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ABSTRACT: We develop a general formalism for covariant Hamiltonian evolution of
supersymmetric (field) theories by making use of the fact that these can be repre-
sented on the exterior bundle over their bosonic configuration space as generalized
Dirac-Kihler systems of the form (d4dT)|¢) = 0. By using suitable deformations of
the supersymmetry generators we find covariant Hamiltonians for target spaces with
general gravitational and Kalb-Ramond field backgrounds and discuss their pertur-
bation theory. As an example, these results are applied to the study of curvature
corrections of superstring spectra for AdSs x S? close to its pp-wave limit.
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1. Introduction

Supersymmetric quantum theory and differential (possibly non-commutative) geom-
etry are in some sense two aspects of the same thing, as has been emphasized long
ago in articles such as [} and [, f.

This correspondence becomes however manifest only in the Schrodinger represen-
tation of quantum theory, where states are expressed as functionals over configuration
space and operators act by (functional) multiplication and (functional) differentia-
tion.! For field theoretic applications this representation is usually considered more
awkward than the common Fock space representation, however it certainly has also
advantages, at least on the conceptual level. In particular Hamiltonians (and Hamil-
tonian constraints for that matter) can be identified with (generalized) Laplace opera-
tors on configuration space, which makes manifest the connection between quantum
(field) theory and the geometry of configuration space. Supersymmetric quantum
(field) theory furthermore provides the corresponding Dirac operators. In [B, ] it
was stressed that the quantum theory provides thus nothing else but spectral data of
configuration space.

Some illustrative examples of this correspondence have been made explicit in [f].
The quantum theory of a scalar field plus superpartner, as well as N =1, d = 4
supergravity were represented on their respective configuration space by generalized
Dirac-Kahler equations. Schematically these look like

(d=d")[v) =0. (1.1)

Here d denotes the (generalized) exterior derivative on configuration space and df
is its adjoint with respect to the Hodge inner product on differential forms over
configuration space. The state |¢)) is a section of this exterior bundle, which itself
must be regarded as the superspace over the original bosonic configuration space.

But also the superconformal constraints of Type II strings are of this Dirac-
Kahler form, if d is taken to be a generalized and deformed exterior derivative over
loop space, the configuration space of the string. For superstrings in gravitational
and Kalb-Ramond backgrounds this was perhaps first noticed in [f]. That the same
holds true for all massless NS backgrounds and that the deformation can always
be written as a similarity transformation d — e~V de" is shown in [ff]. There are
indications that this statement indeed generalizes to all kinds of background fields
B

The motivation for studying the Dirac-Kahler representation of supersymmetric
systems, and of superstrings in particular, comes from its emphasis of the role of
generalized Dirac operators in these theories. The program of Connes’ Noncommu-
tative Geometry [[] in the sense of a theory of spectral geometry shows that a great

IFor a list of references on field theory in Schrédinger representation see for instance [E]



deal of information is encoded and can be extracted from generalized Dirac opera-
tors. The relation between supersymmetric physics and Noncommutative Geometry
has been particularly emphasized in [J, f] and the identification of the superstring’s
worldsheet supercharge with a Dirac operator in a spectral triple has been used in
M0, [0, [ to study stringy symmetries and dualities. However, with the advent
of the M=Matrix proposal [[3] the emphasis on Noncommutative Geometry in the
string theory literature has shifted from its spectral aspect, and hence the role of the
Dirac operator, towards its noncommutative aspect and the role of the algebra (for
instance [[4]).

One purpose of this paper and its companion [ is to demonstrate that an
emphasis on the Dirac-Ramond operator of string theory, generalized to arbitrary
backgrounds, allows to address current questions in string theory in an interesting
and worthwhile way. In particular in this paper we shall try to address the general
issue of computation of superstring spectra in nontrivial and not exactly solvable
backgrounds from a perspective that puts the worldsheet supercharge and its role as
a Dirac operator on loop space in the center of attention. We describe a covariant
formalism for the construction of superstring Hamiltonians associated with arbitrary
timelike Killing vectors of target space. These Hamiltonians are to be regarded as
NSR-string analogues to the lightcone Hamiltonian of the Green-Schwarz string.

The latter has recently been used in the study of curvature corrections to string
spectra on AdS backgrounds. Motivated by the insight [ that the string spectrum
on the pp-wave limit of such backgrounds corresponds directly to certain states in
the dual field theory, as predicted by the AdS/CFT correspondence, several attempts
are being made to extend this result to higher order corrections by perturbatively
computing the spectrum on the string theory side [[d, [[7, [g].

In all these approaches lightcone gauge needs to be fixed. As always, this choice
of gauge brings with it some simplifications but also a couple of technical subtleties
[[g]. In general it is restricted to backgrounds that possess a lightlike Killing vector.
In general, the quantum theory of the Green-Schwarz string is poorly understood.

The purpose of the following discussion is to analyze the question whether it
is possible to construct appropriate Hamiltonians and their perturbation theory not
in the context of the Green-Schwarz string but in that of the covariantly quantized
NSR superstring with manifest worldsheet supersymmetry. The first part of the
paper, §f (p.§), approaches this question in a general way by developing a covariant
Hamiltonian perturbation theory for any supersymmetric systems which are governed
by constraints of the Dirac-Kahler type. In the second part §§ (p.B9) this general
theory is applied to the superstring by making use of results given in [[f]. As a first
example application we test our perturbation theory in a well-understood context,
namely the pp-wave limit of AdSs x S?, which can be regarded as a toy example for
the more interesting AdS; x S° case [[@].

The key ideas of the perturbation theory developed here are the following:



Given a (pseudo-)Riemannian manifold (M, g) the inhomogeneous differential
forms |¢) over it form an inner product space H with respect to the Hodge inner
product (-|-). We consider physical systems modeled on such a space of states and
governed by constraints of the form

DY |¢) =0, (1.2)

where Ds_LA ) are Dirac operators on H, which are obtained from the ordinary Dirac(-
Kihler) operators D1 = d £ d' by a deformation

AW = A1d A, d' .= (@@
DY = 4@ 4+ gt (1.3)
where A is any invertible operator on H. The relevance of these assumptions for

string theory lies in the fact that the RNS superstring in various backgrounds can

be rewritten this way when M is taken to be loop space over spacetime.
o

After introducing analogous deformations of the form creation operators ¢
dz*A and the associated Clifford generators 4. := ¢’ + & by setting

et g1t gt
§ = et L e (1.4)

it is easy to see that the Lie derivative operator £,, along a timelike Killing vector
vy of (M, g) can be expressed as

£, = (B DY) - 59 DY) (15)

It follows that the constraints ([.4) imply a Schrédinger equation
iLy @) = HY [g) (1.6)

of evolution along the parameter t,,, where the Hamiltonian is given by?

HA i ([, D] - [3, D))
_ % (YD — 4D 1L, (1.7)

For the deformations considered here there is a Krein space operator 7 (with # =

7 and 7> = 1) which serves to define a positive definite scalar product? () =

2In the context of classical electromagnetism, to which the present formalism also applies (cf.
appendix (p@)), this operator is sometimes known as the Maxwell operator generating time
evolution of the electromagnetic field.

3The term 6(t,,) restricts integration to a hypersurfaces orthogonal to the flow lines of the
Killing vector vyg.



(-] 6(ty,) 71 |-) on physical states with respect to which H* is hermitian:*
HM) = HEH)H = HW . (1.8)

This allows to perform quantum mechanical perturbation theory in a fully co-
variant framework. Even though no light cone gauge is required a particularly simple
formula for the first order energy shift of a given state under a given perturbation
of the constraints ([.2) is obtained when vy is of the form vy = 'p + e 7k for p and
k two lightlike Killing vectors: In the limit v > 1 we find for the first order shift of
the light cone energy associated with p the expression

e <¢(0)

A (HOHYD ’¢(0)> s <¢(0)

0i(L,) " [6) (1.9)

(where the n-th order perturbation of an object O is written as O™).

The structure of this paper is as follows:

The central results concerning covariant Hamiltonian evolution in supersymmet-
ric systems are developed in §f (p.§). First some existing material on supersymmetric
quantum theory in differential geometric formulation is recalled in a coherent fashion
in §2.1] (p.B), where we also elaborate on the general structure of deformations of the
supersymmetry algebra and on the differential geometric meaning of the operators
appearing in quantum SWZW models.

These facts are then used in §P.7 (p.B]) to construct the general formalism for
covariant Hamiltonian evolution in backgrounds with arbitrary metric and NS 2-form
fields. Finally the associated perturbation theory is developed.

In §B (pBY) these techniques are applied to the perturbative calculation of su-
perstring spectra. First §B.0] (p.B9) reviews the loop space formulation which puts
the NSR string in the required Dirac-Kéhler form. In §B.3 (p.f[3) basic data of the
AdS; x S? background as well as its pp-wave Penrose limit are listed, which are
then inserted in §B.9 (p.) into the perturbation formalism developed before. The
obtained perturbative spectrum of strings in this scenario is then compared in §B.4
(p.[7) to the exact result and the implications of the calculation are discussed in §B.5
(p-f9).

Further details are given in the appendices:

Appendix [A] (p.p]) collects various objects that play a role in the formulation
of differential geometry in terms of operators on the exterior bundle, which is the
technical basis for the formulation of supersymmetric quantum theory used here.
Most of this material is elementary and mainly meant to set up notation and concepts,

“The Hamiltonian H*") needs furthermore to commute with t,,. For certain deformations this
requires slight modifactions of the general argument summarized here.



but also some not so widely known facts are derived and emphasized, which are
crucial for the developments in §f (p.g).

In appendix B (pf69) proofs are given which are omitted for the sake of brevity
in the main text.

Appendix [J (p.[[3) illustrates our formalism in terms of a well-known example
to which it happens to apply, too, namely that of classical electromagnetism in
differential form language.

Finally appendix [ (p.[3) lists some standard facts about Lie algebras that are
needed for the discussion of SWZW models in §P.1.4 (p.[7).



2. Covariant parameter evolution for supersymmetric quan-
tum systems

2.1 On supersymmetric quantum theory in geometrical formulation
2.1.1 Introduction

Let the (pseudo-)Riemannian manifold (M, g) be the configuration space of some
physical system. A supersymmetric extension of this system has as configuration
space the superspace SM over M, which can be identified with Q!'(M), the 1-
form bundle over M. An arbitrary quantum state of the supersymmetric system is
therefore a superfunction on Q'(M), which is an inhomogeneous differential form
over M, i.e. an element of ['(2(M)), the space of sections of the total form bundle
QM) = @I?:OQP(M).

Before proceeding we briefly list some of the notation which will be used fre-
quently in the following. The details are given in §f (p.p3):

rQMm)) the space of sections of the exterior bundle
(-] the Hodge inner product on I'(Q(M)) ([A.2)
¢ = dar A operator of exterior multiplication by dz* ([A.1])
¢t = dat — operator of interior multiplication ([A3)
A =" Ler the associated Clifford algebra generators ([4.4)
V, = ¢ — T,%¢!"¢, covariant derivative on T(Q(M)) (@23 ([@29)
d=¢"v, the exterior derivative on I'(Q(M)) ([A39)
di = -V, its adjoint with respect to (:|-) (A7)
D, =d+d the associated Dirac operators ([A5T)
L, = {d,v"¢,} Lie derivative along v ([A69)
] a Krein space operator ([A220) (2-81)
(1) = Clal) a scalar product on T'(Q(M)) ([A.21)

The systems of interest here will have semi-Riemannian configuration space met-
ric g and be governed by sets of equations that are generalizations of

Diw =0=D_w, w e QM) (2.1)

(¢f (AET)). In the case that A = D% (¢f. (A5J)) is taken as a generator of
“time”-translations in the system’s parameter space the relations

{Dy, Dy} =2A (2.2)
may be regarded as the (N = 1)-supersymmetry algebra in 1 dimension. Similarly

(D, D/} = 2674, (2.3)



where 7,7 € {1,2} and D! := D, D? :=iD_, is the 1-dimensional supersymmetry
algebra with N = 2, which is of course equivalent to

{d,d} =0
{dT,dT} =0
{d.a'} = A. (2.4)

This algebra gives us 140 dimensional supersymmetric field theory, i.e. supersym-
metric quantum mechanics.

Is there a deformation of d, d' that turns this algebra into the 2-dimensional
(N = 1)-algebra? Recall the central observation from the last part of [l]:

When choosing, as usual, the unitary representation of the Clifford algebra

Cl(1,1) given by
01
’YSxB = [_1 O]

01

1

= 2.
and supercharges () that are real,

G- qQm, (26)
then the “QQ = P” bracket looks like

{Qa,Q8} = —(7"7°)aBPu

Po+P 0 ]
— . 2.7
[ 0 Py— P AB (2.7)
In terms of the linear combinations
1
dy == — —1
k \/§ (Q1 ZQz)
dy = NG (Q1 +1Q2) (2.8)
this is equivalent to
{di,dp} = P,
{d, &}y = P

This is almost of the form (B.4), except that the {d,d} and {dT, dT} brackets pick
up a non-zero value equal to the generator P; of spatial translations. One way to
realize this deformation is the following:



Deformations by Killing vectors. In the presence of a Killing vector k = k*0,,,
one can consider a deformation d; of the exterior derivative defined by

dj == d + ¢, k". (2.10)
The adjoint operator is then
dfy .= df — el k*. (2.11)
By the definition of the Lie-derivative (JA-69) one finds
d? =il (2.12)
and, since k is Killing, by (A79) also
d” =il (2.13)
Defining

D+ = d, +d,
= 4 (Vi F iky) (2.14)

one has, with A, B € {4+, —} and sy := +1,
{Dk,Aa Dk,B} = 25AB (SAAk —I— Zﬁk) 5 (215)

where the deformed Laplace-Beltrami operator is

Ak = {dk,di}
= A+ ki ({df, ek} - {d, ek })
= A+ K —i(Qyky) (e + e (2.16)

Note that the deformed exterior differential operators still satisfy the duality

relation ([A-46):
d', = —xd, *. (2.17)

This gives us the algeba of d = 2, N = 1 supersymmetry, which is necessary to
describe the manifestly worldsheet supersymmetric string. It is now of interest how
the generators of this algebra may be deformed in order to incorporate the effect of
various background fields, without affecting the structure of the algebra itself.

10



2.1.2 Deformations of the supersymmetry generators.

The construction of supersymmetric quantum theories usually involves choosing a
bosonic Lagrangian, replacing its fields with appropriate superfields, and integrating
out the Grassmannian variables to obtain the supersymmetric Lagrangian of the
component fields, which may finally be quantized. An alternative way to obtain new
supersymmetric quantum theories, which shall be studied here, is to pick a given
one (for instance a simple, free theory) and then deform its symmetry generators
(for instance so as to introduce interaction and potentials) in a way that preserves
the supersymmetry algebra. When working in the Schrodinger representation this
may radically reduce the computational effort and increase transparency, as will be
demonstrated here.

