �rst two leading term s in

(2.77)isproportionaltotheleading-orderequations(om ittingtotalspatialderivative)

�[C0 �
1

8
(@1n)

2]= [1
2
�ijknj@0nk +

1

4
(@21ni)? ]�ni;weconcludethatweneed

�ni=
1

2J 2
[�
1

2
�ijknj@0nk +

1

4
(@2

1
ni)? ]; [�ni]on� shell

=
1

4J 2
(@2

1
ni)? : (2.84)

Thisrede�nition e�ectively replaces 1

8J 2(@0ni)
2 term with 1

32J 2((@
2
1
ni)? )

2,so thatin

term sofrede�ned �eld ~ni= ni� �ni weget(2.80)with (om itting tilda on ni)

H = H 0 + H 1 + H 2 + O (~�3); H 0 =
1

8
(@1n)

2
; (2.85)

H 1 = �
~�

32
[(@2

1
ni)

2 �
3

4
(@1ni)

4]; (2.86)

whereweused (2.18)toexpressJ in term sof~�.Thishappenstobethesam eresultas

in theconform algauge(2.43)with � ! J .Sincethetwo actions{ (2.77)and (2.80)

{ are related by a �eld rede�nition,they have equivalent equations ofm otion,i.e.

(2.80)with H given by (2.86)isguaranteed to reproducethesam estring solutions.

The�eldrede�nition wehaveused isindeedequivalent,on-shell,andtotheleading

orderin 1

J
,to theonein (2.83)thattransform sni into thechargedensity qi

ni= qi�
1

2J 2
�ijkqj@0qk+ O (

1

J 4
) ! qi+

1

4J 2
(@2

1
qi)? + O (

1

J 4
); ~ni� qi:(2.87)

Let us now show that the energy density (2.78) becom es indeed equal(up to an

overallfactorofJ )to H in (2.86)afterthe above �eld rede�nition and evaluation

oftheresulton theequationsofm otion.Itisim portantto stressthatwhiletheuse

ofequations ofm otion in the action isequivalent to �eld rede�nitions (atleast,to

leading order),thisisnotso in theenergy:�eld rede�nition and evaluation on-shell

are two di�erentsteps. Notice thatcom pared to �H in (2.77)the sign ofthe (@0ni)
2

term in H isthe opposite,so ifwe would sim ply evaluate H on-shellwe would not

m atch H in (2.86).Instead,weareinstructed to do the�eld rede�nition (2.84)�rst,

and itgives(@1n)
2 ! � @2

1
ni�ni:Evaluating theresulton theleading-orderequations

ofm otion weend up with (up to a totalderivative,subtracting theconstantterm J ,

rescaling by factorofJ and om itting tilda on ni)

J (H � J )=
1

8
(@1n)

2 �
1

8J 2
[2@2

1
ni(@

2

1
ni)? + (@0ni)

2 �
1

16
(@1ni)

4]+ O (
1

J 4
)

=
1

8
(@1n)

2 �
~�

32
[(@2

1
ni)

2 �
3

4
(@1ni)

4]+ O (~�2): (2.88)
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The role ofthe �eld rede�nition isthusto invertthe sign ofthe (@0n)
2 term in H ;

then,upon evaluation on-shell,H m atchesH in (2.86).

Itisclearthatthesam e�eld rede�nition procedureshould apply athigherorders

ofexpansion in 1

J
.W edem onstratethisexplicitlyatthenext 1

J 4
orderinAppendixA.

Herewewilljustquotethe�nalresultforthecorrespondingterm in H in (2.80),(2.85)

(again om itting tilda on ni and using (2.18))
k

H 2 =
~�2

64

�

(@31n)
2 �

7

4
(@1n)

2(@21n)
2 �

25

2
(@1n@

2

1n)
2 +

13

16
(@1n)

6

�

: (2.89)

Below weshallcom paretheseresultswith thecorresponding expressionson thespin

chain side(1.8).

Itwould beinteresting to determ ineterm sin H ,to a given orderin an expansion

in powers ofni,but to allorders in spatialderivatives. This is possible to do for

allquadratic term s by expanding near the \vacuum " con�guration ni = (0;0;1)

which essentially corresponds to the BM N lim it (sm all
uctuations above the BPS

vacuum ).Then starting with (2.76)whereallhigherthan quadraticterm sshould be

om itted and solvingforthefrequencyin term softhespatialm om entum one�ndsthat

allquadratic term s in the e�ective Ham iltonian can be written as follows (m odulo

integration by parts)

H =
1

4
~�� 1ni

�q

1� ~�@21 � 1

�

ni+ O (n4): (2.90)

The expansion ofthe BM N square roothere isin agreem entwith the coe�cientsof

thequadraticterm sin (2.85),(2.86),(2.89).

2.4 Som e specialsolutions

Letusm ention how som eknown two-spin solutionsoftheR � S3 sigm am odel�tinto

theabovediscussion.A classoffolded and circularstringsolutionswith non-constant

radii[14,15](having ’k = wk�; =  (�)in (2.2))haveni (1.2)satisfying

@0ni@1ni= 0 : (2.91)

Asfollowsfrom (2.76),(2.78)in thiscase� �

H = J

v
u
u
t
1+ 1

4J 2(@1n)
2

1� 1

4J 4(@0n)
2
; �H = J 2

s

[1+
1

4J 2
(@1n)

2][1�
1

4J 4
(@0n)

2]: (2.92)

kThesam eexpression forthe6-derivativeterm in H wasfound by A.Dym arsky and I.K lebanov

by reconstructingtheC0� H Lagrangian from thecondition thatitcorrectly reproducestheenergies

ofthe folded [14]and circular[16]solutionsexpanded to the given orderin ~�.
��Here pi =

1

4
H @0ni; pi@1ni = 0 and B and D 1� vanish so the \uniform " gauge isdiagonal(see

(2.49),(2.66)). Also,D 0� is conserved,i.e. itdepends only on �,so the \uniform " gauge m ay be

reached from the conform algaugeby an additionalrede� nition of�.
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Anotherclassofsolutionsarecircularsolutionswith constantradii[16]forwhich the

anglesin (2.2)are =  0 = const;’k = m k� + wk�;(i.e.� = 1

2
(m 1� m2)� +

1

2
(w1�

w2)�),where (in conform algauge)wk =
q

m 2
k + �2; E2 = 2(w1J1 + w2J2)� �2 and

� isa solution ofJ1

w 1

+ J2

w 2

= 1;m 1J1 + m 2J2 = 0.Thesearehom ogeneoussolutions:

allinvariantsbuiltoutofni,in particular,@0ni@1ni areconstant.

In the specialcase ofcircular solution with equalspins [6](J1 = J2 = 1

2
J ,

m 1 = � m2 = m )onehas 0 =
�

4
; � = m �,ni = (cos2m �;sin2m �;0)and @0ni = 0.

Thisis,in fact,thegeneralstatic solution oftheleading-orderLL equations(1.7)or

(2.31)

@0ni= 0 ; (@2
1
ni)? = 0 ; (@1n)

2 = const= 4m 2
; (2.93)

and isalso an exactsolution ofthefullsystem to allordersin 1

J
.HerewegetSi= 0

and

H = J � 1 �H =
q

J 2 + 1

4
(@1n)

2 =
p
J 2 + m 2 : (2.94)

It is easy to check that eqs.(2.85),(2.86),(2.89) are indeed in agreem ent with the

expansion of(2.94). W e shallalso check the second-orderexpression (2.86)against

theenergy ofthefolded string solution [14]in section 5.

3 Expectation value of dilatation operator in co-

herent state and \naive" continuum lim it

Let us now consider the higher order (higher-loop) corrections (1.9) on the SYM ,

i.e.the spin chain,side. In general,one issupposed to �nd eigenvaluesofthe SYM

dilatation operatorand com parethem totheAdS5 energy ofthecorrespondingstring

states.In thelargeJ lim it(1.1),thisproblem happened tobeessentially sem iclassical

at the leading order in � (cf. (1.6)). One m ay expect that the sam e m ay be true

also at higher loop orders. In this case to com pare to string theory it would be

su�cienttoknow theanalogueoftheaction (1.4),(1.6)in thecasewhen higherorder

correctionsareincluded in thespin chain Ham iltonian (1.3).Our�rsttask,therefore,

willbe to com pute the action (1.4)thatappearsin the coherentstate path integral

ofthequantum spin chain with theHam iltonian given by the3-loop SYM dilatation

operatorin theSU(2)sector.W ewillthen addresstheissueoftakingcontinuum lim it

and whetherone isactually able to ignore quantum correctionsbeyond the leading

(one-loop)order. W e willdescribe how to consistently include quantum corrections

in thenextsection.

