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1. Introduction

The com putation ofm ultiloop am plitudesin superstring theory hasm any im portant

applicationssuch asverifying perturbative�nitenessand testing duality conjectures.Nev-

ertheless,thissubjecthasreceived littleattention overthelast�fteen years,m ainlybecause

ofdi�cultiesin com puting m ultiloop am plitudesusing eithertheRam ond-Neveu-Schwarz

(RNS)orG reen-Schwarz (G S)form alism .

In theRNS form alism ,spacetim esupersym m etricam plitudesareobtained aftersum -

m ingoverspin structures,which can bedoneexplicitly only when thenum berofloopsand

externalstatesissm all[1].Sincetherearedivergencesneartheboundary ofm odulispace

before sum m ing overspin structures,surface term sin the am plitude expressionsneed to

be treated with care [2][3][4][5]. Furtherm ore,the com plicated nature ofthe Ram ond

vertex operatorin theRNS form alism [6]m akesitdi�cultto com puteam plitudesinvolv-

ing externalferm ionsorRam ond-Ram ond bosons. Forthese reasons,up to now,explicit

m ultiloop com putations in the RNS form alism have been lim ited to four-point two-loop

am plitudesinvolving externalNeveu-Schwarz bosons[7][5].2

In theG S form alism ,spacetim esupersym m etry ism anifestbutoneneedsto �x light-

cone gauge and introduce non-covariant operators at the interaction points ofthe M an-

delstam string diagram [9][10][11].Becauseofcom plicationscaused by thesenon-covariant

interaction pointoperators[12],explicitam plitudeexpressionshavebeen com puted using

the light-coneG S form alism only forfour-pointtree and one-loop am plitudes[9].3

Fouryearsago,a new form alism forthesuperstring wasproposed [14][15]with m ani-

festten-dim ensionalsuper-Poincar�ecovariance.In conform algauge,theworldsheetaction

isquadratic and physicalstatesare de�ned using a BRST operatorconstructed from su-

perspace m atter variables and a pure spinor ghost variable. A super-Poincar�e covariant

prescription wasgiven forcom puting N -pointtree am plitudes,which waslatershown to

coincide with the standard RNS prescription [16][17]. Itwasalso proven thatthe BRST

cohom ology reproducesthecorrectsuperstring spectrum [18]and thatBRST invariancein

2 D anilov [8]hasclaim ed to beableto com puteRNS am plitudesforarbitrary genus,however,

thisauthorhasbeen unable to understand hism ethods.

3 Although m ultiloop G S expressions were obtained by Restuccia and Taylor in [13], this

authordoesnotthink thatthey correctly took into accountthecontactterm sbetween interaction-

point operators. Note that the N -point tree am plitudes proposed by M andelstam in [11]were

derived using unitarity argum entsand were notdirectly com puted from the G S form alism .
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a curved supergravity background im pliesthe low-energy superspace equationsofm otion

forthe background super�elds[19][20].

Because ofthe pure spinor constraint satis�ed by the worldsheet ghosts,itwas not

known how to de�ne functionalintegration in this form alism . For this reason,the tree

am plitudeprescription in [14]relied on BRST cohom ology forde�ning thecorrectnorm al-

ization ofthe worldsheet zero m odes. Furtherm ore,there was no naturalb ghostin this

form alism ,which m adeitdi�culttode�neam plitudesin aworldsheetreparam eterization-

invariantm anner. Because ofthese com plications,itwasnotclearhow to com pute loop

am plitudes using this form alism and other groups looked for ways ofrelaxing the pure

spinorconstraintwithoutm odifying theBRST cohom ology [21][22][23][24].

In this paper, it will be shown how to perform functional integration over the

pure spinor ghosts4 by de�ning a Lorentz-invariant m easure and introducing appropri-

ate\picture-changing" operators.5 These picture-changing operatorswillthen be used to

constructa substitute forthe b ghostin a non-zero picture. W ith these ingredients,itis

straightforward to generalize the tree am plitude prescription of[14]to a super-Poincar�e

covariantprescription forN -pointg-loop am plitudes.So thereisno need to relax thepure

spinorconstraintforthecovariantcom putation ofsuperstring am plitudes.

The need for picture-changing operators6 in this form alism is not surprising since,

like the bosonic (�;)ghostsin the RNS form alism [6],the pure spinorghostsare chiral

4 Som e features ofthis functionalintegration m ethod willappear in a separate paper with

SergeiCherkov [25].

5 Using thepurespinorversion ofthesuperparticle,Chesterm an hasrecently considered super-

particle stateswith non-standard boundary conditionsforthe pure spinor ghosts[23][24]. In in-

dependentwork which appeared lastm onth [24],Chesterm an showed thatthesestatesarerelated

to standard superparticle statesby an operator � 11 which playsthe role ofthe picture-lowering

operatordescribed in thispaper.

Also,in independent work [26]which wasannounced aftera sem inaron thispaper,G rassi,

Policastro and van Nieuwenhuizen used functionalintegration to de�nethem easurefactorin their

quantization approach without pure spinors. It would be interesting to relate their functional

integration m ethod with the m ethod described here.

6 O necan also usepicture-changing operatorsto constructa cubicpurespinorversion ofopen

superstring �eld theory. However,as in the cubic RNS version ofopen superstring �eld theory

[27],the action isexpected to have gauge-invariance anom aliesdue to picture-changing operators

atthe string m idpoint[28]. It should be stressed thatthese anom aliesin cubic superstring �eld

theory are caused by the use ofpicture-changing operatorsin the presence ofo�-shellstatesand

do notim ply surface-term am biguitiesin on-shellm ultiloop am plitudes.
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bosonswith worldsheetzero m odes.Forg-loop am plitudes,the use ofstandard \picture-

zero" vertex operators im plies that one needs to insert 11 \picture-lowering" operators

and 11g \picture-raising" operatorsto absorb thezero m odesofthe11 purespinorghosts.

Asin the RNS form alism ,the worldsheetderivativesofthese picture-changing operators

areBRST trivialso,up to possiblesurfaceterm s,theam plitudesareindependentoftheir

locationson the worldsheet.Butunlike the RNS form alism ,there isno need to sum over

spin structures,so there are no divergencesatthe boundary ofm odulispace and surface

term scan be safely ignored in theloop am plitude com putations.

Although the explicit com putation ofarbitrary loop am plitudes is com plicated,one

can easily prove certain vanishing theorem s by counting zero m odes ofthe ferm ionic su-

perspace variables. For exam ple,S-duality ofthe Type IIB superstring im plies that R 4

term sin the low-energy e�ective action receive no perturbativecorectionsaboveone-loop

[29].Afterm uch e�ort,thiswasrecently veri�ed in theRNS form alism attwo-loops[7][5].

Using the form alism described here,thisS-duality conjecture can beeasily veri�ed forall

loops.

Sim ilarly,one can easily prove the non-renorm alization theorem that m assless N -

point m ultiloop am plitudes vanish whenever N < 4. Assum ing factorization,this non-

renorm alization theorem im pliesthe absence ofdivergencesnearthe boundary ofm oduli

space [4][30]. The boundary ofm odulispace includes two types ofdegenerate surfaces:

surfaceswhere theradiusR ofa handle shrinksto zero,and surfaceswhich splitinto two

worldsheets connected by a thin tube. As explained in [4],the �rst type ofdegenerate

surfacedoesnotlead to divergentam plitudessince,afterincluding thelog(R)dependence

com ing from integration overthe loop m om enta,the am plitude integrand divergesslower

than 1=R. The second type ofdegenerate surface can lead to a divergent am plitude if

there is an onshellstate propagating along the thin tube between the two worldsheets.

Butwhen allexternalstatesareon oneofthetwo worldsheets,vanishing oftheone-point

function im pliestheabsenceofthisdivergence.And when allbutoneoftheexternalstates

areon oneofthetwo worldsheets,vanishing ofthetwo-pointfunction im pliestheabsence

ofthis divergence. Finally,when there are at least two externalstates on each ofthe

two worldsheets,the divergence can be rem oved by analytic continuation ofthe external

m om enta [4].Notethatvanishing ofthethree-pointfunction isnotrequired for�niteness.
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So ifthere are no unphysicaldivergences in the interiorofm odulispace7,thisnon-

renorm alization theorem im pliesthatsuperstring m ultiloop am plitudesareperturbatively

�nite. Previous attem pts to prove this non-renorm alization theorem using the RNS for-

m alism [32]were unsuccessful because they ignored unphysicalpoles of the spacetim e

supersym m etry currents [2]and incorrectly assum ed thatthe integrand ofthe scattering

am plitude wasspacetim e supersym m etric. Using the G S form alism ,there are argum ents

for the non-renorm alization theorem [33],however,these argum ents do not rule out the

possibility ofunphysicaldivergences in the interior ofm odulispace from contact term

singularitiesbetween light-cone interaction pointoperators[12].M andelstam wasable to

overcom ethisobstacleand prove�niteness[31]by com bining di�erentfeaturesoftheRNS

and G S form alism s. However,the �niteness proofhere is m ore direct than the proofof

[31]since itisderived from a singleform alism .

In section 2ofthispaper,thesuper-Poincar�einvariantpurespinorform alism of[14]is

reviewed.The�rstsubsection reviewstheworldsheetaction fortheG reen-Schwarz-Siegel

m attervariablesand theOPE’sforthepurespinorghosts.Thesecond subsection reviews

theBRST operatorand showshow physicalstatesaredescribed by theBRST cohom ology.

The third subsection reviewsthe com putation oftree am plitudesusing a m easure factor

determ ined by cohom ology argum ents.

In section 3,functionalintegration over the pure spinor ghosts is de�ned with the

help ofpicture-changing operators. The �rst subsection shows how to de�ne Lorentz-

invariantm easure factorsforintegration overthe pure spinorghostsand theirconjugate

m om enta.Thesecond subsection introducespicture-raisingand picture-loweringoperators

which arenecessary forfunctionalintegration overthebosonicghosts.Thethird subsection

showsthatby inserting picture-lowering operators,thetreeam plitudesofsection 2 can be

com puted using standard functionalintegration techniques.

In section 4,a com posite b ghostisde�ned by requiring thatthe BRST variation of

the bghostisa picture-raised version ofthestresstensor.The �rstsubsection introduces

a chain ofoperators of+2 conform alweight which are usefulfor explicitly constructing

thebghost.Thesecond subsection showshow thevariousterm sin thecom positebghost

can beexpressed in term softhese operators.

7 In light-cone gauge,unphysicaldivergencesin the interiorofm odulispace could com e from

singularities between colliding interaction points [12][31]. In conform algauge,there are no ob-

viouspotentialsources forthese unphysicaldivergencesin the interiorofm odulispace since the

am plitudesare independent(up to surface term s)ofthe locationsofpicture-changing operators.
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In section 5,a super-Poincar�e covariantprescription isgiven forN -pointg-loop am -

plitudes.Thepartition function forthem atterand ghostvariablesprecisely cancelin this

prescription,so one only needs to com pute correlation functions. The �rst and second

subsectionsshow how to com putecorrelation functionsforthem atterand ghostvariables

by separating o� the zero m odesand using the free-�eld OPE’sto functionally integrate

overthenon-zero m odes.Thethird subsection showshow tointegrateoverthezerom odes

using them easurefactorde�ned in section 3forthepurespinorghostsand theirconjugate

m om enta.

Finally,in section 6,the four-pointone-loop am plitude iscom puted and certain van-

ishing theorem s are proven using the m ultiloop prescription. In the �rst subsection,the

structure ofType IIm asslessvertex operatorsisreviewed. In the second subsection,the

non-renorm alization theorem for less than four m assless states is proven by zero-m ode

counting. In the third subsection,the four-point m assless one-loop am plitude is explic-

itly com puted up to an overallconstant. And in the fourth subsection,it is proven by

zero-m ode counting that the R 4 term in the low-energy e�ective action does notreceive

perturbativecorrectionsaboveone loop.

2. R eview ofSuper-Poincar�e C ovariant P ure Spinor Form alism

2.1.W orldsheetaction

Theworldsheetvariablesin theTypeIIB version ofthisform alism includetheG reen-

Schwarz-Siegel[34][35]m attervariables(xm ;��;p�;�
�
;p�)form = 0 to 9 and � = 1 to

16,and thepure spinorghostvariables(��;w�;�
�
;w �)where�

� and �
�
areconstrained

to satisfy thepure spinorconditions

�
�(m )�� �

� = 0; �
�
(m )�� �

�
= 0 (2:1)

for m = 0 to 9. (m )�� and (m )�� are 16� 16 sym m etric m atrices which are the o�-

diagonalblocks ofthe 32� 32 ten-dim ensional�-m atrices and satisfy ( (m )��(
n))� =

2�m n��. For the Type IIA version ofthe form alism ,the chirality ofthe spinor indices

on the right-m oving variablesisreversed,and forthe heterotic version,the right-m oving

variablesarethe sam e asin the RNS form alism .