Furthermore, more importantly for the purposes of §.9 (p.21]), such deformations
of the supersymmetry generators allow to deform other operators analogously such
that results derived in the undeformed case can be rather straightforwardly adapted
to the deformed case. This will be essential for the construction of the covariant
Hamiltonian for b-field backgrounds in §2.2.3 (p.R7).

Below it is shown that this strategy involves a generalization of the deformations
already considered in the first part of [l]. Applications of this method to the study
of actual physical systems have been rare, one example being [[9] [A] (and references
given there), where the method is applied to the study of supersymmetric quantum
cosmology. In [[q] and §B.1] (p.B9) it is shown that it is also applied with some profit
to the fundamental string.

We start by discussing deformations of the 1-dimensional supersymmetry alge-
bra:

The case D =1, N = 2. Recall from (R.4) that the D = 1, N = 2 supersymmetry
algebra may be represented by operators d and d' (usually, but not necessarily,
similar or equal to the exterior derivative and co-derivative), which satisfy

{d,d} =0
{d*, d*} =0
{da} =A, (2.18)
as well as
(d)f =df (2.19)
and therefore
A=A (2.20)

11



Given any such an algebra, we are now looking for a l-parameter family of
algebra homomorphisms h,, € € IR, which are continuously connected to the identity
(i.e. hg is the identity operation) and which map these operators to

(@)
(a)

(A) (2.21)

he
d™ := h,
A° = h,

in a way that preserves the relations (B.1§) and (B.19). It is very easy to see which

kinds of h, are possible:
By assumption of continuity we have

d°=d+eX +0(&), (2.22)
where X is some operator to be determined. The algebra requires that

0= (d)?
= e{d, X} +0(&) (2.23)

and therefore that d anticommutes with its first order deformation:

{d,X} =0. (2.24)
Since d is nilpotent X is locally “exact”

X =1[d, W], (2.25)

where W is any even graded operator. Assuming that X is of this form we have

d
—d‘ =[d. W
de d, W]

= d = exp(—eW) d exp(eW) . (2.26)
We call
A = exp(W) (2.27)

the deformation operator. The other deformed operators follow from this by

d’* = (a7
= eXp(eWT) df exp(—eWT)
A= {ds,al} . (2.28)

Note that if W is antihermitian the deformation is a pure gauge transformation.

12



Examples.

1. One example is the famous special case where W = W is the operator of
multiplication by the real function W, which has been used in [J] to study
Morse theory. If W were taken to be purley imaginary, then W would be anti-
hermitian and hence correspond to a pure phase shift symmetry that could be
gauged away.

2. Consider the operators

d° = ¢9,
d’ = —¢°9, (2.29)

on flat space (M, n) (where 7 is the flat metric). Now pick a non-trivial metric
g which in the J,-basis satisfies det(g) = 1 and pick (locally) an associated
vielbein e*,. Now there is an invertible linear operator A defined by

AT G 1) = e, G enman, o) (2.30)

In fact, when we regard e*, as a matrix e and let In e be the logarithm of that
matrix, then A can be written in the form (R.27) as

A = exp(éT-(ln e)T-é) . (2.31)
A little reflection shows that
d = Ad°A™! (2.32)
is the operator representation of the exterior derivative on (M, g) and hence
df = A—1d°Af (2.33)

is its adjoint. (Of course d as an abstract operator is independent of the metric
on M, but its representation in terms of operators ¢/ and 9, is not. Compare
8.2 (pB3).)

This way we can understand the metric field on the manifold as inducing a
deformation of the supersymmetry generators of flat space. This will be seen
to be a general phenomenon. In §E.1.3 (p.[F) it is shown how similarly a
Kalb-Ramond field background is represented by an exponential deformation
operator.

3. The above restriction to det(g) = 1 ensures that the inner product (-|-) and
hence the adjoint operation ()T itself receives no deformation (this follows from
equations (A7) and ([AZ37) that are given in the appendix). Alternatively one

13



can allow a conformal factor e?? but still keep the undeformed Hodge inner
product. This describes a dilaton background:

A= exp(gbéwéu) = exp(ng) . (2.34)

(If instead the inner product is accordingly modified this A induces an ordinary
conformal transformation. This is discussed in §A.q (p.pq))

The example of central importance for the following is the case A = exp (%bwéwéw)

which induces a Kalb-Ramond field background. This is discussed in more detail for
the D = 2 supersymmetry algebra in §2.1.3 (p.[3).

Together with the metric and dilaton backgrounds discussed above this shows
that all the massless NS-NS backgrounds of the superstring find their natural real-
ization in terms of deformations of the supersymmetry generators.

The results for the 1-dimensional supersymmetry algebra straightforwardly carry
over to two dimensions:

The case D =2, N = 1. Now the supersymmetry algebra looks like (cf. (2.19),
ET3), (B19))

d; = iLy
d? = ic),
{di '} = A (2.35)

We shall restrict attention to homomorphimsm h, that leave the element £, invari-
ant®:

he(Ly) = Ly, Ve. (2.36)

The analysis then closely parallels that of the (D =1, N = 2)-case:
Setting again

P =di+ X +0(&) (2.37)
one obtains from
il = (df)?
=il + e{d;, X} + O(€?) (2.38)

5When applied to the string, £ will be the generator of reparameterizations along the string.
Because the string must be reparameterization invariant in any background this generator must be
preserved by the deformation.

14
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the already familiar condition
{dy, X} =0. (2.39)

But now dy, is nilpotent only modulo Ly, so this is solved in analogy with (B.23) by
setting

X = [dg, W] (2.40)
subject to the condition that
L, W] =0. (2.41)

As before, the family of homomorphisms is therefore given by

dj, := exp(—eW)dy exp(eW) , W, L] =0

dTZ = exp(eWT) d, exp(—eWT)

L5 = Ly

Af = {d;, df} (2.42)

Note that

ds, = d° + he(ik,&")
dfy, = ' — h(ik,e™") . (2.43)

Such deformations of the D = 2 N = 1 supersymmetry algebra will play an
important role in the following constructions. We will show that choosing W to be
a 2-form (a “b-field”) gives the supersymmetry constraints associated with a Kalb-
Ramond field background. The fact that these relatively complicated constraints
can be obtained from algebraically simple deformations of the form (£.43) will make
it possible to systematically generalize results pertaining to vanishing 2-form back-
grounds to non-vanishing 2-form backgrounds. In particular this will allow us to
adapt the construction of the Hamiltonian generator for pure metric backgrounds
derived in §2.2.7] (p.RI)) to that for g- and b-field backgrounds in §P.2.3 (p.R7). This
task would have been rather unfeasible in terms of the complicated expanded form
of the supersymmetry generators (see below).

2.1.3 Deformation by background B-field.

In this section it is shown how a Kalb-Ramond background gives rise to a deformation
as discussed above.

Consider the case where on M there is, in addition to the metric g (admitting
the Killing vector k) an antisymmetric 2-form field

1
b= §b,wdx“ A dx” (2.44)

15



with field strength
hywp == (db)wp = 30,byy - (2.45)

In order to couple this background field to our system (2:37), it is natural to set

in (B.42)
1 v
WO .= ibﬂyaT”eT . (2.46)
For this choice one finds
1o v
A~ = dY = dy + ey + ikt

A - 1A AtV A . N7 AtV
= CWVM + ECWCT chth + ikt (gu,,c + bu,,cT )

= 1, ... . A,,
di - dT,(gb) =df, — gc“c ¢ hyp — kb C

N 1 v
= "V, — Sy, — ik (g™ + b)) . (247)

The first part of these expressions, the one coming from the deformation of the ex-
terior derivative itself, was already considered in [f] (p. 25) as an example for a
supersymmetric quantum theory involving torsion. We here note that the b-field
deformation of the full D = 2 supersymmetry algebra (EI0) and (-I])) in addition
gives the terms proportional to k* on the right of (:47). It turns out that these
are precisely the terms needed to identify the generators in (£47) with the super-
symmetry generators of the D = 2, N = 1 nonlinear supersymmetric sigma model
which describes superstring propagation in the respective b-field background, cf. §B.1]
(p.B9). We thus have found an algebraic way to derive the constraints of the NSR
superstring in gravitational and Kalb-Ramond backgrounds. Knowledge of the de-
formation operator exp (%bwéwéTV) allows us to algebraically relate these constraints
to the ordinary d;, and dfj, operators.

In order to further analyze the result (B-47) note that the corresponding Dirac
operators are

~ - . v 1 ~a ~b 2c
D = 44 (VO — (b F gu)k”) — Ehabcviyivi. (2.48)

Here we have identified @fj’) as a deformation of the covariant derivative operator

. 1 o 1 e
V;(tb) =0+ iw:faﬂ A — Zwuazﬁ 7b
~ 1 a. o
= V,+ Zh“ab (éT o’ 4 e“eb) , (2.49)
which involves connections with torsion :t%h
:l: ].
wabc = Wabe + §h'abc (250)

16



(cf. §A3 (pFd) and §AF (pfH)), and which acts on the Clifford algebras 4= as the

covariant derivative associated with the connections with torsion w¥, respectively:
b sax ~at
[Vg),vav } = (fova)v : (2.51)

Its commutators give the torsion deformed curvature operator (cf. ([A.2§))

R = [V, V0]

w oV

! . 1 .
~ Ry + 5 (Vhujar) (é* o’ 1 é“éb) kS8 (25)

This expression vanishes iff 1/ is the parallelizing torsion (see (A-I03) in appendix
EA (pf3) ) and V,hye = 0. This is of course true if h,°, are the structure constants
of a group manifold, which is an interesting special case to which we now turn:

2.1.4 SWZW models

For M a Lie group manifold and h = db twice its parallelizing torsion the above
construction reduces to that of super Wess-Zumino-Novikov-Witten models. These
are of course well known, but because SWZW models will play an important role
as exactly solvable backgrounds from which our perturbation theory may proceed
and since we will need the special representation (F.:63), to be derived below, of the
currents in terms of Lie derivatives on spinors, this section spells out some aspects
of SWZW models in terms of the formalism used here.

Another purpose of this section is to put the general construction of Hamilto-
nian generators in §2.2.1 (p.21)) into perspective: As discussed below (see (B.61]) and
(R-63)) the anticommutator of the Dirac operators (P.4§) with the Clifford genera-
tors associated with the invariant vielbein field e, of the group manifold gives the
“total current” operators, which are, however, essentially (up to a spurious term
proportional to k*) Lie derivative operators along e,. Accordingly the respective
commutator gives the associated “Hamiltonian” (by the general scheme that will be
discussed in §2.2.7] (p.R1))). Except for the spurious term this is hence already almost
what we are looking for. The constructions in §P.2.3 (p.Rq) may therefore also be
regarded as a generalization of the concept of “currents” on group manifolds to more
general backgrounds.

Equation (R.5]]) shows that a special case of high symmetry is one where there
is a b-field with field strength h and a metric g such that two vielbein fields e exist,
which are parallel with respect to the connections with torsion:

Vier =0. (2.53)

6 A standard text on the ordinary 2D WZW model is [@] The original supersymmetric extension
of the WZW model was given in [@] WZW models with extended supersymmetry are discussed
in [P and 2. We mostly follow the treatment in [[J].
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According to a general fact about Lie groups (see (D.1§) in appendix [0 (p[7d)), this
is true when g is the Killing metric on a group manifold and hg,. is proportional to
the structure constants of that group:

n
[fo’), (ef) %i} =0. (2.54)
Note that, by (D:I9), there exists a 3-form h,,» such that
wEeF]ape = 0. (2.55)

Inserting this into (R.49) gives the b-deformed covariant derivative operator

oUE o o 1 —o[,.0 ~b 2c
eauvsﬂ = et (8u — oW e ]“bc’}/_g’)/_g) , (2.56)
where 0 = +1 or 0 = —1 and 9] is the partial derivative operator that commutes

with eJ#4, (but, in general, not with e;7#4 ), cf. (A.31).)
This expression makes it manifest that this covariant derivative commutes with
all the Clifford generators associated with the vielbein fields e:

[V, egnat] = 0. (2.57)
Because of the relation
leqn V), g VP = fuoe P (2.58)

{62”@&’),6;””@9)} = [eg,eb_"}
=0 (2.59)

it now follows that the +-components of the model completely decouple: First of all
we have

(2.60)

The remaining non-vanishing anticommutator defines the “total currents” which are
hence the superpartners of the fermions 4%:

o b 9 opuA
Ja = {DI(C,)—Cﬂ 5611“7#,0}
= JPoso y Jlewo (2.61)
where the bosonic currents J°* and the fermionic currents J* are defined by

JEOSU — 62” (@g’) —1 (bwj — Ug;w) ku)

1
I = e phaAb
4
1
— aeg@w[e"]umfﬁg . (2.62)
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Using (2.50) and (R.69) one finds that the total current is, up to the k-dependent
term, the Lie derivative operator (cf. ([A.7]])) along eZ:

1 e bae\) o ,
Jo = eon (ag + Sl o (475~ 4 7_)) i7" (b F g ) K. (2.63)

=L.o

€a

In particular, since all the e are Killing vectors, this Lie derivative operator splits
into two Lie derivative operators on the %-spinors, as shown in (A97) of §A3 (p.pY).

This is what should be compared with the general expression (2-12§) of the Lie
derivative in terms of anticommutators of fermions with the supercharges that is
derived below in §2.2.3 (p.R7). In fact, in the case where the spurious term vanishes

eo! (b F guw) =0 (2.64)

for some index ,, the covariant Hamiltonian constructed there is precisely the Hamil-
tonian associated with the time parameter flowing along e?.

We have emphasized the applicability of the present formalism to the superstring.
But it should be stressed that it is in fact more general. Indeed we have not even
specified the precise form of the Killing vector k, yet. For any such k we get from
(D-I7)) for the fermionic currents the commutation relations

B N A
[T, ] = o, (2.65)

a

i.e. a representation of the Lie algebra. Furthermore we generally get for the b-
deformed Laplace-Beltrami operator on SWZW backgrounds the simple expression

2 Ay a 1
DY) — o (#9090 — Lgag) | 2,60
a b 192

which is, up to a sign and a scalar shift, the quadratic Casimir of the group. This
operator manifestly commutes with the fermions

[(D(b))Q,egﬂg] =0 (2.67)

from which it follows that the total currents commute with D(ib):

DY, J7] =0. (2.68)
However the bosonic analog of (R.65)), namely

(T2 Ty ] = fah 2
[Jo o] =0 (2.69)
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holds only for special &k (in particular for the trivial case & = 0). In §8.1 (p.B9) it
is discussed how the k-vector field generating reparameterizations on loop space has
this property and hence how the familiar D = 2 SWZW model is reobtained from
the present approach.