Theone[13],two [26]and three[26,27,28]loop dilatation operatoroftheN =4

SYM theory in theSU(2)(2 chiralscalaroperator)sectorhastheform

D =

1X

r= 0

�r

(4�)2r
D 2r ; D 2r =

JX

a= 1

D 2r(a); (3.1)

D 0 = I ; D 2 = 2(I� Pa;a+ 1); (3.2)
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D 4 = � 8I+ 12Pa;a+ 1 � 2(Pa;a+ 1Pa+ 1;a+ 2 + Pa+ 1;a+ 2Pa;a+ 1); (3.3)

D 6 = 60I� 104Pa;a+ 1 + 24(Pa;a+ 1Pa+ 1;a+ 2 + Pa+ 1;a+ 2Pa;a+ 1)

+ 4Pa;a+ 1Pa+ 2;a+ 3 � 4(Pa;a+ 1Pa;a+ 1Pa+ 2;a+ 3 + Pa+ 2;a+ 3Pa;a+ 1Pa;a+ 1): (3.4)

Heretheprojection operatoris

Pa;b =
1

2
(I+ 4Sa � Sb); S

i=
1

2
�
i
; (3.5)

and �i are Paulim atrices. Since the 3-loop term D 6 wasnotyetexplicitly derived

from SYM theory butwas�xed using indirect(based,in particular,on integrability

[26]orsuperconform alsym m etry [28])considerations,letusm ention thatD 6 in (3.4)

isthe�1 = 0 m em berofa one-param eterclassofoperatorsin [27](weset�2 in [27]

to bezero)thatallhavesim ilarpropertieslikea consistentBM N lim it:�

D 6(�1)= (60+ 6�1)I� (104+ 14�1)Pa;a+ 1

+ (24+ 2�1)(Pa;a+ 1Pa+ 1;a+ 2 + Pa+ 1;a+ 2Pa;a+ 1)+ (4+ 6�1)Pa;a+ 1Pa+ 2;a+ 3

� 4(Pa;a+ 1Pa;a+ 1Pa+ 2;a+ 3 + Pa+ 2;a+ 3Pa;a+ 1Pa;a+ 1)

� �1(Pa;a+ 1Pa+ 2;a+ 3Pa+ 1;a+ 2 + Pa+ 1;a+ 2Pa;a+ 1Pa+ 2;a+ 3): (3.6)

Using thatforeach site index a one has�ia�
j
a = �ij + i�ijk�ka itisstraightforward to

show thatD 2;D 4;D 6 can bewritten in thefollowing equivalentform s
y

D 2 = 2Q a;a+ 1 ; D 4 = � 2(4Qa;a+ 1 � Qa;a+ 2); (3.7)

D 6 = 4(15Q a;a+ 1 � 6Qa;a+ 2 + Q a;a+ 3)+ 4(Q a;a+ 2Q a+ 1;a+ 3 � Qa;a+ 3Q a+ 1;a+ 2); (3.8)

where

Q a;b � I� Pa;b =
1

2
(1� 4Sa � Sb)=

1

2
(1� �a � �b): (3.9)

In general,for(3.6)wegetinstead of(3.8)

D 6(�1)= 4(15Q a;a+ 1 � 6Qa;a+ 2 + Q a;a+ 3)

+ (4� �1)(Q a;a+ 2Q a+ 1;a+ 3 � Qa;a+ 3Q a+ 1;a+ 2)+ 5�1Q a;a+ 1Q a+ 2;a+ 3 : (3.10)

Note thatD (3.1)interpreted as a generalized spin chain Ham iltonian has a ferro-

m agneticnature:thecoe�cientm ultiplying each linearQ a;a+ c =
1

4
(�a � �a+ c)

2 term

ispositive(assum ing thatperturbation theory in � < 1 applies).

�W ecorrectam isprintin eq.(8)of[27]:thesign ofthe14�1 term thereshould bem inus(wethank

N.Beisertforpointingthisouttous).Strangely,the�1 = 2operator(apparentlynotconsistentwith

theintegrability)appearsto bespecialin whatconcernscom parison to string theory,seediscussion

in [27].
yHere we use thatforthe case ofa periodic spin chain which we are interested in one can shift

the sum m ation index and thuscom bineterm swhich areequivalentunderthe sum m ation.
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Considernow a coherentstatejnaide�ned as

j~nai= R(~na)j"i; (3.11)

wherej"iisa spin up stateand R(na)istherotation

R(n)= e
� i�S3e

� i�S2 ; ni= (sin� cos�;sin� sin�;cos�); (3.12)

where we use � and � (instead of2 and 2� in (2.9))as polarcoordinates for the

unitvectorn.From such coherentstatesateach sitewecan builta \coherent" state

ofthewholechain asz jni�
Q J
a= 1jnai= jn1;:::;na;:::iin which case

hnjSi
ajni=

1

2
n
i
a ; na � na = 1 ; (3.13)

hnjQ a;bjni=
1

2
N a;b ; N a;b � 1� na � nb =

1

2
(na � nb)

2
: (3.14)

W ethen end up with

hnjD 2jni= N a;a+ 1 ; hnjD 4jni= � 4Na;a+ 1 + N a;a+ 2 ; (3.15)

hnjD 6jni= 30N a;a+ 1� 12Na;a+ 2+ 2N a;a+ 3+ N a;a+ 2N a+ 1;a+ 3� Na;a+ 3N a+ 1;a+ 2 :(3.16)

Now,hnjHjniin (1.4)should bereplaced by

hnjHjni=

JX

a= 1

�
�

(4�)2
hnjD 2(a)jni+

�2

(4�)4
hnjD 4(a)jni+

�3

(4�)6
hnjD 6(a)jni+ :::

�

:

(3.17)

Next,letus take a continuum lim it asin (1.6)by introducing a spatialcoordinate

0< � � 2�,and n(�a)= n(2�a
J
),so thatna+ 1 � na =

2�

J
@�n + :::,etc.Then we�nd

(using Taylorexpansion and dropping a totalderivativeover�)

�

(4�)2
hnjD 2jni !

~�

8

�

(@1n)
2 + O (

1

J2
@
4

1
n)

�

; ~� =
�

J2
; @1 � @� ; (3.18)

�2

(4�)4
hnjD 4jni ! �

~�2

32

�

(@2
1
n)2 + O (

1

J2
@
6

1
n)

�

; (3.19)

�3

(4�)6
hnjD 6jni !

~�3

64

�
7

4(2�)2
J
2(@1n)

4

+ (@31n)
2 �

19

24
(@1n)

2(@21n)
2 �

115

12
(@1n@

2

1n)
2 + O (

1

J2
@
8

1n)

�

: (3.20)

zIronically,instead of\coherent",a better nam e for such state would be \decoherent" as it is

sim ply a directproductofindependentstatesateach site.
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In general,starting with (3.6)one�nds

�3

(4�)6
hnjD 6(�1)jni !

~�3

64

�
1

8(2�)2
(14� �1)J

2(@1n)
4

+ (@3
1
n)2�

1

48
(38� 7�1)(@1n)

2(@2
1
n)2�

5

24
(46+ �1)(@1n@

2

1
n)2+ O (

1

J2
@
8

1
n)

�

:(3.21)

Hereweused theidentity (A.14)(forsom eusefulrelationsseeAppendix B).

W e see that if ~� is �xed in the large J lim it we m ay ignore higher derivative

term sin one-loop (3.18)and two-loop (3.19)term s.Itiscrucialfortheconsistency of

ourlim itthatthesubleading (@1n)
2 term scanceloutin thehigher-orderhnjD 2r+ 2jni

term s.x W eseeexplicitly thatthisisindeed thecaseforhnjD 4jni(aswas�rstnoticed

in [21])and forhnjD 6jni.

However,thepresenceof\subleading" (@1n)
4 term in (3.20)thatblowsup in the

J ! 1 lim itim pliesaproblem with taking thecontinuum lim itdirectly in hnjD 6jni.

Ourconjectureisthatthissingularterm in (3.20)willbecanceled outoncequantum

corrections are properly included. As we shallsee in the next section,one needs

indeed toincludeordern4 quantum corrections,i.e.tocom pute�rstan e�ectivespin

chain action and only then takethecontinuum lim it.

Assum ing thatthe\scaling-violating"(@n)4 term in (3.20)can indeed beom itted,

wethen �nish with thefollowing generalization ofthesem iclassicalspin chain action

(1.6)

S = J

Z

dt

Z
2�

0

d�

2�

�

Ct(n)� hHi

�

; (3.22)

hHi=
~�

8
(@1n)

2 �
~�2

32
(@2

1
n)2

+
~�3

64

�

(@3
1
n)2 �

19

24
(@1n)

2(@2
1
n)2 �

115

12
(@1n@

2

1
n)2

�

+ O (~�4): (3.23)

where we used the notation hHi instead ofhnjHjni to indicate thatsom e quantum

correction wastaken into account.

Tocom pare(3.22)toasim ilaraction (2.85),(2.86),(2.89)obtained from thestring

sigm a m odelweneed to rescalethetim et! ~�� 1tasin (1.10)to absorb one(overall)

powerof~� = 1

J 2
.W ethen �nd perfectagreem entofcoe�cientsofallquadratic(@ r

1
n)2

(r = 1;2;3)term s.{ However,there isno detailed agreem entatn4 and n6 level. In

particular,(3.23)ism issing ~�(@1n)
4 term present on the string side in (2.86). The

coe�cientsofthe quartic 6-derivative term sin (3.23)are di�erentfrom the onesin

(2.89);also,(3.23) does not contain (@1n)
6 term . As we shalldem onstrate below,

quantum correctionson the spin chain side atorder~�2 induce the term (@1n)
4 with

precisely thesam erelativecoe�cient� 3

4
asappearing on thestring sidein (2.86).

xThisproperty ofD 2r+ 2 should be a consequence ofsupersym m etry ofunderlying SYM theory

thatrestrictsthe structureofthe dilatation operator.
{The agreem entatquadratic orderin n isrelated to having the correctBM N lim it(see section

4).
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Sim ilarly,we expect that a system atic account ofquantum corrections willbe

necessary to verify the agreem ent ofthe n4 and n6 term s at the next 6-derivative

order. The inclusion ofquantum correctionsm ay turn outto be e�ectively equiva-

lentto m odifying theoriginaldilatation operatorby apparently non-localterm slike

D 2
2;D 2D 4;D

2
2;:::.Asweshallshow in Appendix C,theircoherentstateexpectation

valuescontain localpartsvery sim ilarto theonesin (3.15),(3.16).

