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1 Introduction

It is well known that the critical dimension of bosonic (or supersymmetric) string theory is
26 (or 10) and we can check this fact by many methods, including Light-cone quantization
and BRST quantization [1, 2]. Recently, Luca Mezincescu and Paul K. Townsend showed
that by using light-cone gauge a consistent critical string theory can be constructed also in
three dimensions, since there is no Lorentz anomaly in three dimensions. In fact, in three
dimensions the dangerous commutator which breaks Lorentz symmetry, [7 1, 7~7] (I, J =
2 ...

)

, D — 1), vanishes trivially because there is only one transverse direction [3-5, 20].

71, 771=0 in3 dim. (1.1)



Moreover they found that the spectrum of a 3d string in light-cone gauge includes “anyons”,
which have non half-integer spins.

The difference between the critical dimension in the light-cone gauge quantization and
that in others might mean the fault of the light-cone quantization or the incompleteness of
other quantizations including BRST method. Mezincescu and Townsend suggest that such
difference may be caused by the existence of anyon, although it is still not clear whether this
is in the case and how the difference arises. Beside finding a reason for the difference, it is
also important to find other examples which give a different result in the light-cone method
and others and to invent other quantization schemes which reproduce results obtained by
the light-cone method, especially by the covariant one.

In this paper, we investigate 3d tensionless bosonic closed string. It has been known by
using BRST method that tensionless p-branes have no Lorentz anomaly in any dimensions
and that conformal tensionless p-branes have the critical dimension for the space-time
conformal symmetry, D = 2 [6-9]. And the mass spectrum also has been investigated
in [10, 11].

On the other hand, Isberg, Lindstrom, Sundborg and Theodoridis show that there are
some anomalous commutators in the space-time conformal group of light-cone gauge [12,
13]. Specifically, [K!, 777], [K*,K7], [KI,K~] and [K~, J~!] have anomalous terms. Es-
pecially Isberg et al. emphasize in [12, 13] that the commutator [K!, 7 /] has anomalous
terms in traceless part of I and J and gives the definition of K~ by trace part:

K, g7 = —is" K~ + L{{, (1.2)

where LtI‘l] is traceless and proportional to the generator of o-dependent special linear
group. In D > 4, we will find that through Jacobi identities all other anomalous commu-
tators are related to this commutator or the definition of KX~. For example, if we choose J
different from I and use the fact that there is no Lorentz anomaly for a tensionless string,’
we obtain

[IC_’ \-7_1] :i[[’CJ, j_J] - L%].Z].’ '-7_[]
- _Z‘Hjialcj]v jij] - Z‘[[jiL]? ji[]v ICJ] - Z[L%]i], jil]
=i[L{], T =il T ). (1.3)

Similarly we will find that all anomalies derive from Lﬁ .

In three dimensions, we can readily find that no anomalous terms appear in [7 1, K],
that is, Ltf‘l] = 0. Using Jacobi identities and [IC*, K!] = 0 which is checked easily, we obtain
[K+,KC7] = 0. Because we can’t set I # J in three dimensions, however, [K~, 7 /] and
(K1, KC~] are not related to L!7. We just get the relation between [K~, 7 /] and [K, K~].2
Therefore it is nontrivial whether [, 7 /] is anomalous and we need to investigate it in
order to conclude the absence of space-time conformal anomaly. Fortunately, because the

YT !, T «(o-translation gauge-fixing constraint). This constraint corresponds to the level-matching
condition for tensile string and commutes to all generators.

2K, T = =[P K, K] or [KE, KT = —i[[7 7, K], K]



vanishing of [IC~, 7 1] is equivalent to that of [KC!, K ~], we just have to check [, J 1] =
0. This check is the first content of this paper.

In this paper, we write operators by the Fourier expansion and choose the “reference
ordering”.? Then we investigate commutators of the space-time conformal group for Her-
mitian generators. In the calculation, we need to introduce some regularization because
we find many troublesome divergences. In this paper, we regularize by removing higher
modes of operators than a given cutoff and find [K~, 7 1] = 0.