In conform algauge,the worldsheetaction is

S =

Z

d
2
z[�

1

2
@x

m
@xm � p�@�

�
� p�@�

�
+ w�@�

� + w �@�
�
] (2:2)
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where�� and �
�
satisfy (2.1).TheOPE’sforthem attervariablesareeasily com puted to

be

x
m (y)xn(z)! ��

m n logjy� zj
2
; p�(y)�

�(z)! (y� z)�1 ���; (2:3)

however,the pure spinor constraint on �� prevents a direct com putation ofits OPE’s

with w�. As discussed in [14],one can solve the pure spinor constraint and express ��

in term sofeleven unconstrained free �eldswhich m anifestly preserve a U(5)subgroup of

the(W ick-rotated)Lorentzgroup.Although theOPE’softheunconstrained variablesare

notm anifestly Lorentz-covariant,allOPE com putationsinvolving �� can beexpressed in

a m anifestly Lorentz-covariantm anner.So thenon-covariantunconstrained description of

purespinorsisusefulonly forverifying certain coe�cientsin theLorentz-covariantOPE’s.

Because ofthepurespinorconstrainton ��,theworldsheetvariablesw� contain the

gaugeinvariance

�w� = �m (m �)�; (2:4)

so 5 ofthe 16 com ponentsofw� can be gauged away. To preserve thisgauge invariance,

w� can only appearin the gauge-invariantcom binations

N m n =
1

2
w�(m n)

�
��

�
; J = w��

�
; (2:5)

which are the Lorentz currentsand ghostcurrent. Asshown in [17]and [18]using either

the U(5) or SO(8) unconstrained descriptions ofpure spinors8,N m n and J satisfy the

Lorentz-covariantOPE’s

N m n(y)�
�(z)!

1

2
(y� z)�1 (m n�)

�
; J(y)��(z)! (y� z)�1 ��; (2:6)

N
kl(y)N m n(z)! �3(y� z)�2 (�n[k�l]m )+ (y� z)�1 (�m [l

N
k]n

� �
n[l
N

k]m );

J(y)J(z)! �4(y� z)�2 ; J(y)N m n(z)! regular;

N m n(y)T(z)! (y� z)�2 N m n(z); J(y)T(z)! �8(y� z)�3 + (y� z)�2 J(z);

where

T = �
1

2
@x

m
@xm � p�@�

� + w�@�
� (2:7)

8 In reference [18]forthe SO (8)description,the ghostcurrentJ wasnotdiscussed. In term s

ofthe SO (8)-covariantvariablesof[18],J = � 2bc+ s
a
r
a � 2

P
1

n= 0
[nv

j

(n)
w
j

(n)
+ (n +

1

2
)t

_a

(n)u
_a

(n)].

Using the sum m ation m ethod described in [18],itisstraightforward to check thatJ satis�esthe

O PE’sdescribed here.
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is the left-m oving stress tensor. From the OPE’s of (2.6), one sees that the pure

spinor condition im plies that the levels for the Lorentz and ghost currents are �3 and

�4, and that the ghost-num ber anom aly is �8. Note that the totalLorentz current

M m n = � 1

2
(pm n�)+ N m n has levelk = 4 � 3 = 1,which coincides with the levelof

theRNS LorentzcurrentM m n =  m  n.Theghost-num beranom aly of�8 willberelated

in section 3 to thepure spinorm easure factor.

Thestresstensorof(2.7)hasno centralchargesincethe(+10� 32)contribution from

the(xm ;��;p�)variablesiscancelled by the+22contribution from theeleven independent

(��;w�)variables.From itsOPE’swith N m n and J,onelearnsthatthestresstensorcan

be expressed in Sugawara form as9

T = �
1

2
@x

m
@xm � p�@�

� +
1

10
:N m n

N m n :�
1

8
:JJ :+@J (2:8)

wherethelevel�3 SO(9,1)currentalgebra contributes�27 to thecentralcharge and the

ghostcurrentJ contributes+49.

2.2.Physicalstates

Physicalopen string statesin thisform alism are de�ned assuper-Poincar�e covariant

statesofghost-num ber+1 in thecohom ology ofthenilpotentBRST-likeoperator

Q =

I

�
�
d� (2:9)

where

d� = p� �
1

2

m
�� �

�
@xm �

1

8

m
��m ��

�
�

@�

� (2:10)

isthesupersym m etricG reen-Schwarz constraint.Asshown by Siegel[35],d� satis�esthe

OPE’s

d�(y)d�(z)! �(y� z)�1 m��� m ; d�(y)�
m (z)! (y� z)�1 m��@�

�(z); (2:11)

d�(y)@�
�(z)! (y� z)�2 ���; � m (y)� n(z)! �(y� z)�2 �m n

;

where � m = @xm + 1

2
�m @� isthe supersym m etric m om entum and

q� =

I

(p� +
1

2

m
���

�
@xm +

1

24

m
��m ��

�
�

@�

�) (2:12)

9 There isa typo in the sign ofthe @J term in references[17]and [15].
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isthe supersym m etric generatorsatisfying

fq�;q�g = 
m
��

I

@xm ; [q�;�
m (z)]= 0; fq�;d�(z)g = 0: (2:13)

To com pute the m assless spectrum of the open superstring10, note that the m ost

generalvertex operator with zero conform alweight at zero m om entum and +1 ghost-

num beris

V = �
�
A �(x;�); (2:14)

where A �(x;�)isa spinorsuper�eld depending only on the worldsheetzero m odesofxm

and ��.Using the OPE thatd�(y)f(x(z);�(z))! (y� z)�1 D �f where

D � =
@

@��
+
1

2
�
�

m
��@m (2:15)

isthesupersym m etricderivative,onecan easily check thatQ V = 0 and �V = Q �im plies

that A �(x;�)m ust satisfy ����D �A � = 0 with the gauge invariance �A � = D ��. But

����D �A � = 0 im pliesthat

D �A � + D �A � = 
m
��A m (2:16)

forsom e vectorsuper�eld A m with thegauge transform ations

�A � = D ��; �A m = @m �: (2:17)

In com ponents,onecan use (2.16)and (2.17)to gauge A � and A m to the form

A �(x;�)= e
ik�x(

1

2
am (

m
�)� �

1

3
(�m �)(

m
�)� + :::); (2:18)

A m (x;�)= e
ik�x(am + (�m �)+ :::);

where k2 = km am = km (m �)� = 0;and :::involves products ofkm with am or��. So

(2.16)and (2.17)aretheequationsofm otion and gaugeinvariancesoftheten-dim ensional

super-M axwellm ultiplet,and thecohom ology atghost-num ber+1ofQ correctly describes

the m asslessspectrum oftheopen superstring [36].

To com pute the m assive spectrum ,one needs to consider the cohom ology ofvertex

operatorswhich have non-zero conform alweightatzero m om entum .Thiswasdone with

Chandia in [37]forthem assivespin-two m ultipletand gaveforthe�rsttim eitsequations

10 M asslessvertex operatorsforthe closed superstring willbe reviewed in subsection (6.1).
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ofm otion in ten-dim ensionalsuperspace. To prove thatthe cohom ology ofQ reproduces

thesuperstring spectrum atarbitrary m asslevel,theSO(8)-covariantdescription wasused

in [18]to solvethepurespinorconstraint,and theresulting BRST cohom ology wasshown

to beequivalentto the light-cone G S spectrum .

In addition to describing thespacetim e�eldsatghost-num ber+1,thecohom ology of

Q can also be used to describe the spacetim e ghostsatghost-num berzero,the spacetim e

anti�eldsatghost-num ber+2,and thespacetim eantighostsatghost-num ber+3 [38][39].

Forexam ple,the super-Yang-M illsghostatghost-num berzero isdescribed by the vertex

operatorV = �,thesuper-Yang-M illsanti�eldsatghost-num bertwo aredescribed by the

vertex operatorV = ����A �

��
(x;�),and the Yang-M illsantighostatghost-num berthree

isdescribed by the vertex operatorV = (�m �)(� n�)(� p�)(�m np�). Aswasshown in

[39],the conditions Q V = 0 and �V = Q � im ply the correct equations ofm otion and

gaugeinvariancesforthese ghosts,anti�eldsand antighosts.

2.3.Tree-levelprescription

Asin the bosonic string,the prescription forN -pointopen string tree am plitudesin

this form alism requires three dim ension-zero vertex operators V and N � 3 dim ension-

one vertex operatorsU which are integrated overthe realline.Norm ally,one de�nesthe

dim ension-one vertex operators by U (z) = f
H
b;V (z)g where b(z) is the dim ension-two

�eld satisfying fQ ;b(z)g = T(z). Since Q V = 0 and [
H
T;V (z)]= @V (z),this relation

im pliesthatQ U = @V .

In this form alism ofthe superstring,there are no states ofnegative ghost num ber

sincethevariablew� can only appearthrough theghost-num berzero operatorsN m n and

J. So one cannotconstruct a b ghostsatisfying fQ ;bg = T. Nevertheless,since there is

no BRST cohom ology for unintegrated dim ension-one operators,one is guaranteed that

Q V = 0 im pliesthat@V can be written asQ U forsom e U . Forexam ple,forthe super-

M axwellvertex operatorV = ��A �,onecan check that

U = @�
�
A �(x;�)+ � m

A m (x;�)+ d�W
�(x;�)+

1

2
N

m n
Fm n(x;�) (2:19)

satis�es Q U = @(��A �) where A m = 1

8
D �

��
m A � is the vector gauge super�eld,W � =

1

10
��m (D �A

m � @m A �)isthe spinorsuper�eld strength,and F m n = 1

8
D �(m n)

�
�W

� =

@[m A n] isthe vectorsuper�eld strength.
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In reference[14],open string treeam plitudeswerede�ned by thecorrelation function

A = hV1(z1)V2(z2)V3(z3)

Z

dz4U4(z4):::

Z

dzN UN (zN )i: (2:20)

To com putethiscorrelation function,theOPE’sof(2.6)and (2.11)wereused to perform

thefunctionalintegration overthenon-zero m odesoftheworldsheetvariables.SinceN m n,

J and d� are�eldsof+1conform alweightwith nozerom odeson asphere,thedependence

ofthecorrelation function on theirlocationsiscom pletely determ ined by thesingularities

in theirOPE’s.Forexam ple,the OPE’sofd�(z)im ply that
11

hd�(z)�
m (u)@��(v)d(w)A �(x(y);�(y))i= (2:21)


m
��(z� u)�1 h@��(u)@��(v)d(w)A �(x(y);�(y))i

+���(z� v)�2 h� m (u)d(w)A �(x(y);�(y))i

+n�(z� w)�1 h� m (u)@��(v)� n(w)A �(x(y);�(y))i

+(z� y)�1 h� m (u)@��(v)d(w)D �A �(x(y);�(y))i:

And theOPE’sofN m n(z)im ply that

hN m n(z)N pq(u)�
�(v)��(w)�(y)i= (2:22)

= (z� u)�1 h(�p[nN m ]q(u)� �q[nN m ]p(u))�
�(v)��(w)�(y)i

�3(z� u)�2 �q[m �n]ph�
�(v)��(w)�(y)i

+
1

2
(z� v)�1 hN pq(u)(m n�(v))

�
�
�(w)�(y)i

+
1

2
(z� w)�1 hN pq(u)�

�(v)(m n�(w))
�
�
(y)i

+
1

2
(z� y)�1 hN pq(u)�

�(v)��(w)(m n�(y))

i:

Afterusing theirOPE’sto rem oveallN m n’s,J’sand d�’sfrom the correlation func-

tion,one can replace allrem aining �� and �� variablesby theirzero m odes.Butsince it

wasnotknown how toperform thefunctionalintegration overtherem aining zerom odesof

11 To keep supersym m etry m anifest,itisconvenientto use the O PE’sof(2.11)ford� instead

ofusing the free-�eld O PE’sof(2.3)forp� .
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theworldsheetscalars�� and ��,an ansatzhad to beused fordeciding which zero m odes

of�� and �� need to be presentfornon-vanishing am plitudes.