Letusnotealso thattheproceduresofincluding quantum correctionsand taking

continuum lim itm ay notcom m ute already atthe �rst subleading order. One m ay

wonderthatifone�rsttakesthecontinuum lim it,then onegetstheJ-factorin front

ofthe action (3.22)and thusallquantum correctionswould then be expected to be

suppressed in thelim itofJ ! 1 .This,however,ignoresapossibilityofpotentialUV

divergencesthatareregularized away in thediscretespin chain butm ayappearin the

continuum lim it.Since the e�ective short-distance cuto� here isessentially 1

J
,there

m ay be additional�nite contributions com ing from divergent quantum corrections

(due to cancellation ofthe 1

J
suppression factoragainstthe divergentcuto� factor).

Instead oftrying to sortoutsuch contributionsin a continuum version,hereweshall

considerdirectlythequantum version ofthediscretetheory,deriveaspin chain analog

ofthequantum e�ective action,and then takethecontinuum lim it.

Aswe shallshow in Appendix C,second and third powers ofD 2 operatorhave

coherent state expectation values which look sim ilar to those of D 4 and D 6. In

particular,to quadraticorderin n in theintegrandsoneobservesthat

hnjD 4jni= �
1

2
hnj(D 2)

2jni+ O (n4); hnjD 6jni=
1

2
hnj(D 2)

3jni+ O (n4):(3.24)

W e can m ake a conjecture sim ilar to the one in [26]k and assum e that for sm all


uctuationsabove the ferrom agnetic ground state the exactdilatation operatorhas

theform (cf.(3.1))

D = J +

"s

1 + 2
�

(4�)2
D 2 � 1

#

= J +
�

(4�)2
D 2 �

1

2
(

�

(4�)2
D 2)

2 +
1

2
(

�

(4�)2
D 2)

3 + :::;

(3.25)

where1 indicatestheidentity operator.Then,wetakethecoherentstateexpectation

valueof(3.25),keeping only thelocalterm s(which arealso theonesquadraticin n).

In thecontinuum lim itthisbecom es:

hnjD jni= J

Z
2�

0

d�

2�

�

1+
1

8
~�(@1n)

2 �
1

32
~�2(@2

1
n)2 +

1

64
~�3(@3

1
n)2 + :::

�

: (3.26)

Thisisin precise agreem entwith theclassicalstring expression (2.90)thatsum sup

allterm sin thee�ectiveaction thatarequadraticin n.

kThe conjecture in [26]was that,restricted to two-im purity BM N states,the exact dilatation

operatorhasthe form D = J + 2

q

1+
~�

(4�)2
D 2 .
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4 Energy ofspin chain at order �2:

quantum corrections to e�ective action

In thissection wecom putetheenergy ofthespin chain atorder�2 includingquantum

corrections. Thisgivesthe correctconform aldim ension ofthe corresponding opera-

torsatthe sam e orderand therefore we now expectto reproduce whatwe obtained

beforefrom thestring calculation,nam ely (2.85),(2.86).

In the sam e spiritof[21],the stateswe are interested in are represented by spin

waveswith wavelength oforderthesizeofthechain J.Thesewavesaregoing to be

described by classicalsolutionsofalow energy e�ectiveaction.Such a(\W ilsonian")

action can, and will, get contributions from integrating out the large m om entum

m odes. The calculation is therefore m ore com plicated than at the leading 1-loop

order [21]but the end result is that,after including the quantum corrections and

then taking thecontinuum lim it,wereproducethestring theory result(2.80),(2.86).

4.1 Spin chain H am iltonian and �rst excited states

Ourstarting pointistheHam iltonian ofthespin chain proportionalto thedilatation

operatoratorder�2 [26]:

H = ~�� 1(D 2 + D 4)= � J
2

 

�1

JX

a= 1

�

S
j
aS

j

a+ 1 �
1

4

�

+ �2

JX

a= 1

�

S
j
aS

j

a+ 2 �
1

4

�!

; (4.1)

where

�1 �
1

4�2
�

1

16�4
� ; �2 �

1

64�4
� : (4.2)

Thisisthe sam e expression asin (3.1)and (3.7)afterone uses (3.9). W e included

thefactor~� = �=J2 between H and thedilatation operatorD = D 2 + D 4 to account

forthefactthatweshallbeassum ing thattim etisrescaled by ~�� 1 asin (1.10).As

a result,we getthe factorsJ2 in frontofH which seem unconventional,but,aswe

willseebelow,in theend m aketheperturbativeexpansion in ~� m oretransparent.

TheHam iltonian (4.1)describesa1-dim ensionalspin 1

2
ferrom agnetic� chain with

�rstand second neighborinteractions.Theferrom agneticground stateis

j0i=

JY

a= 1

j"i
a

(4.3)

with allspinsparalleland therefore the totalthird spin projection isSz =
1

2
J. The

totalspin is S = 1

2
J and so there are actually 2S + 1 = J + 1 degenerate ground

states. The energy ofthe ground state is zero in agreem ent with the factthatthe

ground state describes a protected (chiralprim ary)operatortr�J whose conform al

dim ension hasno correctionsto any orderin perturbation theory.

�Note thatthe Ham iltonian ispositivefor�1 > 0; �2 > 0 (which isthe caseassum ing �< 1).
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Before proceeding,itisusefulto �nd the �rstexcited statesofthe Ham iltonian

(4.1). These are spin waves where one spin isdown and allthe othersup. W e can

�nd theseeigenstatesexactly:they arejustgiven by m om entum eigenstates:

jki=
1
p
J

JX

a= 1

e
ikaj"":::#a :::""i (4.4)

where we denote with j"" :::#a :::""ia con�guration with allspinsup exceptat

sitea whereitisdown.Itiseasy to seethatthisisan eigenstateoftheHam iltonian

with eigenvalue

�(k)= J
2[�1(1� cosk)+ �2(1� cos2k)]; (4.5)

which ispositivefor�1;�2 > 0.

The next excitations correspond to two spins down and can be found assuper-

positionsoftwo spin waves. Forlarge J we can use a dilute gasapproxim ation and

writethoseeigenstatesas

jkk0i =

p
2

J

JX

a0> a= 1

e
ika+ ik0a0j"":::#a :::"":::#a0 :::"i; (4.6)

Hjkk0i ’ [�(k)+ �(k0)]jkk0i; (4.7)

where the errorisoforder1=Jy. Thisapproxim ation isgood aslong aswe assum e

thatthenum berofspinsdown ism uch sm allerthan J.

4.2 D e�ning the e�ective action

Ifwe include a large num berofspinsdown,which correspondsto taking J1 and J2

to beofthesam eorder,i.e.ofthesam eorderasJ = J1+ J2,thecorrectdescription

is in term s ofan e�ective action for low energy m odes with m om enta � 1=J. To

com puteitweshould dividethespin �eldsSa into \slow" and \fast" parts,with the

slow m odesbeing described by a unitvector~n such that,when we take the lattice

spacing 2�=J to zero,thederivative@~n rem ains�nite(@~n � 1).Taking into account

therotationalinvariance,thee�ectiveaction for~n up to fourderivativesshould have

thesam eform asin (1.10)(in thissection @ � @� = @1):

S = SW Z � J

Z

dt

Z
2�

0

d�

2�

�
1

8
(@~n)2 + ~�

h

a1(@
2
~n)2 + a2(@~n)

4
i

+ O (@6n)

�

: (4.8)

The �rst term is the W ess-Zum ino term which,upon quantization ensures thatwe

have a spin 1

2
ateach site (i.e.only two states).The overallfactorofJ com esfrom

the spin chain length and J2 factorin (4.1)getsabsorbed into the de�nition ofthe

quadraticderivative term (thecoe�cientof(@~n)2 was�xed in [21]).W eanticipated

that the 4-derivative term s are oforder ~� but this should be an outcom e ofthe

calculation,nam ely weshould getthecoe�cientsa 1;a2 � 1.

yAlso,jkk0iisnorm alized up to factorssuppressed by 1=J.
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Actually,the coe�cientsofalltheterm squadratic in ~n (i.e.(@~n)2;(@2~n)2,etc.)

can be �xed by expanding �(k)in (4.5)forsm allk and com paring with the energy

we get from the e�ective action for sm alloscillations around ~n = (0;0;1). This

correspondsin operatorlanguage to the BM N lim it. Thissm alloscillation analysis

doesnot,however,allow oneto �x thenon-trivialcoe�cienta 2 so we preferto do a

directcom putation ofthee�ectiveaction (4.8).

The e�ective action can be com puted in various equivalent ways. One usual

m ethod isto usethepath integralform alism to integrateoutthehigh energy m odes.

