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A bstract

W ecom parethestandard and geom etricapproachestoquantum Liouvilletheory

on the pseudosphere by perform ing perturbative calculations ofthe one and two

point functions up to the third order in the coupling constant. The choice ofthe

Hadam ard regularization within thegeom etricapproach leadstoadiscrepancy with

the standard approach. O n the other hand,we �nd com plete agreem ent between

theresultsofthestandard approach and thebootstrap conjecturesfortheonepoint

function and theauxiliary two pointfunction.
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Introduction

ClassicalLiouville theory is wellunderstood even ifit can be solved explicitly only in

specialcases.Quantum Liouvilletheorywas�rstdeveloped in theham iltonian fram ework

[1,2].Later,functionaltechniqueswereapplied to theeuclidean version ofthetheory.

W ithin thefunctionalform ulation thereexistthesocalled standard approach [3,4,5,

6,7,8]and thegeom etricapproach [9].In the�rstcaseoneintroducesthevertex function

by adding to the Liouville action externalcurrents as is usually done in quantum �eld

theory.W ithin thegeom etricapproach onestartsfrom theregularized classicalaction in

presenceofboundary term sthatrepresentthesourcesand then considerstheuctuations

ofthe�eld around theclassicalbackground.

In thispaperweshallcom parethestandard and thegeom etricform ulationsofquan-

tum Liouvilletheory on thesphereand thepseudospherewith particularattention to the

pseudosphere [3],where the perturbative results are directly com pared. Both form ula-

tionsneed to beregularized and such a regularization processiscrucial,sincetheresults

depend non trivially on theadopted regularization procedure.

In the geom etric approach the action is de�ned through a lim it process and such

a structure is not so easy to use in explicit calculations. However it is possible, by

introducing a background �eld and a source �eld,to rewrite the action in a form such

that no lim it procedure appears. This structure is not as elegant as the originalone,

but from it one can read directly the transform ation properties ofthe o� shellaction

and consequently also ofthe correlation functions. Thisform can be used asa starting

pointforperturbativecalculationsofthecorrelation functionsofvertex operatorson the

pseudosphere.

As�rstshown in [9],theappealing propertiesofthegeom etricaction isto transform

underconform altransform ationsasthevertex correlation functionsofthequantum the-

ory,generating quantum conform aldim ensions� � = � (Q � �),which arethosefound in

theham iltonian approach,provided thecentralchargesareproperly identi�ed.

On thesphere,dueto theboundsim posed by thePicard inequalities,thesituation is

m orecom plex and in thispaperweshallperform perturbativecom putationsonly on the

pseudosphere.

W ith regard to the one pointfunction the m ain outcom e willbe the following: the

results ofthe two form ulations agree up to order b4 included forthe values ofthe �rst

cum ulantG 1,provided one properly identi�esthe coupling constantbg ofthe geom etric

approach asa function ofthecoupling constantbofthestandard approach and thesam e

forthe cosm ologicalconstants. In orderto m atch the value ofthe second cum ulantG 2,
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one hasto introduce by hand a coupling constantdependence in the source subtraction

term ofthegeom etricaction.Such a bg dependentsubtraction inuencesonly thesecond

cum ulantandhasnoe�ectsontheothercum ulants(G 1 andG n withn > 3).A signi�cant

testoftheequivalenceofthetwo perturbativeexpansionscan beachieved by com puting

the third cum ulantG 3. Thisiseasily done to �rstorder,yetsom e im provem ent in the

com putationaltechniqueisneeded both in thestandard and geom etricapproach,in order

togetthethird ordercoe�cient.Theexplicitcom putation ofthethird cum ulanttoorder

b3 within thestandard approach hasbeen given in [10]and itdisagreeswith theresultof

thegeom etricapproach com puted in Section 2 ofthepresentpaper.

From the general�eld theoreticalpoint ofview we �nd that within the geom etric

approach theasym ptoticvalueofthethevacuum expectation valueoftheLiouville�eld

reproducestheclassicalbackground value.Thisdoesnothappen within thestandard ap-

proach,wherethetwo asym ptoticbehaviorsagreeonly qualitatively.On theotherhand,

within thestandard approach the�eld e2b�,which appearsin thecosm ologicalterm ,trans-

form slikea (1;1)prim ary �eld,whilewithin thegeom etricapproach theanalogous�eld

e2bg� hasnotsuch a transform ation property because itsquantum conform aldim ensions

are(1� b2g;1� b
2
g).Thedi�erentcharactersoftheoperatorsappearingin thecosm ological

term softhe two approacheshasbeen already noticed by Takhtajan [11]. Here we �nd

a di�erence respectively atthe second and third orderin the perturbative expansion of

the second and third cum ulantand these di�erencescannotbe m atched consistently by

a rede�nition ofthecoupling constants.

The obtained resultscan be com pared to the perturbative expansion ofthe form ula

conjectured by Zam olodchikov and Zam olodchikov (ZZ)fortheonepointfunction on the

pseudosphere[3].Com pleteagreem enthasbeen found with theperturbativecom putation

within thestandard approach up to thethird order[10].To gain deeperinsight,weshall

m ove further through the perturbative com putation ofthe two point function on the

pseudosphere.Thisallowsnotonly a bettercom parison between thetwo approachesbut

also to com pare the resultswith anotherconjecture [3,4,7],i.e. the two pointfunction

when one vertex is the degenerate �eld e� b�. The interest ofthis com putation is that,

by taking a proper ratio oftwo and one pointfunctions,we can extract quantities not

dependingon thepossibleam biguitiesin thesubtraction term softhegeom etricapproach.

Once m ore we �nd thatthe two pointfunctionsare di�erentwithin the two approaches

and thatthe perturbative resultsofthe standard approach agree with the perturbative

expansion oftheform ula conjectured through thebootstrap m ethod.

A deeperinspection showsthatthe origin ofthe di�erencesbetween the resultsob-

tained within thetwo approachesliesin thedi�erentregulatorsem ployed and notin the
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wayused tointroducethesources.Indeed,itcan beshown thatadoptingtheZZ regulator

both theapproachesproduce thesam e results,identifying exactly thecouplingsand the

cosm ologicalconstants.Thediscrepancy in thestructureoftheunperturbed dim ensions

is m atched by the di�erent origin ofthe zero order in the second cum ulant ofthe one

pointfunction.Foralltheotherordersthereisa oneto onecorrespondencebetween the

contributions.

1 G eom etric action on the pseudosphere

Thepseudosphere can berepresented on theupperhalfplaneoron theunitdisk �.W e

shallusem ostly thedisk representation.

Atthe quantum levelthe geom etry isencoded by the boundary condition at1 ,i.e. on

theunitcircle.