Fortreeam plitudesin bosonicstring theory,thezero-m odeprescription com ing from

functionalintegration is

hc@c@
2
ci= 1 (2:23)

wherecistheworldsheetghostofdim ension �1.Sincec@c@2cisthevertex operatorof+3

ghost-num ber forthe Yang-M illsantighost[38],itisnaturalto use the ansatz thatnon-

vanishing correlation functionsin thisform alism m ustalso be proportionalto the vertex

operatorfortheYang-M illsantighost.Asdiscussed in theprevioussubsection,thisvertex

operatorin the pure spinorform alism is

V = (�m
�)(� n

�)(� p
�)(�m np�); (2:24)

which istheuniquestatein theBRST cohom ology at+3 ghost-num ber.So thezero m ode

prescription fortreeam plitudesin the pure spinorform alism is

h(�m
�)(� n

�)(� p
�)(�m np�)i= 1: (2:25)

Forlateruse,itwillbe convenientto write(2.24)as

V = T((� 1� 2� 3))[�1�2�3�4�5]�
� 1�

� 2�
� 3�

�1�
�2�

�3�
�4�

�5; (2:26)

where

T((� 1� 2� 3))[�1�2�3�4�5] (2:27)

is a constant Lorentz-invariant tensor and the notation ((�1�2�3))[�1�2�3�4�5]signi�es

that the tensor is sym m etric and -m atrix traceless (i.e. � 1� 2

m T((� 1� 2� 3))[�1:::�5] = 0) in

the �rstthree indices,and antisym m etric in the last�ve indices. Thistensorisuniquely

de�ned up to rescaling and can be com puted by starting with m
� 1�1

n� 2�2

p

� 3�3
(m np)�4�5;

then sym m etrizing in the�indices,antisym m etrizing in the� indices,and subtracting o�

the -m atrix tracein the�indices.Sim ilarly,one can de�ne the tensor

(T �1 )((� 1� 2� 3))[�1�2�3�4�5] (2:28)

by starting with (m )� 1�1(n)� 2�2(p)� 3�3(m np)
�4�5 and following thesam e procedure.
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Using the propertiesofspinorsin ten dim ensions,itwillbe possible to prove various

identitiessatis�ed by T((� 1� 2� 3))[�1�2�3�4�5]:Forexam ple,therearenoLorentzscalarswhich

can beconstructed outoffour�’sand four�’s,which im pliesthat

�
�5
((� 1

T� 2� 3� 4))[�1�2�3�4�5]= 0 (2:29)

and that

T((� 1� 2� 3))[�1�2�3�4�5]6= S((� 1� 2� 3� 4))[�1�2�3�4�
� 4

�5]
(2:30)

forany tensorS((� 1� 2� 3� 4))[�1�2�3�4].Furtherm ore,there areno Lorentz scalarswhich can

be constructed outoftwo �’sand six �’s,which im pliesthat

T((� 1� 2� 3))[�1�2�3�4�5�
� 3

�6]
= 0 (2:31)

and that

T((� 1� 2� 3))[�1�2�3�4�5]6= �
�6
((� 1

S� 2� 3))[�1�2�3�4�5�6] (2:32)

forany tensorS((� 2� 3))[�1�2�3�4�5�6].Finally,onecan check that

(�q
�)(� m

�)(� n
�)(� p

�)(�m np�)= 0

forany q,which im pliesthat

�
�
((� 1

T� 2� 3� 4))[�1�2�3�4�5
q

�6]�
= 0: (2:33)

Using (2.25),thezero-m ode prescription fortreeam plitudesis

hT((� 1� 2� 3))[�1:::�5]�
� 1�

� 2�
� 3�

�1:::�
�5i= 1:

In otherwords,supposethatA = h�����f��(�)iistheexpression onegetsafterintegrat-

ing outthenon-zero m odes,wheref�� issom ecom plicated function ofthepolarizations

and m om enta oftheexternalstates.Then the scattering am plitude isde�ned as

A = (T �1 )((��))[�1:::�5]
@

@��1
:::

@

@��5
f��(�): (2:34)

Using this prescription and the identities of(2.29)-(2.33),it was shown in [14]that on-

shelltree am plitudesare gauge-invariantand supersym m etric. And itwasshown in [16]

and [17]thatthistreeam plitudeprescription agreeswith thestandard RNS prescription.

However,itwasunclearhow to generalizethisprescription to loop am plitudessinceitwas

notderived from functionalintegration. In the nextsection,itwillbe shown how to use

picture-changing operatorsto resolvethisproblem .

12



3. FunctionalIntegration and P icture-C hanging O perators

As reviewed in section (2.1),the gauge invariance of(2.4) im plies that pure spinor

ghostscan onlyappearthrough theoperators��,N m n and J.Correlation functionsforthe

non-zero m odesoftheseoperatorsareeasily com puted using theOPE’sof(2.6).However,

afterintegrating outthenon-zero worldsheetm odes,onestillhasto functionally integrate

overthe worldsheet zero m odes. Because �� haszero conform alweightand satis�es the

pure spinorconstraint

�
m
�= 0; (3:1)

�� has 11 independent zero m odes on a genus g surface. And because N m n and J have

+1 conform alweightand arede�ned from gauge-invariantcom binationsofw �,they have

11g independent zero m odes on a genus g surface. Note that (3.1) im plies that N m n =

1

2
(wm n�)and J = w� arerelated by theequation[37]

:N m n
�
� :m �� �

1

2
:J�� :n�� = 2n��@�

� (3:2)

wherethenorm al-ordered productisde�ned by :U A (z)��(z):=
H
dy(y� z)�1 U A (y)��(z):

(The coe�cientofthe @� � term isdeterm ined by com puting the double pole ofthe left-

hand side of(3.2) with J.) Just as (3.1) im plies that all16 com ponents of�� can be

expressed in term s of11 com ponents,equation (3.2) im plies that all45 com ponents of

N m n can beexpressed in term sofJ and ten com ponentsofN m n.

Because ofthe constraints of(3.1) and (3.2),it is not im m ediately obvious how to

functionally integrate over the pure spinor ghosts. However, as willbe shown in the

followingsubsection,thereisanaturalLorentz-invariantm easurefactorforthepurespinor

ghostswhich can be used to de�ne functionalintegration.

3.1.M easure factorforpure spinorghosts

A Lorentz-invariantm easure factorforthe �� zero m odescan be obtained by noting

that

(d11�)[� 1� 2:::� 11]� d�
� 1 ^ d�

� 2 ^ :::̂ d�
� 11 (3:3)

satis�esthe identity

�
�

m
� 1�

(d11�)[� 1� 2:::� 11]= 0 (3:4)
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because �m d� = 0. Using the properties of pure spinors, this im plies that all 16!

5!11!

com ponents of(d11�)[� 1:::� 11] are related to each other by a Lorentz-invariant m easure

factor[D �]of+8 ghostnum berwhich isde�ned by

(d11�)[� 1:::� 11]= [D �] (�T )
[� 1:::� 11]

((�1�2�3))
�
�1�

�2�
�3 (3:5)

where

(�T )
[� 1:::� 11]

((�1�2�3))
= �

� 1:::� 16T((�1�2�3))[� 12:::� 16]

and (3.4)isim plied by (3.5)using theidentity of(2.33).In otherwords,forany choiceof

[�1:::�11],onecan de�ne the Lorentz-invariantm easure [D �]by theform ula

[D �]= (d11�)[� 1:::� 11] [(�T )
[� 1:::� 11]

((�1�2�3))
�
�1�

�2�
�3]�1 ; (3:6)

where there isno sum over[�1:::�11]in (3.6).

One can sim ilarly construct a Lorentz-invariant m easure factor for the N m n and J

zero m odesfrom

(d11N )[[m 1n1][m 2n2]:::[m 10n10]]� dN
[m 1n1]^ dN

[m 2n2]^ :::̂ dN
[m 10n10]^ dJ: (3:7)

Using the constraint of(3.2) and keeping �� �xed while varying N m n and J,one �nds

that(3.7)satis�estheidentity

(�m 1
)�(d

11
N )[[m 1n1][m 2n2]:::[m 10n10]]= 0: (3:8)

Using the propertiesofpure spinors,thisim pliesthatall 45!

10!35!
com ponentsof

(d11N )[[m 1n1][m 2n2]:::[m 10n10]]

arerelated to each otherby a Lorentz-invariantm easure factor[D N ]of�8 ghostnum ber

which isde�ned by

(d11N )[[m 1n1][m 2n2]:::[m 10n10]]= [D N ] (3:9)

((�m 1n1m 2m 3m 4�)(� m 5n5n2m 6m 7�)(� m 8n8n3n6m 9�)(� m 10n10n4n7n9�)+ perm utations)

where the perm utations are antisym m etric under the exchange ofm j with nj,and also

antisym m etric underthe exchange of[m jnj]with [m knk]. Note thatthe index structure

on theright-hand side of(3.9)hasbeen chosen such the expression isnon-vanishing after

sum m ing overthe perm utations.
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Afterusing theOPE’sof(2.6)to integrateoutthenon-zero m odesofthepurespinor

ghostson a genusg surface,one willobtain an expression

A = hf(�;N 1;J1;N 2;J2;:::;N g;Jg)i (3:10)

which only dependson the11 worldsheetzero m odesof�,and on the11g worldsheetzero

m odesofN and J.Using theLorentz-invariantm easurefactorsde�ned in (3.5)and (3.9),

the naturalde�nition forfunctionalintegration overthese zero m odesis

A =

Z

[D �][D N 1][D N 2]:::[D N g]f(�;N 1;J1;N 2;J2;:::;N g;Jg): (3:11)

Note that with this de�nition, f(�;N 1;J1;N 2;J2;:::;N g;Jg) m ust carry ghost num ber

�8+ 8g togiveanon-vanishingfunctionalintegral,which agreeswith the�8ghost-num ber

anom aly in the OPE ofJ with T. It willnow be shown how the functionalintegralof

(3.11)can be explicitly com puted with the help ofpicture-changing operators.

3.2.Picture-changing operators

Asiswell-known from thework ofFriedan-M artinec-Shenker[6]and Verlinde-Verlinde

[2][3], picture-changing operators are necessary in the RNS form alism because of the

bosonic(�;)ghosts.Sincethepicture-raising and picture-lowering operatorsinvolvethe

delta functions�(�)and �(),insertion ofthese operatorsin loop am plitudesare needed

toabsorb thezero m odesofthe(�;)ghostson agenusg surface.12 Up topossiblesurface

term s,theam plitudesareindependentoftheworldsheetpositionsoftheseoperatorssince

theworldsheetderivativesofthepicture-changing operatorsareBRST-trivial.Thesurface

term scom efrom pulling theBRST operatorthrough thebghoststo givetotalderivatives

in theworldsheetm oduli.Ifthecorrelation function divergesneartheboundary ofm oduli

space,thesesurfaceterm scan give�nitecontributionswhich need to betreated carefully.

12 In the RNS form alism ,it is convenient to bosonize the (�;) ghosts as � = @�e
� �

and

 = �e
�
since the spacetim e supersym m etry generator involves a spin �eld constructed for the

chiralboson �.Thedelta functions�(�)and �()can then beexpressed in term sof� as�(�)= e
�

and �()= e
� �
.However,in thepurespinorform alism ,thereisno advantageto perform ing such

a bosonization since alloperators can be expressed directly in term s of�
�
,N

m n
and J. Since

functionalintegration overthe � chiralboson can give rise to unphysicalpolesin the correlation

functions,the fact that alloperators in the pure spinor form alism can be expressed in term s of

(�
�
;N

m n
;J)im pliesthatthere are no unphysicalpolesin pure spinorcorrelation functions.
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As willnow be shown,functionalintegration over the bosonic ghosts in the pure spinor

form alism also requirespicture-changing operatorswith sim ilarpropertiesto those ofthe

RNS form alism .However,sincethecorrelation functionsin thisform alism do notdiverge

neartheboundary ofm odulispace,there areno subtletiesdue to surface term s.

To absorb the zero m odesof��,N m n and J,picture-changing operatorsin the pure

spinor form alism willinvolve the delta-functions �(C��
�),�(B m nN

m n) and �(J) where

C� and B m n are constant spinors and antisym m etric tensors. Although these constant

spinorsand tensorsare needed forthe construction ofpicture-changing operators,itwill

be shown that scattering am plitudes are independent ofthe choice ofC� and B m n,so

Lorentz invariance is preserved. As willbe discussed later,this Lorentz invariance can

be m ade m anifest by integrating over allchoices ofC� and B m n. Note that the use of

constantspinorsand tensorsin picture-changing operatorsisunrelated to thepurespinor

constraint,and isnecessary wheneverthe bosonicghostsarenotLorentz scalars.