As the second content of this paper, we also investigate the spectrum of a 3d tensionless
bosonic closed string. We get massive states and massless states there. Because massless
states are conformal invariant, we discuss it in more detail.

The content of the paper is as follows: in section 2, we represent a 3D tensionless closed
bosonic string in light-cone gauge. In section 3, we quantize a 3D tensionless closed bosonic
string in light-cone gauge and find that this string theory has the space-time conformal
symmetry. In section 4, we discuss the spectrum of a 3d tensionless string. In section 5,
we end the paper with the conclusion and outlooks. The definition of light-cone coordinate
and the algebra of conformal group are collected in appendices.

2 3D tensionless string in light-cone gauge

In this section we consider in three dimensions the light-cone quantization of a string
without tension, namely a tensionless string. We follow the method of [3] to quantize a
tensionless string.

First we consider a string with tension, namely a tensile string. A 3D bosonic closed
string with tension T is described by Nambu-Goto action:

S[X] = —T/dsz{ ;l;\/<(X : X’>2 - X?(X/)2>, (2.1)

where X#(1,0);u =0,1,2 represents an embedding of the world sheet (7,0) to 3D

Minkowski space with matric n = diag(—1,1,1). An overdot indicates a derivative with
respect to time parameter 7 and a prime indicates a derivative with respect to string coor-
dinate o. The centerdot or superscript “2” indicate the contraction. Moreover we assume
that the functions are periodic, X*(7,0) = X#(1,0 + 27).

By using the conjugate momentums P, and the auxiliary fields V' and U, we can
rewrite the action (2.1) to the form

SIX,P;V,U] = /de{ ‘ZL" {Xﬂpu — %v [P? + (TX')?] — UX’“PM} : (2.2)
7['

where V and U are the Lagrange multipliers for the Hamiltonian and S!'-diffeomorphism
constraints, respectively. When one eliminates P, followed by the elimination of V' and
U in order, the Nambu-Goto action (2.1) is reproduced.*

3In the reference ordering all P-modes and p_ are to the right of all X-modes and =~ [12, 13].

4The action of a relativistic massive point particle is S = —mde\/Tm. This can be written as
S = [dr [x"‘p# — %v (p2 +m2)}, where p, is conjugate to z" and v is the Lagrange multiplier for the
off-shell condition, p* +m? = 0. The former action is reproduced by the eliminating p,, and v in order.



The new action (2.2) has a local symmetry under the transformations
6X* = aP* + X',
0P, = T*(aX],) + (BP.)',

WV =a+Ua-Ud +V'p-V§,

U = B+UB—-UB +T*(aV' —a'V), (2.3)
where a(1,0) and §(7,0) are arbitrary functions. We choose light-cone gauge to fix this
local symmetry and investigate whether there is Lorentz anomaly or not. Then we will
find that “anyons” appear in the spectrum [3].

From now on, we set 1" to be zero to investigate the tensionless string. The action (2.2)
with "= 0 is

do | 1
S[X,P;V,U] = /dff{ i {X“Pu — 5VP2 - UX’“P“} : (2.4)

and the gauge symmetry (2.3) becomes
IXH = aPH + XM,
0P, = (BPy)',
WV=a+Ua-Ud+V'p-Vg,
SU=B+UB-Up.

(2.5)

In the next subsection we fix the gauge symmetry (2.6) with light-cone gauge.

2.1 Light-cone gauge

The light-cone components of coordinates and their conjugates , (X', X, X) and
(Py, P_, P), are written with the components in Minkowski base as follows:

1
X+ = —2(X1iX0), X =X2,
1 (2.6)
PiEﬁ(Plﬂ:P(]):P:F, PEPQ
We impose light-cone gauge to fix the gauge symmetry (2.5),
Xt =7 P.=p_(1)#0, (2.7)

where p_(7) is a non-vanishing function of 7. This gauge choice restricts gauge parameters
such that @« = 0,8 = By(7) and then leaves only the residual global gauge symmetry
induced by a constant shift of . We leave this for a moment to clarify what the constraint
is, though we will fix this later.

To obtain the action in light-cone gauge, we decouple the center of mass coordinate
which is the average about o from the rest. Namely, for a given function F(7,0), we
decompose it into f and F:

fr) = § 52F ()
(2.8)
F(r,0) = F(r,0) — f(7).