Thisleadsto a diagram m aticexpansion.However,thisapproach presum esthatone

can separate the action into a free and an interacting partwith the free partbeing

quadraticin the �elds.In ourcase we can useS+ = Sx + iSy and S
� = Sx � iSy as

our�eldsand replaceSz through theidentity

Sz =
1

2
� S

�
S
+
; (4.9)

valid forspin 1

2
(ascan be seen by using the relation of ~S to Paulim atrices orby

acting on the up and down basis: fj"i;j#ig). The problem is thatwe getquartic

interactions in the Ham iltonian with no sm allcoupling constant in front. Instead,

whatisusually doneforthissystem isto considera spin chain with arbitrary spin s

ateach site.Nearthestateofm axim um Sz projection,wecan expand Sz as

Sz =

�q

s(s+ 1)� (S2x + S
2

y)

�1

2

’ s

�

1�
1

4s2
(S+

S
� + S

�
S
+ )+ :::

�

: (4.10)

Now wegetverticesofallordersin the�eldsS� butthey aresuppressed in thelim it

s! 1 .Itfollowsthen thatin thislim itwecan treattheseinteractionsperturbatively

which isthecontentoftheHolstein-Prim ako� expansion [36].

Thisis,however,notpossible here since we de�nitely have to assum e s = 1

2
for

thespin chain Ham iltonian to representthe SYM dilatation operator.Furtherm ore,

such an approach actually obscuresthesim plenatureofthesystem which isobvious

from (4.3)and (4.5)wherewefound theground stateand �rstexcited stateswith no

di�culty.Nevertheless,aswewillseeattheend ofthissection,the�nalresultseem s

tobecom patiblewith a largeslim itresultwhich suggestthatan e�ectiveparam eter

ofexpansion isJs.

W e willleave furtherinvestigation ofthisissue forthe future and here willcon-

centrateon an alternative approach which issuggested by thefactthatthee�ective

action isthe m inim alvalue ofthe energy ofthe state with �xed expectation values

forthe�elds.

Dueto thecondition ~S2 = 3

4
thereareonly two independent�eldsateach siteso

we need to �x two conditionson theexpectation values.Itisnaturalto introducea

unitvectorateach site~na and look forthe lowestenergy state such thatthe m ean

value ofthe spin ateach site a points in the direction of~na. That is,we describe

the low energy wave as oscillations ofthe direction in which the spins point. This

givesan e�ective action for~na which we can then m inim ize by solving the classical
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equationsofm otion.The�eld ~na isgoing to beconsidered asslowly varying in tim e

and thereforeto bea staticbackground forthefastm odes.Form ally,whatwewant

to �nd isthelowestenergy statej (~na)isuch that

h (~n)j~Saj (~n)i? = 0 ; a = 1;:::;J ; (4.11)

where? indicatethecom ponentofthevectorin thedirection perpendicularto ~na.

Itisnotpossibleto�nd such astateexactly,soweneed toresorttoaperturbation

theory.Sinceweareinterested in thelim itoflargeJ (longchains)itisnaturaltouse

1=J asa sm allparam eterwith a requirem entofkeeping term soforder~� = �

J2
since

we are interested in the lim it(1.1)when this quantity rem ains �nite. Itisnatural

to considerthe lattice spacing to be 2�=J so thatthe length ofthe chain is�xed in

the lim it. The �eld ~n represent m odes whose wave-length is �xed with respect to

the length ofthe chain (butgrowsto in�nity in unitsofthe lattice spacing). M ore

precisely,we are to keep @~n � 1 in the lim it.Thism eansthatthe vectors~na,~na+ 1,

atneighboring sitesare alm ostparallel. Thus,ifwe considera state where,ateach

site,the spin is aligned (i.e.hasm axim um projection) along ~n,its energy willnot

di�erm uch from thatofthe vacuum . W e can actually estim ate the energy to be of

orderE � J
R
(@~n)2 � J.z Such a state,constructed outofcoherentstatesateach

site(3.11),isacandidatestatetobetheoneofsm allestenergy such thath~Sik~n and

isactually theonethatwasused in (3.13)(herewedenoteitj i
0
instead ofjni):

j i
0
=

Y

a

j~nai: (4.12)

W ecan correctthisstateusing perturbation theory in ~� to obtain

j (~na)i= j i
0
+ j i

1
+ :::: (4.13)

In thispaperwe aregoing to com pute only the�rstcorrection.The e�ective action

for~n isthen given by

S = SW Z � h (~na)jHj (~na)i: (4.14)

Aswasalready m entioned,theW Z term providesthecorrectquantization for~n (just

(2s+ 1)statesateach sitewhereheres= 1

2
)and therefore,itscoe�cientcannotbe

renorm alized when integrating outthehigherm om entum m odes.x

4.3 C om puting the e�ective action

Thus,to the lowest orderin the perturbative expansion (i.e.with j i! j i
0
)the

non-trivialpart ofthe action is thus determ ined by the coherent-state expectation

zW e rem ind the reader that we rescaled the tim e by ~��1 so without rescaling this energy is

actually oforderJ~�= �

J
.

xAlternatively,in thepath integralapproach a topologicalargum entalso im pliesthatthe coe� -

cientofSW Z isquantized in halfintegerunitsand thereforecannotbe renorm alized.
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value(cf.(1.4),(1.5))

0h jHj i0 = �
1

4
J
2

"

�1

JX

a= 1

(~na~na+ 1 � 1)+ �2

JX

a= 1

(~na~na+ 2 � 1)

#

: (4.15)

This happens to be sim ply the result found by replacing ~S ! 1

2
~n in (4.1) (see

(3.13),(3.14)). It is this expression that we have already discussed in the previous

section and which m atched only partially the string result: it did not contain the

(@~n)4 term (cf.(3.19)).

Now weshould com putethecorrection induced by thehigh energy m odesand see

ifitcontainsthem issing term s.Sincethecoherentstates(3.11)arede�ned as

j~nai= R(~na)j"i; (4.16)

where R(~n)istherotation operatorin (3.12)itturnsoutto beusefulto de�ne new

operatorsateach siteby

~Si
a = R(~na)S

i
aR

� 1(~na)= R ji(~na)S
j
a ; (4.17)

i.e. ~Si
a arerotated with respectto theoriginaloperatorsS

i
a with therotation m atrix

depending on the\background �eld" ~n. { ~Si
a obey thesam ecom m utation relations,

and thezero-orderstatereads

j i
0
=

Y

a

j~"i
a
: (4.18)

Hence j i
0
(which isthe productofcoherentstates(4.12))now lookssim ilarto the

vacuum state(4.3).Thecondition (4.11)now reads

h (~n)j~S+

a j (~n)i= h (~n)j~S�
a j (~n)i= 0 ; a = 1;:::;J ; (4.19)

which weshould now im poseorderby orderin theperturbativeexpansion in asim ilar

way asweim posethenorm alization condition:

h (~n)j (~n)i= 1 :

Everything now lookssim pleexceptfortheHam iltonian thatwhen written in term s

of ~Sj
a reads

H = H 0 + V ; (4.20)

H 0 = � J
2

2X

q= 1

�q

JX

a= 1

�

~Sj
a
~S
j
a+ q �

1

4

�

; (4.21)

V = � J
2

2X

q= 1

�q

JX

a= 1

A
a;a+ q

ij
~Si
a
~S
j
a+ q ; (4.22)

{Thisstep m ay beviewed asan analogofacovariantbackground-quantum � eld splitin thesigm a

m odel.
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whereweintroduced the3� 3 m atrices

A
a;a+ q

ij = R li(~na)R lj(~na+ q)� �ij : (4.23)

Thesearesm allifthevariationsof~na from siteto sitearesm all(i.e. 1

J
@~n aresm all)

aswearegoing to assum ebelow.

The crucialpointisthatwhile the Ham iltonian now ism ore com plicated ithas

naturally separated into \large" and \sm all" parts. M oreover,the state j i
0
is an

eigenstate ofH 0. It is then easy to see that m inim izing h jHj i with respect to

arbitrary correctionstothe\ground state" givestheusualperturbation theory result

whereV isconsidered a perturbation ofH 0.

Letusbrie
y sum m arizehow thathappens.W econsidera state

j i= (1+ c0)j i0 +
X

jpi6=j0i

cpjpi+ :::; (4.24)

wherej i
0
� j0iand jpiareeigenstatesofH0 with energy �p.Them ean valueofthe

energy is,to �rstorder,

h jHj i= �0 + (c0+ c
�
0)�0 + h0jV j0i+

X

p

cph0jV jpi+
X

p

c
�
phpjV j0i+

X

p

jcpj
2
�p + :::;

(4.25)

wherein ourcase�0 = 0.Expressing c0 in term sofcp by taking into accountthat

h j i= 1 ) c0 + c
�
0 = �

X

p

jcpj
2
; (4.26)

and m inim izing with respectto c�p wegetthat

j i= j i
0
�
X

p

hpjV j0i

�p � �0
jpi�

1

2

X

p

jhpjV j0ij2

(�p � �0)
2
j0i+ :::: (4.27)

>From herewegetfortheenergy

� � h jHj i= �0 + h0jV j0i�
X

p

h0jV jpihpjV j0i

�p � �0
+ :::: (4.28)

which isthe standard perturbation theory expression.The only di�erence isthatin

ourcaseweshould becarefulto includein thesum overjpionly statessuch thatj i

satis�esthecondition (4.19).