W ithin thegeom etricapproach,weassum e thattheLiouville�eld � behaveslike

� ’ �
Q

2
log(1� z�z)2 + O (1) jzj! 1 (1)

� ’ � �n log jz� zn j
2 + O (1) z ! zn : (2)

TheN pointvertex functionsarede�ned asfollows[9,11]

hV�1(z1):::V�N (zN )i =


e
2�1�(z1):::e

2�N �(zN )
�
=

Z

C(�)

D [� ]e� S� ;N [� ]

Z

C(�)

D [� ]e� S� ;0[� ]

(3)

whereS�;N [� ]isthegeom etricaction on thepseudosphere with N sources

S�;N [� ] = lim
"! 0

r! 1

( Z

� r;"

�
1

�
@z� @�z� + �ge

2bg�

�

d
2
z

�
Q

2�i

I

@� r

�

�
�z

1� z�z
dz�

z

1� z�z
d�z

�

+ f(r;bg)

�
1

2�i

NX

n= 1

�n

I

@n

�

�
dz

z� zn
�

d�z

�z� �zn

�

�

NX

n= 1

�
2
n log"

2
n

)

: (4)

The points zn 2 �,for n = 1:::N ,are the positions ofthe sources;the dom ains of

integration are� r = fjzj6 rg,n = fjz� znj6 �ng and � r;" = � rn
S

n
n,whilef(r;bg)
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isa num ericalsubtraction term .S�;0 [� ]istheaction (4)in absenceofsources,which is

form ally equalto theaction ofthestandard approach.

Theequation ofm otion istheLiouvilleequation in presenceofsources

@z@�z� = �bg�ge
2bg� � �

NX

n= 1

�n�
2(z� zn ): (5)

W edecom pose� asthesum oftwo classical�elds(�B and �0)and a quantum �eld �M

� = �M + �0 + �B (6)

with thebackground �eld �B having theasym ptotics(1),i.e.

�B ’ �
Q

2
log(1� z�z)2 + cB ;� + o(1� jzj) jzj! 1 (7)

wherecB ;� isa constant.

Onecould chooseforthesource�eld �0 a solution oftheequation

@z@�z�0 = � �

NX

n= 1

�n �
2(z� zn ) (8)

sim ilarly to whathasbeen doneon thesphere(see[12]and Appendix).

Requiring that�0 vanisheson theunitcircle,onegets

�0 = �

NX

n= 1

�n log

�
�
�
�

z� zn

1� z�zn

�
�
�
�

2

: (9)

However,such �0 vanishestoo slowly forjzj! 1,giving riseto illde�ned integralsin the

perturbativecalculation.

Thus,instead of�0 given by (9),weshallchooseg0 satisfying

�

@z@�z � 2
1

(1� z�z)2

�

g0 = � �

NX

n= 1

�n �
2(z� zn ): (10)

Thesolution ofthisequation is

g0(z;z1:::zN )= 2

NX

n= 1

�n g(z;zn) (11)

being g(z;z0)thepropagator[2,3]

g(z;z0)= �
1

2

�
1+ �

1� �
log � + 2

�

(12)
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and �(z;z0)theSU(1;1)invariant

�(z;z0)=

�
�
�
�

z� z0

1� z�z0

�
�
�
�

2

(13)

which isrelated to thegeodesicdistancebetween z and z0.

The source �eld g0 convergesto zero like O
�
(1� z�z)2

�
when jzj! 1,which m akesthe

perturbativeintegralsconvergentatin�nity.

A proceduresim ilartotheoneem ployed forthesphere(see[12]and Appendix)givesthe

geom etric action on the pseudosphere with a generic background �eld �B thatsatis�es

theboundary conditions(7).Theresultis

S�;N [� ] = S�;B [�B ]+ S�;N ;M [�M ;�B ]+

NX

n

�n

NX

m 6= n

�m

�
1+ �n;m

1� �n;m
log �n;m + 2

�

�

NX

n

�
2
n

�
log(1� zn �zn )

2
� 2

�
� 2

NX

n

�n �B (zn) (14)

where�n;m = �(zn;zm )and S�;B [�B ]isthebackground action

S�;B [�B ] = lim
r! 1

( Z

� r

�
1

�
@z�B @�z�B + �ge

2bg�B

�

d
2
z

�
Q

2�i

I

@� r

�B

�
�z

1� z�z
dz�

z

1� z�z
d�z

�

+ f(r;bg)

)

(15)

whileS�;N ;M [�M ;�B ]istheaction forthequantum �eld �M

S�;N ;M [�M ;�B ] =

Z

�

�
1

�
@z�M @�z�M + �ge

2bg�B

�

e
2bg(�M + g0 )� 1

�

�
2

�
(�M + g0)@z@�z�B � �ge

2bg�
cl
B 2b2gg0(g0 + 2�M )

�

d
2
z :

(16)

Theclassicalbackground �eld �clB isgiven by

�
cl
B (z)= �

1

2bg
log

�
�b

2
g�g(1� z�z)2

�
(17)

and itsolvestheLiouvilleequation

@z@�z�
cl
B = �bg�ge

2bg�
cl
B (18)

with boundary conditions (7) ifQ = 1=bg. The �eld �clB enters into S�;N ;M [�M ;�B ]

becauseoftheintroduction ofthesingular�eld g0(z;z1:::zN )through theequation (10).

UnderSU(1;1)transform ations

z �! w =
az+ b

�bz+ �a
jaj

2
� jbj

2 = 1 (19)
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thebackground �eld transform sasfollows

�B (z) ! �
0
B (w)= �B (z)�

Q

2
log

�
�
�
�

dw

dz

�
�
�
�

2

(20)

while �0 and �M are scalars. Asa result,the background action (15)with Q = 1=bg is

SU(1;1)invariant. The action S�;N ;M [�M ;�B ]is invariant aswelland the term s that

transform in (14)are

�

NX

n

�
2
n

�
log(1� zn�zn )

2
�
� 2

NX

n

�n �B (zn): (21)

Thereforethetransform ation law forthegeom etricaction underSU(1;1)is

S
0
�;N [�0]= S�;N [� ]+

NX

n= 1

�n (Q � �n )log

�
�
�
�

dw

dz

�
�
�
�

2

z= zn

(22)

whereQ = 1=bg.

Itisim portanttoobservethatsuch atrasform ation property fortheaction holdso�shell,

i.e.also when � isnota solution oftheequation ofm otion.

W ith respecttotheintegration m easure,wecould choosetheoneinduced by thedistance

(�� ;�� )=

Z

�

j�� j
2
e
2bg� d

2
z (23)

orby thedistance

(�� ;�� )=

Z

�

j�� j
2
e
2bg�B d

2
z : (24)

Both areinvariantunderthegroup SU(1;1),when �B transform slike(20)with Q = 1=bg,

butthe m easure induced by (23)isnotinvariantundertranslation ofthe Liouville �eld

�,whiletheotheroneis.

The m easure induced by (23)di�ers from the one induced by (24)by ultralocalterm s.

Such a di�erence should notbe relevantin perturbative calculation [13]. W e willwork

with (24),which givesriseto an integration m easurethatisinvariantundertranslations

in the�eld �.

Thus,wehavethat
Z

C(�)

D [� ]e� S� ;N ;M [�M ;�B ] =

Z

C(�)

D [�M ]e� S� ;N ;M [�M ;�B ] (25)

and itisinvariantunderSU(1;1),forevery N .

From thetransform ation law (22),onederivesthequantum conform aldim ensionsofthe

Liouvillevertex operatorse2��

� � = � (Q � � )= �

�
1

bg
� �

�

: (26)
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On the classicalbackground �B = �clB given in (17) S�;N ;M [�M ;�B ]can be written as

follows

S�;N ;M [�M ;�
cl
B ] =

=

Z

�

�
1

�
@z�M @�z�M + �ge

2bg�
cl
B

�

e
2bg(�M + g0 )� 1� 2bg(�M + g0)

�

� �ge
2bg�

cl
B 2b2g g0(g0 + 2�M )

�

d
2
z

=

Z

�

�
1

�
@z�M @�z�M +

2

�

�2M

(1� z�z)2

�

d
2
z +

1X

k= 3

1

k!