As in the RNS form alism , the picture-changing operators willbe BRST-invariant

with the property thattheirworldsheetderivative isBRST-trivial. A \picture-lowering"

operatorYC with these propertiesis

YC = C��
�
�(C��

�) (3:12)

where C� isany constantspinor.NotethatQ YC = (C��
�)�(C��

�)= 0 and

@YC = (C @�)�(C �)+ (C �)(C @�)@�(C �)= Q [(C @�)(C �)@�(C �)] (3:13)

where @�(x)� @

@x
�(x) is de�ned using the usualrules for derivatives ofdelta functions,

e.g.x@�(x)= ��(x).13

Although YC isnotspacetim e-supersym m etric,itssupersym m etry variation isBRST-

trivialsince

q�YC = C��(C �)= �C �(C �)@�(C �)= Q [�C �(C �)@�(C �)]: (3:14)

Sim ilarly,YC isnotLorentz invariant,butitsLorentz variation isBRST-trivialsince

M
m n

YC =
1

2
(C m n

�)�(C �)+
1

2
(C �)(C m n

�)@�(C �)= Q [
1

2
(C m n

�)(C �)@�(C �)]:

(3:15)

13 Throughoutthispaper,the sym bol@ willdenote the worldsheetderivative
@

@z
exceptwhen

@ actson a delta function.W hen acting on a delta function,@�(x)willdenote
@

@x
�(x).
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So di�erent choices ofC � only change YC by a BRST-trivialquantity,and any on-shell

am plitudecom putationsinvolvinginsertionsofYC willbeLorentzinvariantand spacetim e

supersym m etricup topossiblesurfaceterm s.ThefactthatLorentzinvarianceispreserved

only up to surface term sisunrelated to the pure spinorconstraint,and iscaused by the

bosonic ghostsnotbeing Lorentz scalars.

One can also construct BRST-invariant operators involving �(B m nN m n) and �(J)

with theproperty thattheirworldsheetderivativeisBRST-trivial.These\picture-raising"

operatorswillbe called ZB and ZJ and are de�ned by

ZB =
1

2
B m n(�

m n
d)�(B pq

N pq); ZJ = (��d�)�(J); (3:16)

whereB m n isa constantantisym m etrictensor.To elim inatetheneed fornorm al-ordering

in ZB ,itwillbeconvenientto choose B m n such thatitsatis�es

B m nB pq(
m n


p)�

� = 0: (3:17)

(To give a concrete exam ple,B m n satis�es (3.17)ifitsonly non-zero com ponents are in

the directions B 13 = iB 23 = �B 24 = iB 14:) W ith this choice,(�m nd)B m n has no pole

with B pqN pq,and therefore (�
m nd)B m n hasno polewith �(B pqN pq).

Since ��d� hasa pole with �(J),itnaively appearsthatZJ needsto be regularized.

However,��d� is the BRST current which has no poles anywhere else on the surface.

SinceZJ willonly beneeded on surfacesofnon-zero genus,and sinceany function with a

singlepoleon such surfacesm ustbea constantfunction,��d� hasno polewith �(J)and

therefore ZJ doesnotneed to be regularized.

ZB and ZJ satisfy thepropertiesofpicture-changing operatorssince

Q ZB = �
1

4
B m nB pq(�

m n
d)(�pq

d)@�(B N )�
1

2
B m n� p(�

m n

p
�)�(B N )= 0; (3:18)

Q ZJ = (��d
�)(��d

�)@�(J)� � m (�
m
�)�(J)= 0;

@ZB =
1

2
B m n@(�

m n
d)�(B N )+

1

2
B m n(�

m n
d)B pq@N

pq
@�(B N )= Q [B pq@N

pq
�(B N )];

@ZJ = @(�d)�(J)+ (�d)@J@�(J)= Q [�@J�(J)]:

Furtherm ore,ZB and ZJ arem anifestly spacetim esupersym m etricand theLorentztrans-

form ation ofZB isBRST-trivialsince

M
m n

ZB = �
p[m

�
n]
r [B pq(�

qr
d)�(B N )+ B st(�

st
d)B pqN

qr
@�(B N )] (3:19)
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= Q [2�p[m �n]r B pqN
qr
�(B N )]:

So di�erentchoicesofB m n only change ZB by a BRST-trivialquantity.

W ith thesepicture-changing operators,thepurespinorm easure factorsofsubsection

(3.1)can beused to com putearbitrary loop am plitudeswith functionalintegration m eth-

ods.Butbeforediscussing loop am plitudes,itwillbeusefulto show how these functional

integration m ethodsreproduce the treeam plitude prescription ofsubsection (2.3).

3.3.Functionalintegration com putation oftree am plitude

Fortree am plitudes,�� haseleven zero m odesso one needsto inserteleven picture-

loweringoperatorsYC 1
(y1):::YC 11

(y11)intothecorrelation function wherethechoicesofCI

and yI forI = 1 to 11 arearbitrary.Itwillnow beshown thatfunctionalintegration with

these insertionsreproducesthe correcttree am plitudeprescription.Using thenotation of

subsection (2.3),the N -pointopen string tree am plitude is com puted by the correlation

function

A = hV1(z1)V2(z2)V3(z3)

Z

dz4U4(z4):::

Z

dzN UN (zN )YC 1
(y1):::YC 11

(y11)i (3:20)

where V and U are the unintegrated and integrated vertex operators and YC I
(yI) =

CI��
�(yI)�(CI�(yI)).

To com pare with the prescription of(2.20),itisconvenientto �x (z1;z2;z3)at�nite

points on the worldsheet and to insert alleleven picture-lowering operators at yI = 1 .

W ith this choice,there are no contributions from the OPE’s ofthe picture-lowering op-

erators with the N vertex operators. Also, there are no singular OPE’s between the

picture-lowering operatorssince �(C1�)hasa pole with �(C 2�)only when C 1� ispropor-

tionalto C2�,which im pliesthat(C1�)hasa zero with (C 2�).Afterintegrating overthe

non-zero m odesoftheworldsheet�elds,one isleftwith the expression

A = h�
�
�
�
�

f��(�)(C 1�):::(C 11�)�(C 1�):::�(C 11�)i (3:21)

where f��(�) is the sam e function as in the com putation of(2.34). To integrate over

the �� and �� zero m odes,use the standard
R
d16� m easure factor and the pure spinor

m easure factorof(3.5)to obtain

A =

Z

d
16
�

Z

[D �]��
�
�
�

f��(�)(C 1�):::(C 11�)�(C 1�):::�(C 11�) (3:22)
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=

Z

d
16
�(�T �1 )

((��))

[�1:::�11]

Z

d�
�1:::d�

�11f��(�)(C 1�):::(C 11�)�(C 1�):::�(C 11�):

In general, Z

d�
�1:::d�

�11�(C1�):::�(C 11�) (3:23)

is a com plicated function ofCI because ofthe Jacobian com ing from expressing �� in

term sof(CI�).However,sincetheLorentzvariation ofYC isBRST-trivial,theam plitude

is independent (up to possible surface term s) ofthe choice ofCI. This im plies that if

oneintegrates(3.22)overallpossiblechoicesforCI with a m easurefactor[D C ]satisfying
R
[D C ]= 1,the am plitude is unchanged. Note that (3.22)is m anifestly invariant under

rescalingsofCI,so CI can be interpreted asa projectivecoordinate.

So onecan expressthe am plitudein Lorentz-covariantform as

A = (�T �1 )
((��))

[�1:::�11]

Z

d
16
� �

�1:::�
�11f��(�) (3:24)

Z

[D C ]

Z

d�
�1:::d�

�11C1�1:::C11�11�(C1�):::�(C 11�):

By Lorentz invariance,

Z

[D C ]

Z

d�
�1:::d�

�11C1�1:::C11�11�(C1�):::�(C 11�)= c�
[�1
�1
:::�

�11]
�11

(3:25)

where cisa norm alization factorwhich isdeterm ined from

Z

[D C ]

Z

(C1�1d�
�1):::(C11�11d�

�11)�(C1�):::�(C 11�)= 1: (3:26)

So

A = c(�T �1 )
((��))

[�1:::�11]

Z

d
16
� �

�1:::�
�11f��(�); (3:27)

which agreeswith thetreeam plitudeprescription of(2.34)up to a constantnorm alization

factor.

Note that the above com putation can be easily generalized to correlation functions

where the picture-lowering operators are not at yI = 1 . In this case,one can get fac-

tors such as @�(C �) from OPE’s between the picture-lowering operators and the vertex

operators. However,since the am plitude isguaranteed to be independent ofCI,one can

usea sim ilarargum entto trivially perform thefunctionalintegration overthepurespinor

ghosts.
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Using Lorentzinvarianceand sym m etry properties,thepreviousprescription forinte-

grating over�� zero m odescan be generalized to a prescription forevaluating hf(�;C I)i

where

f(�;C I)= h(�;C I)

11Y

I= 1

@
K I�(CI�) (3:28)

and h(�;C I)isa polynom ialdepending on �
� and CI� as

h(�;C I)= (�)
3+

P
11

I= 1
K I

11Y

I= 1

(CI)
K I+ 1:

The m anifestly Lorentz-covariantprescription is

hf(�;C I)i=

Z

[D C ]

Z

[D �]f(�;C I) (3:29)

= c
0(�T �1 )

((��))

[�1:::�11]

@

@��

@

@��

@

@�

@

@C1�1

:::
@

@C11�11

11Y

I= 1

(
@

@��

@

@CI�

)K Ih(�;C I);

where c0 isa proportionality constantwhich can becom puted asin (3.26).

As willbe shown in section 5,sim ilar m ethods can be used to perform functional

integration overtheN m n and J zerom odesin loop am plitudes.However,beforediscussing

these loop am plitudes,itwillbe necessary to �rstconstructan appropriatebghost.

4. C onstruction ofb G host

To com pute g-loop am plitudes,the usualstring theory prescription requires the in-

sertion of(3g� 3)bghostsof�1 ghost-num berwhich satisfy

fQ ;b(u)g= T(u) (4:1)

where T is the stress tensor of(2.7). After integrating b(u) with a Beltram idi�erential

�P (u)forP = 1 to 3g� 3,the BRST variation ofb(u)generatesa totalderivative with

respect to the Teichm ullerparam eter�P associated to the Beltram idi�erential� P . But

since w� can only appear in gauge-invariant com binations ofzero ghost num ber,there

are no operators ofnegative ghost num ber in the pure spinor form alism ,so one cannot

constructsuch a bghost.Nevertheless,aswillnow beshown,thepicture-raising operator

ZB =
1

2
B m n(�

m n
d)�(B N )
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can beused to constructa suitablesubstitute forthebghostin non-zero picture.

Sincegenusgam plitudesalsorequire10ginsertionsofZB (z),onecan com bine(3g� 3)

insertionsofZB (z)with the desired insertionsofthe b(u)ghostand look fora non-local

operatorebB (u;z)which satis�es

fQ ;ebB (u;z)g= T(u)ZB (z): (4:2)

NotethatZB carries+1ghost-num ber,soebB carrieszeroghostnum ber.And (4.2)im plies

that integrating eb(u;z) with the Beltram idi�erential� P (u) has the sam e properties as

integrating b(u)with �P (u)in thepresence ofa picture-raising operatorZB (z).

Using

ZB (z)= ZB (u)+

Z z

u

dv@ZB (v)= ZB (u)+

Z z

u

dvfQ ;B pq@N
pq(v)�(B N (v))g;

one can de�ne

ebB (u;z)= bB (u)+ T(u)

Z z

u

dvB pq@N
pq(v)�(B N (v)) (4:3)

where bB (u)isa localoperatorsatisfying
14

fQ ;bB (u)g= T(u)ZB (u): (4:4)

4.1.Chain ofoperators

To construct bB satisfying (4.4),it is usefulto �rst construct a chain ofoperators

which are related to the stresstensorT through BRST transform ations. Although there

isno boperatorof�1 ghost-num bersatisfying fQ ;bg= T,thereisan operatorG � ofzero

ghost-num bersatisfying

fQ ;G
�
g = �

�
T: (4:5)

The existence ofG � is guaranteed since ��T is a BRST-invariant operator of+1 ghost

num ber and +2 conform alweight, and the BRST cohom ology at +1 ghost num ber is

non-trivialonly atzero conform alweight.One �ndsthat[17]

G
� =

1

2
� m (m d)� �

1

4
N m n(

m n
@�)� �

1

4
J@�

�
�
1

4
@
2
�
� (4:6)

14
A sim ilarpicture-raised version ofthebghostappearsin theN= 4 topologicaldescription of

the superstring [40]asthe eG
�
generator. Since the pure spinorform alism can be related to the

N= 4 topologicaldescription through the twistorapproach of[41][42],itwould be interesting to

try to relate bB with eG
�
using the approach of[41].