Note that ¢ g—frﬁ =0.



Using the gauge choice (2.7) and the decoupling with regard to F' = X, X, Py, P,U,
we find that the Lagrangian (2.4) reduces to

L=dp+ip_ +p++7§ Y xXP-u ?{dUXP y{dUUXP

+p- f%{x U — V<P++2_P2>}

where X~ is a lagarange multiplier giving the constraint U’ = 0. Together with ¢ g—;U =0,

(2.9)

we obtain U = 0. On the contrary the variation of U induces the relation

_ _ d
p_ (XY =-X'P+ 2"X P. (2.10)
T
which we use to determine X .
Moreover the variation of V' leads to
1
P, =_——_p2 2.11
'+ o (2.11)

We regard this equation as expressing P, in terms of other variables. The center part of
P, is the Hamiltonian

. (p* + M?), (2.12)

HE*P+:2p

and the mass squared is given by

d
ME=2p,p_ —pt= ¢ P2 (2.13)
27
In summary the Lagrangian reduces to
: - do
L=xp+z p_ + 5 TXP-H-u XP (2.14)
T

Next we use the residual gauge symmetry induced by £y to fix u = 0 and rewrite the
Lagrangian to the form

do - _
L:ip+i_p+y{2(jXP—H (2.15)
T
with a constraint
do
—X'P=0. 2.16
o (2.16)

Finally we solve most of the infinite constrains in the action (2.4) by eq. (2.10)
and (2.11) and then leave the only constraint (2.16). It is an advantage of using light-cone
gauge that we can solve most of the constraints leaving a finite number of simple constar-
ints. The difference between the light-cone quantization and others originates in whether
the number of constraints is finite or infinite and whether we can deal with them adequately.



Fourier expansion. To solve eq. (2.10) and (2.11) explicitly, we use the Fourier expan-
sion of X and P with respect to o:

(e o]

X = Z X, e, Xy =z,

S (2.17)
P= Y Pe™,  P=p

n=-—o0

The reality conditions of X and P lead to

(Xn)" = X,
(Pn)* = P_p, (2.18)

where the asterisk represents the complex conjugate. From now on the sum without an
explicit range specified must be understood to run from minus infinity to infinity.> For a
tensile string, we usually combine X,, and P, as

/T 1
/T 1
oy =1\ =nX, + —PF,
O_p =1 2n n—i—\/ﬁ n

which express the right-moving or the left-moving respectively. However, because we have

(2.19)

no scale like 7', it is not clear whether we should introduce some scale to combine Fourier
coefficient (2.17) in the oscillator form.

Let us rewrite the mass squared (2.12) and the constraint (2.16). First we solve
eq. (2.10) as follows:®

_ 1 i -
X = - > —Mpe™?, (2.20)
n#0
where
M, = —iZmePn,m, for n # 0. (2.21)
m

Denoting the center part by 2, we have X~ =2~ + X .
Next we solve eq. (2.11)

1 .
P, = 3 Zﬂ: L,e™, (2.22)
where
Ln=) PnPom. (2.23)
m

°For example, >, =>20 | Dm0 = Z;iioo + o Dm0 = 2omey and so on.
®The condition § 22X~ = 0 leads to the same constraint as (2.16) or (2.25).



From the zero mode Lg, the mass squared reads as
M?=2>"P, P, (2.24)
n>0

Further the constraint (2.16) is expressed as

do

0= —
2

X'P=iY nX,P.,=—M,, (2.25)
n

which corresponds to the level-matching condition for a tensile string.

Equations of motion. Using the Fourier expansion, the Lagrangian (2.15) is written in
the form

L=ip+ip +» XuP,—H, (2.26)
n#0

where H = 2}'%(102 + M?) and the mass squared is given by eq. (2.25). We obtain the
equations of motion from this Lagrangian,

H
p=p-=0, &=~ i =—— (2.27)
j .
and
) P, .
X,=-—", P,=0. (2.28)
pP—

These equations indicate that the center part and the rest part move linearly with uniform
acceleration,

P(o)

X(r,0) =X(t=0,0)+ P

T (2.29)

which is expected from the equations of motion before taking the Fourier expansion. It
reflects the fact that the Hamiltonian and the mass squared are independent of 7.