SWZW backgrounds of course play an important role in practice because due to
their high symmetry they allow exact solutions. They are therefore natural start-
ing points for any perturbation theory in the background fields. Thus the typical
perturbative calculation along the lines of §2.2.4 (pB1) and §2.2.5 (p.BH) below will
start with an exactly known spectrum on an SWZW background and then perturb
g and by, away from that. In the next section we develop the general Hamiltonin
formalism needed for such calculations.
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2.2 Covariant parameter evolution
2.2.1 Target space Killing evolution

We now set out to develop a machinery of parameter evolution obtained from super-
symmetry constraints, which will be the basis of a covariant perturbation theory for
systems described by such constraints.

Parameter evolution from the constraints. A generator of (target space) time
evolution can be obtained from constraint equations of the form (B.1)) if (M, g) admits
a timelike Killing vector vy: The observable associated with the “observer” vy is L,
(and, in general, not vfd, or vy d,, or the like), since this is invariantly defined and
furthermore “gauge invariant” in the sense that it commutes with the constraints:

D, L] = 0. (2.70)

At this point we first assume that Dy = d+d' are the Dirac operators associated
with the ordinary, undeformed, exterior derivative. The following construction will
then be generalized step by step to the deformed cases.

Since vg-9, is an invertible operator, the equivalences

Diw =0
<~ 'U()"S/:':Diw =0
& (vAsD-*wA-Dy)w = 0
& ({vove D} £ {vo4 Dy })w = = ([vo-44, D] £ [00-4_, D] w

ALy, w = — w

vo-y_, Dy

UO"?—aD-l-

UO';Y-i—v D_

Vo "?-{-7 D_
hold. The last line of (B.71]) has the form of a Schrédinger equation
Ly, w=H, w, (2.72)

where the Hamiltonian H,, is defined by

H, = 4 (5] ~[5..0.)
= %([vo éT,dq — [vo-¢, d])
- % (v04- Dy — 095, D_) +iLy, . (2.73)

For special cases this Hamiltonian is indeed well known: For instance for flat Minkowski
background it is the sum of two copies of the ordinary Hamiltonian of the Dirac elec-

tron:

Hvo = (’?gfsﬂ_ - ’3/3-’3/2-1-) Zal ) (fOI‘ Guv = N and Vo = 00) : (274)

N —
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In the context of classical electromagnetism in turn it is known as the Maxwell oper-
ator, which generates time evolution of the electromagnetic field. (This is discussed
in more detail in [J (p[73).) It is remarkable that a generalization of these well known
Hamiltonians plays a role for supersymmetric quantum systems and indeed for the
superstring. Heuristically this can be understood from the fact that both the Dirac
particle as well as form field quanta appear in the massless sector of the superstring.
The Hamiltonian (2.73) is “time independent” in the sense that (by ([A.89))

[Lg, Hyy] = 0. (2.75)

The left hand side of the second but last line in (R.71]) gives a measure for how the
vo-evolution of the 4, sector deviates from that of the 4_ sector: If the curl 9j,voy
of the Killing vector vanishes (which is equivalent to vy being covariantly constant),

then [vo-%r, D_] = — [vo-&_, D+] on states that satisfy the constraints, and the
Hamiltonian reduces to
i . l .
H, = 5 {vo-v_,DJr} =3 {UO-VJF,D_} (on-shell and for Jj,vp,) = 0(2.76)

Killing-deformed Hamiltonian. The generalization of all this to the Killing-
deformed operators Dy, o (R.14) is straightforward: The analogue of (R.71)) is
Dyiw =0
+ w
)2
(2.77)

Vo - ’3/_ ) Dk,-i—
Vo - ’3/— ) Dk,-i—

Vo "3/-1-7 Dk,—

- (2((%001/]) (éWaTV + é#av) n 4ivouk“) w— —
Vo "3/4_, Dk,—

4L, w = —

Since the left hand side of the lower line remains unchanged, the deformed Hamilto-
nian Hy, ,, is again of the form

Hio, = (0042 Dis] = [t03,, Di )

(NE) 1 s N
= Hy + o ([0 7o k4] + [wody k9 ]) (2.78)
If £,, is still to commute with the constraints, we need, due to (A73), to require

that
[vo, k] = 0. (2.79)

As shown in §B0] (pBY) this condition indeed holds for the vector k used for repre-
senting the superstring on loop space.

In order that the Hamiltonian H generates proper unitary evolution we need
a scalar product on states (restricted to hypersurfaces perpendicular to the “time”
direction induced by wvg) with respect to which H is self-adjoint. This is the subject
of the next section.
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2.2.2 Scalar product.

One notable point about the Hamiltonian (B.73), or its generalization (P.79), is that
it is anti-hermitian with respect to the Hodge inner product (-|-) (¢f. (A32)):

H! =-H,. (2.80)

For doing quantum mechanics we therefore need to construct, as in ([A.21]), a scalar
product (-|-), from the indefinite (-[-) with respect to which the Hamiltonian is a
self-adjoint operator.

The obvious generalization of (A.20) is

1
) = A_Vgy - 2.81
n UO'UOUO T-Vo Y+ (2.81)
This 1 obviously satisfies
=1
=1 (2.82)
and
[Lop: 1] = 0. (2.83)
Because of
Hy, 1 = —Hy, (2.84)
the vo-Hamiltonian is indeed self-adjoint with respect to (:[-),:
Hij = (7H,,0 ")’
= iH}7)
=H,, . (2.85)

To see that this makes sense, assume that target space M is static and foliate
M by spacelike hypersurfaces orthogonal to the timelike Killing vector field vy. Let
t,, be the coordinate that parametrizes the flow lines of vy, defined by

1

dt,, = UO.UOvoudx“, (2.86)
so that
[Logs o] =1 (2.87)
and
[D$7tvo] = UO_UOUO';V:I: (288)
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Clearly, the Hamiltonian H,,, commutes with this time variable:

[Hvoatvo] = E ({UO"AV—aDﬁ—} - {UO"AV+>D—D>tvo]
- Uo%voi ({Uoﬁ_’voﬁ_} B [UO'%F’UO'%FD

=0. (2.89)

The manifold M is foliated into “equal time” slices by the mapping ¢t — X, (t) :=
{p € M|t,,(p) = t}, and the induced metric h on each leaf is

1

Vo Vo

h“,, = 9w — VopVou - (290)

The determinant of the full metric tensor then splits as

V=9 = vV=vo-vo Vh. (2.91)

Since H,,, generates unitary evolution from one X, to the next, the scalar product
of physical states should be restricted to a fixed (but arbitrary) hyperslice. Hence
define

= (|6(tuw) D) - (2.92)
Because of (.89) the Hamiltonian is still hermitian with respect to (2.99),
H» = H,, (2.93)

and hence generates a unitary evolution along t,, (¢f. p. Bg), implying in particular
that

Loy (wlw),, =0 (for Diw =0). (2.94)

It is easily checked that no problems arise when adapting this to the k-deformed
case: The deformed Hamiltonian Hy ,, is also anti-hermitian with respect to (:|-)

and hermitian with respect to (-[-), :

(Hk,v())Tﬁ == Hk,vo (295)

(The proof is given in [B (p.£9)).
Taking everything together, the proper scalar product reads explicitly (cf. (A7)

~ ~ 1 D—1
_ P _ . 2.
(a|B),, Mt/zo (o] vo-H_ 104 | B %_UO‘UO\/ECZ T (2.96)
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This scalar product is related to the timelike component of a conserved current: For
a given w define the tensor T" by

T = (W] 447 ) (2.97)

loc -

If w satisfies the constraint Diw = 0 or Dy 1w = 0, then this tensor is conserved,
vV, T" =0 (2.98)
and in particular
Pl =T vy (2.99)
is a conserved current and

@iy = [ (wlood_vods oy, VAP

MthO:O
1
- — - P, Vhd’ 'z, 2.100
Mt/ Ve (2.100)
g =

In coordinates adapted to the foliation we have

B sh
vy = 9o

Vop = Guo = 52 Vo Vo (2101)
and hence the scalar product is time independent:

Loy (wlw),, = o / p) V—=u-voVhdP

Mty =0
_ / o (V=gPy) d"'a
Mty =0
_ / 0, (V=gF) "'
Mty =0
~0. (2.102)

When restricted to the undeformed case and to 2-form fields these constructions
reduce to relations well known from Dirac theory and classical electromagnetism, see

(C10).

The formalism so far gives us a unitary Hamiltonian evolution along a timelike
Killing vector field obtained from the supersymmetry constraints Diw = 0. But
according to (B.71]) the associated Schrodinger equation contains only part of the
physical content of these constraints. Further information is contained in the second
but last line of (B.71). We will now show that this yields a constraint on states
restricted to spacelike hypersurfaces which is compatible with our Hamiltonian H.
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Propagator and physical states. It is convenient to introduce the further ab-

breviation
Cvo = UO"?—i-D— + UO"?—D+>

so that (R.]) is equivalently rewritten as

L, w=H,w
Diw=0<« 0 0
= { Cyw=0
Because of
[tvo’ Cvo] =0
[Lvoa Cvo] =0

the constraint C,, must hold on each hyperslice ¥, seperately:

Cpw=0
= Cy (0(tey,t)w) =0.

(2.103)

(2.104)

(2.105)

(2.106)

In fact, every form wy on ¥y, which satisfies the spatial constraint C,,wy = 0, uniquely

corresponds to a state w on all of M, given by

w = exp(—iHt,,) wo,

(2.107)

that satisfies the full constraints (£:104)). In order to see this, note that the constraint
C,, commutes weakly with the Hamiltonian H,,, i.e. up to a term that vanishes when

the spatial constraints are fulfilled:

1

2’iU0 Vo

[Cvo7 Hvo] (V[;ﬂiu])vo "A)/_’A}/'Li;)/ivo ';7-1— Cvo .

(The proof of this is given in appendix B (p.[1]).) Hence we have

C,, (1 —iH,€)wp i€ [Hy,, Cyy] wo

() 0, (for Cy,wp = 0)

for any constant e. Iterating this argument yields
Cy, (1 —iHyyty,/n)" wo =0, forn € N and C,,wo =0,
which in the limit n — oo gives

CUO exp(_iHvotUo> wo = 0, (fOl" CUOWO = O) .
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Since, by assumption, £,,wy = 0, the state w of course also satisfies the Schrodinger
equation:

1Ly, exp(—tHyyty, ) wo = Hy, exp(—iHyyty, ) wo - (2.112)

The generalization to the k-deformed case is again unproblematic, since one finds
in perfect analogy with (2.10§) that

1

C va vl — &
(Cros o 2ivg- Vg

(Viv))vo- 7424500 A4 Chyg - (2.113)

(The proof is given in appendix [B on p. [[3.)

The above constructions show that a covariant Hamiltonian with all the familiar
properties can be constructed in D = 1 and D = 2 supersymmetric systems with
purely gravitational background. We now want to generalize all this to the case
where there is additionally a non-vanishing b-field background. In order to do so
we make use of the fact that the supersymmetry constraints in such backgrounds
are obtained from those of the already understood backgrounds by a deformation
induced by the deformation operator (2.44).

2.2.3 Parameter evolution in the presence of a B-field

The parameter evolution that we are interested in requires that the background
fields be “time independent”. Hence all background fields must have vanishing Lie
derivative along vy. For the b-field this is equivalent to (cf. (B.40))

L0y, WO = 0. (2.114)
Recall (2:47) that the b-field induces on d and d' the deformation
d® = W qeW?

at” = WO gfe-WI® (2.115)

Since for further constructions it will be essential to have an analogue of (A.69) and
(AZ79) and hence of (B:77]), we define the following deformations of the form creators
and annihilators:

gt O = Wit —W!
1
= oty {e*“, 5baﬁeaaﬁ]

= & 4 prge?
e = = WaneW

1
T [aﬂ,§baﬁaT e*ﬁ]

= ot 4 brgel” (2.116)
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The purpose of this definition is that now the relations

{vo-é(b),d(b)} — WO {vp-¢,d} eW®
L WO Evoew(b)
e e, (2.117)
and
{vo-aT(b),dT(b)} _— (2.118)

hold, and analogously for the k-deformed case:

{v0-¢®, A} = e ({vg-¢,d} + {ug-¢, ik-c}) eV
= ﬁvo
{vo-aT(b’,dT,ﬁb’} = L., (2.119)

The deformed creators and annihilators satisfy

{éﬂb)u,g(b)u} 0
{er, 01 g
{@w)u’g(b)v} g e
= g (2.120)
The tensor
9 == (9= bg™"b) (2.121)

is known in string theory as the open string metric in the presence of a b-field (cf.
[B4], p.9). Note that even though it plays a role similar to a metric tensor, we will
never shift indices with anything but the ordinary metric g. In particular

9O = (g 4+ bg~0) g g (2.122)
The b-deformed analogue of the Clifford generators ([A.4) is of course

FOm . O 4 O

= A% WAL
— (ea" T ") A2, (2.123)

satisfying

~(b ~ (b)v v
{307,407} = ag®w. (2.124)
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We will often need the covariant version of the deformed Clifford generators (2.123):

A0 = (eu £ 0,) A - (2.125)

Equations (R.123)) and (2:123) motivate the introduction of the b-deformed version
of the vielbein e, and its inverse e,

€r a‘u = eau + ba‘u

eP = e, £ b, (2.126)

In terms of these we can write succinctly

~(b b ~a
vi) — ei)a“ Y+
~(b b)— a =~
A0 = €7, Fun (2.127)

The purpose of all this is that using (B.119) it is now immediate that, in complete
analogy with (R.71]), we have

{004, DY} — {o4Y DY} = 4z, (2.128)

This means that the construction (B.73) of a Hamiltonian generator of parameter
evolution carries over to the b-deformed case as follows:

HY = 2 ([1-3?, D] - [1-5”, DY)

V0 4
=2 (YD —3UDY) +iL,, . (2.129)
Noting that (by (B-116]) and (P.114))
[cvo,vo-e“b)} = 0 = [Lupv0e®] (2.130)

it is easy to see (the details are given in appendix B (p.69)) that this Hamiltonian is
self-adjoint with respect to the scalar product induced by the appropriately deformed

Krein space operator (cf. (2.81))
—2
7 = (v04Y) 004004, (2.131)
le.
HIY — H,, . (2.132)

But care has to be exercised, since 7-hermiticity is not sufficient for many applica-
tions. What really matters is hermiticity with respect to the time-reparameterization
gauge fixed scalar product (2.93) induced by

A = 406 (t,,) - (2.133)
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An 7-hermitian operator A = A" is vo-hermitian if it commutes with the time
coordinate t,, defined by (B.86). This is not the case for the operator (2.129) (cf.