Next,it is im portant to notice that since V in (4.22) is quadratic in the spin

operatorswe only need to considerstateswhich di�erfrom theground stateby just

oneortwo spin 
ips.Thoseareprecisely thestatesthatwealready discussed above

in subsection 4.1,so that,up to correctionsoforder1=J wehave

j i = j i
0
+ j i

1
+ :::; (4.29)

j i
1

=
X

k

�kjki+
X

k;k0

�kk0jkk
0i: (4.30)
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Then,to �rstorderin thecoe�cients� k,�kk0,wecan writecondition (4.19)as

h j~S+

a j i=
1
p
J

X

k

e
ika
�k + :::= 0 ; a = 1;:::;J : (4.31)

This im plies that �k = 0,i.e.we only need to consider states with two spin 
ips.

Evaluating theenergy (4.28)weget(rem em bering thathere�0 = 0)

� = �
J2

4

2X

q= 1

�q

JX

a= 1

A
a;a+ q

33

� J
4
2

J2

1

16

JX

a;a0= 1

X

kk0

X

qq0

�q�q0A
a;a+ q
+ + A

a0;a0+ q0

� �

h0j~S+
a
~S+
a+ qjkk

0ihkk0j~S�

a0
~S�

a0+ q0j0i

�(k)+ �(k0)

= �
J2

4

2X

q= 1

�q

JX

a= 1

A
a;a+ q

33 (4.32)

�
J2

8

JX

a;a0= 1

X

kk0

X

qq0

�q�q0A
a;a+ q

� � A
a0a0+ q0

+ + e
i(k+ k0)(a0� a)

eik
0(q0� q)

2�(k0)+ (�(k)� �(k0))

wherethefactor1=16 cam efrom thefactthattheindices+,� contractwith coe�-

cient 1

2
and thefactor2=J2 { from thenorm alization ofthestatesjkk0iin (4.6).

4.4 Taking the continuum lim it

Since the�eld ~n isslowly varying we can now take the continuum lim itand expand

them ean energy (4.32)ore�ectiveaction in derivativesof~n.In Appendix D wegive

theexpansion ofA
a;a+ q

ij in powersofq@~n (thism akessensesinceq= 1;2and ~n varies

littlebetween theneighboring sites).

The�rstterm with A 33 isthesam easthenaivecoherentstateexpectation value

(and is thus quadratic in n),while the leading contribution to A + + A � � is already

quarticin derivatives.Ifweignorethequantity �(k)� �(k0)in thedenom inatorofthe

lastterm in (4.32),the sum overk + k0 givesa delta function J�(a� a0).Ifinstead

weexpand itin powersof(k+ k0),non-zero powerswillgiveriseto derivativesofthe

coe�cientsA and therefore to higherthan fourth orderderivatives. In view ofthat

wecan considerjustinterm ediatestateswith k = � k0and ignorethecontribution of

therestofthestates.Using therelationsfrom Appendix D

A + + =
1

2
~A + + + :::; j~A + + j

2 = (
2�q

J
@~n)4 + ::::; (4.33)

A 33 = �
1

2

�
2�q

J

�2

(@~n)2 +
1

24

�
2�q

J

�4

(@2~n)2 + :::; (4.34)

weget

� = J

Z
2�

0

d�

2�

�

d0(@~n)
2 + d1(@

2
~n)2 + d2(@~n)

4 + :::

�

; (4.35)
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where

d0 =
�2

2

2X

q= 1

�qq
2
; d1 =

�4

6J2

2X

q= 1

�qq
4
; (4.36)

d2 = �
�3

8

X

q;q0

�q�q0q
2
q
02

Z
2�

0

dk
eik(q

0� q)

�(k0)
: (4.37)

Herewehavereplaced thesum soverk = 2�n=J,n = 1;:::;J and overa = 1;:::;J

by theintegrals:

X

k

� ! J

Z
2�

0

dk

2�
;

X

a

� ! J

Z
2�

0

d�

2�
: (4.38)

Asfollowsfrom (4.2),

d0 =
1

8
; d1 =

�4

6J2

�
1

4�2
�

3

16�4
�

�

=
�2

24J2
�

~�

32
: (4.39)

Om ittingthe�rst(subleadingatlargeJ)term in d1,wethusgetthesam ecoe�cients

asin (3.18),(3.19).

Using(4.5)and expandingin powersof� wegetforthethird rem ainingcoe�cient

(which,up to ~� factor,should beequalto thea2 coe�cientin (4.8))

d2 � ~�a2 = �
�3

8J2

Z
2�

0

dk
�21 + 8�1�2cosk+ 16�22

�1(1� cosk)+ �2(1� cos2k)
(4.40)

= �
�

32J2

Z
2�

0

dk

1� cosk
+

3

28�
~�

Z
2�

0

dk�
1

211�3
J
2~�2

Z
2�

0

dk(3cosk+ 5)+ :::;

wherewesubstituted thevaluesof�1 and �2 from (4.2).

Now few com m entsarein order.The�rstintegraloverk hereisdivergent.This

isrelated tothefactthatatthisordertheinteraction V m ixestwo ground statesand

therefore producesan IR divergence. W e could correctthisusing perturbation to a

degeneratelevel,but,in any casethiscontribution isoforder1=J2 so itissubleading

in thelim itJ ! 1 .Thesecond �niteterm givesprecisely thesam ecoe�cient

a2 =
1

32
�
3

4
; (4.41)

asrequired fortheagreem entwith thestring resultin (2.86).

Onem ay worry though aboutthethird and higherterm sin theaboveexpression

thatseem to dom inatein thelargeJ lim it.However,sincewedid notincludehigher

order(three-loop,etc.) term sin ~� in the Ham iltonian (4.1)the above com putation

does notproperly account forthe term s oforder ~�2. Allsuch singular term s in d2

should cancelafterwe include allthe term sD n’s(n � 3)in the dilatation operator
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(3.1). In fact,aswe saw in the previoussection 3,there isa sim ilarsingular(@~n)4

contribution (3.20) com ing from the naive continuum lim it ofthe 3-loop operator

D 6. However,to carefully check the cancellation ofsuch singular term s we should

also include other quantum corrections com ing from D 6. Assum ing the required

cancellations occur to allorders so that the coe�cient of(@~n)4 is sim ply given by

(4.41),we end up with the following expression for the e�ective action to the 4-

derivativeorder

S = SW Z � J

Z

dt

Z
2�

0

d�

2�

(
1

8
(@~n)2 �

~�

32

�

(@2~n)2 �
3

4
(@~n)4

�

+ O (@6~n)

)

; (4.42)

which isin perfectagreem entwith (2.75),(2.86),(2.88)or(2.43).

Asa �nalcom m entletusnotethatifwe would have donetheabovecalculation

fora spin chain with an arbitrary spin srepresentation fortheSU(2)generatorsthe

coe�cient a 1 would have been m ultiplied by s2 and the coe�cient a 2 { by s. This

suggeststhatthea2(@n)
4 term wecom puted can beinterpreted asa1=scorrection in

thelargesexpansion.Itwillbeinteresting to pursuethisissuefurthersinceitm ight

indicatethatthesam ecalculation can bedonedirectly in a (regularized)continuum

sigm a m odelsetup.

5 Folded string solution: a check

As a check ofthe action (4.42) we have derived both from string theory and the

spin chain letusshow thatitindeed correctly reproducesthe second-order(�2=J3)

correctionintheexpansion oftheclassicalenergyforthefoldedstringsolution[14,12].

On the spin chain side the sam e \two-loop" term was found using Bethe ansatz

technique in [20].

At lowest order this check was perform ed in [21]where it was shown that the

correspondingsolution oftheLL equation ofm otion (1.7)followingfrom the�rstand

second derivativeterm sin (4.42)wasgiven by

� = !t; � = �(�); (5.1)

with

@x� =

q

a0 + b0cos� ; (5.2)

where� and � arepolarcoordinatesfortheunitvector~n (see(3.12)).Theintegration

constantsa0 and b0 should beexpressed in term softheangularm om enta J = J1+ J2
and S3 = (J2 � J1)=2,through

J = J1 + J2 = 4

Z �0

0

d�
p
a0 + b0cos�

(5.3)

S3 =
J1 � J2

2
= � 2

Z
�0

0

cos� d�
p
a0 + b0cos�

: (5.4)
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Here�0 = arccos(� a0=b0)(weassum e b0 > ja0j).Afterthat,theenergy iscom puted

by substituting thevaluesofa0 and b0 into

E =
�

8�2

Z �0

0

q

a0 + b0cos� d� : (5.5)

Allthese integralscan be done in term sofelliptic integralsand reproduce the term

oforder�=J asobtained by expanding theenergy oftheexactfolded rotating string

solution [12].

To extend this to the next order we shallstart with the action (4.42). Here it

isusefulto rescale back the tim e tand to reintroduce � = J2~�. W e also de�ne the

coordinatex = J

2�
�.Thelength ofthechain isnow J.In thisway wegetan action

S = SW Z �

Z

dt

Z
J

0

dx

(
�

32�2
(@~n)2 �

�2

512�4

�

(@2~n)2 �
3

4
(@~n)4

�)

; (5.6)

which leadsto them odi�ed Landau-Lifshitzequations:

@t~n = �
�

16�2
~n � @

2

x~n +
�2

128�4
~n � @

4

x~n

+
3�2

256�4

n

(@x~n)
2
~n � @

2

x~n + 2[(@x~n)@
2

x~n]~n � @x~n
o

: (5.7)

Itisstraightforward to check thatthe sam e ansatz (5.1)satis�esthese equationsof

m otion provided

! sin� +
�

16�2
@
2

x� �
3�2

256�4
(@x�)

2
@
2

x� +
�2

128�4
@
4

x� = 0 : (5.8)

W ecan sim plify theequation by using� asan independentvariableand introducinga

new function u(�)= (@x�)
2.The resulting equation can beintegrated onceresulting

in

� 256�4! cos� + 8��2u �
3

4
�
2
u
2 + �

2(uu00�
1

4
u
02)= ~a (5.9)

whereweused prim estoindicatederivativeswith respectto� and ~a isan integration

constant.In spiteofbeing sim plerthisequation cannotbeintegrated exactly.Doing

a perturbativeexpansion in � (which ishereequivalentto expansion in ~�)weget,to

lowestorder

u =
~a0

8�2
+ 32�2!0cos� +

3~a20�

2048�6
+ 32�2�!2

0
+
5~a0�!0

4�2
cos� + 192��2!2

0
cos2� + :::

(5.10)

Herewede�ned ~a = �~a0 and ! = �!0 to re
ectthefactthat! and a areoforder�.