Z

�

�
2bg(�M + g0)

�k

�b2g(1� z�z)2
d
2
z

= S�;0;M [�M ;�
cl
B ]+

eS�;N ;M [�M ;�
cl
B ] (27)

where

S�;0;M [�M ;�
cl
B ]=

Z

�

�
1

�
@z�M @�z�M +

e2bg�M � 1� 2bg�M

�b2g(1� z�z)2

�

d
2
z (28)

isform ally identicalto theaction forthequantum �eld ofthestandard approach.

Thesource�eld g0(z;z1;:::zN )iscontained only in eS�;N ;M [�M ;�
cl
B ]

eS�;N ;M [�M ;�
cl
B ] =

2

bg

Z

�

g0

� (1� z�z)2

�
e
2bg�M � 1� 2bg�M

�
d
2
z

+ 2

Z

�

g20

� (1� z�z)2

�
e
2bg�M � 1

�
d
2
z

+
1

b2g

1X

k= 3

(2bg)
k

k!

Z

�

gk0

� (1� z�z)2

�
e
2bg�M

�
d
2
z : (29)

From the second form of(27),we see thatthe propagatorg(z;z0)= h�M (z)�M (z
0)iin

thegeom etricapproach isthesam easin thestandard approach [3].

In ordertocom parethegeom etricapproach with thestandard one,thethird form of(27)

turnsoutto bethem ostuseful.

2 O ne point function

In thissection we shallprovide the perturbative expansion ofthe one pointfunction on

the pseudosphere in the geom etric approach and we shallcom pare itwith the resultsof

thestandard approach [3,10].
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W e recallthat,within the geom etric approach,the expectation value ofthe Liouville

vertex operatorV�1(z1)= e2�1�(z1) isgiven by

hV�1(z1)i=


e
2�1�(z1)

�
=

Z

C(�)

D [� ]e� S� ;1[� ]

Z

C(�)

D [� ]e� S� ;0[� ]

(30)

being S�;1 [� ]thegeom etricaction (14)with onesourceofcharge�1.

To perform a perturbativecalculation,wechoose�B = �clB given in (17),asdonein [3].

Then thegeom etricaction (14)with onesourcesim pli�esto

S�;1 [� ] = S�;B [�
cl
B ]+ S�;1;M [�M ;�

cl
B ]

+
�1

bg
log

�
�b

2
g� (1� z1�z1)

2
�
� �

2
1

�
log(1� z1�z1)

2
� 2

�
(31)

where S�;1;M [�M ;�
cl
B ]is the action (27) with N = 1 and the source �eld is given by

g0(z;z1)= 2�1g(z;z1).

Theonepointfunction (30)in thegeom etricapproach can bewritten as

hV�1(z1)i=
Ug

(1� z1�z1)
2�1(Q � �1 )

(32)

whereQ = 1=bg and

Ug =
�
�b

2
g�g

�� �1=bg
e
� 2�2

1

Z

C(�)

D [�M ]e� S� ;1;M [�M ;�cl
B
]

Z

C(�)

D [�M ]e� S� ;0;M [�M ;�cl
B
]

=
�
�b

2
g�g

�� �1=bg
e
� 2�2

1

D

e
� eS� ;1;M

E

z1

: (33)

W eobserveherethatUg,taken asa function ofthecharge�1,hasthecorrectnorm aliza-

tion Ug(�1 = 0)= 1 [3],being eS�;1;M = 0 when �1 = 0.M oreover,them ean valuein the

second lineof(33)doesnotdepend on �g.

Asnoticed in [11],oneobtainsthesam ecentralchargeand thesam equantum conform al

dim ensionsofthe standard approach by relating the coupling constantofthe geom etric

approach bg to thecoupling constantofthestandard approach basfollows

1

bg
=
1

b
+ b: (34)

Thus,the com parison between the one point functions ofthe two theories reduces to

the com parison between Ug(�1;bg;�g) in the geom etric approach and U(�1;b;�)in the

8



standard approach [3].

Following [3],itisusefulto consider,instead of


e2�1�(z1)

�
,thecum ulantexpansion

log


e
2�1�(z1)

�
=

1X

n= 1

(2�1)
n

n!
G
g
n

= 2�1

�

�
1

2bg
log(1� z1�z1)

2

�

+
(2�1)

2

2

h

log(1� z1�z1)

i

+ log Ug :

(35)

Using theexpression ofUg given in (33),weget

G
g

1 = h�(z1)i= �
1

2bg
log(1� z1�z1)

2
�

1

2bg
log[�b2g�g]�

1

2

D
eS
(1)

�;1;M

E

(36)

G
g

2 = h�
2(z1)i� h�(z1)i

2

= log(1� z1�z1)� 1+
1

22

(

�

D
eS
(2)

�;1;M

E

+

D�
eS
(1)

�;1;M

�2E

�

�D
eS
(1)

�;1;M

E�2
)

(37)

G
g

3 = h�
3(z1)i� 3h�2(z1)ih�(z1)i+ 2h�(z1)i

3

=
1

23

(

�

D
eS
(3)

�;1;M

E

+ 3

D
eS
(1)

�;1;M
eS
(2)

�;1;M

E

� 3

D
eS
(1)

�;1;M

ED
eS
(2)

�;1;M

E

�

D �
eS
(1)

�;1;M

�3E

+ 3

D
eS
(1)

�;1;M

ED �
eS
(1)

�;1;M

�2E

� 2

�D
eS
(1)

�;1;M

E�3
)

(38)

where

eS
(k)

�;1;M
=

@k

@�k1

eS�;1;M

�
�
�
�
�1= 0

(39)

and them ean valuesaretaken with respectto theaction (28).

Using (36)and considering theO (�1)contribution to (29),oneobtains

G
g

1 = �
cl
B (z1)+

"

�
1

bg

Z

�

g
(1)

0 (z;z1)

�(1� z�z)2

�
he

2bg�M (z)
i� 1� 2bgh�M (z)i

�
d
2
z

#

(40)

where g
(1)

0 (z;z1) = 2g(z;z1) is the derivative with respect to �1 ofthe classicalsource

�eld g0(z;z1).

The graphscontributing to G
g

1 up to O (b
4
g)included areshown below,where thedashed

linesrepresentg
(1)

0 (z;z1).

9



G
g

1 = �clB (z1) + bg

� �

+ b3g

2

6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
4

3

7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
5

+ O (b5g):

(41)

In the perturbative expansion divergentgraphsappeardue to the occurrence ofg(z;z);

thereforethetheory hasto beregulated.

Theproposalof[9]istoregulatesuchapropagatoratcoincidentpointswiththeHadam ard

procedure(seealso [14,15,16]),which am ountsto set

g(z;z)� lim
z0! z

�

g(z;z0)+
1

2
log� + log2

�

: (42)

Thislim itgivesg(z;z)= �1+log2;butforsakeofgeneralityweshallconsiderg(z;z)= C.

W e notice thatwithin the geom etric approach g(z;z)has to be a constant in z,which

im pliesUg constantin z1,otherwisetherelation between thecentralcharge

cg = 1+ 6

�
1

bg

� 2

(43)

and thequantum conform aldim ensionsof


e2�1�(z1)

�
,which are

� �1 = �1

�
1

bg
� �1

�

(44)

would beviolated.