(2-89)):

HY | = UO%%% ([v0-AY w044 | = o3, w04 - (2.134)

This failure to be vg-hermitian can be remedied by adding an appropriate cor-
rection operator. Define

1 E([Uo-%ﬁ’),vo.%} - {UO-&@,vo-&_D L. (2.135)

HO® .— H® _
Vo Vo 4

vo ° V0

. . A~ b o . .
This operator is 7{”)-hermitian (by the same argument as in (B:9)) and by construc-
tion commutes with ¢,,, therefore it is A{?)-hermitian:

ot .
(H®) w0 = A7) (2.136)

vo

On physical states |¢) this operator satisfies

<1 _ 1 1 ([Uo.ﬁ/g_)),vo-ﬁ/_i_} - {’Uo"s/(_b),vo"?_})> Z.*Cvo |¢> = I:II()I())) |¢> '(2'137)

Voo 4
We write
K = ! 1([U0'@$),U0'@+] - [UOW(—IJ),UOW—D
Vo Vo 4
- 21)01-1)0 (UO'%E)UO'%r N UOW@UO'@—) -1
= Vo b vy + b VoY (2.138)

for the operator on the left. This operator is f]gf’))—hermitian

T
K =K. (2.139)

In terms of K equation (R.137) becomes
(1= K)iLy |¢) = HY |¢) . (2.140)

This is the modified form of the Schrodinger equation that needs to be used
whenever it is crucial that the operator on the right hand side really is self-adjoint
. A b . A b . - . . .
with respect to (-| ) |-), with H{¥) given by (B-I33), i.e. that it really commutes with
the evolution parameter ¢,,. This will in particular be necessary in perturbation

theory (see SEZT (pBT).
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Parameter evolution in the presence of torsion. Often in the literature a
B-field background is addressed as a torsion background. This is justified since,
as discussed in §P.1.3 (pf[3) (¢f. (B49)), the B-field induces a deformation of the
covariant derivative which makes it act like the covariant derivative with torsion
X +dB on one spinor bundle and with torsion o< —dB on the other. However, this
deformed operator is of course not the covariant derivative on the exterior bundle that
one would ordinarily associate with a connection of non-vanishing torsion. Instead,
the latter is, as discussed in §A.F (p.B3), given by expression ([A.99).

The deformation of the supersymmetry generators associated with (A.99), which
one might perhaps naively associate with a “torsion background”, does not arise in
string theory. Nevertheless, because it is interesting in itself, we mention that for
this case, too, one can carry out the program of §2.2.1]:

So consider replacing the constraints (R.1]) by their torsion-deformed versions

(B.100):
Driw =0, (2.141)

for some non-vanishing antisymmetric torsion tensor 7),3. Then the construction
(B7T)) gives rise to the torsion-deformed Lie derivative operators

,CTﬂ) = {dT,’Uuéu}
= {d,v"¢,} — {T,ﬂﬁeT e, v“éu}
= L, — 20"T,*5¢¢, . (2.142)

Because the term on the right is anti-hermitian for all v, the operator Lr, still
satisfies the crucial condition (A.7G):

(Lr) = —L1, < v Killing. (2.143)

Furthermore the covariant derivative of a Killing vector v, with respect to wr is still
antisymmetric:

V:/j,ﬂ)u = VT,[MU,,} (U Killing). (2.144)

This is the condition that the proofs B (p[71]) rely on. Hence they carry over to
the torsion deformed case and we can straightforwardly generalize (.72), (B.73) and
(B.108) to the case of non-vanishing torsion by replacing £,, by Lr,, and Dy by
Dt throughout.

2.2.4 Perturbation of background fields

We have now succeeded in constructing covariant Hamiltonian operators for general
metric and Kalb-Ramond field backgrounds. Any pertuabtion of these background
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fields will induce a perturbation of this Hamiltonian operator. Since there are some
subtleties involved in calculating that perturbed Hamiltonian from the perturbed
background fields we explicitly spell out the necessary steps in this section. The
next section then shows how, given the perturbed Hamiltonian, the first order per-
turbation theory of ordinary quantum mechanics can be adapted to Schrodinger
equations of the form (2:140).

A perturbation of the background fields labelled by a perturbation parameter e

0 n
G = 910 + > g
~— =1~~~

:g/“’ (Q(En)

b — O + Z bl (2.145)
v n=1 v
=buy Aem)

induces a deformation of the various operators considered here. This section briefly
collects some of the relevant formulae, which will be needed in §2.2.5 (p.B3) for
writing down an expression for the first order energy shift.

In the o-model Lagrangian the background fields act as coupling constants for
the canonical fields I'Y , X#, Oxu, which themselves therefore receive no perturbation:

g - 44
Xt — Xt
aXu — aXu . (2146)

Geometrically this means that while perturbing g and b the coordinates on the config-
uration manifold are fixed, as is the chosen ONB section of the two Clifford bundles:

[Oxn, X¥] = 0},
{Pax, Th} = +20%. (2.147)
The perturbed geometry is felt by the canonical fields via the perturbation of the
vielbein
ea = e+ P 10() . (2.148)
=e)

This has to satisfy

ds*(eq, €5) = Nap

= ds? (eflo), 61()0))

—_——
=MNab

+dsl( etV e 0)) +ds§(6go )-i-dso(eb ; 21))

Ae)=0
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+0(é) | (2.149)

where we write ds? (v, w) for g/(jz)v“w”. Hence the first and second order perturbation
of the vielbein is given by

e = (ol - dsu( 0.6”)) ()

6((12) (qg) - = (ds(z ( 0), 20)) + dsf (egl), el(,o)) + dsf (eg ,€ ) + dso( e, ,el()l)))> (eb(o)) ,

where

Gab = —Qba (2151)
is an arbitrary antisymmetric tensor which incorporates the gauge freedom in the
choice of vielbein. The inverse vielbein is then

a v, ab
€Eun =6 1N Gu
0y a 0)v a v, a
( ) n bg}?) +e( ) n bg,(}y) + e( ) n bgW +(9( ) (2.152)
A1) Ae)

For the “structure functions” f,%, of the vielbein one has

[6a> 61)] = facb €c
N {6((10)’61()0)} + {6((10)’61()1)} + [621)’61()0)} +O(€2) = FO e 4 g1 e o(0) 4 £(0) e, 00 +O( )
AL) Ae) ) Ae)

(2.153)
and therefore their first-order perturbation is found to be

Now the shift in the ONB connection

(fabc + fbca - fcab) (2155)

N —

Wabe =
is immediate:

abc - % (f be + fbca fcab) : (2156)
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The ONB components of the field strength
have = €a" e, e’y (2.157)

obviously receive the correction

h = eQre e DrpD) 4 (Dre@re@rp®) oy (OneDre@rp(O) y oOne0ve(Lep(©)

(2.158)

Also the perturbation of the b-deformed covariant derivative operator (2.49) simply

reads
VOO = ZwEOPA - 2wz D5, (2.159)
where of course
wi® = M £ %h(l) . (2.160)

With these ingredients the perturbation of the supercharges (the Dirac operators)
are found to be (¢f. (B43))

b ra [ v ca 2b ~c
DY =44 (VOO —i(0) F gl)k") - hﬁwivivi
(2.161)
Here it is assumed that k* remains unperturbed, which is the case for the superstring,
where k* — X' (o).
Finally this allows to write down an expression for the perturbation of the

target-space Hamiltonian (2.129): In addition to the modification of the supercharges
(B.161]) the deformed Clifford generators (R.123) will receive a correction:

UO';YEE) = Vo,u (ea'u + bua) ;y(:II:
= [vo (e £ 0"0)] VAL + [0, (ea £070)] VA% + -
()71 1D
= [0+ oA+ (2.162)

Therefore there are two contributions to the perturbation of the Hamiltonian (2.129):

([[Uo-%f)](l,D(_b)} _ [[UOW(—b)](l)’D@D
7
4

(-4, DY) — [5-4®, DYIO]) . (2163)
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2.2.5 Perturbation theory

With a Hamiltonian generator of target space time evolution in hand, the standard
techniques of quantum mechanical perturbation theory can be adapted. The differ-
ences that one has to deal with are the need for the Krein space operator ﬁgg) (R.133)
and the presence of non-vanishing K in the modifed Schrodinger equation (2.140),
which may (but need not) appear in the presence of non-vanishing Kalb-Ramond
backgrounds.

So what we are interested in is finding approximate solutions to the Eigenvalue

problem
[(1 - K)Z‘Cvo - I:Ig)l()))} |¢> =0
& [0=K)E,—HY]|¢.) =0 (2.164)
on the basis that a solution to Oth order in the perturbation is known

(1= KO ED —HDO[6) = 0. (2.165)

Because fIgf(’) is hermitian with respect to (7))@ it follows that the ¢{”) for different
E© are orthogonal with respect to (| (n(b))( )(1 — K©)|.). We shall assume that
they form a complete basis. The completeness relation can then be written in the

form
o\ _ (1A O (1 = K)o @) |
M) > Zn: (61O (1 — K©)]6) ‘% > : (2.166)

In order to find an expression for the first order perturbation of eigenvalues and
states we multiply equation (R.164)) from the left by <¢§2)’ (7)), which gives

(9] YO [(1 = (K + K0)E, = () — @ED)V] 60 +60) = 0+
(2.167)

up to terms of higher than first order. (Here A is the mth order perturbation of the
object A.) The point of taking the scalar product with respect to the unperturbed

operator AP (see (2:133)) is that it allows us to use the hermiticity (:I39) of
(H,(f(’)))(o) with respect to this scalar product to apply it to the left and write

(60 60O D)0 B2 (500

YO (1 — KO)ED. (2.168)

The remaining occurence of L, in (I:I,(Ji’)))(l) can be applied to the right to give, as
usual,

iLu [6n) = Enlg) = (B + ED) o +60) +---. (2.169)
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Inserting this in (P.167) gives

0 + (second order perturtbations)

= (49| () [(1 — (KO 4+ KO)(EO + EV) — (1 - KO)ED -

(O + KO + £ o)+ 610)

:<¢()

() [(1 = KONED + BY) — (1= KO)EY — ()] 60 + 60
(2.170)

When we now set m = n this gives the sought-after expression for the first order
energy shift:

20 _ <¢(°\(mo)(° (H)' W )

( . (2.171)
o )0 (1~ KO) [6)
Setting m # n instead produces an equation for the first order shift of the states
(69 [ OEE)D + EDKO][¢) = (B — ED) (6@ (E) (1 = KO) [},
(2.172)

which yields (when in the degenerate case the left hand side is appropriately diago-
nalized as usual)

B L (o] @) EE)Y + BVEO o)
o) = n%;n B ED (o0 a0 (1 - KO)[)

Both expression are essentially those familiar from perturbation theory of ele-
mentary quantum mechanics. The appearance of the K9 term is just a correction
factor due to the fact that in the presence of a non-vanishing b-field the Hamiltonian
must be modified (c¢f. (B-I39)) by an additional term in order to commute with the
time coordinate. Heuristically this is due to the fact that the Kalb-Ramond torsion
modifies the parallel transport along vy.

\¢ ') (2.173)

We can use the special nature of our covariant Hamiltonian to write in the

numerator of (B.171))
: &
A [ ~ A .
(RO EHD)D 6@ = <”>><>(— (vo-vS@D(l”—vo-v(_b)DS’:’)—zﬁm) 6©)
— (H®)® (5 (164 P(DP)® — 43P (D)D) — i EUO)(”> 60)

{ . . . .
=~ (5 (032D + 13 D)V) + (GO VL)V ) [0 |
(2.174)

where (D(ib))(o) ’¢(0)> = 0 has been used. This expression drastically simplifies in the
light cone limit:
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Light cone limit. When there are two independent light-like Killing vectors
p and k with p-p = 0 = k-k and p-k = 1/2, then v, is determined by one boost
parameter y:

vg i =e'p—e k. (2.175)

If vl g;gb)vg is independent of 7 then in the limit ¥ — oo the norm of any state |¢) for

which the expectation value (| pfygf)pﬁ(_b) |¢) # 0 is dominated by this expectation
value and scales as e2?. Hence expectation values (¢| A |¢) / (¢| 7 |¢) of any other
operator A are in the light cone limit given by their component which scales as e?”
i.e. by e* 711_}120(6_2“’14).

Comparison with (M) then shows that in the light cone limit we have

(Ol GOYOHD,, )V [6@) =3 — (60| (L) Di(Le-00) D |6 . (2.176)

This simplification is possible due to the special nature of the Hamiltonian, which,
as discussed in §2.2.7 (p.BI)), differs from L,, essentially only by being expressed in
terms of commutators of the supercharges instead of anticommutators.

A similar simplification of the denominator of (.I7]) does not occur in general
in the light cone limit. But for instance for the application that will be discussed in
8B-3 (p-@) K simply vanishes in this limit.

We have thus obtained a rather simple explicit general formula for the first
order energy shift (as measured along some specified Killing vector field) of the
supersymmetric system under consideration. In order to evaluate it one just needs
to plug the expressions for the perturbed fields and operators discussed in §P.2.5
(p.B3) into equation (B.I7]]) (or its light cone limit (2.170)).

Although this calculation may of course become tedious, it is straightforward.
In particular there is no need to deal with issues of gauge fixing and second-class
constraints, which may become quite involved in non-trivial backgrounds (cf. §4 of
).

One practical problem of the method presented here, though, inevitably arises
precisely due to its covariance: The shift in the covariant momentum is not (at
least not generally) restricted to be parallel to the particular Killing vector chosen
to represent the flow of parameter time, which is the only component measured by
(B-I7T)). This is no problem of principle, because the remaining spacelike momenta
shifts can be computed in perturbation theory just as well:

The shifted momenta along Killing vectors v; ¢ > 0 other than the timelike vector
v are obtained by diagonalizing the first order perturbation of the matrix

pi . (¢nl (77 )Zﬁvl Pm) (2.177)

nm ° )

(fn] (nvo ) [dm)
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which involves first order shifts of the states themselves.

However, as will be discussed in §f (pB9) in the context of a special example, one
can choose adapted vielbein fields such that some states don’t receive any curvature
corrections themselves. For such states then formula (-I7])) yields already all the
desired information.
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3. Curvature corrections to superstring spectra

The previous sections made use only of very general properties of supersymmetric
quantum systems. In the following we specialize the formalism to the superstring
and demonstrate the covariant perturbation theory §R.2.3 (p.B3) by calculuating
curvature corrections to the superstring spectrum in the toy example of AdS; x S3
in its Penrose limit.

The technology to treat superstrings in the differential geometric framework pre-
sented here is discussed in detail in [[f], which is the basis for the following discussion.

The rationale behind the following example calculation is analogous to that of
[[6], where the authors test a perturbation method for the bosonic string in AdS3 x S?
in order to later apply it in [[7] to the non-trivial AdS; x S® case.