21



where the @2�� term com es from norm al-ordering. Note that if one ignores this

norm al-ordering contribution, allterm s in G � carry \engineering dim ension" 5

2
where

[��;��;xm ;p�;w�]are de�ned to carry engineering dim ension [0;1
2
;1;3

2
;2].Furtherm ore,

one can verify thatG � isa prim ary �eld of+2 conform alweight.

Since

Q (��G �)= �
�
�
�
T (4:7)

issym m etric and -m atrix traceless(i.e.Q (�[�G �])= Q (�m G )= 0),cohom ology argu-

m entsim ply there existsan operatorH �� which satis�es

Q (H ��)= �
�
G
� + g

((��)) (4:8)

whereg((��)) issom esym m etric-m atrix tracelessoperator.15 Notethat(4.8)only deter-

m inesH �� up to the gaugetransform ation

�H
�� = 
((��)) (4:9)

where 
((��)) isany sym m etric-m atrix tracelessoperator.Forexam ple,one can choose


((��)) such thatH ((��)) = 0,in which case(4.8)issolved by

H
�� =

1

16

��
m (N m n� n �

1

2
J� m + 2@� m )+

1

384

��
m np(d

m np
d+ 24N m n� p) (4:10)

where g((��)) = � 1

3840
��m npqr(�

m npqrG ):One can check that H �� is a prim ary �eld of

conform alweight +2 and that,ifone ignores the norm al-ordering term proportionalto

@� m ,allterm sin H �� carry +3 engineering dim ension.16

The nextlink in thechain ofoperatorsisconstructed by noting that

Q (��H �)= �
�
�
�
G
 + �

�
g
((�))

; (4:11)

which im pliesusing sim ilarcohom ology argum entsasbeforethatthereexistsan operator

K �� which satis�es

Q (K ��)= �
�
H

� + h
((��))

1
+ h

�((�))

2
(4:12)

15 Since(�
�
G

� � �((�G � ))
)isaBRST-invariantoperatorof+ 1ghost-num berand + 2conform al

weight,it is guaranteed that (�
�
G

� � �
((�

G
� ))

) = Q (H
�� � H

((�� ))
) for som e H

��
. D e�ning

g
((�� ))

= � �((�G � ))
+ Q (H

((�� ))
),one recovers(4.8).

16 It is interesting to note that the [T;G
�
;H

��
]operators closely resem ble the [A;B

�
;C

m np
]

constraintsofSiegel[35]forquantization ofthe superparticle and superstring.
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where h
((��))

1
is som e operator which is sym m etric -m atrix traceless in its �rst two

indices,and h
�((�))

2
issom eoperatorwhich issym m etric-m atrix tracelessin itslasttwo

indices.Notethat(4.12)only determ inesK �� up to thegauge transform ation

�K
�� = 


((��))

1
+ 


�((�))

2
: (4:13)

From its 7

2
engineering dim ension (ignoring norm al-ordering term s)and its+2 conform al

weight,one can deduce that

K
�� = c

���

1m n N
m n

d� + c
���

2
Jd� + c

���

3
@d�; (4:14)

however,thecoe�cients[c
���

1m n ;c
���

2
;c

���

3
]have notyetbeen com puted.17

Finally,thelastlink in thechain ofoperatorsisconstructed by noting that

Q (��K ��)= �
�
�
�
H

� + �
�
h
((�))�

1
+ �

�
h
�((�))

2
; (4:15)

which im pliesthatthere existsan operatorL��� which satis�es

Q (L���)= �
�
K

�� + k
((��))�

1
+ k

�((�))�

2
+ k

��((�))

3
; (4:16)

where [k
((��))�

1
;k

�((�))�

2
;k

��((�))

3
]areoperatorswhich are sym m etric-m atrix traceless

in their�rsttwo,m iddletwo,orlasttwo indices.Asbefore,(4.16)only determ inesL ���

up to thegauge transform ation

�L
��� = 


((��))�

1
+ 


�((�))�

2
+ 


��((�))

3
: (4:17)

Since L��� carries +4 engineering dim ension (ignoring norm al-ordering term s) and +2

conform alweight,ithastheform

L
��� = c

���

4m npqN
m n

N
pq + c

���

5m n JN
m n + c

���

6
JJ + c

���

7m n @N
m n + c

���

8
@J; (4:18)

where the coe�cientsin (4.18)have notyetbeen com puted.

To show thatL��� isthe lastlink in the chain ofoperators,note thatthere are no

supersym m etricprim ary �eldsof+2 conform alweightwhich carry engineering dim ension

greaterthan four.So ifone triesto de�ne an operatorM ��� satisfying

Q (M ����)= �
�
L
���+ l

((��))��

1
+ l

�((�))��

2
+ l

��((�))�

3
+ l

��((��))

4
(4:19)

17 Forthistype ofcom putation,itwould be very helpfulto have a com putercode designed to

handle m anipulationsofpure spinors.
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for som e [l
((��))��

1
;l
�((�))��

2
;l
��((�))�

3
;l
��((��))

4
], one �nds that M ���� m ust vanish.

Thisim pliesthat

�
�
L
���= �l

((��))��

1
� l

�((�))��

2
� l

��((�))�

3
� l

��((��))

4
; (4:20)

which im pliesthat

L
��� = �

�
S
�� + s

((��))�

1
+ s

�((�))�

2
+ s

��((�))

3
(4:21)

for som e S�� and [s
((��))�

1
;s

�((�))�

2
;s

��((�))

3
]. For the following subsection,it willbe

usefulto note that(4.21)and (4.16)im ply that

Q (S��)= K
�� + �

�
T
� + t

((�))�

1
+ t

�((�))

2
(4:22)

forsom e [T�;t
((�))�

1
;t
�((�))

2
]:

NotethatS�� hasghost-num ber�1,so itwilldepend on w� in com binationswhich

are not invariant under the gauge transform ation of(2.4). However,since L��� only

involves gauge-invariant com binations ofw�,the change in S�� under (2.4)m ust be of

the form

�S
�� = �

��� + �
((�))�

1
+ �

�((�))

2
(4:23)

forsom e[��;�
((�))�

1
;�

�((�))

2
]in orderthatthechangein S�� can becancelled in (4.21)

by shifting

�s
((��))�

1
= ��

�
�
���

; �s
�((�))�

2
= ��

�
�
((�))�

1
; �s

��((�))

3
= ��

�
�
�((�))

2
: (4:24)

4.2. Construction ofbB

Since [Q ;TZB ]= 0 and TZB has +1 ghost-num ber and +2 conform alweight,co-

hom ology argum ents18 suggest one can �nd an operator bB satisfying fQ ;bB g = TZB .

Although the structure ofbB willbe com plicated,one can constructbB iteratively using

theoperators[T;G �;H ��;K ��;L���]oftheprevioussubsection.To constructbB ,�rst

notethat

TZB =
1

2
T(�B d)�(B N )=

1

2
fQ ;G

�
g(B d)��(B N ) (4:25)

18
Atzero picture and + 1 ghost-num ber,the BRST cohom ology istrivialforstatesofnonzero

conform alweight. It is expected that this is also true at nonzero picture,however,this has not

yetbeen veri�ed.
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=
1

2
fQ ;(G m n

d)B m n�(B N )g+
1

2
G
�[Q ;(B d)��(B N )]

= fQ ;b
(1)

B
g+

1

2
G
�[�(m n


p
�)�B m n� p�(B N )�

1

2
(B d)�(�B d)@�(B N )]

where

b
(1)

B
=
1

2
(G m n

d)B m n�(B N ); (4:26)

(B d)� � (m nd)�B m n, (�B d) � (� m nd)B m n, and norm al-ordering contributions are

being ignored.

So onenow needsto �nd an operatorbB � b
(1)

B
which satis�es

fQ ;bB � b
(1)

B
g= �G

�[
1

2
(m n


p
�)�B m n� p�(B N )+

1

4
(B d)�(�B d)@�(B N )] (4:27)

= �fQ ;H
��[

1

2
(pnm )��� pB m n�(B N )+

1

4
(B d)�(B d)�@�(B N )]g

+H ��
fQ ;

1

2
(pnm )��� pB m n�(B N )+

1

4
(B d)�(B d)�@�(B N )g

= fQ ;b
(2)

B
g+ H

��[
1

2
(pnm )��(�p@�)B m n�(B N )+

1

4
(pnm )��� pB m n(�B d)@�(B N )

+
1

4
(B d)[�(m np)�]B

m n� p
@�(B N )+

1

8
(B d)�(B d)�(�B d)@

2
�(B N )]

where

b
(2)

B
= �H

��[
1

2
(pnm )��� pB m n�(B N )+

1

4
(B d)�(B d)�@�(B N )]: (4:28)

One now continuesthisprocedure two m orestagesto constructb
(3)

B
using K ��,and

to constructb
(4)

B
using L��� and S��.Using thepropertiesof(4.21)and (4.22),onecan

verify thattheprocedure stopshere and,ignoring norm al-ordering contributions,

bB = b
(1)

B
+ b

(2)

B
+ b

(3)

B
+ b

(4)

B
(4:29)

where b
(1)

B
and b

(2)

B
aregiven in (4.26)and (4.28),and

b
(3)

B
=
1

2
K

��[(pm n)��(p@�)B m n�(B N )+

+
1

2
(pnm )��(B d)� pB m n@�(B N )+

1

2
(pnm )[�(B d)�]� pB m n@�(B N )

+
1

4
(B d)�(B d)�(B d)@

2
�(B N )];
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b
(4)

B
=
1

2
S
��(pnm )��(p@�)B m n�(B N )

+
1

4
L
���[((pnm )��(B d)[�(p@�)]� (pnm )[�(B d)�](p@�)� )B m n@�(B N )

�((srq)�[(
p

nm )�]� + (srq)��(

p

nm )� )� pB m n� sB qr@�(B N )

�
1

2
((pnm )��(B d)(B d)� + (pnm )[�(B d)�](B d)�

+
1

2
(pnm )�[�(B d)�(B d)])� pB m n@

2
�(B N )

�
1

4
(B d)�(B d)�(B d)(B d)�@

3
�(B N )]:

Although bB of (4.29) is a com plicated operator, it has certain sim ple properties

which willbeusefulto pointout.Firstly,bB isinvariantunderthegaugetransform ations

of(4.9),(4.13),(4.17)and (4.23)forH ��,K ��,L��� and S��.Secondly,allterm sin

bB have +2 conform alweight (where �(B N ) has �1 conform alweight). Thirdly,ifone

ignores norm al-ordering contributions19,allterm s in bB have +4 engineering dim ension

where [��;��;xm ;d�;w�]carry engineering dim ension [0;1
2
;1;3

2
;2]and �(B N )isde�ned

to carry zero engineering dim ension20.Fourthly,allterm sin bB are m anifestly spacetim e

supersym m etric. And �nally,although bB is not Lorentz-invariant,its Lorentz transfor-

m ation only a�ectsthe scattering am plitudeby a surface term .

To verify thislaststatem ent,note thatunderLorentz transform ationsgenerated by

M m n,(3.19)im pliesthatM m nZB = Q �m n
B where

�m n
B = 2�p[m �n]r B pqN

qr
�(B N ): (4:30)

Since fQ ;bB g = TZB ,thisim pliesthat

M
m n

bB = T�m n
B + Q 
m n

B

19 Since term s com ing from norm al-ordering carry engineering dim ension less than + 4,they

willnotcontributeto thescattering am plitudescom puted in section 6.However,form oregeneral

am plitude com putations,one willneed to include contributions from the norm al-ordering term s

in bB .

20 Although itm ightseem m orenaturalto de�ne �(B N )to carry � 2 engineering dim ension,it

willbe m ore convenientforourpurposesto de�ne �(B N )to be dim ensionless.
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forsom e 
m n
B .So using (4.3),

M
m nebB (u;z)= M

m n
bB (u)+ T(u)

Z z

u

dvM
m n(B pq@N

pq
�(B N )) (4:31)

= T(u)�m n
B (u)+ Q 
m n

B (u)+ T(u)

Z z

u

dv@�m n
B (v)

= T(u)�m n
B (z)+ Q 
m n

B (u):

Since T(u)�m n
B (z)producesa totalderivative with respectto the Teichm ullerparam eter

�P associated to theBeltram idi�erential� P (u),theLorentzvariation ofbB only changes

the scattering am plitudeby a surface term .