3 Quantization of a 3D tensionless string and Space-time conformal sym-
metry

In this section we first quantize a 3D tensionless string represented in section 2 and next
find that this theory has no anomaly for the space-time conformal symmetry.

3.1 Quantization

In the quantum theory, the canonical variables in the action (2.15) are promoted to oper-
ators with the commutation relations

[7,p_] =1, [X(0), P(c")] = 2mid(0c — ') with others vanishing, (3.1)



where we set A = 1. In the mode expansion, the last relation indicates

[, p] =i, [Xyn, P = 10n4m.0, (3.2)
where n, m € Z. Using these basic relations, we obtain that L,, and M, satisfy the following
relations:

(X0, M) = (n+m) Xptm, [Py, M| = nPyym, (X, Lin] = 2nPpim,
[Pn, L] =0 (3.3)

[Mny Mm] = (n - m)Mn+m7 [Ln7 Mm] = (n - m)Ln+m7 [Lny Lm] = 0;

where we use the operator-ordering given in eq. (2.21) and (2.23) . We make a remark that
L, and M, satisfy the 2-dimensional Galilean Conformal Algebra (2d GCA).”
The quantum Hamiltonian and the mass suared are then
H = 2;_(1?2 +M?),
(3.4)
M?=2>"P, P,
n>0
where there is no constant term arising from ambiguity of the operator ordering because P,
commute with P_,.® On the contrary, the constraint (2.25) has ambiguity of the operator
ordering. This ambiguity is related to the choice of the vacuum. Here we define M, as
in (2.25) in order that the action of Mj on physical state vanishes.

3.2 Generators

In light-cone gauge quantization, the space-time Lorentz and conformal symmetries are not
clear. Therefore we check whether the generators of these symmetries satisfy the expected
commutation relations (B.7) and (B.11), respectively. In D > 3, we determine the critical
dimension of a bosonic string and the ordering constant in the mass squared to preserve
the Lorentz invariance in quantum theory. In three dimensions, there is only one transverse
direction and the dangerous commutator (1.1) vanishes trivially. Hence we have no Lorentz
anomaly. However the conformal symmetry is not trivial even in three dimensions. We
now investigate whether a 3D tensionless closed string has conformal symmetry.

The conformal group is generated by translations, Lorentz rotations, dilatation and
specail conformal transformations. Now we define these generators in the”reference order,”
which all P, and p_ are to the right of X,, and 2~ respectively [12]. We shall call the
reference order “R-order”.” The definitions of L, and M, in eq. (2.21) and (2.23) were

"Recently this algebra was investigated in terms of a tensionless string [14].

8In the case of a tensile string, the mass squared has a constant a arising from the operator ordering
ambiguity. To avoid the Lorentz anomaly, we choose the critical dimension of the string theory and the
ordering constant to be D = 26 and a = 1, respectively. However in three dimensions no Lorentz anomaly
exists trivially and then a remains as an arbitrary constant [3].

9We can obtain the R-ordering from the normal ordering in the tensionless limit T — 0. In detail,
the string ground state |0)7 of a tensile string with a tension 7" is annihilated by positive modes of right-
moving and left-moving oscillators, {an, @&n;n > 0}. According to eq. (2.19), this string ground state in
the tensionless limit reduces the vacumm which annihilates all P,, for all non-zero n. However, when we set
T = 0 from the beginning, there is no reason why this state should be chosen.



already into the R-order. Hereafter, when we want to emphasize operators to be into the
R-order, we specify the R-ordered operator by the subscript R.
We first define the translation generators as

do
L= ¢ —P". 3.5
PR It ( )
In the light-cone base, these are
PR =D, ,PE =D-, 73}5 =D+ = —H. (36)