Other perturbation techniques for the superstring in light-cone gauge are pre-
sented in [[§, P§. The point of the formalism presented here is that it does not
require to fix light-cone gauge nor even the presence of a lightlike Killing vector
in target space, even though the latter does simplify the calculations. On the other
hand, it is not yet clear how to incorporate RR-backgrounds in the present formalism
(¢f. [[@) which would be necessary for applications in AdSs.

We begin in §B.1] by demonstrating how the formalims developed here applies to
the superstring in gravitational and Kalb-Ramond backgrounds. §B.2 (p.f2) reviews
some general facts related to the AdS; x S and its pp-wave Penrose limit which are
then used in §B.3 (p.A3) for the covariant perturbative calculation of the superstring
spectrum in this background, following the methods developed in § (pf§). For
comparison §B-4 (p[E7) derives the exact spectrum and in §B.7 (p.[[§) the result is
discussed.

3.1 Superstrings in B-field backgrounds with loop space formalism

As is shown in detail in [[], the closed superstring fits into the general framework
of §f (pB) when the configuration space is identified with loop space, the space of
maps from the circle S! into target space. This loop space is coordinatized by the
embedding fields X* (o) =: X#) and the metric G|, ,)(.01(X) on loop space which
is induced by the target space metric g, is taken to be

G o) o) (X) 1= g(X (o)) 6(0,0") . (3.1)

On the exterior bundle over loop space there act the form creation operators Ef(#7)
and form annihilation operators £, » (which, for finite dimensional manifolds, were
denoted ¢ and ¢é,, respectively, in §AT (p-.p])), that, together with the coordinates
X 9) and their partial derivatives 8(0“70), have the canonical supercommutators

06,0y, X“7| = 616(0, ")
{Euay, £} = 82 6(0,07) (3.2)
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with all other brackets vanishing.
Independent of the metric g,, on target space this metric on loop space has a
reparameterization isometry generated by the vector field

KW .= TX'"(5) , (3.3)

where the constant T is identified with the string tension. It it is this Killing vector
field which, when used in (P.1(), gives the fermionic generators of the super Virasoro
algeba in the form of (modes of) the K-deformed exterior (co-)derivative on loop
space:

dipee = — / do £(0) (£"(0) V(o) +i€}(0) X" (o)) - (3.4)

Here £ is any complex function on St

A Kalb-Ramond B-field background on target space induces a deformation of
the loop space exterior derivatives as discussed in general terms in §E.1-3 (p.[H).

So consider a 2-form B field on target space

1
B = iBqua:“ A dz” (3.5)

which induces on loop space the operator

WE(X) = LBy (X) 161610
= [do %BW(X(O—))EW(U) £ () (3.6)
with loop-space components
Buo)w.e)(X) = B (X(0)) 66,0 - (3.7)

Being the integral over a weight 1 object this operator is (classically) reparameteri-
zation invariant

L, WP = 0. (3.8)
The deformations (B.47) now read (setting 7" = 1 for convenience)

dggé = exp(—W(B)) di ¢ exp(W(B))
= dge + [dK@,W(b)}
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+—=Hasy (X (0)) E%(0) E%(0) E7(0) — iV B (X (0)) X’”(U)) :
(3.9)

(It can be checked [f] that this is indeed the same result found by canonical analysis
of the action of the respective 1+1 dimensional nonlinear o-model.)

In view of equation (R.69) a crucial property that needs to be checked is the
algebra of the bosonic currents. A straightforward but tedious calculation gives the
result

{Jbos:l:( ) Jboszl:( )} — _%( 5(0,’ O_/) fai Jboszl:( ):F(S/(O', 0_/) 2Gab(a)
F26(0,0") X" (0) w*[eF] gt ar + Rgi)bi ) ,
(3.10)

(where joc)bi is the torsion deformed curvature operator (B.59)). This equation holds
true generally for arbitrary backgrounds with the objects f, (o) being the “structure
functions” of the vielbein:

fofvee = eq, €] - (3.11)

For the special case of SWZW background fields these of course become the structure
constants of the group and w*[e*] vanishes (E-59), so that the J>&*F really do satisfy
the current algebra

{Jbos:l:( ), JoE (o )} = _z%( F (o, 0") Far o J2E (o) — §'(0,07) 2G i (0) )
(3.12)

This is the functional, canonical version of what is usually written as a CF'T OPE
(e-g. [2d, d])

kboa

5 Tab 4 Zifacbjgos(w)
(z —w)? Z—w

Iy (2) Ty (w) = (3.13)

where here kP* is the level of the current algebra generated by the bosonic currents
and 7, the Killing metric of the respective Lie group.
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In order to make the relation between the functional and the CFT notation more
manifest consider the modes

oo = —T/da Jbs(g) e

]2(;? = —T/da JPosF (o) etine (3.14)
which satisfy the algebra
2
{]s(:ysqajl?%s} = m47rTgab 5m —n T Zfa b](l;)‘:/)rsl—i-n = a YGab 5m —nt [ fa bj???i—i—n
“bos 2 “bos
{]ama]bn} — m47rTgab 5m -n + Zfa b]cm—i—n = m gab 6m -n + z.fa b]cm+n .
o
(3.15)

Comparison with the algebra of the modes

dz
bos bos n
= 3.16
]{ 21 Ja ( )
which reads
bos

[]E?Za]l?%s} =m 9 Mab 5n —m + Zfa b]??fym (317)

yields the relation
k,bosa/
Gab = 4 Nab (318)

between level kP* of the algebra of bosonic currents and the scale of the group
manifold. Since the level k of the total currents is k = kP — 2¢" this gives finally

(k —2¢")o’
4
In summary, the above yields all the tools and information needed to apply the
methods of §f (p.§) to superstrings backgrounds that are supported by B-field flux.
An example of an application in this context is the content of the next sections.

Gab = Nab - (319)

3.2 Review of AdS; x S? and its Penrose limit

The supergravity solution of )5 D5-branes wrapped on a four-torus of volume v
together with (); fundamental strings parallel to the D5-branes reads ([B7], §4)

1
= ?fs_lfl
2
H =2 <Q5€3 + g flfsyffl *g 63)
ds? = 7' (—dad + da?) + f5 (dr? +r?dS3) + dI7, (3.20)
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where

20/Q; 1
fi=1+ g 't ~
.
1
fs=1+ a/Qsﬁ : (3.21)
In the near-horizon limit, -5 > 1, the metric becomes that of AdS; x S% x T*:
1
g2 = 2 = 10
v Qs

H = 2@5 (63 + *663)
1
ds®* = R? (7“2 (—dxg + d:)s%) + ﬁdrz + dS§> +dT*

= R? | —cosh®(p) dt* + dp? + sinh®(p) do* + cos®(0) dyp® + db* + sin®(0) dx* | + dT*,

2 e
=dspdss =dsgs

(3.22)
with
R? := Qsa . (3.23)

The metric is that of the group manifold SL(2,R) x SU(2) x U(1)* and the B-
field provides the parallelizing torsion, so that superstrings on this background are

described by an SWZW model (¢f. §2.1.4 (p.[7)).

Higher order corrections to the supergravity solutions will force the radius of
AdS3 to be slightly different from that of S®, as discussed below. Therefore write the
metric (we will ignore the trivial T*-factor in the following) as
ds®* = R (— cosh?(p) dt* + dp* + sinh(p) d(f)z) + R3y (0052(9) di® 4+ df* + sin() dx2) :

(3.24)

A possible choice of (left/right)-invariant vielbein fields (following [B§], eq. (9)) is

{ {
Kg = —5& + 58(;5
K, = ; (6+2(¢+t) tanh(p) 8 — ie O, + T+ coth(p) a¢)
1 —i -} —1
K_ = 3 (—e @) tanh(p) 9, — ie ¢, — e~ coth(p) 8¢)
l 1
J3 = —§8¢ — 58X
Jy = 3 (—e“(XH’) tan(p) 9y — ie T OFTGy + e T cot(p) ax)
J - ; (e—z(x—l—il}) tan(p) 9y — ie " XT¥) gy — eI cot(p) ax) . (3.25)
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Ky =~ 50+ 30,
K, = % (e‘iw_t) tanh(p) 9; —ie "7, — e7®=!) coth(p) &b)
K - % (_€+i(¢—t) tanh(p) 9, — ie™ @79, + 7?7 coth(p) 8¢)
Jy = —éa¢ + %ax
J_ = % (e”(x_w) tan(p) 0y, — ie X9y 4 TV ot (p) 8X) - (3.26)

These vectors are normalized so as to have have the standard non-vanishing Lie
brackets:

]
(K, K_| = —2Kj3
[Js, Jo] = £J4
[Ty, -] = 4+2J5 (3.27)
This fixes their inner products with respect to ds? to
R2
ot =
R2
K. K = —9-5L
- 4
R2
R2
Ji-J_ = —2%. (3.28)

This is :tiR%L ssu times the Killing metric on the two group manifolds.” According
to (B:I9) this means that the level of the associated algebra of total currents is

"With eg := K3, e := K,--- and the structure constants f,¢, defined by [eq, ep] = fupec We
have

100 0
02 0
20 0
00 -1
000 0 —2
000 -2 0 |

(3.29)

o O O O

1 r s _
_§fa sfb r =

o O O O O

o O O O O
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= R%,/d' +2, (3.30)

which is, up to a small correction, proportional to the size of spacetime in units of
the string scale. For the calculation of the exact string spectrum on AdSs x S (this
is discussed in §B.4 (p.7) below) one needs the quadratic Casimir

C = —n“beaeb

A particularly interesting further limit is the Penrose limit of the AdS; x S?
background (see e.g. [RY]). It is obtained by concentrating on the vicinity of a
lightlike geodesic going around the equator of the S? factor, i.e. one with momentum
proportional to K3 £ J3.

In order to find the background structure in this limit introduce the following
vielbein basis adapted to this geodesic motion:

1
F = E(J3 —K3)
J = J3+K3
1
P=—K
1 \/E +
1
Pfi=—K_
1 \/E
1
P=—J
2 \/E +
1
Py = —J_ . (3.32)

Since their non-vanishing commutators are

[J. F] = =P}
1
1
[Po, ] = F ]
* 1 *
(7, PY] = :EEPZ-( ) (3.33)

one sees that in the Penrose limit J3 — K3 ~ k — oo with J3 &~ — K3 the Lie algebra
contracts to that of the so-called extended Heisenberg group Hg which describes a
pp-wave background [29).

3.3 Covariant perturbative calculation of the superstring spectrum

Our aim is to use the perturbation theory of §f (p.f) to calculate (in the same spirit
as [I@] but using covariant techniques and superstrings) the correction to the sring
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spectrum in the small parameter 1/k. That is, we start with the exact spectrum of
superstrings on the Hg pp-wave background and then turn on curvature corrections
turning the pp-wave background into the true AdS; x S® geometry.

The calculation involves computing the various perturbed quantities discussed
in §2.2.4 (pBI). Most importantly, one finds for the metric in the adapted vielbein

basis (B-37) the expansion

0 0 (0000
-2 0 0 0000

0 0 o (0001
0 0010
~1 0000 0 —1

-1 0 00001 0 |

|2

Tab = +O0(1/k) . (3.34)

I

—_
oS O O O O
S O O O O
o O O O

0
0

An examination of the B-deformed vielbein field (P.120)) shows that the calculation
simplifies when vy := e”F' — e~ 7J for v — oo is chosen as the timelike Killing vector
(R.70), since then the correction operator K (R.13§) vanishes, K = 0 and we can make
use of formula (2.176) to evaluate the first order shift of string energy as measured
along the Killing vector vy by computing the expectation value of the first order shift
in the loop-space Lie derivative along F. By using equation (P.:63) one finds that
this Lie derivative is just the sum of the left- and right-moving total SWZW currents
along F (R.61):

i(Lr) = —i (Jio + Jry) - (3.35)

The perturbation in this loop-space Lie derivative is most conveniently computed
using formula ([A.8@) in the appendix. One finds
oa® 11
i (Lr) ::—Eai/da(rﬂﬁrwﬁ.—r&#rgﬁ,—rﬂﬁrq¥.+r&¢r@r).
(3.36)

According to formula (2.17G) the energy shifts that we are looking for are the ex-
pectation values of (B-30) in the unperturbed states. Obviously (B-30) is just a kind
of fermion number-operator. To be more precise, let N be the number of T'p,
excitations minus the number of T'pr excitations of the string, and similarly let N§F
be the number of I'p, excitations minus the number of I'py excitations for both the
left- and the right-moving sector. This is a measure for the fermionic contribution
to the angular momentum of the string state with respect to K3 and J3 (¢f. [29] and
see also the discussion §B.4] (p.7) below). By explicitly constructing the bosonic and
fermionic physical DDF states for Type II strings in the pp-wave limit of AdS; x S? (a
calculation that closely follows [B9] and will therefore not be given here) one checks
that our unperturbed states are indeed eigenstates with respect to Aéffr and Néfff
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This means that we can finally write down the expectation values of (B.3@) in the
unperturbed states, which are nothing but the energy shifts E() that we are looking
for, as

1 er er
EQL:E(NQ-—N@). (3.37)

This is the result of our covariant perturbative calculation of the spectrum of
Type 11 superstrings around the pp-wave limit of AdSs x S3.

In order to check this result, the next section discusses the calculation of the
ezact superstring spectrum on AdSs x S*. The result is further discussed in §5.9

(p-E3)
3.4 Exact calculation of the spectrum

In the following a generalization of the discussion in §4 of [[[d] is given, calculating
the lightcone energy of superstrings on AdSs x S3 to all orders in 1/k ~ o/ /R%.

We first consider the bosonic string (and concentrate on one chirality sector for
notational brevity): Let —h(h+1)+7(j+1) be the eigenvalue of the Casimir 7., J¢J¢
of the SL(2,IR) x SU(2) current algebra and let N € IN be the level of a given state.
Then the Ly Virasoro constraint on this state reads

h(h+1)  j(j+1)

_ N = .
T+t N=a (3.38)

for a given normal ordering constant a.

The eigenvalues of h* and j* of the zero modes of K3 and J3 can be written as

h* = h+ N§,
77 =7+ Ngy, (3.39)

where, for instance, N{;; grows by one for every J* (bosonic current) excitation and
is reduced by one for every J-, excitation (due to [J3, JEf] = £JF and [J3,¢F] =
).