Eq.(5.10)isrequired only toknow therelation between theparam etersofthesolution

and theangularvelocity !.Forallotherpurposeswe can sim ply writethesolution,

atthisorder,as

u(�)= (@x�)
2 = a+ bcos� + ccos2� ; (5.11)
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with

c=
3�

16�2
b
2
: (5.12)

The constants a and b follow from the condition that J and S3 are �xed. W e can

com putethem in an expansion a = a0+ a1+ :::,b= b0+ b1:::,c= c1+ :::wherea0,

b0 aretheconstantsin (5.2).The otherconstantcisalready oforder�
2 since there

isno cos2� term atlowestorder.

Thefactthatweperturb thesolution keeping J and S3 �xed im pliesthat

Z
�1

0

d�
p
a+ bcos� + ccos2�

=

Z
�0

0

d�
p
a0 + b0cos�

(5.13)

Z �1

0

cos� d�
p
a+ bcos� + ccos2�

=

Z �0

0

cos� d�
p
a0 + b0cos�

(5.14)

where,on thelefthand side,�1 isazeroofthedenom inator,a+ bcos�1+ ccos
2�1 = 0.

A straightforward butlengthy calculation thatwedescribein Appendix E showsthat

thisactually im pliesthatatorder�2 onealso has

Z �1

0

p
a+ bcos� + ccos2� d� ’

Z �0

0

q

a0 + b0cos� d� : (5.15)

This m eans that the energy evaluated from the term with two derivatives (i.e.�

(@x~n)
2)is,atorder�2,thesam eforthelowestordersolution (@x�)

2 = a0+ b0cos� as

itisforthecorrected solution (@x�)
2 = a+ bcos� + ccos2�.Therefore,theonly non-

vanishing�2 contribution com esfrom theevaluation oftheterm quarticin derivatives

on theleading-ordersolution.Thisgivesforthecorrected energy

�2 = �
�

512�4

Z J

0

dx

�

(@2x�)
2 +

1

4
(@x�)

4

�

; (5.16)

which,when evaluated on theunperturbed solution,becom es

�2 = �
�

512�4
4

Z
�0

0

d�

@x�

�

(@2x�)
2 +

1

4
(@x�)

4

�

(5.17)

= �
�2

512�4

Z
�0

0

a2
0
+ b2

0
+ 2a0b0cos�

p
a0 + b0cos�

d� (5.18)

=
2

�4

�2

J3
K 3

0

n

(1� 2x0)E0 + (1� x0)
2K 0

o

(5.19)

whereE0 = E(x0)and K 0 = K(x0)arestandard ellipticintegralsand

x0 =
a0 + b0

2b0
: (5.20)

Thisisin perfectagreem entwith theresultsobtained from expanding theenergy of

theexactrotating string solution to thisorder[14,12,20]. �

�Sim ilarresultcon� rm ing theaction (4.42)by com paring to theenergy offolded string solution

wasindependently obtained by A.Dym arsky and I.K lebanov (unpublished).
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6 C oncluding rem arks

In this paper we have shown that,up to order ~�2, the anom alous dim ensions of

\long" two-scalar operators in SYM theory can be obtained from a sem iclassical

\string" action that precisely agrees with the expansion,to the sam e order,ofthe

string sigm a m odelaction in R � S3 � AdS5 � S5. Furtherm ore,we have shown

that,ifoneisableto com pute thedilatation operatorto allloops,then onecan use

a system atic procedureto reconstructa string action from gaugetheory.

Although thissuggestion wasalready m ade in [21]based on order ~� calculation

and previousresultsof[1,6,12],thegeneralprocedureturnsouttoinvolvesom enovel

and non-trivialstepswhich arecrucialtoobtain agreem entbetween gaugetheory and

string theory predictionsalready atthe�rstsubleading order ~�2.

Them ain idea isthatcom paring theactionsgivesa m ap between con�gurations

on both sidesoftheAdS/CFT duality and thereforecontainsm uch m oreinform ation

than the com parison ofenergiesofparticularsolutions. Since one hasto m atch not

only theconserved charges(totalenergy and angularm om enta)butto actually m ap

the variableson one side to the variableson the otherside,gauge choicesand �eld

rede�nitionsturn outto play a signi�cantrole. Ourgauge choice on the string side

ism otivated by the factthatthe angularm om entum isuniform ly distributed along

thespin chain.M oreover,com paringotherSO (3)conserved chargesalsosuggeststhe

required �eld rede�nition which onecan m akein asystem aticorderby orderway.On

thespin chain side,wefound thata naivesem iclassicallim itwasnotsu�cientsince

high energy m odescontribute to thelow energy e�ective action starting atorder ~�2

(producing term sofquarticand higherorderin the�eld).

Given thenon-trivialagreem entbetween thespin chain and stringe�ectiveactions

atthe two leading ordersitseem s naturalto conjecture that,ifone could sum the

wholeperturbativeserieson thegaugetheoryside,theresultinge�ectiveaction would

agreewith theusualclassicalstring action in R � S3 sectorofAdS5 � S5.

On theotherhand,thesim plicity oftheoriginal\unexpanded" Polyakov’sstring

action in R � S3 seem sto suggestthattherem ay beotherm oree�cientm ethodsof

extractingrelevant\string"inform ation from thegaugetheory side.In particular,let

usm ention thattheidea ofa low energy e�ectiveaction fortheHeisenberg-typespin

chain ism uch m ore powerfulthan whatwe actually used here. Forexam ple,using

theBM N resulton thegaugetheory side[1,35]onecan im m ediately �x all(higher-

derivative)term squadraticin ~n in theaction.Onem ay expectthatthecoe�cientof

theleading quarticterm (@~n)4 wehavecom puted herem ay beim plicitly determ ining

thecoe�cientsofallotherhigherderivativeterm squarticin ~n.

Leaving asidethepossibility ofan allloop sum m ation,therearem any directions

one can investigate to put these ideas on �rm er ground. In particular,one would

like to understand the role ofsubleading 1=J corrections. They should correspond

to quantum �0 correctionson the string side (forwhich ferm ionic term sbecom e im -

portant[9]).Thefactthattheclassicalactionsagreedoesnota prioriguaranteethe

agreem entofthesesubleading term s. Itwould also beinteresting to understand the
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m ap between string con�gurationsand operatorsathigherorders.Letusrecallhow

itworked atlowestorder[21]:given a string con�guration n(�)on thestring side(in

thecoordinatesofsection 2)oneconstructsa spin chain
Q

a jnaiwith coherentstates

(by discretizing n(�)! na).Then one sim ply writesthisstate in the basisj"iand

j#iofspinsand identi�esj"i! X ,j#i! Y .Thisgivesaparticularoperatorin the

SYM theory thatcorresponds to the given string con�guration. Atthe nextorder,

thatwe analyze in the presentpaper,the m ap isalready m ore involved since there

isa �eld rede�nition we need to do to putthe string action into the form required

to m atch the spin chain e�ective action. The �eld rede�nition is suggestive ofan

identi�cation between the m ean value ofthe spin and the charge density associated

to rotations on the string side. Presum ably,a better understanding ofthe m ap at

higherloopswould requirem aking thisidenti�cation precise.
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A ppendix A R ede�ning aw ay tim e derivatives

Letusexplain thegeneralprocedureofelim ination oftim ederivativesfrom theaction

(2.77)by local�eld rede�nitionsorderby orderin 1

J
,including the �rsttwo orders

in expansion.Thekey pointisthatthevariation oftheleading term in theaction is

proportionalto @0n.Letusconsidera generalLagrangian of�eld ni ofthefollowing

structure

L = L0 + �L1 + �
2
L2 + :::; L1 = b1L

0
0 + (L1)0 ; L2 = b2L

0
0 + (L2)0 ; (A.1)

whereterm swith

L
0
0
�
�L0

�n

areproportionaltoleading-orderequationsofm otion (in ourcasethesearetheterm s

containing @0ni).Thenotation (:::)0 isused forterm sobtained by applying leading-

order equations ofm otion to elim inate @0n in term s ofspatialderivatives. bn m ay

depend on n and itsderivatives. � isa sm allexpansion param eter(1
J
in ourcase).