Asalready noticed in [11],expression (44)providesthecosm ologicalterm with quantum

conform aldim ensions(1� b2g;1� b2g).
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The O (bg)contribution to G
g

1 isgiven by � bgC.Concerning the O (b
3
g)contribution,we

�nd thatthe three graphscontained in the second line of(41)sum up to zero and the

sam e happensforthe two graphsofthe third line. The whole O (b3g)contribution com es

from thetwo graphsofthefourth line:theirvaluesare(�2� 15)=18 and 2=3 respectively.

Thus,theexpansion ofG
g

1 in thecoupling constantbg within thegeom etricapproach,up

to O (b4g)included,is

G
g

1 = �
1

2bg
log

�
�b

2
g�g(1� z1�z1)

2
�
� bgC + b

3
g

 

�2

18
�

1

6

!

+ O (b5g): (45)

Noticethat,becauseofthecancellationbetween graphsexplained justabove,theregulator

C appears only in the contribution O (bg). The contribution ofthe term in the square

brackets of(40) is given by h�M (z1)i. Indeed,varying �M in (28),we obtain for the

expectation valueoftheequation ofm otion

�
1

�
@z@�zh�M i+ �gbge

2bg�
cl
B

�
he

2bg�M i� 1
�
= 0 (46)

which can berewritten,using theequation ofthepropagatorand theexpression (17),as

follows

h�M (z1)i = �
2

bg

Z

�

g(z1;z)

�(1� z�z)2

�
he

2bg�M (z)
i� 1� 2bgh�M (z)i

�
d
2
z : (47)

Being g
(1)

0 (z;z1)= 2g(z;z1),werecognizein theterm in squarebracketsof(40)ther.h.s.

ofthepreviousW ard identity.

Equation (47)hasthesam eform oftheW ard identity obtained by ZZ within thestandard

approach [3]forthequantum �eld � and veri�ed up to O (b3)with theirregulator.

Direct com putation ofh�M (z1)i with the C (Hadam ard) regulator up to b4g included

agrees with the r.h.s. of(45). On the otherhand,we have checked the validity ofthe

equation ofm otion (46)in theC regularized theoryup tob4g included.Indeed,(47)follows

directly from theindependenceofh�M (z)ion zand from he2bg�M i= 1.Theperturbative

expansion (45)givestheconstancy ofh�M (z)iup to b
4
g included,whilewehavechecked

that,with the C regulator,he2bg�M i= 1 isvalid up to b5g included. W e expectsuch an

identity to bevalid to allordersin thecoupling constantbg.

Thereforeweobtain up to b4g included

G
g

1 = h�(z1)i= �
cl
B (z1)+ h�M (z1)i: (48)

Noticethat,dueto (47),within thegeom etricapproach h�M (z1)icannotdepend on the

position z1 ifwe want to keep forQ the value 1=bg. Asseen above this requirem ent is

11



satis�ed by using theSU(1;1)invariantregulatorC [9].

Thestructure(48)wasobtained also in thestandard approach by [3],with thedi�erence

thath�M (z1)iisnotz1 independentbecause ofthe di�erentchoice ofthe regulator. In

thestandard approach thatchoiceofregulatorisnecessary in ordertoprovidethecorrect

quantum conform aldim ensionsoftheham iltonian treatm ent[1]

� �1 = �1

�
1

b
+ b� �1

�

: (49)

Dependence on z1 ofG
g

1 given in (45) com pared to that ofthe standard approach [3]

im poses the relation (34) between bg and b,while the agreem ent between the constant

term scan beobtained by choosing �g asa properfunction of�,band C.

Concerning G
g

2,from (37)weget

G
g

2 = log(1� z1�z1)� 1�

Z

�

(g
(1)

0 (z;z1))
2

� (1� z�z)2

�
he

2bg�M (z)
i� 1

�
d
2
z

+
1

b2g

Z

�

g
(1)

0 (z;z1)

�(1� z�z)2

g
(1)

0 (z0;z1)

�(1� z0�z0)2
h

�

e
2bg�M (z)

� 1� 2bg�M (z)

�

�

e
2bg�M (z0)

� 1� 2bg�M (z
0)

�

id
2
zd

2
z
0

�

 

�
1

bg

Z

�

g
(1)

0 (z;z1)

�(1� z�z)2

�
he

2bg�M (z)
i� 1� 2bgh�M (z)i

�
d
2
z

! 2

:

(50)

Through the W ard identity (47),the lastterm reducesto h�M (z1)i
2,which hasalready

been com puted.Thegraphsthatcontributeto G
g

2 aregiven below

G
g

2 = log(1� z1�z1)� 1

+ b2g

2

6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
4

� � 2

3

7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
5

+ O (b4g):

(51)
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The �rstintegralin (50)givesthe two graphsin the �rstline ofthe O (b2g)contribution

and they cancelout. Indeed,itcan be shown thatthisintegralvanishes atleastup to

theorderb5g included,in agreem entwith thealready discussed W ard identity (47).

Thesecond integralin (50)providesa nonvanishing O (b2g)contribution through the�rst

two graphs in the second line,but the second ofthese graphs sim pli�es with the third

one,which istheorderO (b2g)ofthelastintegralin (50),i.e.h�M (z1)i
2.

Thus

G
g

2 = log(1� z1�z1)� 1+ b
2
g

 

5

6
�

�2

18

!

+ O (b4g) (52)

and itdoesnotdepend on C.

Sincebg is�xed by (34),G
g

2 disagreeswith theresultofthestandard approach [3]

G 2 = log(1� z1�z1)� 1+ b
2

 

3

2
�

�2

6

!

+ O (b4): (53)

NoticethattheO (b0g)contribution to G
g

2 com esfrom theregularization ofthegeom etric

action,while in the standard approach the O (b0)contribution to G 2 isthe resultofthe

ZZ regularization oftheoneloop graph thatcontributesto thisorder.

Onecould m odifythegeom etricaction (4)by replacingthesubtraction term
P

n
�2n log"

2
n

with
P

n
�2n log(�

2
n"

2
n)with a properly chosen bg dependent�n,i.e. �n(bg). Thischange

would rem ovethediscrepancy between G
g

2 and G 2;butstilldi�erencesrem ain both in the

com parison between G
g

3 and G 3,asweshallshow in whatfollows,and in thecom parison

ofthetwo pointfunctions,asweshalldiscussin thenextsection.

13



Thegraphscontributing to G
g

3 in thegeom etricapproach areshown below

G
g

3 = bg

2

6
6
4

3

7
7
5

+ b3g

2

6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
4

3

7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
5

+ O (b5g):

(54)

TheO (bg)contribution to G
g

3 is� bg.Thegraphscontributing to theorderb
3
g areshown

in thebigsquarebracketsof(54).AdoptingtheHadam ard regularization,thetwographs

in thesecond linesum up tozeroand thesam ehappensforthetwo onesin thethird line.

Thus,using partially thecom putation given in [10],wegettheperturbativeexpansion of

G
g

3,which is

G
g

3 = � bg + b
3
g

 

3

2
+

�2

6
� 2�(3)

!

+ O (b5g) (55)

On theotherhand,in thestandard approach onegets[10]

G 3 = � b + b
3

�

3� 2�(3)

�

+ O (b5) (56)
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which isin contrastwith (55),taking into theaccounttherelation (34)between band bg.

Asafurthercheck,wehaveconsidered the�rstperturbativeorderofthefourth cum ulant.