The characteristic lightlike momenta of the Hg model are, according to (B-33),
the light cone energy H associated with the vector field J and transversal momentum
p_ associated with the vector field F':

H=h+j
_lrs s
p_—%(h —]). (3.40)

Using the physical state condition (B:3§) we want to express these momenta as func-
tions of each other and of the transverse excitations:

H=H(p_,N,N
p_=p_(H,N,N'). (3.41)

47



Solving (B.3§) for h and picking the positive solution yields

1+ V1+45+452 - 4ak+4kn

h 3.42
- (3.2
Furthermore, equations (B.40) solved for j give, respectively:
. H+H?— k(N —a)+ (N, + Ngy) (14 2H + N§g, + Ngy)
/ 2(1+ H + Niy, + Niy)
. k(a_N_p—)+NéU_NéL+(kp—+NéU_NéL)2 3.43
= L (3.3
SL SU P-
Inserting k and j in (B.40) yields the simple result
N —a
H = —1+ N§ + N¢ 3.44
N N T NG — NGk .
N — N§p — N§
& p ¢ SL— 'TSU (3.45)

TIYH Ny - Ny &

When the expression for H is expanded to first order in 1/k and N§;, = 0 we get the
result known from [[If]. Note that the series for p_ stops already after the first order.

The generalization to the superstring is immediate: The j and A quantum num-
bers are now those associated with the bosonic currents Jy . but for the light cone
generators we have to use the total currents J{, since these act a Lie derivatives
, ¢f (B:63). The total currents are just the sum of the bosonic and the fermionic
currents (2.61)) We therefore have simply

hg = hy™ + hi" + Ng,
hy = hY + h5" + Ny (3.46)

and
N, = N&= + NG
Niy = N&™ + N& (3.47)

In summary, the first order perturbation (p_)* of p_ (the momentum associated
with the lighlike Killing vector F') for fixed H is

() = 7 (N, — N (3.48)

3.5 Discussion of the perturbative result

Comparison of the perturbative result (B.37) with the exact calculation (B.4§) seems
to show that the covariant perturbation theory reproduces the fermionic contribution
exactly, while it seemingly misses the bosonic one completely. A little reflection shows
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however that the comparison of these results has to take into account the following
subtlety:

In the perturbative calculations which use the lightcone gauge (as in [[G]) one
can fix the longitudinal momentum p_ by hand while turning on the perturbation
and calculate the shift in lightcone energy H for fixed p_ as in equation (B:44).

However, the covariant framework that has been presented here does not fix any
gauge and in particular does not fix any of the lightcone momenta. This means that
when the background is perturbed, the states are free to acquire shifts in H or in
p_ or in both. But only the combination of both H and p_ has invariant meaning,
which is encoded in the relations (8.44) and (B.49) that express p_ as a function of
H and the excitations of the string, or vice versa (B.41)).

For a complete covariant perturbative result one therefore would need to compute
not only the energy shift along vy (i.e. p_ in the above case), but also the shift in
the other longitudinal momentum (H). This has already been discussed at the end
of §P.2.5 (pP1H), where it was pointed out that the computation of the shift in the
second longitudinal momentum is tedious, because it requires knowledge of the first
order perturbation of the states themselves.

Here we shall be content with arguing that for fermionic states no shift in H
occurs, according to (B-I77). The reason is that on the one hand side one can calculate
the shift in the loop-space Lie derivative along the vector field J (which measures the
momentum H according to (B-40)) to be purely bosonic, having vanishing expectation
value in the unperturbed fermionic states. Furthermore, no shift in the fermionic
states can expected to give any contribution to a shift in H due to (R.177), because
the fermionic states are created by the I' ) oscillators together with longitudinal
terms that ensure physicality (as in the DDF construction). But since the I' ,(.) are
defined with respect to the invariant vielbein (B.39) they receive no correction in
1/k, according to equation (R.I4(). A fermionic state in the pp-wave limit created
by a given mode of the operator I' ) should hence flow to a state of the full AdS

background created by the same operator I' possibly accompanied by different

longitudinal excitations. But these do not contribute to any inner products.

On the other hand, bosonic states are created by the bosonic currents, which,
according to (B.67) are rather complicated expressions involving products of the back-
ground metric and background b-field with the elementary fields (R.146). Therefore
nothing can be said in general about the first order shift for H of the bosonic states,
while H® for the fermionic states should vanish.

From these considerations it follows that equation (B.37) gives the shift of p_ for
fixed H for fermionic states, while it tells us nothing about the shift of H for bosonic
states. In conclusion then the perturbative result (B:37) gives the correct result (B.44)
for all the cases where it applies, which are the fermionic states. The other cases may
be treated, too, in principle, but require much more computational effort, since they
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require a computation of the first order shift in the states themselves. This is the
price to be paid due to working in a fully covariant framework where no worldsheet
gauge is fixed. Hence we find a partial result using a relatively elegant calculation,
while the full result requires tedious work.

What then is the point of using the covariant perturbative calculation presented
here, if, as in the example discussed, the calculation of the full result is more involved
than the corresponding calculation using lightcone gauge? There are two answers:

First, one should note that the fermionic spectrum which we obtained easily is,
according to §8.4 (p[A7), an exact mirror image of the bosonic spectrum. As long as
one knows that this is the case the calculation of the energy shift of the fermionic
states, which is simple in our framework, already yields the full information about
energy shifts of all states.

Second, the motivation for the construction of the perturbation scheme developed
in §B (p.B) was to find a method that is more generally applicable than the methods
requiring lightcone gauge are, since no lightlike Killing vector is required on target
space. It is almost inevitable that the more general method is more involved than
the one which is adapted to special cases of high symmetry.

A more general assessment of what has been accomplished here is given in the
following section.

4. Conclusion

It has been shown that covariant Hamiltonian evolution operators can be constructed
in relativistic supersymmetric quantum (field) theories for a large class of interesting
backgrounds, by reformulating these theories as generalized Dirac-Kahler systems on
the exterior bundle over their bosonic configuration space.

The crucial insight was that any system of supersymmetry constraints Dy [¢)) =
0 can equivalently be rewritten as a Schrodinger equation generating evolution along
a time paramater together with a constraint on hypersurfaces orthogonal to that
time parameter. In various guises this construction is well familiar from both the
Dirac particle as well as the classical Maxwell field. It is no coincidence that these
two systems are related to the supersymmetric formalism discusssed here, since they
can be regarded as two sectors of the NSR superparticle, i.e. the point particle limit
of the NSR superstring. We have shown how to incorporate both sectors in one
coherent formalism and how to generalize this to backgrounds with a non-vanishing
2-form Kalb-Ramond field and hence in particular to supersymmetric Wess-Zumino-
Novikov-Witten models.

In doing so we made use of the fact that the supersymmetry constraints for such
backgrounds can be obtained from those for trivial backgrounds by an algebra ho-
momorphism which generalizes the deformations considered by Witten in [[I]. This
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is crucial, because, as we have shown, by appropriately applying similar deforma-
tions to all operators which appear in the construction of the covariant Hamiltonian
for trivial backgrounds one obtains the covariant Hamiltonian for the non-trivial
background.

One subtlety that remains is that the Hamiltonian obtained this way, though
satisfying a formal Schrodinger equation, in general no longer commutes with the
time parameter coordinate. But this can be fixed by appropriately subtracting the
offending terms consistently on both sides of the Schédinger equation.

When all this is done it is rather straightforward to adapt the familiar techniques
of quantum mechanical perturbation theory: After dealing with the indefiniteness of
the Hodge inner product by employing a Krein space operator and after taking into
account the above mentioned correction to the Hamiltonian operator one obtains
an equation for the first order energy shift that is formally very similar to the one
derived in elementary quantum mechanics.

Because it is of importance for the application presented in §f (p.BY) we finally
considered the case where the Hamiltonian evolution is along a (almost) lightlike
vector. It turns out that the special nature of the Hamiltonian considered here,
together with the presence of that Krein space operator, leads to a considerable
simplification of the formula for the first order energy shift in this case.

It should be noted, that this does not involve fixing any gauge, whatsoever, in
particular this is not related to fixing a light cone gauge. The methods presented here
are equally valid in backgrounds which do not posses any lightlike Killing vectors at
all. This makes them interesting for the study of superstring theory in arbitrary
nontrivial backgrounds.

As demonstrated in §B.1] (p.Bd) and [[{], the machinery developed here carries
over to the case where the underlying manifold is loop space, the configuration space
of the string. The calculation presented in §B.3 (p.Ad) demonstrates how to apply
the above perturbation scheme to perturbatively calculate the first order curvature
correction for superstrings close to the pp-wave limit of AdS; x S?, as was done for
the bosonic string in light cone gauge in [[Iq].

It turns out that the calculation of fermionic states (those created by fermionic
worldsheet oscillators from the ground state) by our method fully profits from the
elegance of the covariant approach, while the first order spectrum of bosonic states
requires knowledge of the first order shift in the states themselves, a fact that makes
any direct calculation much more tedious. This has been discussed in detail in §8.5
(p-E9).

The natural next step would be to apply our formalism to superstring spectra
on AdSs x S° (¢f. [L§]). This requires the as yet unknown incorporation of RR-
background fields into the framework of §f (p.§). As is well known, RR-~backgrounds
are almost impossible to handle in terms of o-models and Lagrangian formalism.
Therefore it would be interesting to further analyze the deformation mechanism
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of §2.1.2 (pJll]). Possibly this way backgrounds can be incorporated that defy a
Lagrangian description. First steps in this direction are discussed in [[]] and [§].
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A. Differential geometry in terms of operators on the exterior
bundle

A.1 Creation/Annihilation and Clifford algebra

Consider a semi-Riemannian manifold (M, ¢g) of dimension D with metric g, which
has signature (D — s, s). On the space Q(A(M)) (which we take to be complexified)
of a suitable class of sections of the exterior bundle A(M) (the bundle of differential
forms of arbitrary degree) over this manifold, we have the operators &' * of exterior
multiplication, defined by

o i=dat Aw,  QAM)) 2w = w) + W, d™ 4wy pde™ A dzt A+ - (A1)

With respect to the usual Hodge inner product (-|-) on Q(A(M)),

(alB) = [anxs
M
= p!/\/g@uluz--ﬁuwzm dx (A.2)
M

(where @ is the complex conjugate of «), which defines the Hodge-x operator, their
adjoints are ¢* = (ETH)T, and both together satisfy the canonical anticommutation
relations (CAR)

{e"e} =0
{¢,, ¢} =0
{ew e} =ar. (A.3)
With the linear combinations
A= et e (A.4)

this is isomorphic to the Clifford algebra
{#.4%} =0
{3.41} = +29™. (A.5)

Every element of the Clifford algebra is mapped to a differential form by the symbol
map

(w(o) -+ wmﬁ/il + W[M17M2}”A)/i1§/i2 -+ - ) ‘1> = w() + (;JMdSL’“1 + w[m,m]dl’m A dxt? —4—(A6)

where |1) denotes the constant unit O-form. The local inner product (al|B)
defined by

loc

(l8) = [ (@1B)e V5", (A7)
M
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and also serves as the projection on Clifford 0-vectors, i.e.

(1] ( F W Ve + W) VY ) Dioe 7= @(0) - (A.8)

It has the cyclic property

(UAEAL AL Dioe = (UAL - ALAL L (8.9)

Using a vielbein field e?, on M we write the ONB frame version of these oper-
ators as

At Al
el = e &l

m
e" = e, e
A4 = e AN (A.10)

The number operator, which measures the degree of a differential form, is defined
by

N =¢'e,
= &l%, . (A.11)
Note that
(V.44 = 4% (A.12)

A shifted version of this operator, with symmetrized spectrum, is

1 A
5”%%“& =N-DJ2. (A.13)

Often it is convenient to use a slightly modified version of the Hodge-x operator,
namely:

o pe1yaes [ AT AP D s even A4
*I=1 ga=0za=1 2a=D-1 it D ic odd (A.14)
0 e SR of i is o

which is conveniently normalized so as to satisfy the relations

(R = (1) (A.15)
(% ) =1 (A.16)
xel" =%, (A.17)
It is related to the Hodge-x via
e iD(D—l)/2+s(_1)N(]\7+1)/2+D. (A.18)
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We note here the simple but important relation
*N = 8,6M"%
= (D — N)*. (A.19)

For s > 0 the inner product (-|-) is indefinite. Assume s = 1, which is the case
of interest here, and {éo, éTO} = —1. Then the operator

i = ale? — 0et”
= §%47°, (A.20)

(which is self-adjoint with respect to (-|-): AT = 7)) swaps the spurious sign, and the
modified inner product

(g o= i) (A.21)

is positive definite and indeed a scalar product. The adjoint of an operator A with
respect to (-|-), will be written A7 and is given by

Al = (7477
=7 1AT. (A.22)

(The term 7! is here not evaluated further to allow for slightly more general 7 that
will be discussed in §2.2.7 (p.R1), ¢f. (.81).)
A.2 Differential operators

Let @m which is the covariant derivative operator with respect to the Levi-Civita-
connetion I',“3 of g,,,, be defined by

Vo f] = @), feA M)
Vet = =1, (A.23)
If w," is the Levi-Civita connection in the orthonormal vielbein frame,
W% 1= %0 (%0, + T,%) (e71)%, (A.24)

then the last line is equivalent to

A

[V, 6] = —w, 40" (A.25)

This way one has:

A

Vi (Wayap 2 A+ Ada®r) = (Voo ) da® Ao Adaz®
= (Vuarmay ) da®™ A+ Adz . (A.26)
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Usually one also identifies the operator version of the connection 1-form
w“b = éTl‘wuab . (A27)

The commutator of the covariant derivative operators with themselves gives the
Riemann curvature operator:

‘= Ryapc ¢”. (A.28)

From the covariant derivative operator one can construct two flavors of partial
derivative operators, distinguished by which of the basis forms they respect as con-
stants, i.e. with which set of basis forms they commute. Introducing the operators

~ o ~tb.
O =V, +w, "8,
C - o A~ B/\
0 =V, +T,%¢"8q, (A.29)
which are, according to (A.24), related as

b

0, = 0p — €"o (0,%) ¢e, (A.30)
one finds
00 f1 = (0uf) . f €A M)
0,6 =0
[8u>éa] =0 (A31)
and
06, f] = @.f), feA (M)
05,6 =0
(05,¢0] = 0. (A.32)

(Note the position of the indices in the last two lines.) By acting with the partial
derivative operators on an arbitrary form in a given basis one also verifies that for
both the expected relations

[al“ au] = O
05,0c] =0 (A-33)

hold. Using (A.29), (A.31)), and ([A.39) it is now easy to establish the transformation
properties of all creators and annihilators starting from ([A.23):

[@M,éTa} = +wubaéTb
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V8] = —w, e

:@M,éa: = +wubaéb

Vi éla] = +T,70é7s

V&) = T, .