Second, the Lorentz generators are defined as
da

Th = e X p,. (3.7)
In light-cone base, these are written as
Jr =2 p-+7H, Jg =7p—xp-,
A (3.8)
Jp =—x p—aH+ —,
where
do - - _ - 1 7
A= XP. - X P|= —— X, L+ —M,P_, |. .
b f 57 [XP: ] Z<2 s ) (3.9)
n#0
Next the dilatation generator is defined as
Dp = dUX “p,, (3.10)
and now expressed as
Dr=a2"p —TH+Y XpPo,. (3.11)
At last the generators of the special conformal transformations are defined as
do
/c;g:j{2 [X“ (X - P)—f(X X)P“]R, (3.12)

where the subscript R in the right-hand side indicates the reordering into R-order.'® In
light-cone base,

1
Kh=—3 ZXannpf +7 Z X, P_, —1°H

Kr=xx p_ +Z XM, + = ZZXX P +7I"
n;ﬁO

Kp=2"2"p_+a ZXP—"_ZZ< )XM P, m

n m#0
1
+ - Z ; X XL

0Because Ky includes a quadratic term of X, the simply defined K~ is not into R-order as it is.

(3.13)




Physical observables should be represented by Hermitian operators. We require the
conformal generators to be Hermite. In our case the R-ordered definitions of the generators
in (3.8)(3.11)(3.13) are simple but not Hermite.!* Then we introduce the Hermitian version
G of the R-ordered generator G as follows:

6= (Gn+(Gn)). (3.14)

All Hermitian versions of generators are independent of 7. Hence, when we deal with Hermi-
tian generators, we can use generators to be set 7 = 0. Here note that the differences of the
Hermitian version from the R-ordered generators mostly include various divergent terms.
So, if we order generators and commutators into R-order, we need some regularization.

3.3 Anomaly

In the previous subsection, we defined the generators of the space-time conformal symmetry.
In three dimensions, there is the only one transverse direction'? and the dangerous commu-
tator (1.1) vanishes trivially. Therefore all commutation relations of Poincaré group (B.7)
are satisfied. In this subsection, we investigate whether the anomaly arises in the quanti-
zation of a 3D tensionless string, namely whether all commutation relations of conformal
symmetry (B.12) are satisfied.

In [12], J. Isberg et al. showed that in D > 3 anomalies arise from the commutators,
(KL, T, KT, K], [KI, K] and [K~, J]. The first commutator of these has the trace-
less part L£ ‘l] with respect to I, J as well as the trace part. The difference of trace part can
be absorbed in the redefinition of K~, but the traceless part Ll{ ‘l] remains as the anomaly.

In three dimensions, this commutator is only one and hence this type of anomaly does
not exist. But we need to calculate other non-trivial commutators to check the space-time
conformal symmetry. In three dimensions, [K,J~] corresponds to [K!,7~/] in D > 3.
Though this is slightly different from K~ = 1(Kj + (Kz)"), we can interpret that this give
the redefinition as

A~

K~ =ik, J =K +6K", (3.15)

where §/C™ is a constant times pi_. Note that in the term with My, we put M to the right
of other operators and set zero on physical Hilbert space if we need.

We still have the three “dangerous” commutators. Using the Jacobi identity and
[IC,I@_} = 0 which has no anomaly, we find that [IC+,I€_] has no anomaly, that is,
[KT,K~] = 0. On the other hand, it is non-trivial whether the last two “dangerous”
commutators vanish and then we have to check it. Fortunately, because there are the
relations between [K!, /7] and [K~, 7 1], all we have to do is the calculation of one

commutator. We calculate the easier one, [, J 1]

1Of course the translation P = p, the Hamiltonian H and the mass squared M? are clearly Hermite.
Moreover A is Hermite, and if Zn n = 0 the constraint My is also Hermite.

1286 we omit the label T or J. P! — P, Kl — K, T — 7% And we define 7T~ — —7.

BIK, K™ =—i[[7~,K7],K*] and [K~, 7] = —i[P~,[K~,K]].

,10,



A~

[K~,J | must be zero:
K=,J7]=0. (3.16)

This commutator can have parts which are in proportion to (z7)? , a:*p% and 1% in the
R-ordering and complicated divergences too. In particular, the part in proportion to 15
has quintic, qubic and linear terms with respect to X,, and P, and is complicated. So the
calculation of this commutator needs a lot of labor and care.