W ithin thestandard approach theO (b2)contribution to G 4 isgiven by

G 4 = b
2

2

6
6
6
4

3

7
7
7
5
+ O (b4) = � 2b2 + O (b4) (57)

and itagreeswith theperturbativeexpansion ofG
g

4 up to thisorder.

Instead ofregulatingthetheorybygivinga�nitevaluetog(z;z),onecan proceed through

the usualPauli-Villars regulator technique,i.e. by introducing a regulator �eld � and

replacing � with � + � in the interaction lagrangian. W e show here that the C and

ZZ regulatorsarise from two Pauli-Villarsregulatorswhose lagrangianspossessdi�erent

transform ation properties.

Letusconsiderthefollowing quadraticlagrangian

�
1

�
@z� @�z� �

1

�

m (m � 1)

(1� z�z)2
�
2 (58)

and theequation fortheGreen function thatfollowsfrom it

2

�
@z@�zg�(z;z

0)�
2

�

m (m � 1)

(1� z�z)2
g�(z;z

0) = �
2(z� z

0): (59)

Such an equation is invariant under SU(1;1). The explicit form ofthe Green function

g�(z;z
0)is

g�(z;z
0)= �

1

2

�(m )2

�(2m )
(1� � )m 2F1(m ;m ;2m ;1� � ) (60)

where�(z;z0)istheinvariant(13)and 2F1 isthehypergeom etricfunction.

Notethat,for�xed � 6= 0,g�(z;z
0)! 0 when m ! 1 .Because ofthisproperty,allthe

diagram scontaining g�(z;z
0)with z6= z0vanish when m ! 1 .

The divergence ofg�(z;z
0)atcoincidentpoints(z ! z0,i.e.� ! 0)cancelsouttheone

ofg(z;z0)asfollows

lim
z0! z

�
g(z;z

0)+ g�(z;z
0)
�
= �1+  +  (m ) (61)

where (x)= �0(x)=�(x)isthedigam m a function.

Thus the Pauli-Villars regulator (60) generates a C regulator, where the constant C

15



divergesaslog(m )when m ! +1 .

A di�erentPauli-Villarsregulating �eld can beintroduced through thelagrangian

�
1

�
@z� @�z� �

M 2

4�
�
2 (62)

thatgivesthefollowing equation fortheGreen function

2

�
@z@�zg�(z;z

0)�
M 2

2�
g�(z;z

0) = �
2(z� z

0): (63)

Ifweset

g�(z;z
0)= �K 0(2M jz� z

0
j)+ R(z;z0) (64)

being K 0 the m odi�ed Besselfunction of the second kind, then R(z;z0) satis�es the

hom ogeneousellipticequation

4@z@�zR(z;z
0)� M

2
R(z;z0) = 0 (65)

with boundary condition

R(z;z0)= K 0(2M jz� z
0
j) jzj! 1 (66)

thatgivesg�(z;z
0)! 0 when jzj! 1.

Using them axim um principleforthiskind ofequations[17],weobtain

jR(z;z0)j 6 m ax
jw j= 1

K 0(2M jw � z
0
j) (67)

forevery �xed z and z0insidethedisk �.

Thus,for�xed z and z0insidetheunitdisk,wehave thatR(z;z0)! 0 when M ! +1 ,

being K 0(M jw � z0j)! 0 forM ! +1 .

The�eld � providestheregulating �eld and,in thiscase,we�nd

lim
z0! z

[g(z;z0)+ g�(z;z
0)]= log(1� z�z)� 1+  + logM + R(z;z): (68)

Thisreproducesthe ZZ regularization [3]by a propersubtraction ofthe divergentterm

since,forevery �xed z insidethedisk,R(z;z)= O (e� M ).

In closing thissection,we notice that,using (14),the decom position ofS�;N ;M [�M ;�
cl
B ]

given in (27) and the expression for the one point function (32),one can write the N

pointvertex functions(3)asfollows

hV�1(z1):::V�N (zN )i=

"
NY

n= 1

hV�n(zn)i

#

e
2
P

n
�n

P

m 6= n
�m g(zn ;zm )

D

e�
eS� ;N ;M

E

z1;:::;zN

Q N

n= 1

D

e�
eS� ;1;M

E

zn

(69)
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wherethem ean valuesin theratio aretaken with respectto (28).

Ifwecom puteform ally thelim itofthepreviousexpression e.g.forjz1j! 1,wecan verify

theclusterdecay atlargedistance

lim
jz1j! 1

hV�1(z1):::V�N (zN )i= hV�1(z1)ihV�2(z2):::V�N (zN )i (70)

thatistheboundary condition used by ZZ [3]to gettheonepointfunction through the

bootstrap m ethod.

3 T w o point function

To gain further insight into the relation between the two approaches,we provide the

perturbativecom putation ofthetwo pointfunction.

Firstwe com pute the com plete one loop orderand som e resultsto two loop within the

standard approach forgeneric �1 and �2.Then,we com pare these resultswith the ones

obtained within thegeom etricapproach forgeneric�1 and �2.

A perturbativecheck oftheexactform ulaconjectured fortheauxiliary twopointfunction


V�(z

0)V� b=2(z)
�
[3,4,7]willbegiven attheend ofthissection.

Aspointed outin [3],itism oree�cientto com putetheratio

g�1;�2(�)=
hV�1(z1)V�2(z2)i

hV�1(z1)ihV�2(z2)i
(71)

wherehV�1(z1)V�2(z2)irepresentsthefullcorrelatorand notonly theconnected com po-

nent.

Taking into accountoncem orethecum ulantexpansion

log

h

g�1;�2(�)

i

=

1X

k1;k2= 1

(2�1)
k1

k1!

(2�2)
k2

k2!
M k1;k2(�) (72)

wecom puteperturbatively M k1;k2(�).

From (71),itcan beeasily seen thatthebackground �eld doesnotcontributetog�1;�2(�).
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Thegraphscontributing to M 1;1 up to oneloop are

M 1;1 =

" #

+ b2

2

6
6
4

3

7
7
5

+ O (b4):

(73)

As requested by the standard approach [3],we have com puted them by using the ZZ

regulator,obtaining

M 1;1 = h�(z1)�(z2)i� h�(z1)ih�(z2)i

= g(�)+ b
2

 

3

2
+

�2 log
2
�

2(1� �)2
�

1+ �

1� �
Li2(1� �)

!

+ O (b4): (74)

Asexpected,thelim itoftheO (b2)contribution to M 1;1 for� ! 0 givesexactly theorder

O (b2)ofG 2.

Concerning M 2;1,its�rstorderexpansion isgiven by thefollowing graph

M 2;1 = b

2

6
6
4

3

7
7
5 + O (b3) (75)

and itgives[3]

M 2;1 = h�
2(z1)�(z2)i� h�

2(z1)ih�(z2)i

� 2h�(z1)�(z2)ih�(z1)i+ 2h�(z1)i
2
h�(z2)i

= b

 

� log
2
�

(1� �)2
� 1

!

+ O (b3): (76)

W ehaveconsidered also thetwo loop graphsthatgivethe�rstorderofM 3;1

M 3;1 = b
2

2

6
6
4

3

7
7
5 + O (b4): (77)
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Theresultis

M 3;1 = b
2

 

�
� (1+ �)log

3
�

(1� �)3
� 2

!