5. M ultiloop A m plitude P rescription

Using the picture-changing operatorsofsection 3 and the bB ghostofsection 4,one

can give a super-Poincar�e covariantprescription forcom puting N -pointg-loop closed su-

perstring scattering am plitudesas

A =

Z

d
2
�1:::d

2
�3g�3 hj

3g�3Y

P = 1

Z

d
2
uP �P (uP )ebB P

(uP ;zP ) (5:1)

10gY

P = 3g�2

ZB P
(zP )

gY

R = 1

ZJ(vR )

11Y

I= 1

YC I
(yI)j

2

NY

T = 1

Z

d
2
tT UT (tT )i;

wherej j2 signi�estheleft-rightproduct,�P aretheTeichm ullerparam etersassociated to

theBeltram idi�erentials� P (uP ),and UT (tT )arethedim ension (1;1)closed string vertex

operatorsfortheN externalstates.Theconstantantisym m etrictensorsB m n
P in bB P

and

ZB P
willbe chosen to satisfy (3.17) and willalso be chosen such that B I = B I+ 10 =

:::= B I+ 10(g�1) forI = 1 to 10.In otherwords,therewillbeten constantantisym m etric

tensorsB m n
I ,each ofwhich appearin gpicture-raisingoperatorsorbB ghosts.Onepossible

choice forthese ten tensorsisB I m nN
m n = �I [ab]N

[ab] where a;b= 1 to 5,[ab]isa ten-

com ponentrepresentation ofSU (5),and N [ab]transform sasa10 representation underthe

SU(5)subgroup ofthe(W ick-rotated)Lorentz group SO(10).21

21 In term s of the U(5)-covariant variables of [14], this choice would im ply B I m nN
m n

=

�I [ab]v
[ab]

.
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W hen g = 1, the prescription of (5.1) needs to be m odi�ed for the usualreason

thatgenus-one worldsheetsareinvariantunderconstanttranslations,so oneofthevertex

operatorsshould be unintegrated.Theone-loop am plitudeprescription istherefore

A =

Z

d
2
�hj

Z

d
2
u�(u)ebB 1

(u;z1) (5:2)

10Y

P = 2

ZB P
(zP )ZJ(v)

11Y

I= 1

YC I
(yI)j

2
V1(t1)

NY

T = 2

Z

d
2
tT UT (tT )i;

where V1(t1)isthe unintegrated closed string vertex operator.

As shown in the previous sections,the Lorentz variations ofebB P
,ZB P

and YC I
are

BRST-trivial,so the prescriptionsof(5.1)and (5.2)are Lorentz-invariant up to possible

surface term s. Also,alloperatorsin (5.1)and (5.2)are m anifestly spacetim e supersym -

m etricexceptforYC I
,whosesupersym m etry variation isBRST-trivial.In section 6,itwill

be argued thatsurface term scan be ignored in thisform alism because of�nitenessprop-

erties ofthe correlation functions. So the am plitude prescriptions of(5.1)and (5.2) are

super-Poincar�ecovariant.Thisim pliesthatA isindependentoftheeleven constantspinors

CI and ten constanttensorsB P which appearin the picture-changing operators. Aswill

now beshown,functionalintegration overthem atter�eldsand purespinorghostscan be

used to derive m anifestly Lorentz-covariantexpressionsfrom the am plitude prescriptions

of(5.1)and (5.2).

Asusual,thefunctionalintegration factorizesinto partition functionsand correlation

functions for the di�erent worldsheet variables. However,in the pure spinor form alism ,

the partition functions forthe di�erent worldsheet variablescanceleach otherout. This

iseasy to verify since the partition function forthe ten bosonic x� variablesgivesa fac-

tor of (det@0)
�5 (det@0)

�5 where @0 and @0 are the holom orphic and antiholom orphic

derivatives acting on �elds ofzero conform alweight,the partition function for the six-

teen ferm ionic(��;p�)and (�
�
;p�)variablesgivesa factorof(det@0)

16(det@0)
16,and the

partition function forthe eleven bosonic (��;w�)and (�
�
;w �)variablesgivesa factorof

(det@0)
�11 (det@0)

�11 . So to perform the functionalintegral,one only needsto com pute

the correlation functionsforthe m attervariablesand pure spinorghosts.
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5.1.Correlation function for m atter variables

In com puting theg-loop correlation functions,onecan follow thesam egeneralproce-

dure asin the treeam plitude com putation ofsubsection (3.3),butone now needsto take

into accountthe g zero m odesofthe �eldswith +1 conform alweight. Forexam ple,one

can functionally integrateoverthe (��;p�)variablesby �rstseparating o� thezero m ode

ofd� by writing

d�(z)=

gX

R = 1

d
R
� !R (z)+

bd�(z) (5:3)

where!R aretheg holom orphicone-form sand dR� arethe16g zero m odesofd�.Sincethe

polesof bd�(z)are determ ined by itsOPE’swith the other�elds,these OPE’scom pletely

�x the dependence ofthe correlation function on the location z.

Forexam ple,theg-loop analog ofthe correlation function of(2.21)isgiven by

hd�(z)�
m (u)@��(v)d(w)A �(x(y);�(y))i (5:4)

= d
R
� !R (z)h�

m (u)@��(v)d(w)A �(x(y);�(y))i

+m��F (z;u)h@�
�(u)@��(v)d(w)A �(x(y);�(y))i

+���@vF (z;v)h�
m (u)d(w)A �(x(y);�(y))i

+n�F (z;w)h�
m (u)@��(v)� n(w)A �(x(y);�(y))i

+F (z;y)h� m (u)@��(v)�(w)D �A �(x(y);�(y))i

where

F (z;y)= @z logE (z;y)

and E (z;y)isthe holom orphic prim e form which goes like (z� y)when z approaches y

[43][44].

Using this procedure,one can rem ove the d�’s one at a tim e from the correlation

function. After allthe d�’s have been rem oved,one can replace allrem aining �’sin the

correlation function by theirzero m ode. One then functionally integratesoverthe 16 ��

zero m odesand the 16g dR� zero m odesusing standard Berezin integration.

Although the functions F (z;y) com ing from the bd� OPE’s in (5.4) are not single-

valued when either z or y goes around a B -cycle ofthe genus g surface,the scattering

am plitudewillbesingle-valued.Thisisbecausewhen d�(z)goesaround theR
th B -cycle,
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F (z;y)! F (z;y)� 2�i! R (z),which inducesa change in the correlation function of(5.4)

by the term

�2�i! R (z)h

I

dsd�(s)�
m (u)@��(v)d(w)A �(x(y);�(y))i (5:5)

where the contourintegralofs goesaround allthe otherpointson the surface. Since d�

isa conserved current,the contour integralcan be deform ed o� the back ofthe surface,

giving no contribution to thescattering am plitude.

And when ��(y)goesaround the R th B -cycle,F (z;y)! F (z;y)+ 2�i! R (z). Since

thischangein F (z;y)isindependentofyand isproportionalto!R (z),theresultingchange

in the d� correlation function can be cancelled by shifting thedR� zero m odein (5.3)by a

z-independent am ount. Since Berezin integration isunchanged by a constantshiftofthe

G rassm ann variables,the scattering am plitude issingle-valued after integration over the

dR� zero m ode.

After perform ing functionalintegration over the (��;p�) variables in this m anner,

one can easily perform functionalintegration over the xm variables using the standard

techniques[43][44].Forexam ple,thecorrelation function h
Q N

r= 1
exp(ik� x(ur)iisequalto

=

gY

R = 1

Z

d
10
PR jexp(i�P R � PS�R S + 2�i

NX

r= 1

kr � PR

Z ur

dv!R (v))
Y

r< s

E (ur;us)
kr�ks j

2

(5:6)

where P m
R isthe loop m om entum through the R th A-cycle,�R S istheperiod m atrix,and

E (u;v)isthe holom orphicprim e form .

5.2.Correlation function for the pure spinorghosts

Afterfunctionally integrating overthem attervariables,one isleftwith a correlation

function depending on the pure spinorghostoperators��,N m n and J.To com pute this

correlation function,�rstseparate o�the g zero m odesofN m n by writing

N m n(z)= N
R
m n!R (z)+

bN m n(z): (5:7)

Sincethesingularitiesof bN m n(z)aredeterm ined from theOPE’sof(2.6),thedependence

ofthe correlation function on z iscom pletely determ ined.

Forexam ple,a g-loop analog ofthecom putation of(2.22)is

hN m n(z)N pq(u)�
�(v)�(B N (w))�(C �(y))i= (5:8)
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= N
R
m n!R (z)hN pq(u)�

�(v)�(B N (w))�(C �(y))i

+F (z;u)h(�p[nN m ]q(u)� �q[nN m ]p(u))�
�(v)�(B N (w))�(C �(y))i

�3@uF (z;u)h�q[m �n]p�
�(v)�(B N (w))�(C �(y))i

+
1

2
F (z;v)hN pq(u)(m n�(v))

�
�(B N (w))�(C �(y))i

+2F (z;w)hN pq(u)�
�(v)B r[m N n]

r(w)@�(B N (w))�(C �(y))i

+6@w F (z;w)hN pq(u)�
�(v)B m n@�(B N (w))�(C �(y))i

+
1

2
F (z;y)hN pq(u)�

�(v)�(B N (w))(C m n�(y))@�(C �(y))i:

Ifone counts@L�(B N )ascontaining (�L)N ’s,then thenum berofN ’sisdecreased

afterperform ing thiscorrelation function. So repeating thisprocedure enough tim eswill

eventually give a correlation function with a netzero num berofN ’s,atwhich pointone

can stop.Notethattheprocedureofseparating o�thezero m odeofN m n(z)m ustalso be

used forthe N m n appearing in �(B N ).So oneneedsto include the contribution from

�(B N (z))= �(B N R
!R (z)+ B bN (z)) (5:9)

= �(B N R
!R (z))+ (B bN (z))@�(B N R

!R (z))+
1

2
(B bN (z))2@2�(B N R

!R (z))+ :::;

whereoneusestheOPE of bN (z)with theother�eldsto determ inethedependence ofthe

correlation function on z.

As in the (��;p�) correlation function,although F (z;y) is not single-valued when

eitherz ory goesaround a B -cycle,thescattering am plitudewillbesingle-valued.W hen

N m n(z) goes around the R th B -cycle,the change in the correlation function of(5.8) is

equalto

�2�i! R (z)h(

I

dsN m n(s))N pq(u)�
�(v)�(B N (w))�(C �(y))i (5:10)

where the contour integralof s goes around allpoints on the surface. Since N m n is

a conserved current, the contour can be deform ed o� the surface, so this contribution

vanishes.And when ��(y)goesaround a B -cycle,thechangein thecorrelation function is

independentofy and can becancelled by an appropriateshiftoftheN R
m n zero m odes.So

afterintegratingovertheN R
m n zerom odesusingashift-invariantm easure,thiscontribution

willalso vanish.
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Afterrem oving allthe N m n’sfrom the correlation function and replacing them with

N R
m n zero m odes, one can follow the sam e procedure for the J(z)’s in the correlation

function.Forexam ple,afterseparating o� theg zero m odesby writing

J(z)= J
R
!R (z)+ bJ(z);

one can use the OPE’sof(2.6)to show that

hJ(z)�(J(u))�� 1(v1):::�
� M (vM )�(C1�(y1)):::�(C11�(y11))i (5:11)

= J
R
!R (z)h�(J(u))�

� 1(v1):::�
� M (vM )�(C1�(y1)):::�(C11�(y11))i

�4@uF (z;u)h@�(J(u))�
� 1(v1):::�

� M (vM )�(C1�(y1)):::�(C11�(y11))i

+(

MX

Q = 1

F (z;vQ )�

11X

I= 1

F (z;yI)+ 8@z(ln�(z)))

h�(J(u))�� 1(v1):::�
� M (vM )�(C1�(y1)):::�(C11�(y11))i

where the term proportionalto 8@z(ln�(z))com esfrom OPE’swith the screening charge

which isresponsible forthe ghost-num beranom aly.Asdiscussed in [44],�(z)isa m ulti-

valued holom orphicfunction withoutzerosorpoleswhich satis�es

@z ln�(z)! @z ln�(z)+ 2�i(g� 1)! R (z) (5:12)

when z goesaround the R th B -cycle.A convenientrepresentation for@z(ln�(z))is[3]

@z(ln�(z))=

gX

R = 1

I

A R

dv!R (v)F (z;v) (5:13)

where F (z;v)= @z lnE (z;v)and E (z;v)istheholom orphic prim eform .

One can easily use (5.12)and the ghost-num ber anom aly to show that (5.11)is in-

variantwhen J(z)goesaround the R th B cycle.22 And when ��(v)goesaround the R th

B -cycle,thechangein thecorrelation function can becancelled by shifting thezero m ode

ofJR .

After rem oving allN ’s and J’s from the correlation function and replacing them

with N R
m n and JR zero m odes,one can also replace allrem aining ��’sin the correlation

function by theirzero m ode. Aswillnow be described,one then needsto integrate over

the (��;N R
m n;J

R )zero m odesusing them easure factorsde�ned in subsection (3.1).