Though the calculations of other commutators also have divergences, we can deal with
them without the concrete regularization. However, commutators (3.15) (3.16) have many
types of divergences'? and it is too complicated to calculate them correctly. Moreover
we should take care of the shift of dummy variables in the sum and the termwise re-

summation.’® Then the regularization help us from these divergences.

Cutoff regulerization. We use the cutoff regularization to remove higher modes of X
and P,

X,=P,=0 for |n|>N, (3.17)
where we assume that IV is a large integer. Using this, we obtain

M, = —i > mXp Po—m, Ln= > PP, (3.18)
|m|<N,|n—m|<N Im|<N,|n—m|<N

and also find M,, = L,, =0 for |n| > 2N.

Thanks to the cutoff regularization, summations reduce to finite sum and term-wise
treatments are possible. And the error as to the shift of dummy variables will decrease.
Further, because of the symmetric cutoff with respect to positive and negative modes, we
get > n=> % = 0. Thus we resolve many difficulties for the divergence. But we have
to take care of the informations about the range of the summation.

Then there remains only the lengthy calculation for us. After the calculation under

the cutoff regularization, we take the limit N — oc.

3.4 Check of anomaly free

Our goal is to check a relation
K=,T7]1=0 (3.19)

under the cutoff regularization. We can check that most of other commutation relations are
satisfied without using the cutoff regularization and that the rest of commutation relations
are satisfied by using eq. (3.19).

"“For example, 3, 1 and 3, n.
""For operators into some order, Y. XnP-nl« = >, XpujrxP-n_k|«, where the subscripts mean these
terms are into some order. But for the number, > n# > (n+k)# > n+k>, 1.

— 11 —



We summary steps of the calculation, instead of representing the process of the lengthy
calculation explicitly. We can deform eq. (3.19) to

K== B (Kr+(KR)) + M:J—] =5 (KT )= (K 71 10K,
(3.20)
If we use Hermitian operators from the beginning, we have more terms than in the case
of R-ordered operators and many divergent terms. Then we first use R-ordered opera-
tor, J5, and next consider its Hermite-conjugate and finally add the commutator of the
difference 0K ~.
First we calculate

L VAN (3.21)

and order the result into the R-order except for terms with My, which is the right of all
other operators. Here note that J~ = % (J_ + (j_)T) =Jr + %ipi_. The calculation of

eq. (3.21) is very lengthy and laborious. The commutator (3.21) can have three parts which
1
p—

to (x7)? and x*p% easily. The part proportional to ﬁ has quintic terms with X X PP P-

form , cubic terms with X PP-form and linear terms with P-form. Maximal quintic terms

are proportional to (z7)2, 2~ - and ﬁ. We can check the vanishing of parts proportional

are independent of the ordering. Therefore we get the same result as the classical case.
In fact, after the lengthy calculation, we find the absence of quintic terms. However cubic
terms and linear terms do not vanish. So we must consider other parts of (3.20).

Next we consider the Hermite-conjugate of (3.21) and then make the anti-Hermitian
version of (3.21). In the anti-Hermitian version (3.21), we can deform all cubic terms to the
form with [X, P] because all summations have the symmetry which all dummy variables
invert simultaneously.!® Therefore all cubic terms reduce to the linear term. There is this
symmetry in the R-ordering, but not always in other orderings, like normal ordering.

In this way, all we have to check is the linear terms. The sum of subscripts in each
terms is zero and hence the linear terms with P-form must be the form that a constant
times Py = p. Because the calculation of only linear terms is the same as calculating cubic
terms, we calculate all terms with p. Though we have more hard work apparently, the
calculation becomes easier because we don’t have to distinguish the degree of operators.
The part with p of (3.21) is'”

K TNl = Liskc P 4 isice 2 3.22

[ R7~7”p*51 — +10kyp—, (3.22)
b= p—

) SFor  example, its  anti-Hermitian  version  of ;\HISN Zo<\m|§1\1 2 XnPmP-n-m is