+ O (b4): (78)

To com pute the graphs contributing to O (b2) in M 1;1 and to O (b2) in M 3;1,we have

em ployed thesam etechniquedeveloped in [10],�rstgiving(in analogytotheGegenbauer

m ethod;seee.g.[18])anharm onicexpansionoftheGreenfunction(12)andthenreducing

thegraphs,through angularintegrations,to radialintegrals.

W ithin the geom etric approach,by using (69)with N = 2,we introduce gg�1;�2(�)aswe

havedonein (71)forthestandard approach,obtaining

g
g
�1;�2

(�) =
hV�1(z1)V�2(z2)i

hV�1(z1)ihV�2(z2)i
= e

4�1�2 g(z1;z2)

D

e�
eS� ;2;M

E

z1;z2D

e�
eS� ;1;M

E

z1

D

e�
eS� ;1;M

E

z2

: (79)

Noticethatin thisratio thepossible am biguities�n in thesubtraction term softhegeo-

m etricaction,m entioned in Section 2,cancelout.

Again, we consider the cum ulant expansion of gg�1;�2(�), which de�nes the functions

M
g

k1;k2
(�),asdonein (72)forthestandard approach.

From (79),wecan getthefunctionsM
g

k1;k2
(�)within thegeom etricapproach

M
g

1;1 = g(�)+
1

22

(

�

D
eS
(1;1)

�;2;M

E

+

D
eS
(1;0)

�;2;M
eS
(0;1)

�;2;M

E

�

D
eS
(1;0)

�;2;M

ED
eS
(0;1)

�;2;M

E
)

(80)

M
g

2;1 =
1

23

(

�

D
eS
(2;1)

�;2;M

E

+

D
eS
(2;0)

�;2;M
eS
(0;1)

�;2;M

E

+ 2

D
eS
(1;0)

�;2;M
eS
(1;1)

�;2;M

E

�

D �
eS
(1;0)

�;2;M

�2
eS
(0;1)

�;2;M

E

�

D
eS
(2;0)

�;2;M

ED
eS
(0;1)

�;2;M

E

� 2

D
eS
(1;0)

�;2;M

E D
eS
(1;1)

�;2;M

E

+

D �
eS
(1;0)

�;2;M

�2E D
eS
(0;1)

�;2;M

E

+ 2

D
eS
(1;0)

�;2;M
eS
(0;1)

�;2;M

E D
eS
(1;0)

�;2;M

E

� 2

�D
eS
(1;0)

�;2;M

E �2D
eS
(0;1)

�;2;M

E
)

(81)

M
g

3;1 = :::

where

eS
(k1;k2)

�;2;M
=

@k1

@�
k1
1

@k2

@�
k2
2

eS�;2;M

�
�
�
�
�1= �2= 0

: (82)
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Thegraphscontributing to M
g

k1;k2
(�)up to b2g included areshown below.

M
g

1;1 =

" #

+ b2g

2

6
6
4

3

7
7
5

+ O (b4g):

(83)

M
g

2;1 = bg

2

6
6
4

3

7
7
5

+ O (b3g) (84)

M
g

3;1 = b
2
g

2

6
6
4

3

7
7
5

+ O (b4g): (85)

Com paringM
g

k1;k2
(�)with thefunctionsM k1;k2(�)obtained within thestandard approach,

wehavefound nodi�erencesforM
g

2;1(�)and M
g

3;1(�)up toO (b
2)included,whileadiscrep-

ancy with thestandard approach arisescom paring M
g

1;1(�)with M 1;1(�).Thisdi�erence

isduetothefactthat,usingtheHadam ard regularization,thesecond and thethird graph

ofthe O (b2g) contribution to M
g

1;1(�) given in (83) sum up to zero,while,on the other

hand,within the standard approach with ZZ regulator,the second and the third graph

in theO (b2)contribution to M 1;1(�)shown in (73)providea non trivialfunction.

W ehave,up to orderb2

M
g

1;1(�) = M 1;1(�)+ b
2
2

3

�

� 1+ log(1� �)+
� log �

1� �
+

(1+ �)log(1� �)log �

2(1� �)

+
1+ �

1� �
Li2(1� �)

�

+ O (b4): (86)

Itisinteresting to com paresuch resultswith theexactform ula conjectured in [3,4,7]for

G �;� b=2(z
0;z)=



V�(z

0)V� b=2(z)
�
,by setting �1 = �,�2 = �b=2,z1 = z0and z2 = z.
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Theconjectured form ula can bewritten equivalently in theupperhalfplaneas[3]

G �;� b=2(�
0
;�)=

�
��0� ��0

�
�2� � b=2� 2� �

�
�� � ��0

�
�4� � b=2

U(�)U(�b=2)(1� � )1+ 3b
2=2

g�;� b=2(�) (87)

and in theunitdisk � representation as

G �;� b=2(z
0
;z)=

(1� z0�z0)
2� � b=2� 2� �

(1� z�z0)
4� � b=2

U(�)U(�b=2)(1� � )1+ 3b
2=2

g�;� b=2(�) (88)

whereU(�)isthestructureconstantoftheonepointfunction conjectured in [3].

Noticethat,to get(87)orequivalently (88),theZZ boundary conditions(i.e.thecluster

decay atlargedistanceB (� )(�)= U(�)U(�b=2))havebeen used [3].

From

G �;� b=2(z
0
;z)=



V�(z

0)
� 


V� b=2(z)
�
g�;� b=2(�) (89)

where

g�;� b=2(�)= �
�b

2F1(1+ b
2
;2�b;2+ 2b2;1� � ) (90)

thecum ulantexpansion ofg�;� b=2(�)in � up to O (b3)is

log

h

g�;� b=2(�)

i

=

= �

"

b

�

� 2g(�)

�

+ b
3

 

� 4+
� log

2
�

1� �
+ 2

1+ �

1� �
Li2(1� �)

!

+ O (b5)

#

+ �
2

"

b
2

 

2� 2
� log

2
�

(1� �)2

!

+ O (b4)

#

+ �
3

"

b
3

 

8

3
+
4

3

� (1+ �)log
3
�

(1� �)3

!

+ O (b5)

#

+ O (�4): (91)

Itagreesperfectly with ourperturbative resultsobtained within the standard approach

and,asdiscussed above,itdisagreeswith theonesfound within thegeom etricapproach.

4 Invariance under background transform ations

In orderto im prove ourunderstanding ofthe two approaches,we shallexam ine in this

section thedependenceoftheresultson thechoiceofthebackground.W eshall�nd that

both theapproachesarebackground independent.

Theperturbativequantization ofthelagrangian (14)with theboundary conditionsofthe

pseudospherehasbeen carried through startingfrom theclassicalbackground solution �clB
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and perturbatively expanding around it. Thishasbeen done both within the standard

approach [3,10]and within thegeom etricapproach.

In this section,we shallexam ine the independence ofthe results on the choice ofthe

background. W e shallprovide this calculation both at the form allevel,by using the

equation ofm otion for �M , and at the perturbative level, i.e. expanding the results

perturbatively in the background �eld around �clB and verifying that these results are

independent on such variations. This happens both within the standard approach and

within the geom etric approach,independently on the choice ofthe regulators. W e have

obtained thesam eresultsbyem ployingtherelated Pauli-Villarsregulator�elds,described

in Section 2.

Firstwegivea form alproofofthebackground invariancewithin thestandard approach.