Vita| = 41 0ty (A.34)

That is, all basis operators transform as they should according to the index they
carry.
Note that in particular we can now write

A " b/\
V,=0,— cu,ﬂbeT €,
ta.+b

= 0 + W' &'

1 ~a 2 ~a 2
= O+ JWyab (3495 +424%) - (A.35)

Another useful fact is that 9, and @u commute with the duality operation:

[0,,%] =0
V% =0, (A.36)

which follows straightforwardly by using the respective definitions.
With respect to the Hodge inner product the adjoint of 9, is

@LT:—L@L : A.37
(3,) Mm (A.37)

On the other hand the operator J; satisfies no such simple formula. Using the
antisymmetry of wyq.p = Wy one finds from (A.37) and ([A.29) the analogous relation

(Vi) = ——=9u/lal. (A38)

Vgl

Next, it is of interest to have differential operators without free indices, which
map forms to forms. Such are obtained by contracting V, with some Grassmann or
Clifford operator:

Exterior derivative. The exterior derivative is defined by
d:=c"v,. (A.39)

Due to the special symmetry of the Levi-Civita connection in the coordinate basis,
the exterior derivative here has the simple action

dw,, ., dzt A - - N dt? = O, da” A datt A A datr (A.40)
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This can be made manifest by noting that
_ Aty
d=c¢c"0, (A.41)

which follows by the definition of 95 in (A.29) and the symmetry I',%s = I['(,%).
(Another way to say the same is

{d,e"} =0
& a6t} = —etw,met. (A.42)

The second line is known as the first structure equation for vanishing torsion.) There-
fore d is nilpotent:

d* = ¢ ocor
=0. (A.43)

(Using instead the covariant derivative shows that ¢'¢” [@m @,,} = 0 and hence (cf.
(B-28)) Ry = 0.)
Furthermore it obviously satisfies the graded Leibniz rule:

det™ e, = et e (0,0, ) F (DPE e, L (@44)

This makes it easy to compute its adjoint: Let 8 be any p-form and o any D — p-form
then

(alg) = [ (da) Axp
: —(—1)D_p/a/\d*ﬁ

) _Z._D(D—l)/2—s(_l)p(P—l)/2/a A xxdx3

—~ —~
[0') 0 N

L / a A xd7 3
= —(alxdxp) . (A.45)
Hence
dl = —xdx*. (A.46)

Using (AI7) this gives explicitly
df = —¢'v,,. (A.47)

We will mostly refer to this “inner” derivative as the exterior co-derivative. It acts
on p > O-forms as the covariant divergence:

diw,,.p,dz™ A+ Adatr = —p (Vuw“az...ap) dx® N ANdx® . (A.48)
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The exterior co-derivative, being the adjoint of a nilpotent operator, is itself nilpotent:

d” =o. (A.49)
It is obvious, that
[N,d] =d
(N,df| = —d'. (A.50)

A.3 Dirac, Laplace-Beltrami, and spinors

The operator

D, =d+df

= YV, (A.51)
is called the Dirac operator on Q(M). Its square
+A = Di
= (a=df)’
= +{d,d'} (A.52)
is known as the Laplace-Beltrami operator, which explicitly reads

A =D?
= - (g““/vuvul + FM“I“V“/ — RW/HAeT“eT“e”e’\ — RH,\eT“eA) . (A53)

This expression is known as the Weitzenbick formula (cf. for instance [BQ], p.130, or
B, eqs. (4.33),(4.45)). The Dirac and Laplace-Beltrami operators obviously satisfy

(D)t = +D.
A=A (A.54)

Spinors. The following briefly indicates some aspects concerning spinors as viewed
from the exterior geometry perspective, and how our algebraic notation relates to
the more commonly used matric representations.

The Clifford bivectors %’yib = %’y[ﬁﬁi form a representation of the Lie algebra
so(d — s,s) and generate the spin group of the Clifford algebra, whose elements are

of the form

Ry = exp(p[ab]’yib) : (A.55)

A Clifford element of the form . = pRy, with p a scalar, is sometimes called a
Dirac-Hestenes state (e.g. [BI]). Applying Ry to a primitive projector P of the
Clifford algebra yields the spinor representation ¢, P of the group SO(d — s, s).

99



Now the exterior bundle can be viewed as the product of two spinor bundles.
The spin groups of the two Clifford algebras 74, act, respectively, from the left and
from the right on the Clifford elements associated with an element of the exterior
bundle:

This is easily seen by considering, as in ([A.§), the Clifford-representation of an
arbitrary (inhomogeneous) form w = wq) + wydat + -+ = (w(o) + w, A+ - ) |0)

=04
and acting on it with the generators &ib of the two commuting spinor groups:

420 0) = Q4% |0)
= Q447 0) . (A.56)

In this sense one of &ib acts from the left, the other from the right on the symbol
map pre-images of an element of the exterior bundle.
To make this more explicit consider elements of I'(A(M)) of the form

w4 = ’QZ)iOA’l?Ei |O> s (A57)
where Oi is a constant £-Clifford element:

O, =€ Cly
0,,0:] =0, (A.58)

and where - is the linear operation of Clifford reversion which reverses the order of
Clifford generators and takes the complex conjugate of the coefficient:

() = e (459
Acting on such such a state with a spin group element R. gives

Riwy = (Rﬂpi)wélﬂi 10)
R¢wi = Q/JiO(Rii/Ji) ‘O> . (A60)

To see how this goes together with the usual way of writing spinors as represented
on some vector space note that

R:iA2 Ry = A%34, (A.61)
as usual. By the cyclic property (A.9)

Aab = <0‘ 7p:l:;)/j:lﬁ:l: fAyl:)I: ‘0>10c
= <0| ,QZ):I:’S/I:)I:,QZ):I: ’?j: |0>1oc (A62)

this implies

VaAie = A" (A.63)
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Hence the construction ([A.57) produces the differential forms

YA PPy 0) = YA s - AP - [0)
= A‘”[bl - Ay, 32 10)
= A"y, - ~Aapbp}dxb1 A Ada (A.64)

where we set p = 1 for brevity. Now let ¢, = (R+¢p)a be the usual representation

[4/2]_dimensional vector space, then the coeffcients

8

of the rotor R. as a spinor on a 2
of the above differential form are obtained by means of the usual expression:

POV sV by Do
G0Vt a1y 0 Ay - A, (A.66)
_\,_/

=const

PV by, @ =
(bsd

where now all Clifford elements refer to their matrix representation and ¢ is the
Dirac adjoint of ¢.

The covariant derivative operator (A23) V,, = 9y 4wuaé’ ¢* = 9,41 (A“ Ah — ﬁ‘i’yb_)
splits into a sum of covariant derivative operators
=S+ 1 ~a b
V5 =0, + 1 Wnab V=T (A.67)
that act on the two spinor bundles seperately:
Vi (£+04404) 10) = (V3i) O 0) + . O(Viiw) 0) - (A.68)

But such a splitting does not take place for the Dirac operator ([A.51]) on the
exterior bundle. Due to ([A.3§) the Dirac operators ((A.51)) mix the two Clifford
algebra representations 7.

The equation D¢y = (d£d)y = 0 is known as the (massless, free) Kdihler
equation (see [BZ, §8.3). Due to the above considerations it is equivalent (up to
degeneracy) to the ordinary (massless, free) Dirac equation on spinors (instead of
on differential forms) only when the left (4) and right (-) Clifford algebras don’t
mix, which occurs only for w.,. = 0 if no other background fields are turned on,
i.e. for a flat spacetime background. But actually in string theory a generalization

8Hence the component analogue of ([A.69) is

Vi (ngﬁml»»»ap(b) =0y (QEO%ral»»»ap(b) —w,"a, (éo%rblmap(b) — = w g, (éo%ral---bp(b)
= 3# (QBO'AY+a1»~ap¢) <¢0 [ w#ab7+7+’7+a1 ap} ¢)
= (V500) ¥ 4ar.a,® + 07 yay.a, Vi (A.65)
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of the operators Dy does play the role of the Dirac operator for spinors. This is
possible, because the presence of further background fields will modify D in a way
that cancels the spurious terms and thus restores their “chirality” (in the CFT sense)

(¢f $2.1.4 (p[[7)).

A.4 Lie derivative

From d one recovers a directional derivative £, along a vector field v = v*0, by

performing a “contraction”:

L, = {d,¢,v"} .

(A.69)

This is the Lie derivative on differential forms along v. More explicitly it reads

{d, e} = {8, et}

= v"0 + (9,0")et"e,
or alternatively

{d,e,0"} = {e!"V,, 8,0}

= 'V, + (V,o")ele, .

The form ([A.77) is convenient for checking that
[ﬁva ‘Cw] = ‘C[v,w}
and

(Lo, whe,] = [v,w]"e,
[Ev,w“éw} = (va)“f:w,

while ([AT7]) is convenient for computing the adjoint:

1 -
L) = ——V gut + (V,oM)el ¢
( ) \/g N\/7 ( ) 12
= —L, — (V,0") + 2(Vv,)et”

Obviously the Lie derivative L, is skew-self-adjoint if and only if

Viuvy =0
=V, o' =0,

i.e. if and only if v is a Killing vector field:

(L,)' = —L, < v is Killing .
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From its definition ([A.69) and the duality relations (A.15) and ([A.4€) it follows
furthermore that the adjoint can be expressed as

Ll = —xL,*. (A.77)
From this we find the equivalence
v is Killing < [£,,*] =0. (A.78)
Hence for a Killing vector v it follows from taking the adjoint of (A-69) that
{d, &} = —£, (v Killing) . (A.79)
One particular consequence is, that
{v.4%, D} = {v,4", Dy} = 4L, (v Killing) (A.80)
which will be rather useful later on. For the other sign one gets
{o4%, D} + {vA", Dy} = 2V, (676 + ) (v Killing) (A.81)
Also note that for v Killing one has
[Lo,v42] =0 (v Killing) . (A.82)

Another useful fact is that the partial derivative operators d;,, defined in (A29),
are obviously (using ([A.41])) Lie derivatives:

o = {d,é,) (A.83)
i.e.
o = Lo,
B3 5, — (%ade™) 6", (A.84)

(This is to be contrasted with the Lie derivative along an ONB basis vector v = e,:
Lo, = 00+ 2w0ae!6° ) (A.85)

If 0, is a Killing Lie derivative then (according to (R:84) and (A7) ) the term
(€aa0,e%p) is antisymmetric in a and b and we can write

a .

Lo, = Oy + (€aa0uep) al’eb (0, Killing)

1 « L2a 2 ~aq 2~
= O+ 7 (cande™) (3445 —424%) - (A.86)
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Accordingly the exterior derivative ([A.41]) can also be written as

d=¢c"c,, (A.87)
and hence with ([A.46]) and ([A:77) the exterior coderivative can also be written as
d' = e (A.88)

There is in general no Lie derivative on spinors, but along a Killing vector field
there is?: Rewriting ([A.71]) in terms of Clifford generators yields

- 1 ~ ~ AV AV
Lo = 0"Vt (Vo) (35 +95)(7% = 92)

= 1 2RV L2V 1 AU AV P BN
= 0"V + 1 (Vuva) (444 = 4247) + (V) (4% +474%) - (A.89)

The condition that the last term vanishes is obviously V(,v,) = 0, i.e. that v is
Killing. Hence in this case the Lie derivative on differential forms is

A 1
vKilling & £, = 0"V, + 1(V,0,) (3445 — 447 (A.90)
and splits into two Lie derivatives
- 1
Ly = vV £ E(Vuvy)&m; (v Killing) (A.91)

on spinors (cf. (B.61)). If we decree that the partial derivative operator in VS+ acts
only on the (respectively) left or right spinor bundle (¢f. the factorization ([A.57)),
then this allows us to succinctly write

L, =L+ L5 (A.92)
with
e L] =0, (A.93)
which, together with (A.73), implies'®
o5, L5 ] = L) (A.94)

An intersting special case that plays a paramount role in the context of Lie
groups is that where there existes an orthonormal frame in which the Killing vector
v has constant components v® = 2. In this case (A9]]) gives

“ 1 b e
ES = Vii + Z%bﬁ?ﬂi

I .
=0, £ §Wabc7176i (for v* = 67). (A.95)
But this is equal to the covariant derivative along v with respect to the connection
with torsion w!,. = Wabe + Tupe, Where the torsion tensor Type = Wape in this frame.
Ycf. p. 195 of [BJ
107t should be noted, though, that () holds for arbitrary v,w, while () makes sense only
for v and w both Killing, since otherwise ﬁi isn’t even defined.
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A.5 Torsion.
Let

Thap = Tipag (A.96)

be a totally antisymmetric torsion tensor, and consider the connection with torsion
wr given by

wr ™y = w, "y +1,% (A.97)
with the associated connection 1-form operator
or, %, (A.98)

wT“b = C

where w is, as above, the (torsionless) Levi-Civita connection in the orthonormal
frame. The associated covariant derivative operator is

A~ " b/\
Vo =0, — (W, + T,ﬂb)cT Ca
= 0 — (0, + T, ¢, (A.99)

whose adjoint is still of the form (A:3§):

Vi = ———Vru/lol. (A.100)
Vgl
The operator of exterior multiplication with the torsion 2-form is
T = T, "6t | (A.101)
Perturbing the exterior derivative with this operator gives
dr =d - T%,
="'V, (A.102)
Note that!!
{d, &} =T+ {dr,¢""}
= T — wpel’ (A.103)

(This is the “first structure equation” in the presence of torsion, cf. (A43).) Taking
the adjoint gives
d'y == (dp)" =df — T,
- —6“@”, (A.104)

ef eg [BY,56.4
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where
T = —T,%5¢+¢” (A.105)
The torsion-perturbed Dirac operators are
DT,:I: = dT + dTT = ’?%@T,u
— Do — AT, 5 6, (A.106)
and, due to ([A.104), they are still (see ([A.54)) (anti-)self-adjoint:
(Dry)f = 4+D.. (A.107)

We mention some further common vocabulary associated with torsion (cf. §2.2
of B4]): The Riemann curvature operator with torsion is defined by

R}, = [V, V] - (A.108)

If a torsion tensor exitst for which these operators and hence the Riemann curvature
tensor with torsion

R, Ryvas + 2 (ViuTvjas + Tt T 75) (A.109)

pvaB

vanishes, the manifold is said to be parallelizable. If furthermore a vielbein frame
covariantly constant with respect to 't exists the manifold is said to be absolute
parallizable (which implies ordinary parallelizability).

The associated Ricci tensor with torsion is

REI/ = RHV - VQTQWJ + T,uaﬁTuaﬁ . (AllO)
The existence of a torsion making this tensor vanish is called Ricci parallelizability.

A.6 Conformal transformations.