2 2pnj<n 20<jmi<N g (XnPmPon-m — PopmP-mX-n) = 53 ,1<n Zo<imi<n m (XnPrmPn-m —

P PnXy,) = %Z\H\SN ZO<\m\§N %[Xn,Pm}P_n_m. In the case of quintic terms or linear terms, we
will get anti-commutator.
If we use the following equations, the calculation may become easier: Kz, T 1l =

— - — — — — — 2 —
([ICR‘WJ [+ [Kr: T o] = Kzlp, T |PD|P and Kx[, = _’CRP%‘F %’Cerp_iz‘*‘%U fEP‘*‘mZanP*np%v
Kr,J 7] = —i(Kg + 6K5z) and [KT, T 7] = iK.
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where (- - - )|, represents the part with p of (- - - ) and we define K = K—Kpr = x x (constant)
and 6K5 = i[Kgr, J | — K.'® Furthermore we obtain

1 _ o Lo D
5 (K77 7Th = (K, T 11)1) = i6k™ ™ (3.23)
where we use 6K~ = (6K 5 + (6K3)T).
Finally we calculate the commutator of the difference K.

6K, T = 0K, —2 p] = —z‘alc—pﬁ, (3.24)

where we use 0K~ = p% X (constant) and [p%,x_] = iﬁ.
Adding (3.23) and (3.24), we can check the commutation relation (3.19). Thus we find
that there is no anomaly of the space-time conformal symmetry in a 3D tensionless bosonic

closed string.

4 Spectrum

In this section, we investigate the spectrum of a 3D tensionless closed string. We deal the
center of mass part and the rest separately and assume that the ground state of the center
is |p,p—) like the case of a tensile string. We do not care about the ground state of the
center part so much.

On the other hand, we need the discussion about the rest part, which includes non-zero
modes. First we consider the R-ordered vacuum |0) gz, which satisfy

P,|0)r =0 for all non-zero n, (4.1)

as the string ground state. We can obtain this R-ordered string ground state from the
string ground state in the tensionless limit [12].

When we choose this string ground state, we obtain other states by acting {X,,; n # 0}
on |0)g. The fundamental elements of states are

anXTLQ e an ’0>R7 (42)

where n; (i = 1,2,---1) are non-zero integers. We combine these state to obtain the
general states.

Here note that the physical states must satisfy My = 0. Therefore the physical states
are the states with the form (4.2) which satisfy

l

> ni=0. (4.3)

'"®In the representation without regularization, K = —1i(1 + > 1)z and 6K, = —ia~ + 21’% +
, ; . n? .
%(El#o 1) Zn#o XnP_np% + %(En 1):[;?&_ +1 Zn#o Z’m#o FXnP_np% +2i Z'IL#O %XnP_nP%MO
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The general physical states satisfy this condition in each terms. Under this condition, we
try to make eigenstates of M2. In the case of the R-ordered string ground state, it is
convenient to represent P, as

0
0X_,’

P, =—i (X0, Pr] = im0 (4.4)

Using this representation, M? is expressed as

o 0
2 [p—
M= 2nz>0 0X_, 0X,, (4.5)

By the space-time conformal symmetry, we expect that eigenvalues of M? are contin-
uous or zero. If we find the eigenfunction with the eigenvalue M?, we get an eigenfunction
of M? with the eigenvalue A=2M? by transforming X,, — A\X,, for all n. Here we are
especially interested in the case of zero eigenvalue, that is massless.

4.1 Mass eigenstate

In this subsection, we use the similar method in [10]. In order to find eigenvalues of M?
and their eigenfunctions, we rewrite eq. (4.5),

5 1 0?2 1 0 1 o2
M= =32 e o Tz o0 9

n>0

where 7, and 0, are the real operators which are defined by X,, = rpefn and X_,, = r,e"n
for all positive n. Because we can separate variables into each n, we consider the following

differential equation:

e 10 1o
410r2  ror 12002

] Y (1,0) = My, (1,0), (4.7)

where r > 0 and m? > 0.1 Here we assume ¥, s(r,0) = ¢m.s(r)e’?, where s is integer