22 Because ofthe ghost-num beranom aly,J isnota conserved currentand deform ing
H
dsJ(s)

o� the surface givesa contribution which iscancelled by (5.12).
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5.3.Integraloverpure spinorzero m odes

Afterintegrating outthe non-zero m odesof(��;N m n;J),one obtainsan expression

hf(�;N R ;JR ;CI;B P )idepending only on the zero m odes of(��;N R
m n;J

R )and the con-

stantspinorsand tensorsCI and B m n
P . The scattering am plitude isthen de�ned by the

integral

A =

Z

[D �][D N 1]:::[D N g]f(�
�
;N

R
m n;J

R
;C

I
;B

P
m n) (5:14)

where [D �]and [D N ]are de�ned in (3.5)and (3.9).

Using the propertiesofthe m easure factors[D �]and [D N ],one can write

A =

Z

[D �]

gY

R = 1

[D N R ]f =

Z

(d11�)[� 1:::� 11]

gY

R = 1

(d11N R )
[[m

R

1
n
R

1
]:::[m

R

10
n
R

10
]] (5:15)
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(�T �1 )
((�1�2�3))

[� 1:::� 11]
f((�1�2�3�11:::�

1

8
:::�

g

1
:::�

g

8
))(�;N R ;JR ;CI;B P )

where

f = �
�1�

�2�
�3�

�
1

1:::�
�
1

8:::�
�
g

1:::�
�
g

8f((�1�2�3�11:::�
1

8
:::�

g

1
:::�

g

8
))(�;N R ;JR ;CI;B P ):

As in the discussion ofsubsection (3.3) for tree am plitudes, (5.15) is in generala

com plicated function ofthe B P ’sand CI’s.However,using the propertiesofthe picture-

changing operatorsand bB ghost,one knowsthatthe scattering am plitude m ustbe inde-

pendentofthese constantspinorsand tensors.One can therefore integrate(5.15)overall

choices ofB P and CI using a m easure factor [D B ][D C ]which satis�es
R
[D B ][D C ]= 1.

Notethat(5.15)ism anifestly invariantunderrescalingsofCI� and B
m n
P ,sotheseconstant

spinorsand tensorscan be interpreted asprojectivevariables.

Using argum entssim ilarto those ofsubsection (3.3),a m anifestly Lorentz-covariant

prescription willnow be given forevaluating hf(�;N R ;JR ;CI;B P )i.To be non-vanishing

and haveghost-num ber8g� 8,f(�;N R ;JR ;CI;B P )willdepend on (�;N R ;JR ;CI;B P )as

f(�;N R ;JR ;CI;B P )= (5:16)

h(�;N R ;JR ;CI;B P )

gY

R = 1

@
M R �(JR )

10Y

P = 1

gY

R = 1

@
L P ;R �(B P N R ))

11Y

I= 1

@
K I(CI�);
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where h isa polynom ialdepending on (��;N R
m n;J

R ;CI�;B
m n
P )as

(�)
8g�8+

P
11

I= 1
(K I+ 1)

gY

R = 1

(JR )
M R (N R )

P
10

P = 1
L P ;R

10Y

P = 1

(B P )

P
g

R = 1
(L P ;R + 1)

11Y

I= 1

(CI)
K I+ 1:

(5:17)

Using Lorentz invariance and sym m etry properties,one can argue that

A =

Z

[D B ][D C ]

Z

[D �]

gY

R = 1

[D N R ]f(�;N R ;JR ;CI;B P ) (5:18)

= c
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:::
@

@C11�11

11Y
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@
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@
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gY

R = 1

(
@

@B
pq

P

@

@N R pq

)L P ;R

gY

R = 1

(
@

@JR
)M R h(�;N R ;JR ;CI;B P );

where the proportionality constantc0 can be com puted asin (3.26).

Soasclaim ed,the�nalexpression forthescatteringam plitudeisam anifestly Lorentz-

covariantfunction ofthepolarizationsand m om enta oftheexternalstates.Although this

expression iscom plicated forarbitrary g-loop am plitudes,itwillbeshown in thefollowing

section how thisprescription can be used to prove certain vanishing theorem s.

6. A m plitude C om putations and Vanishing T heorem s

In thissection,the am plitude prescription ofsection 5 willbe used to prove certain

propertiesofclosed superstring scattering am plitudesinvolvingm asslessstates.In subsec-

tion (6.1),the closed superstring vertex operatorforType IIB supergravity stateswillbe

reviewed. In subsection (6.2),itwillbe proven thatm asslessN -pointg-loop am plitudes

are vanishing whenever N < 4 and g > 0. In subsection (6.3),the four-point m assless

one-loop am plitude willbe com puted.And in subsection (6.4),itwillbe proven thatthe

low-energy lim itofthe four-point m assless am plitude gets no perturbative contributions

aboveone-loop.
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6.1.Type IIB supergravity vertex operator

Justasthe super-M axwellstatesofthe open superstring are described by the unin-

tegrated vertex operator V = ��A �(x;�) satisfying Q V = 0 and �V = Q 
,the Type

IIB supergravity statesoftheclosed superstring aredescribed by theunintegrated vertex

operator

V = �
�
�
�
A ��(x;�;�) (6:1)

satisfying

Q V = Q V = 0; �V = Q 
+ Q 
 (6:2)

where Q 
= Q 
= 0:The equationsQ V = Q V = 0 im ply that

D A �� + D �A � = 
m
�A m �; D A �� + D �A � = 

m
�A �m (6:3)

forsom e super�eldsA m � and A �m where

D � =
@

@��
+
1

2
(m �)�@m ; D � =

@

@�
� +

1

2
(m �)�@m (6:4)

aretheN=2 D=10 superspacederivatives.And thegaugetransform ations�V = Q 
+ Q 


where Q 
= Q 
= 0 im plies

�A �� = D �
� + D �
�; (6:5)

�A m � = @m 
� � D �
m ; �A �m = @m 
� � D �
m ;

where

D (�
�) = 
m
��
m ; D (�
�) = 

m
��
m :

In com ponents,one can use (6.3)and (6.5)to gaugeA ��(x;�;�)to the form

A ��(x;�;�)= e
ik�x[hm n(

m
�)�(

n
�)� +  



m (
m
�)�(

n
�)�(n�) (6:6)

+ 
n(

m
�)�(m �)(

n
�)� + F

�(m �)�(m �)(
n
�)�(n�)� + :::]

where

k
2 = k

m
hm n = k

n
hm n = k

m
 
�

m = k
n(n m )� = 0;

k
m
 
�
m = k

n(n m )� = km 
m
�F

� = km 
m
��F

� = 0;
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and :::involvesproductsofkm with hm n, �
m , 

�

m ,orF
��. So A �� (x;�;�)describesthe

on-shellTypeIIB supergravity m ultipletwherehm n describesthegraviton,antisym m etric

tensor and dilaton,  �
m and  

�

m describe the gravitiniand dilatini, and F �� describe

the Ram ond-Ram ond �eld strengths. Note that the x-independent part of(6.6) can be

interpreted asthe left-rightproductoftwo super-M axwellsuper�elds A �(�)A �(�)where

A �(x;�)= am (
m �)+ �(m �)�(m �) + :::and

hm n = am an;  
�

m = am �
�
;  

�
m = �

�
am ; F

�� = �
�
�
�
:

So one can interprettheunintegrated m asslessclosed superstring vertex operatorof(6.1)

as the left-right product oftwo unintegrated m assless open superstring vertex operators

using theidenti�cation

�
�
�
�
A �� (x;�;�)= e

ik�x
�
�
A �(�)�

�
A �(�):

Justastheintegrated open superstring vertex operatorUopen isrelated to theuninte-

grated open superstring vertex operatorVopen by Q Uopen = @Vopen,the integrated closed

superstring vertex operatorUclosed isrelated to theunintegrated closed superstring vertex

operatorVclosed by Q Q Uclosed = @@Vclosed. Although one can easily write an explicitex-

pression forthe integrated form ofthe Type IIB supergravity vertex operator[19][45],it

willbem oreconvenientto recognizethatitisrelated to theleft-rightproductoftwo inte-

grated super-M axwellvertex operatorsof(2.19).So theintegrated TypeIIB supergravity

vertex operatorcan be expressed as

Uclosed = e
ik�x(@��A �(�)+ � m

A m (�)+ d�W
�(�)+

1

2
N

m n
Fm n(�)) (6:7)

(@�
�
A �(�)+ �

p
A p(�)+ d�W

�
(�)+

1

2
N

pq
F pq(�)):

Sincetheclosed string graviton hm n isidenti�ed with theproductofam an,the�= �= 0

com ponent ofFm n(�)F pq(�) is identi�ed with the linearized curvature tensor R m npq =

k[m hn][qkp].
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6.2.Non-renorm alization theorem

In thissubsection,the am plitude prescription ofsection 5 willbe used to prove that

m asslessN -pointg-loop am plitudesvanish wheneverN < 4 and g > 0. ForN = 0,this

im pliesvanishing ofthe cosm ologicalconstant;forN = 1,itim pliesabsence oftadpoles;

forN = 2,itim pliesthe m assisnotrenorm alized;and forN = 3,itim pliesthe coupling

constant is not renorm alized. Using the argum ents of[4][32]which were sum m arized in

theintroduction,and assum ing factorization and theabsenceofunphysicaldivergencesin

the interior ofm odulispace,these non-renorm alization theorem s im ply that superstring

scattering am plitudesare�nite order-by-orderin perturbation theory.

Although surfaceterm swereignored in deriving theam plitudeprescription ofsection

5,itisnecessary thatthe proofofthe non-renorm alization theorem rem ain valid even if

oneincludessuch surface term contributions.Otherwise,there could bedivergentsurface

term contributionswhich would invalidate the proof.Forthisreason,one cannotassum e

Lorentzinvarianceorspacetim esupersym m etry toprovethenon-renorm alization theorem

sincetheprescription of(5.1)isLorentzinvariantand spacetim esupersym m etriconly after

ignoring thesurface term s.

Fortunately,itwillbe possible to prove the non-renorm alization theorem using only

thecounting ofzero m odes.Sincethistypeofargum entim pliesthepointwisevanishing of

theintegrand ofthescattering am plitude(asopposed to only im plyingthattheintegrated

am plitude vanishes),the proofrem ains valid ifone includes the contribution ofsurface

term s.

On asurfaceofarbitrarygenus,oneneeds16zerom odesof�� and �
�
fortheam plitude

to benon-vanishing.Since theonly operatorsin (5.1)containing �� zero m odes23 arethe

eleven YC picture-lowering operators and the UT vertex operators, and since each YC

contributesa single�� zero m ode,theUT vertex operatorsm ustcontributeatleast�ve��

and �ve �
�
zero m odesforthe am plitude to be non-vanishing. Thisim m ediately im plies

thatzero-pointam plitudesvanish.

23 W hen expressed in term s of the free �elds (x
m
;�

�
;p� ), �

m
and d� contain �’s without

derivatives which naively could contribute �
�
zero m odes. But ifthe supersym m etric O PE’s of

(2.11)are used to integrate outthe non-zero worldsheetm odes,the O PE’sinvolving �
m
and d�

willneverproduce �
�
zero m odes.
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Forone-pointam plitudes,conservation ofm om entum im pliesthatthe externalstate

m usthavem om entum km = 0.Butwhen km = 0,them axim um num berofzero m odesin

the vertex operatorisone�� and one �
�
com ing from the super�eld

A ��(�;�)= hm n(
m
�)�(

n
�)�:

Allothercom ponentsin thesuper�eldsappearingin thevertex operatorsof(6.1)and (6.7)

areeitherferm ionic orinvolvepowersofkm .So allone-pointam plitudesvanish.

To prove that m assless two and three-point am plitudes vanish for non-zero g,one

needs to count the available zero m odes ofd�,as wellasthe zero m odes ofN m n. On a

genusg surface,non-vanishing am plitudesrequire 16g zero m odesofd�.In addition,the

num berofN m n zero m odesm ustbe atleastaslarge asthe num berofderivativesacting

on the delta functions�(B N )in the am plitude prescription. Otherwise,integration over

the N m n zero m odeswilltrivially vanish.

To provetheN -pointg-loop non-renorm alization theorem forN = 2 and N = 3,itis

usefulto distinguish between one-loop am plitudesand m ultiloop am plitudes.Form assless

N -pointone-loop am plitudesusing the prescription of(5.2),there are (N � 1)integrated

vertex operatorsof(6.7),each ofwhich can eitherprovidea d� zero m odeoran N m n zero

m ode. So one hasatm ost(N � 1� M )d� zero m odesand M N m n zero m odescom ing

from thevertex operatorswhereM � N � 1.Each ofthenineZB P
operatorsand oneZJ

operatorcan providea singled� zero m ode,so to geta totalof16 d� zero m odes,bB m ust

provide atleast

16� (N � 1� M )� 9� 1= 7� N + M (6:8)

d� zero m odes.