Theidea isto m akea �eld rede�nition (weshallom ittilda on rede�ned �elds)

n ! n + �m1 + �
2
m 2 + :::; (A.2)

so thatto elim inatetheaboveL0
0-term s.Expanding in �

L = [L0 + �L
0
0m 1 + �

2
L
0
0m 2 +

1

2
�
2
L
00
0m 1m 1 + O (�3)]

+ �[b1L
0
0
+ (L1)0 + �b1L

00
0
m 1 + �b

0
1
m 1L

0
0
+ �((L1)0)

0
m 1 + O (�2)] (A.3)

+ �
2[b2L

0
0
+ (L2)0 + O (�)];

and requiring m 1 = � b1 weget

L = L0 + �(L1)0 + �
2
L̂2 + O (�3); (A.4)

L̂2 = L
0
0(b2 + m 2 � m

0
1m 1)�

1

2
�L

00
0m 1m 1 + ((L1)0)

0
m 1 + (L2)0 : (A.5)

Therem ainingL0
0 term can becanceled by aproperchoiceofm 2 term in therede�ni-

tion.In thecaseweareinterested in,L1 isquadraticin tim ederivative,i.e.contains

a term quadraticin L0
0
.Also,L00

0
m ay contain (up to integration by parts,and up to

extra spatialderivatives)a term proportionalto L0
0,i.e.

m 1 = � b1 = c1L
0
0
+ (m 1)0 ; L

00
0
= e1L

0
0
+ (L00

0
)0 ;

where (:::)0 again m eanspartobtained by using the leading-orderequationsofm o-

tion.Then (A.5)becom es

L̂2 = L
0
0

�

b2 + m 2 � m
0
1m 1
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� �L
00
0
c1(m 1)0 �

1

2
�L

00
0
L
0
0
c1c1 + ((L1)0)

0
c1 �

1

2
e1(m 1)0(m 1)0

�

�
1

2
(L00

0
)0(m 1)0(m 1)0 + ((L1)0)

0(m 1)0 + (L2)0 : (A.6)

Choosingb2 tocancelthe�rstbracketproportionaltoL
0
0
weareleftwith thefollowing

expression forthesecond correction aftertherequired �eld rede�nition.

L̂2 = (L2)0 + ((L1)0)
0(m 1)0 �

1

2
(L00

0
)0(m 1)0(m 1)0 : (A.7)

Itisthusnotenough to drop term sin L2 proportionalto leading orderequationsof

m otion (i.e.toconsiderits(L2)0 part)and alsotoincludeavariation ofthe�rst-order

correction (L0
1
term ): one also needs a term with second variation ofL0 (with the

oppositesign to theonethatwould correspond to theexpansion ofL0 term in L).In

ourcaseof(2.77)

L0 = C0 �
1

8
(@1n)

2
; L1 =

1

8
(@0ni)

2 +
1

128
(@1ni)

4
; (A.8)

L2 = �
1

32
[(@0ni@1ni)

2 �
1

2
(@0ni)

2(@1nk)
2 +

1

32
(@1ni@1ni)

3]; (A.9)

(L0
0
)i=

1

2
�ijknj@0nk +

1

4
(@2

1
ni)? : (A.10)

To elim inatetim ederivativesto �rstorderweneed to do a �eld rede�nition with

m 1 = �
1

2
[
1

2
�ijknj@0nk �

1

4
(@2

1
ni)? ]; (m 1)0 =

1

4
(@2

1
ni)? : (A.11)

ThatgivesL1 ! (L1)0,i.e.theexpression in (2.86)(again om ittingtildaon rede�ned

�elds)

(L1)0 = � H1 =
1

32
(n002 �

3

4
n
04); n

0
i� @1ni : (A.12)

Below we shallneed the relationsfollowing from n2 = 1 (prim e on n willstand for

@1):nin
00
i = � n0in

0
i and

(nn00)0= � 2n00n0; nn
000= � 3n0n00; (�ijknin

0
jn

00
k)

2 = n
02
n
002� (n0n00)2� n

06
;(A.13)

aswellas

n
02(n0n000)= � 2(n0n00)2 � n

02(n00)2 � (n02n0n00)0: (A.14)

Using theleading-orderequation ofm otion wehave

(@0n)
2
n
02 =

1

4
(n002 � n

04)n02 ; (n0@0n)
2 =

1

4
[n02n002 � (n0n00)2 � n

06]; (A.15)

so that

(L2)0 = �
1

64
[
1

4
n
02
n
002 �

1

2
(n0n00)2 �

3

16
n
06]: (A.16)
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W ealso �nd by directcom putation (using integration by parts)

((L1)0)
0(m 1)0 �

�(L1)0

�n
(m 1)0 = �

1

64
[n0002 �

5

2
n
02
n
002 � 11(n0n00)2 +

3

2
n
06]: (A.17)

Finally,weneed to com pute

�
1

2
(L00

0
)0(m 1)0(m 1)0 � �

1

2
(
�2L0

�n�n
)0(m 1)0(m 1)0

= �
1

64

�

(�ijk(n
00
i)? nj@0(n

00
k)? )0 +

1

2
[((n00i)? )

00(n00i)? + n
02((n00i)? )

2]

�

; (A.18)

where (:::)0 again m eans that we are allowed to use the leading-order equations to

elim inate tim e derivatives in favor ofspatialones. W e then �nd,using (A.14)and

ignoring totalderivatives

�
1

2
(L00

0
)0(m 1)0(m 1)0 = �

1

64
[
1

2
n
02
n
002 � (n0n00)2 �

1

2
n
06]: (A.19)

Com bining the above three contributionstogetherwe end up with the following ex-

pression for L̂2 in (A.7)

L̂2 = � H2 = �
1

64
[n0002 �

7

4
n
02
n
002
�
25

2
(n0n00)2 +

13

16
n
06]: (A.20)

A ppendix B Som e usefulrelations

To sim plify theexpression forD 6 in (3.4),(3.6)(i.e.to elim inateterm swith repeated

spins) we used the fact that spins at di�erent sites com m ute,and also the special

relation between thespin 1/2 SU(2)generatorsSi=
1

2
�i

2Si
aS

j
a = [Si

a;S
j
a]+ fSi

a;S
j
ag = i�

ijk
S
k
a +

1

2
�
ij
: (B.1)

Thisim plies

(Sa � Sb)(Sb� Sc) =
1

4
Sa � Sc+

i

2
�
ijk
S
i
aS

j
cS

k
b ; (B.2)

(Sa � Sb)(Sb� Sc)(Sc� Sd) =
1

16
Sa � Sd +

1

4
(Sa � Sd)(Sb� Sc)�

1

4
(Sa � Sc)(Sb� Sd)

+
i

8
�
ijk
S
i
aS

j

d(S
k
b + S

k
c); (B.3)

and sim ilarrelations.

In taking thecontinuum lim itwenoted that

N a+ p;a+ q �
1

2
(na+ p � na+ q)

2
! �

1X

m = 2

mX

l= 0

plqm � l

l!(m � l)!
@
l
n � @

m � l
n
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=
(p� q)2

2
(@n)2 +

(p+ q)(p� q)2

2
(@n � @

2
n)+

(p� q)2(p+ q)2

8
(@2n)2

+
(p� q)2(p2 + pq+ q2)

6
(@n � @

3
n)+ O (@6n)

=
(p� q)2

2!
(@n)2 �

(p� q)4

4!
(@2n)2 +

(p� q)6

6!
(@3n)2 + O (@8n); (B.4)

where @ isderivative overx = J

2�
�. W e om itted totalderivatives and used various

identitiesfollowing from n2 = 1.>From thiswealso�nd (again,integrating by parts)

N a+ p;a+ qN a+ r;a+ s !
1

4
(p� q)2(r� s)2(@n)4

+
1

4
(p� q)2(r� s)2(p+ q)(r+ s)(@n � @

2
n)2

+
1

12
(p� q)2(r� s)2[(p+ q)2 + (r+ s)2 � pq� rs](@n)2(@n � @

3
n)

+
1

16
(p� q)2(r� s)2[(p+ q)2 + (r+ s)2](@n)2(@2n)2 + O (@8n): (B.5)

A ppendix C C ontinuum lim it ofcoherent state

values ofproduct operators

Letusrepeatthe com putationsdone in section 3 forthe following expectation val-

ues ofthe products ofD 2 and D 4 operators in (3.1).� Let us de�ne (subtracting

disconnected partsofcorrelators)

�D 2r � D2r � hnjD2rjni; (C.1)

and consider

K 4 � hnj�D 2jni= hnj(D 2)
2jni� (hnjD2jni)

2
; (C.2)

K 6 �
1

2
hnj(�D 2

�D 4 + �D 4
�D 2)jni

=
1

2
hnj(D 2D 4 + D 4D 2)jni� hnjD2jnihnjD 4jni; (C.3)

~K 6 � hnj(�D 2)
3jni

= hnj(D 2)
3jni� 3hnj(D2)

2jnihnjD 2jni+ 2(hnjD 2jni)
3
: (C.4)

One could expecta priorithatsince each D 2r factorinvolvesa sum oversites,con-

tributionsoftheirproductswillbe non-localin the continuum lim it. However,the

�Although outside the m ain line ofdevelopm entofthispaper,weinclude these resultspartially

m otivated by analogousrem arksin [26,20].
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above\connected" partsturn outtocontain localterm swhich arevery sim ilartothe

onespresentin hnjD 4jni(3.15)and hnjD 6jni(3.20).