Using the background �eld m ethod,i.e.decom posing the Liouville �eld � asthe sum of

a background �eld �B and a quantum correction �,theaction on thepseudosphere with

a genericbackground becom es[3]

S[� ]= SB [�B ]+ S�[�;�B ] (92)

where

SB [�B ]=

Z

�

�
1

�
@z�B @�z�B + �e

2b�B

�

d
2
z (93)

and

S�[�;�B ]=

Z

�

�
1

�
@z� @�z� + �e

2b�B

�

e
2b�

� 1

�

�
2

�
� @z@�z�B

�

d
2
z : (94)

W ithin thestandard approach thecorrelation functionsofthevertex operatorsaregiven

by

hV�1(z1):::V�N (zN )i =

Z

C(�)

D [� ]e� S� [�;�B ]+
P

N

n
2�n (�(zn )+ �B (zn ))

Z

C(�)

D [� ]e� S� [�;�B ]

=
Z[J ]

Z[0]
(95)

becausethebackground contribution sim pli�es.

Undera variation ��B with com pactsupportofthegenericbackground �eld �B ,wehave

� hV�1(z1):::V�N (zN )i =
� Z[J ]

Z[0]
�

� Z[0]

Z[0]

Z[J ]

Z[0]
: (96)
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From (95),weget

� Z[J ]=

Z

C(�)

D [� ]

Z

�

"

2

�
@z@�z� � 2b�e2b�B

�

e
2b�

� 1

�

+2

NX

n= 1

�n�
2(z� zn)

#

��B d
2
ze

� S� [�;�B ]+
P

N

n
2�n (�(zn )+ �B (zn ))

(97)

that,dueto theequation ofm otion in presence ofsourcesforthe�eld �,becom es

� Z[J ] = Z[J ]

Z

�

�

�
2

�
@z@�z�B + 2b�e2b�B

�

��B d
2
z (98)

i.e.thevariation ofZ[J ]isgiven by a num ericalfactorthatm ultipliesZ[J ].Thesam e

structureand thesam enum ericalfactorappearforthevariation ofZ[0].

Thus,the�rstvariation (96)ofthecorrelation functions(95)underchangesoftheback-

ground vanishes. Since such a variation isnullstarting from a generic background �eld,

wehavetheindependence ofthecorrelation functionsfrom �B .

Obviously,theabovegeneralreasoning isonly form alsincethetheory containsdivergen-

cies.

On the otherhand,ZZ [3]proved the validity ofthe equations ofm otion on the back-

ground �clB up to orderb3 using theirparticularregulatorand suggested theirvalidity to

allordersin theperturbation theory.M oreoverstartingfrom �clB ,onecan explicitly verify

thatG 1 and G 2 do notchange undera variation ��B with com pactsupport,to the �rst

orderin ��B .W edid itup to O (b3)included forG 1 and up to O (b
2)included forG 2.

A com pletely sim ilarreasoning worksforthegeom etricapproach.

Thecorrelation functionsoftheLiouvillevertex operatorsaregiven by

hV�1(z1):::V�N (zN )i =

Z

C(�)

D [�M ]e� S� ;N [� ]

Z

C(�)

D [�M ]e� S� ;0[� ]

=
Zg[J ]

Zg[0]
(99)

where S�;N [� ]is the geom etric action (14) with a generic background satisfying the

boundary conditions(7). Varying thisaction undera variation ��B ofcom pactsupport

ofthebackground �eld,wegetthevariation ofZ g[J ]

� Zg[J ] =

Z

C(�)

D [�M ]

Z

�

�
2

�
@z@�z(�M + g0)

�2bg�ge
2bg�B

�

e
2bg�M � 1

�i

��B d
2
ze

� S� ;N [� ]

+ Zg[J ]

 

2

NX

n= 1

�n��B (zn)

!

(100)
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that,through theequation ofm otion for�M ,becom es

� Zg[J ] = Zg[J ]

Z

�

�

�
2

�
@z@�z�B + 2bg�ge

2bg �B

�

��B d
2
z : (101)

Again,taking into accountthevariation ofZg[0],wehaveto the�rstorderin ��B

� hV�1(z1):::V�N (zN )i =
� Zg[J ]

Zg[0]
�

� Zg[0]

Zg[0]

Zg[J ]

Zg[0]
= 0 (102)

also in thegeom etricapproach.

W ithin the regulated theory with the invariant regulator C in presence ofthe classical

background �clB ,we have veri�ed the validity ofthe equationsofm otion up to O (b4g)in-

cluded.M oreoveronecan verify thatG
g

1 and G
g

2 donotvary respectively up toO (b
4
g)and

O (b3g)included.

5 G eom etric approach w ith ZZ regulator

From theresultsobtained in theprevioussections,onecould gettheim pression thatthe

origin ofthedi�erencesbetween thestandard and geom etricapproach consistsin theway

used to introducethesources.

An im portant point, already noticed in [11]and rem arked in Section 2, is that, the

Hadam ard regularization within thegeom etricapproach providesforthequantum confor-

m aldim ensionsofthecosm ologicalterm (1� b2g;1� b2g).Theonly way to �nd quantum

dim ensions(1;1)forthecosm ologicalterm istoadoptalsowithin thegeom etricapproach

theZZ regulator[3].W ith such a regulator,oneobtainsthesam eresultsofthestandard

approach toallorders.Indeed,thereisaonetoonecorrespondencebetween thegraphsof

thetwoapproaches,exceptforthe�2 contribution tothequantum conform aldim ensions,

which isprovided by a counterterm ofthe action within the geom etric approach and by

the one loop graph regularized through the ZZ regulatorwithin the standard approach.

Adopting theZZ regulatorwithin both approaches,thetwo treatm entsareidenti�ed for

b= bg and � = �g,and consequently

�
�b

2
g�g

�� �1=bg
e
� 2�21

D

e
� eS� ;1;M

E

z1

=
U(�1)

(1� z1�z1)
2b�1

=
�
�b

2
�
�� �1=b



e2�1�(z1)

�

(1� z1�z1)
2�2

1

(103)

where the m ean value h:::i
z1
is taken with respect to (28). The one point structure

constantU(�1)isgiven by the exactform ula conjectured in [3]through the application

ofthebootstrap m ethod.
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Anotherdi�erence between the two approachesisthe asym ptotic behaviourofh�(z1)i,

de�ned as

h�(z1)i=
1

2

@

@�1



e
2�1�(z1)

�
�
�
�
�
�1= 0

: (104)

W ithin thegeom etricapproach with theC regulatoroneobtains

h�(z1)i’ �
1

2bg
log(1� z1�z1)

2 + const (105)

thatisexactly the boundary condition (1)and (7)with Q = 1=bg,im posed respectively

on theLiouville�eld � and on thebackground �eld �B .

Thisdoesnothappen within thestandard approach with theZZ regulator[3],where

h�(z1)i’ �
1

2

�
1

b
+ b

�

log(1� z1�z1)
2 + const: (106)

Theasym ptotics(106)reproducestheboundary behaviourofthebackground �eld

�cl(z)= �
1

2b
log

�
�b

2
� (1� z�z)2

�
(107)

only qualitatively,i.e.with a di�erentconstantin frontofthelogarithm .

Thus,the m ain di�erence between the standard and the geom etric approach is not so

m uch in the way one usesto introduce the sources,butin the regulatorchosen to m ake

thedivergentgraphs�nite,which reectsin itselfthequantum natureofthecosm ological

term ,deeply related theboundary behaviourofh�(z1)i.