Assume that the manifold M is equipped with two metric tensors g,,, g, related
by

Guw(p) = €™ g, (p) (A.111)

for some real function ® : M — IR. In the following all objects associated with g,
are written under a tilde, -, while all other objects are associated with g, .
The coordinate basis forms are obviously related by

~H
N _pAtH
ol = 7%

¢, = e®e A.112
% iz
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and we may choose

&, = &,. (A.113)
Also obvious is the transformation of 82:

de = 3+ (9,2)N , (A.114)

ju jz

because this is what satisfies the definition (A.33). With ([A.41)) it follows that

=e®(d+[d o N). (A.115)

The conformally transformed Lie derivative operators are also readily found, for

instance from (A.69):

= L, +v"(9,P)N . (A.116)

The relation between the above operators and their conformal transformations
is in fact a similarity transformation:

AT _ON Ath J
ottt — o @N ofF N

Cuy = e“DN Cu ew

~ﬁ — o oN a 2N

d=e?Vde®
R (A.117)

But this is not true for every operator:
To find df one can for instance use ([A.46) and write

df = —xd=
= % "Vd ™z
— o ®D-N) g g5 020-N)
= ¢ ¥(D=N) gf (*(D-N) (A.118)
or
dif = e~ (af - [df, @] (D~ N)) . (A.119)
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This is also a similarity transformation, but a different one. However, it coincides
with that in (A.I17) when evaluated on forms with eigenvalue n of N equal to
n = D/2. An immediate consequence of this result is that, for D even and when
acting on forms |¢) of degree n = D/2, the equations

d|y) =0
d' ) =0 (A.120)

are conformally invariant in the sense that, with

[§) = e P2 |y) | (A.121)
they are equivalent to
df¢) =0
dfjy) = 0. (A.122)

A special case of this is the fact that ordinary classical source free electromag-
netism in 4 dimensions is conformally invariant.
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B. Proofs

Proofs of self-adjointness of the Hamiltonian In the following the proofs of
the self-adjointness of various versions of the Hamiltonian generator are given.

e Ordinary case: Equation (P.89) states that

HY = H,, . (B.1)

Proof: The proof is probably easiest when using for H,, the representation

l

HUO:2

(vo-4-Dy = v0-4, D) +iLy, (B.2)
(see (B.73)). Essential are furthermore the facts

{De w07y} = (D vt} = 443% (Virww) = 7437 (Vv
0 (B.3)

(due to the antisymmetry V,vo, = V[,vq,) of the covariant derivative of the
Killing vector vg) as well as

(iLy)T = iL,, ,
[Lo,7] = 0. (B.4)

Using this, one finds

"'A
H.,
. 1\ T
= (77Hvo77 1)
= HI 7
ki i . . P
= 3l (UO‘V_DJr —U0'7+D—) 1+ 1Ly,
_zlvAvA(DvA—DUA)UAUA +il
= gy 070 Y+ (Do =007 ) Vor =Yoo vo
11 . . . R :
- T2 UO-UOUO'V_UO'%r (D+U0'7+ B D_UO'V—) il
Bdh i LV 2 ; '
1 R . :
= 5 (’UO"}/_DJ’_ - U0'7+D—) + Z£v0
_ o, (B.5)

Stronger version:
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In the special case where vy is covariantly constant a stronger version of this
result holds.'?

The Hamiltonian (R.73) naturally decomposes into a left and a right part
H/ = ii [UO'%pDi] : (B.6)
If vy is covariantly constant then these two operators are seperately 7-hermitian:
(HY™)" = HY® it V00 = 0. (B.7)
Proof: The proof is just a special case of (B.§), making use of the fact that
{D:IUUO';V:I:} =0, (B.8)

which is a direct consequence of the assumption that @uvo =0:

1

I
H_

¢ [vo-%,Di})Tﬁ = — %[04, D] 7
i v+ [t0-5 D] 09

i [UO-%, D.| . (B.9)

o k-deformed case: Equation (R.97) states that the same is true for the k-deformed
Hamiltonian:

H = Hy,, . (B.10)

Proof: It suffices to note that the analogue of (B.3) also holds for the k-
deformed case. The proof then goes through as above.

e Background b-field: In the case of a non-vanishing b-field the Hamiltonian reads

H, — % (004D — vo-4PDY) +iL,, . (B.11)

Equation (P-I37) states that this operator is self-adjoint with respect to /() =

~(b
) V0" 7( )UO 73—)-
)

12The interest in the following discussion lies in the fact that it generalizes to the case of non-
vanishing b-field background.
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Proof: The analogue of (B]) is still true:
DY, 0542} — (DY, 150}

_ {e_w(b)dew(b) + 6W(b)TdT6_W(b)T,€W(b)TU0~(A}T€_W(b)T + €_W(b)’U0'6€W(b)}
_ {e‘w(b)dew(b) WO Qi m WO (WOt WO e_W(b)vo-éeW(b)}

-9 {e_w(b) dew(b) €_W(b)’U0'6€W(b)} +9 {ew(b)TdTe_W(b)T ew(b)TUO_éTe_W(b)T}
)

=2L,,—2L,, = 0. (B.12)
Also, the Lie derivative along vy still commutes with /()

()7 |[Leo - WP |=0
£y, ug3?) o

Therefore all ingredients are present to prove (B.139) analogously to (B-]]).

(B.13)

Proof that C weakly commutes with H. The fact that the Hamiltonian gen-
erator respects the spatial constraint is proven for various cases.

e Ordinary case:

Equation (P-I0§) on p. P states that
1 A ey
[Cvoa Hvo] =5 (v[uvu])UO'V—leifY-FUO"V-i- Cy - (B’14)

219 - Vg

Proof: First we can rewrite the commutator as

[Cog, Huol = [Copy, =1Ly, + Hy
1 . . . .
T {UO"7+D— +vo-y_D4,vo- 74D — UO"Y—D-%}
1 . .
=95 {UO'V_D+>U0'7+D—}
1 ~ ~ AU ~ ~ AU
= 5 (003 A4 (Vi) D = 00,3457 (V,i0,)Dy ) -(B.15)

Since C,, and H,,, both commute with ¢,, this expression also commutes with
ty,- This is still obvious in the third line,

1
+ {Uo v_Dy, 0o 7+ Vo’ o
1]

=]
([] _} + [v0-4- Dy, 1]

HUO y_Dy,v0-7,.D o+ ’Y_ Uo Y, vo- YLD

(B.16)

but it is a nontrivial condition in the fourth line:

[ (04445 (V0D = w04, 3457 (V,0,)D2 ),

1 Y B ~
- (U0'7—757+(V[HUV1)U0'7+ vo- Y VAL (Vivn))vo- 5 )
Vo Yo
1 1
= ——= LA M LA AV
= 3o Vi) [v0-4-,4%] [vo-44,44] (B.17)
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where the last line follows from explicitly evaluating the respective terms:

(V[uvu])UO"?—ﬁ//ﬁ’?iUO'ﬁ/ﬁ-

= L) (foor 3+ [ 2] (i) + [320002)
~ ) (-t [t 22 o + i ]
1

= 2(Viw) (206 [v0-74,9%] = 206 [0 3,4 ] = [0-3-.3% ] o044 74])

(Vipvu)vo 4 74 vo -4
= 2(Vg) ({4, A4} + [r035,34]) ({32 w03} + (12004
)

L) (ot e 2]) (2 [0
- i(v[uvu]) (27)5 {U0~”A)/+7;71} - 205 {UO.&_’;}/Z} + {UO';Y—vaY'Li} [Uof?—i—?ﬁg—@)lS)

We will now use the fact that (B-I7) vanishes to prove (B:I4): From the defi-

nitions

Cup == v0-y4D- +v0-7_Dy

4 (EUO + ZFI_IUO> = UO';M-D— —vg-y_Dy (Blg)
it follows that
1 . .
D = oot (o +4 (Lo 4 ML)
1 . .
Dy = —g 09 (Cuy — 4 (Lyy +iHy)) - (B.20)
Vo Vo

Using this to replace Dy in (B.17) gives the desired result:

[Cups Hy

1 v NN
= 5 (v0-4-4" 44 (Vv D = v9-3, 4% (Vi) D)
(B.20) 1 Y A A ve-A, (C 4 (L H Y A 0o (Cyy — 4 (L
= 4Z_UO.UO(V[MUV}) (1)0'”)/_’)/_’}/+U0'”Y+( v T ( vo T 1;0))"‘@0"7-1-’74-7_”0"7—( v0 ( vo T
B 1  apav .
=~ S (Vipvu)vo 424 vy Cu

100" Vo

e k-deformed case:

Equation (B.29) states the analogous relation for the k-deformed operators:

1

27:’00 Vo

[Ck,vov Hk,vo] = (V[uvu})vo';}/_;)/li;)/ivo';)q_ Ck,vo . (B22)
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Proof: Because
{Dk;b U"S/:I:} = ’?%’?i(vuvnu) s (B23)

just as in the undeformed case, the proof completely parallels that given above.

C. Example: Parameter evolution in classical electromagnetism

As an example of the general constructions in §2.2.1] (p.R1) we demonstrate how the
Hamiltonian H and the spatial constraint C (R.104)) look like in the special case
where Diw = 0 are the Maxwell equations of sourceless classical electromagnetism.
The Faraday 2-form is
F =dA
1
= —F,da" Ndx”
2
. ) 1 .
= (VAo = A) da’ Ada® + (rotA), 5 udz® A dat
=EAdt+B
= Edx' A da® + Biie’jkdxj A da . (C.1)

For Minkowski space g = n its dual reads
1. . .
«F = E, §e;kdxﬂ Ada® + =B da' A da®. (C.2)
The constraints dF' = 0 = d'F hence give

0 =dF
. ) 1. ) .
= 0;E; dx’ Ndz' N dz® + 8oBi§e’jkdz0 Ada? A da® + 0,B dxt A da® A da?
. 1 .
- (rotE + B) _ §E’kldxk Adat A da® 4 (divB) da' A do? A da?
J
0=d«F
. 1 .
= (E —rotB) §€Jkldxk Adat A dz® + (AivE) dz' A da® A da® (C.3)
J
the components of which are the Maxwell equations.
The vector

Vo = 00 (C4)

is a timelike Killing vector on Minkowski space time. The associated Clifford element
is

UO';V:I: = _6/3:7 (C5>
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and the Hamiltonian generator (B.73) along vy is

Ll 20\ 204
H,, = 5 (99720, — (-3D)4.0:) - (C.6)
Its action on 2-forms is given by:
i

H,,F = 2 (99320 — (-9)310) Fud"4” 10)

= — SO [14%,447] [0
:—QaE[ 041, 10_}|o> L0iB, e [04, 444L) 1)

= —i (t0tE), =€"1,mA" 4™ 0) + i0; B;e’ 15 4L |0)

}—t[\Dl»—t

= —i(rotE), 25 A A™0) + i (rotB); 4 4Y 10 .
(C.7)

Therefore the evolution equation (R.73) is here equivalent to the two Maxwell equa-
tions which contain time derivatives:

il,,F =H,F
& EANdt+B = (rotB) A dt — rotE, (C.8)
while the spatial constraint (£.104)) is equivalent to the remaing two Maxwell equa-~
tions:
0=C,F

= - (32520, + mi@-) Fu 44" 10)

= —0:Fu {429,444 1 10)

= 0., { AW_} 0) — BB {4241, 444L} 0}

424
= 20,E"|0) — aBeﬂm y“’f 1 \0)
= 20,E"|0) — 0;B'e;117° 49 4% 4" |0)

= 2(divE) — 6 (divB) d2° A d:E Adz? A dx® . (C.9)

When the 2-forms in 4-dimensional Minkowski space are represented as 6-dimensional
column vectors, the set of equations (R.104) is therefore precisely the well known
evolution equation of electrodynamics, as for instance discussed in [B3].

The construction of the scalar product in §2:2.7 (p.3) also reproduces well known
facts when applied to classical electromagnetism. In particular the tensor 7" in
equation (R.97) becomes the Maxwell stress-energy tensor:

1
Tu <F| ,}/—l— |F>]oc
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1 2 AV
= —5 (I FYEFYZ 1)

1
= FMFv, — ZgWF,MF%. (C.10)

loc

D. Lie groups and algebras.

Some well known relations are assembled below for references in the main text. We
mostly follow the notation in §11.4 of [Bq].
The Lie algebra generators T,, satisfying

[Tava] = fachc (Dl)
and

[Ta, [Ty, Te]) + [Ty, (T2, To]] + 12, [To, Th]] = 0
& fioafolg = 0 (D.2)

are represented on themselves by the adjoint action
adTy(Ty) = [To, Th] = fu%Te (D.3)
with coefficient matrices
ad(To) s = fu - (D.4)
The Killing form serves as the metric tensor

1
Nap = —2—gvtr(adTaadTb)
Ltr(f )
- - I'\Ja s
2gv b d
1

- _2 vfatsfbsta (D5)
g

where ¢V is the dual Coxeter number.
By left- and right-translation the T, generate two commuting vielbein fields (cf.

[B]v §42) 62: = 62:“8#2

By default we refer to the (-) vielbein when the index is omitted:

T, :=e€4 == €, . (D.7)
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The Levi-Civita connection in this basis is (¢f. [B], (4.70))

1
Wabe = §fabc . (D8)
Therefore the covariant derivative operator ([A-37) and the spinor version ([R.67) read

2 Ath A
Va = Ta + wabceT e°
T, .
e Ta + §fabceT ec

~ 1 b oac
VaSjE =T, =+ Ewabcf)/g:%:
1

= Ta + é.fabcﬁ/g:ﬁ/i ) (Dg)

and the spinor Lie derivatives ([A.9])) along the group’s Killing vectors (the vielbein

components) are
1
L5+ =0, §wab0&ﬁ1. (D.10)

Since the connection terms satisfy

1 28 AT
= ifacb (chsr’yj:’y:t) (D]_l)

1, . 1, ..,
[Zfast’y:t,}/ita Zqur’y?t’yj:

these manifestly represent the group’s Lie algebra:
(5%, 03] = faeulds . (D.12)

The spinor Lie derivatives along the invariant Killing vectors of the group manifold
have the following commutators with various other objects.

{£§+ ) ;}/—l—b} = facbfs/—l—c

1 28 2 1 IS
|:£§+7 §wbst7+7: = fa b§wcst7+fyz_
£57,0] = fu0 (D.13)

By the same argument familiar from the construction of the quadratric Casimir, with
any two objects A,, B, that tranform this way an invariant under the action of £5+
can be constructed:

£§+ ) gbCAbBc} = gbcfadbAdBc + gbcfachde
~0. (D.14)

The Riemann curvature operator on the group manifold is (¢f. 29, (A.26))

1 4Ca
Rab = Zfabs.fscdeJr ed

= Wapsw® gl 67 (D.15)
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And the Ricci tensor and curvature scalar are

1
Rab = Zfarsfbrs

= warswbrs
B 7, (D.16)
and
R 92d (D.17)

The two invariant vielbein fields e* on the group manifold are characterized by
the property that they are parallel with respect to the metric compatible connection
with torsion 7}, = £ [+

+ +
Vies =0, (D.18)
or equivalently
w[ei]aibici = Fl +ptet . (D.19)
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