Itiseasy to verify from (4.29)thatbB can providea m axim um offourd� zero m odes,

however,theterm scontainingfourd� zerom odesalsocontain (�1)N m n zerom odeswhere

a derivativeacting on �(B N )countsasa negativeN m n zero m ode.Thisfactcan easily be

derived from the +4 engineering dim ension ofbB where [��;��;xm ;d�;N m n]are de�ned

to carry engineering dim ension [0;1
2
;1;3

2
;2]and @L�(B N )isde�ned to carry engineering

dim ension �2L. Since (d)4 carries engineering dim ension +6,it can only appear in bB

togetherwith a term such as@�(B N )which carriesengineering dim ension �2.

So forN � 3 and M = 0,(6.8)im pliesthattheonly way to obtain 16 d� zero m odes

isifbB providesatleastfourd� zero m odes.Butin thiscase,bB contains(�1)N m n zero

m odes,so the am plitudes vanish since there are not enough N m n zero m odes to absorb
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the derivativeson �(B N ).And when M > 0,the am plitude vanishesforN � 3 since one

needsm orethan fourd� zero m odesto com e from bB .

For m ultiloop am plitudes,the argum ent is sim ilar,but one now has N integrated

vertex operatorsinstead of(N � 1).So thevertex operatorscan contributea m axim um of

(N � M )d� zero m odesand M N m n zero m odeswhere M � N .And each ofthe 7g+ 3

ZB and g ZJ operatorscan providea singled� zero m ode.So to geta totalof16g d� zero

m odes,the (3g� 3)bB ’sm ustprovideatleast

16g� (N � M )� (7g+ 3)� g = 8g� 3� N + M (6:9)

d� zero m odes. Since (3g � 3) bB ’s carry engineering dim ension 12g � 12, d� carries

engineering dim ension 3

2
,and N m n carriesengineering dim ension +2,the(3g� 3)bB ’scan

provideam axim um of(8g� 8)d� zerom odeswith noderivativesof�(B N ),or(8g� 8+ 4

3
M )

d� zero m odeswith M derivativesof�(B N ).Since

8g� 8+
4

3
M < 8g� 3� N + M (6:10)

whenever M � N � 3,there is no way for the (3g� 3) bB ’s to provide enough d� zero

m odeswithoutproviding too m any derivativesof�(B N ).

So the N -point m ultiloop non-renorm alization theorem has been proven for N � 3.

Notethatwhen N = 4,

8g� 8+
4

3
M � 8g� 3� N + M (6:11)

ifonechoosesM = 3 orM = 4.Sofour-pointm ultiloop am plitudesdo notneed tovanish.

However,aswillbe shown in subsection (6.4),one can prove thatthe low-energy lim itof

these m ultiloop am plitudesvanish,which im pliesthatthe R 4 term in the e�ective action

getsno perturbativecorrectionsaboveone loop.Butbefore proving this,itwillbe useful

to see how the four-pointone-loop am plitude isreproduced in the pure spinorform alism .

6.3.M asslessfour-pointone-loop am plitude

The sim plest non-vanishing one-loop am plitude involves four m assless particles and

can be com puted using either the RNS or light-cone G S form alism . Nevertheless,it is

interesting to see how thiswell-known am plitude can be derived from the super-Poincar�e

covariantprescription ofsection 5.

Asdiscussed in (6.8),bB m ust provide atleast(7� N + M )d� zero m odes for the

one-loop am plitude to be non-vanishing where N isthe num berofexternalstatesand M
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is the num ber ofN m n zero m odes com ing from the vertex operators. Since bB carries

engineering dim ension +4,the only way to satisfy (6.8)when N = 4 isifM = 1 and bB

providesfourd� zero m odes.In term softhe operatorsH ��,K �� and L��� de�ned in

(4.10),(4.14)and (4.18),the only such term sin bB are

1

4
H

��(B d)�(B d)�@�(B N )�
1

8
K

��(B d)�(B d)�(B d)@
2
�(B N ) (6:12)

+
1

16
L
���(B d)�(B d)�(B d)(B d)�@

3
�(B N )

where (B d)� = B m n(m nd)�.

Since alld� and N m n variables are used to absorb zero m odes in this correlation

function,thefunctionalintegraloverthe(��;p�)variablesand overthepurespinorghosts

only contributesto thefour-pointone-loop am plitudethrough thezero-m ode integral

j

Z

d
16
�

Z

d
16
d

Z

[D �][D N ] (6:13)

(�
1

1536

��
m np(d

m np
d)(B d)�(B d)�@�(B N )+

1

8
c
���

1m n N
m n

d�(B d)�(B d)�(B d)@
2
�(B N )

�
1

16
c
���

4m npqN
m n

N
pq(B d)�(B d)�(B d)(B d)�@

3
�(B N ))

10Y

P = 2

B
m n
P (�m nd)�(B P N )(�d)�(J)

11Y

I= 1

(CI�)�(C I�)

�
�
A 1�(�)

4Y

T = 2

(d�W
�
T (�)+

1

2
N m nF

m n
T (�))j2

where the closed superstring vertex operatorshave been written asthe left-rightproduct

ofopen superstring vertex operatorsasin (6.7).

Integrating overtheconstantspinorsand tensorsCI� and B
m n
P and using theform ula

of(5.18),one �nds that the term in (6.13)which is independent ofc
���

1m n and c
���

4m npq is

proportionalto

j

Z

d
16
�

Z

d
16
d (�T �1 )

((�1�2�3

[�1:::�11]
(6:14)

(m 1n1m 2m 3m 4)�4�5(m 5n5n2m 6m 7)�6�7(m 8n8n3n6m 9)�8�9(m 10n10n4n7n9)�10�11))

(drstd)
�

rst(pqd)�(m 1n1
d)(m 2n2

d)�2:::(m 10n10
d)�10d�11(�

�1:::�
�11)

A 1�1(�)(d�W
�
2 (�)d�W
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3
(�)F

pq
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(�)
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+d�W
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3 (�)d�W

�

4
(�)F

pq

2
(�)+ d�W

�
4 (�)d�W

�

2
(�)F

pq

3
(�))j2

where the proportionality constantwillnotbe determ ined here. Integrating overthe d�

zero m odes and perform ing gam m a-m atrix m anipulations,one �nds that this integralis

proportionalto

j

Z

d
16
�(�T �1 )

((�1�2�3))

[�1:::�11]
(��1:::��11)(m npqr)�1�2A 1�3(�) (6:15)

((W 2(�)
m np

W 3(�))F
qr

4
(�)+ (W 3(�)

m np
W 4(�))F

qr

2
(�)+ (W 4(�)

m np
W 2(�))F

qr

3
(�))j2:

The resultof(6.15)can beobtained withoutgoing through the com plicated gam m a-

m atrixm anipulationsbynotingthatthe�1�2�3 indiceson (�T
�1 )

((�1�2�3))

[�1:::�11]
(��1:::��11)need

tobecontracted witha-m atrixtracelesscom bination constructed from oneA �,twoW
�’s,

and one Fm n. The only possible such com bination is(m npqr)((�1�2A �3))(W pqrW )F m n.

For this reason,the term s in (6.13) which depend on c
���

1m n and c
���

4m npq m ust also give

contributionsproportionalto (6.15)afterintegration overCI� and B m n
P .

Finally,one needsto include the correlation function forthe xm variablesasin (5.6)

which givesthe factor

Z

d
10
P jexp(i�P 2

�+ 2�i

4X

T = 1

(kT � P )tT )
Y

T < U

E (tT ;tU )
kT �kU j

2 (6:16)

= (Im �)�5
Y

T < U

G (tT ;tU )
kT �kU

where G (tT ;tU )= jE (tT ;tU )j
2 exp(�2�(Im �)�1 (Im tT )(Im tU )):

So up toaconstantproportionality factor,them asslessfour-pointone-loop am plitude

is

A =

Z

d
2
�(Im �)�5
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d
2
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d
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t4

Y

T < U
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m np
W 2(�))F

qr

3
(�))j2:

One can easily check that(6.17)ism odularinvariantand hasa structure sim ilarto

the standard expression forthe four-pointone-loop am plitude. Butbecause ofthe gauge

super�eld A 1�(�)in (6.17),A isnotm anifestly gaugeinvariantunder

�A 1�(�)= D �
1(�): (6:18)
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Nevertheless,one can use propertiesofpure spinorsto show thatthe am plitude isin fact

gaugeinvariantunder(6.18).Integrating D � by partsin the
R
d16� integral,one obtains

Z

d
16
�(�T �1 )

((��))

[�1:::�11]
�A 1�[�
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m np
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4
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where the identity (�T �1 )
((�1�))

[�1:::�11]
= 0 wasused.To com pute

(m npqr)((�D �))[(W 2(�)
m np

W 3(�))F
qr

4
(�)]; (6:20)

note thatBianchiidentitiesim ply thatD �W
� = 1

4
(st)�

�Fst and D �F
qr = @[q(r]W )�:

But(r)�((� 
r
))�

= 0 im pliesthat

(m npst)�((�(
m npqr)�))= 0 and (m npqr)((�(

r)�))� = 0;

so (6.20)vanishesand A isgauge-invariantunder(6.18).

Since the four externalvertex operators need to provide 5 �� and 5 �
�
zero m odes

in (6.17),this am plitude im plies the presence ofa one-loop R 4 term in the low-energy

e�ective action. To see this,note that using the left-right product language of(6.7),an

R 4 term com es from jF 4j2. In the A �(�),W
�(�)and F m n(�) super�elds,the F m n �eld

strength isin the com ponent

A �(�)= :::+ (�m np
�)(p�)�Fm n + :::; (6:21)

W
�(�)= :::+ (m n

�)�Fm n + :::; Fm n(�)= Fm n + ::::

SoifA � providesthree�zerom odesand each W
� providesone�zerom ode,oneobtainsan

jF 4j2 term from thevertex operatorsin (6.17).Itshould bestraightforward to check that

thecontractionsoftheLorentzindicesin thisjF 4j2 term agreeswith theusualcontractions

ofthe one-loop R 4 term in the e�ectiveaction.

42



6.4.Absence ofm ultiloop R 4 contributions

Although the four-point m assless am plitude is expected to be non-vanishing at all

loops,there is a conjecture based on S-duality ofthe Type IIB e�ective action that R 4

term sin the low-energy e�ective action do notgetperturbative contributionsabove one-

loop [29]. After m uch e�ort,this conjecture was recently veri�ed in the RNS form alism

attwo loops[7][5]. Aswillnow be shown,the m ultiloop prescription ofsection 5 can be

easily used to provethe validity ofthisS-duality conjecture atallloops.

Itwasproven using (6.11)thatthefour-pointm asslessm ultiloop am plitude vanishes

unlessatleastthreeofthefourintegrated vertex operatorscontributean N m n zero m ode.

Sincetheonly operatorscontaining �zero m odesaretheeleven picture-lowering operators

and theexternalvertexoperators,thefunctionalintegralover�zerom odesin them ultiloop

prescription forthefour-pointam plitude givesan expression oftheform

j

Z

d
16
�(�)11(d�W

�
1 (�)+

1

2
N pqF

pq

1
(�))

4Y

T = 2

N m nF
m n
T (�)j2: (6:22)

Since theexternalvertex operatorsm ustcontribute atleast5 �� and �
�
zero m odes,

and since F m n appears in the com ponent expansions ofW � and F m n as in (6.21),one

easily seesthatthere isno way to produce an jF 4j2 term which would im ply an R 4 term

in thee�ectiveaction.In fact,by exam ining thecom ponentexpansion oftheF m n(�)and

W �(�) super�elds,one �nds that the term with fewest num ber ofspacetim e derivatives

which contributes5�’sand 5�’sisj(@F )(@F )F 2j2,which would im ply a@4R 4 contribution

to thelow-energy e�ectiveaction.

So it has been proven that there are no m ultiloop contributions to R 4 term s (or

@2R 4 term s)in thelow-energy e�ectiveaction ofthesuperstring.Itshould benoted that

thisproofhasassum ed thatthe correlation function overxm doesnotcontribute inverse

powers ofkm which could cancelm om entum factors com ing from the � integration in

(6.22).Although thexm correlation function doescontain polesasa function ofkm when

theexternalvertex operatorscollide,thesepolesonly contributeto non-localterm sin the

e�ectiveaction which involvem asslesspropagators,and arenotexpected to contributeto

localterm sin the e�ectiveaction such asthe R 4 term .
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