C onclusions

In thispaperwehavecom pared thestandard and thegeom etricapproachesto quantum

Liouvilletheoryonthesphereandonthepseudosphere.Detailedperturbativecalculations

up to threeloopshavebeen perform ed on thepseudosphere in both approaches.

The geom etric approach,even ifinvariant under SU(1;1)group like the one of[2],

givesdi�erentresultswith respectto standard approach [3]. A feature ofthe geom etric

approach,already noticed in [11],isthatitprovidesthecosm ologicalterm with quantum

conform aldim ensions(1� b2g;1� b2g),whilethestandard approach gives(1;1)forthem .

M oreover,while the perturbative calculations in the standard approach agree with the

conform albootstrap form ulasof[3,4,7],thisdoesnothappen forthe resultsobtained

within thegeom etricapproach.Both theoriesexhibitbackground invariance,yetthey are

de�nitely di�erent.
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A deeper analysis shows that the realdi�erence between the two approaches does

notconcern thegeneralsetting,i.e.geom etricaction vs.standard sourcesapproach,but

it lies in the process ofregularization. Indeed,as rem arked in Section 5,adopting the

ZZ regulator in the perturbative expansion ofthe geom etric action,we have obtained

the sam e resultsofthe standard approach,even ifthe �2 contributionsto the quantum

conform aldim ensionshavedi�erentform aloriginswithin thetwo approaches.
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A ppendix

In thisappendix,forsake ofcom pleteness,we shallgive the transform ation ofthe geo-

m etric action forthe sphere [9,11]into such a form thatno lim it process appears [12]

and thereforesuitabletoperform perturbativecom putations.Thisform can becom pared

with theonederived forthepseudosphere in Section 1.

Again wewritetheLiouville�eld � asasum ofaquantum �eld �M ,abackground �eld �B

and a source�eld �0.Hereweshallleave�B generic,exceptfortheboundary conditions,

and �0 shallbechosen asa solution ofa linearequation with pointsources.

Thegeom etricaction in presence ofsourcesatthepointsz1;:::;zN can bewritten,using

thenotation of[5],asfollows

SP1;N [� ] = lim
"! 0

R ! 1

( Z

�R ;"

�
1

�
@z� @�z� + �ge

2bg�

�

d
2
z

+
Q

2�i

I

@�R

�

�
dz

z
�
d�z

�z

�

+ Q
2logR 2

�
1

2�i

NX

n= 1

�n

I

@n

�

�
dz

z� zn
�

d�z

�z� �zn

�

�

NX

n= 1

�
2
n log"

2
n

)

(108)

where d2z = (idz^ d�z)=2 and the dom ains ofintegration are �R = fjzj6 Rg,n =

fjz� znj6 �ng and �R ;" = �R n
S

n
n.

The�eld � isassum ed regularat1 and to transform as[5]

�(z;�z) ! �
0(w;�w)= �(z;�z)�

Q

2
log

�
�
�
�

dw

dz

�
�
�
�

2

(109)
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underholom orphiccoordinatetransform ationsz ! w(z),which im plies

�(z;�z)’ � Q log(z�z)+ O (1) for jzj! 1 : (110)

Theasym ptoticbehaviourof� nearthesourcesis

�(z;�z)’ � �n log jz� znj
2 + O (1) for z! zn (111)

asforthepseudosphere.

Thegeom etricaction in [11]isobtained forQ = 1=bg,but,to perform a com parison with

thestandard approach [5],weshallkeep Q genericfora while.

From (108),onecan extractthe�g dependenceofthecorrelation functionson thesphere

by a properconstantshiftofthe Liouville �eld �,asdone in [5,8,7]. Ifwe de�ne the

correlation functionson the sphere notdividing by Zg[0],assuggested in [5],we obtain

forsuch a dependence thefollowing factor

�
(Q �

P
�n )=bg

g : (112)

Theequation ofm otion derived from thegeom etricaction (108)istheLiouvilleequation

in presence ofsources

@z@�z� = �bg�ge
2bg� � �

NX

n= 1

�n�
2(z� zn ): (113)

W ewrite[12]

� = �M + �0 + �B (114)

where�B isthebackground �eld,regularon thewholeplane

�B = � Q log(z�z)+ cB + O

�
1

jzj

�

jzj! 1 (115)

and thesource�eld �0 is

�0 = �

NX

n= 1

�n log jz� zn j
2
� �̂ �B + c0 (116)

i.e.thesolution of

@z@�z�0 = � �

NX

n= 1

�n�
2(z� zn )� �̂ @z@�z�B (117)

with �̂ given by

�̂ =
1

Q

NX

n= 1

�n (118)
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to have�0 going to a constantat1 .Asa consequence,also �M goesto a constantat1 .

Theequation ofm otion for�M is

@z@�z�M = �bg�ge
2bg� + (�̂ � 1)@z@�z�B : (119)

Perform ing a num berofintegrationsby part,thegeom etricaction (108)can berewritten

as

SP1;N [� ]= SP1;B [�B ]+ SP1;N ;M [�M ;�B ]�
2� �̂

�

Z

P1

�0@z@�z�B d
2
z

+

NX

n

�n

NX

m 6= n

�m log jzn � zm j
2
�

NX

n

�n

�

c0 � �̂ �B (zn)

�

� 2

NX

n

�n �B (zn)

(120)

whereSP1;B [�B ]isthebackground action [5]

SP1;B [�B ] = lim
R ! 1

( Z

�R

�
1

�
@z� @�z�B + �ge

2bg�B

�

d
2
z

+
Q

2�i

I

@�R

�B

�
dz

z
�
d�z

�z

�

+ Q
2logR 2

)

(121)

and SP1;N ;M [�M ;�B ]istheaction forthequantum �eld �M

SP1;N ;M [�M ;�B ] =
Z

P1

�
1

�
@z�M @�z�M + �ge

2bg�B

�

e
2bg(�M + �0 )� 1

�

�
2(1� �̂ )

�
�M @z@�z�B

�

d
2
z :

(122)

Notice that,for Q = 1=bg,e
2bg� is a (1;1) density at the classicallevel,which can be

achieved by assigning to e2bg�B aclassical(1;1)natureand treating �0 and �M asscalars.

Thebackground action SP1;B [�B ],theaction SP1;N ;M [�M ;�B ]forthequantum �eld �M

and theterm

�
2� �̂

�

Z

P1
�0@z@�z�B d

2
z (123)

areinvariantundera SL (2;C )transform ation

z �! w =
az+ b

cz+ d

 

a b

c d

!

2 SL(2;C ) (124)

when Q = 1=bg.

Thus,thetransform ation propertiesofSP1;N [� ]can beread from thesecond lineof(120).

Taking into accountthat,being �0 a scalar�eld,c0 transform slike

c
0
0 = c0 �

NX

n= 1

�n log jczn + dj
2 (125)
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oneobtains

S
0

P1;N
[�0]= SP1;N [� ]+

NX

n= 1

�n (Q � �n )log

�
�
�
�

dw

dz

�
�
�
�

2

z= zn

: (126)

wherelogjdw=dzj
2

z= zn
= � 2logjczn + dj2.

W erem ark thatthegeom etricaction (120)hasthetransform ation property (126)under

SL (2;C )only forQ = 1=bg.

Thecrucialpropertyofthegeom etricactionistoprovide,through(126)andtheSL (2;C )

invariantm easure,thequantum conform aldim ensions

� � = � (Q � � )= �

�
1

bg
� �

�

(127)

fortheLiouvillevertex operatorse2��(z).
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