Letusstartwith K 4,i.e.(cf.(3.7),(3.9))

K 4 =

JX

a= 1

JX

b= 1

hnj(1� �a � �a+ 1)(1� �b� �b+ 1)jni� [

JX

b= 1

hnj(1� �a � �a+ 1)jni]
2
: (C.5)

To evaluate this we split the sum over b in the �rst term into 3+1 term s: with

b= a;b= a+ 1;b= a� 1 (whosesum willbedenoted asK
(1)

4 )and therest(denoted

K
(2)

4 ).Thelatterisgiven by (cf.(3.15))

K
(2)

4 =

JX

a= 1

JX

b6= a;a� 1

N a;a+ 1N a;a+ 1 � (

JX

a= 1

N a;a+ 1)
2

= �

JX

a= 1

N a;a+ 1(N a;a+ 1 + N a� 1;a + N a+ 1;a+ 2)= �

JX

a= 1

N a;a+ 1(N a;a+ 1 + 2N a� 1;a):(C.6)

Thesum ofthe�rstthreeterm scan bewritten as

K
(1)

4 =

JX

a= 1

hnj(1� �a � �a+ 1)

�

(1� �a � �a+ 1)+ 2(1� �a� 1 � �a)

�

jni; (C.7)

wherewecom bined theterm swith b= a� 1and b= a+ 1bychangingthesum m ation

variable from a to a + 1 (in view ofthe periodicity ofthe chain). Sim plifying this

using (B.1),(B.2)weget(notethat�ijknian
j

a� 1n
k
a+ 1 givesvanishing contribution)

K
(1)

4 =

JX

a= 1

hnj(6� 8�a � �a+ 1 + 2�a � �a+ 2)jni= 2

JX

a= 1

(4N a;a+ 1 � Na;a+ 2): (C.8)

Com paring thisto (3.7)weconcludethat

hnj(D 2)
2jni� (hnjD2jni)

2 = � 2hnjD4jni+ K
(2)

4 : (C.9)

Thecontinuum lim itisthen found to be(including the�2 factorand separating the

overallpowerofJ with theintegralover� as(3.22))

�2

(4�)4
K

(2) ! J

Z
2�

0

d�

2�

�

�
3

64
~�2(@1n)

4 + O (
1

J2
@
6

1n)

�

; (C.10)

i.e.(cf.(3.15))

�2

(4�)2
[hnj(D 2)

2jni� (hnjD2jni)
2] ! J

Z
2�

0

d�

2�

1

16
~�2[(@21n)

2 �
3

4
(@1n)

4]: (C.11)

It is a surprising coincidence that the localpart ofthe coherent state expectation

value ofthe operator� 1

2

�2

(4�)2
(�D 2)

2 isthusthe sam e asrequired to m atch the string
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theory expression in (2.86). Note also thatasin hnjD 4jniin (3.15)here there isno

\subleading" (@21n)
2 term thatwould spoilthescaling lim it.

Sim ilarly,we�nd

K 6 =

JX

a= 1

[� 30Na;a+ 1 + 12N a;a+ 2 � 2Na;a+ 3

� (Na;a+ 2 � 4Na;a+ 1)(N a;a+ 1 + N a+ 1;a+ 2 + N a� 1;a)� Na;a+ 2N a+ 2;a+ 3]; (C.12)

which has sim ilar structure to (m inus) hnjD 6jni in (3.16). In the continuum lim it

then
�3

(4�)6
K 6 ! J

Z
2�

0

d�

2�

~�3

64

�

�
1

(2�)2
J
2(@1n)

4

� (@31n)
2 +

7

6
(@1n)

2(@21n)
2 +

25

3
(@1n@

2

1n)
2 + O (

1

J2
@
8

1n)

�

: (C.13)

A m uch m oreinvolved com putation gives

�3

(4�)6
~K 6 ! J

Z
2�

0

d�

2�

~�3

64

�
1

(2�)2
J
2(@1n)

4

+ 2(@3
1
n)2 �

31

6
(@1n)

2(@2
1
n)2 �

55

3
(@1n@

2

1
n)2 +

5

2
(@1n)

6 + O (
1

J2
@
8

1
n)

�

: (C.14)

The linearcom bination K 0
6 =

1

2
(�D 4

�D 2 + �D 2
�D 4)+ (�D 2)

3 thushasthe coherentstate

expectation valuethatdoesnotcontain the\scaling-violating" J2(@1n)
4 term .Note

thatitcontains(@1n)
6 term (thatwasabsentin theexpectation valueofD 6 in (3.21)).

Theabovediscussion m ayserveasan indication thataproperaccountofquantum

corrections m ay produce an e�ective spin chain action whose continuum lim it will

m atch thestring theory resultatthesix-derivative order(2.89).

A ppendix D R otation M atrices

Herewecom putethem atricesA ij thatappearin section 4and wereusefultocalculate

thequantum correctionsto theaction.By de�nition they are

A ij = R li(~na)R lj(~na+ q)� �ij =
�

R
� 1(~na)R(~na+ q)

�

ij
� �ij ; (D.1)

whereR isthem atrix oftherotation

R ij(~na)= e
� i�aSze

� i�aSy (D.2)

in the vectorrepresentation. The angles�a and �a are polarcoordinatesof~na (see

(3.12)).The3� 3 m atrix Aij can beevaluated as:

A = e
i�Sye

� i� �Sze
� i�0Sy (D.3)
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resulting in

A 11 = cos� cos�0cos�� + sin� sin�0� 1 ; A12 = � cos� sin�� ;

A 13 = cos� sin�0cos�� � sin� cos�0;

A 21 = sin�� cos� 0
; A 22 = cos�� � 1 ; A 23 = sin�� sin� 0

; (D.4)

A 31 = sin� cos�0cos�� � cos� sin�0; A 32 = � sin� sin�� ;

A 33 = sin� sin�0cos�� + cos� cos�0� 1 :

where for brevity we de�ned � = �a,�
0 = �a+ q and �� = � a+ q � �a. Since the

background �eld~na isslowlyvaryingwecan expand itin derivatives.Thecom ponents

relevantforthecalculationsin section 4 are:

A + + = A
�
� � = (A 11 � A22)� i(A12 + A 21)’

1

2
~A + + + ::: (D.5)

A 33 = ~na~na+ q � 1’ �
1

2

�
2�q

J

�2

(@�~n)
2 +

1

24

�
2�q

J

�4

(@2�~n)
2 + ::: (D.6)

with

~A + + =

�
2�q

J

�2 h

� (@��)
2 + sin2�(@��)

2 + 2isin�@��@��
i

: (D.7)

In A 33 weom itted totalderivativessinceA 33 appearsin theaction integrated over�.

Noticealso that

j~A + + j
2 =

�
2�q

J

�4

(@�~n)
4
: (D.8)

A ppendix E Integralsforthe folded string solution

Herewewanttoprovethefact,used in section 5,thattheenergy atorder�2 doesnot

receiveany correctionsfrom theterm in theaction which isquadraticin derivatives.

Thisistantam ountto showing thateqs.(5.13),(5.14)im ply also thatatorder�2

Z �1

0

p
a+ bcos� + ccos2� d� ’

Z �0

0

q

a0 + b0cos� d� : (E.1)

On both sidesthe upperlim itofintegration isa zero ofthe corresponding function

underthesquareroot.To check thisfactweneed to evaluatethefollowing integrals�

forsm allc:

Z �1

0

d�
p
a+ bcos� + ccos2�

’

s

2

b
K +

(b2 � 2a2 + ab)K + 2(2a2 � b2)E
p
2b

3

2(b2 � a2)
c+ :::

�These integralscan beevaluated exactly in term sofstandard elliptic functionsE (x)and K (x)

and then expanded forsm allc.
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Z �1

0

cos� d�
p
a+ bcos� + ccos2�

’

s

2

b
(2E � K )+ (E.2)

+

p
2

3

(b2 � 4a2)K + (8a2 + 2ab� 3b2)E

b
5

2(a+ b)
c�

(b2 � 2a2 + ab)K + 2(2a2 � b2)E
p
2b

3

2(b2 � a2)
c+ :::

Z �1

0

p
a+ bcos� + ccos2� d� ’

s

2

b
(aK + b(2E � K ))+

(2a+ b)K � 4aE

3
p
2b

3

2

c+ :::

wherewede�ned

K = K

 
a+ b

2b

!

; E = E

 
a+ b

2b

!

; (E.3)

with K (x)and E (x)being standard ellipticintegrals.In theseexpressionsweshould

replace a = a0 + a1, b = b0 + b1 and expand the result at �rst order in a1, b1.

Dem anding thatthis�rstorderterm sin J and S3 cancelagainstthe contributions

proportionalto cgives

a1

c
=

(b2
0
+ a0b0 � 2a2

0
)K 2

0
+ (6b2

0
� 8a2

0
)E 2

0
+ (8a2

0
� 2a0b

2
0
� 6b2

0
)K 0E 0

3b0((b0 � a0)K
2
0 + 2(b0 � a0)K 0E 0 + 2b0E

2
0)

(E.4)

b1

c
= 2

(b2
0
+ a0b0 � 2a2

0
)K 2

0
+ 2a0b0E

2
0
+ (4a2

0
� 2b2

0
� 2a0b0)K 0E 0

3b0((b0 � a0)K
2
0 + 2(b0 � a0)K 0E 0 + 2b0E

2
0)

(E.5)

wherenow

K 0 = K

 
a0 + b0

2b0

!

; E 0 = E

 
a0 + b0

2b0

!

; (E.6)

Applying thesam eproceduretotheenergy and using thevaluesofa1 and b1 wehave

justobtained itiseasy toshow thatthe�rstcorrection alsocancels.Thism eansthat

theterm quadraticin derivativesgivesno correction to theenergy atorder�2.
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