and ¢y, s(r) is the function which depends on only r. Then we obtain

d 14 , 8

4.1.1 m2>0

For m? > 0, we replace r with # = 2mr and obtain

d? 1d s2 7
T S — ] =0 4.9
[d722 * 7 dr + f2] Om.s <2m) ' (4.9)
where m > 0. The solution of this equation is expressed in terms of Bessel function
Jis|(7). In this way, we get the solution ty, s(r,0) = NmJ|S|(2mT)ei39, where N, is the

normalization constant.20

YBecause the eigenvalue of the operator AAT is zero or positive number, we consider the case of m? > 0.
And we also find that the solutions for m? < 0 have bad behavior in 7 — oo and can not be normalized.
2Note that J,(#) = (—1)"J_,(+) for integer v.
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We rewrite the solutions in terms of X,, and X_,, with n > 0:

165)

_ m = (—md)!
= Ny, (mnXan) lz;“ it !(anin)l, (4.10)

N

¢mn,i\sn| (Tn7 en) = Nmn J\sn| (an(XnX—n)

s)

where we use
2\ Y — —1)! z
T2 = (3) l;ur(;ﬁlm )" (4.11)

Thus we find that the eigenfunctions are the combinations of positive integer power with
respect to X, and X_,, as in eq. (4.2).

2 is not discrete valuable,

Now we consider the normalization of wave functions. Since m
the wave functions for each m? can not be normalized to “1” but the wave functions for
different values of m? must be orthogonal. Here we consider the next scalar product. The

scalar product of two wave functions 11 (r, ) and 1o(r, ) is

00 27
(rova) = [ [ dorui(r0)ua(r0). (4.12)
Then we obtain for m > 0 and m’ > 0
2
(wm75, ’lﬂm/ﬁ/) = ;T‘Nm|(5(m — m’)dsys/ (4.13)

and find the orthogonality. The detail of the normalization is given in appendix.

412 m?=0
For m? = 0, eq. (4.8) becomes
2 1d s
|:dT2 + - = 7_2:| ¢D7s(r) =0. (414)

rdr

The solutions of this equation for s # 0 are 7/sl and »~I5I. For s = 0, the solutions are
constant and logr. Because of the orthogonality between two eigenfunctions with m? > 0,
75l for s # 0 and constant for s = 0 are chosen [10].2' In terms of X,, and X _,, with n > 0,
the eigenfunctions g s(r, 0) are (X,)° for s > 0, (X_,)~® for s < 0 and constant for s = 0.
If we collect these three cases, we get

WPo,ys) (1 0) o< rlle 0 = (xy,)lol, (4.15)
4.1.3 Total eigenfunction

The eigenfunctions of M? are the product

U = ] s (7, 60) (4.16)

n>0

and their eigenvalues are

M? =2 "(mp)?. (4.17)

21The detail is in appendix.
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4.2 Physical spectrum

The physical state must satisfy the constraint My = 0. In terms of r,, and 6,,, My becomes

. 0 0 , 0
MO:—Z;anP_n——Zn |:_Xn8Xn—X_n8)(_n:| —an>ona€n (418)

n>0

Then the constraint in the case of (4.16) is

> ns, =0. (4.19)

n>0
As mentioned in the beginning of this section, the eigenvalues of M? are continuous or
zero. Though this fact is expected by the conformal symmetry, it is understood by the
explicit solution (4.10). We get continuous eigenvalues if m2 > 0 at least for some n. On
the other hand, we get massless states only if m,, = 0 for all n. Since we are interested
in massless states which are expected to preserve the space-time conformal symmetry, we
do not discuss the continuous spectrum anymore. Now we investigate the case of massless
in detail.

Massless states. If we want to get massless states, we have to choose the solution (4.15)
for all positive integer n. In other words, we should choose the states (4.2) such that their
subscripts satisfy

l
Xy Xny - X, |0) g with an =0 and n;+n; #0 for i, j. (4.20)
=1

One of the simplest examples is
XoX_1X_1]0)R. (4.21)

Because a linear term of X, is prohibited by the constraint 22:1 n; = 0 and the squared
terms like X,, X _,, do not create massless states which consist of a single term.

By the way, there are massless states consist of not only a single term,
but also multi terms. For example, states like (XX o — X3X_1)|0)g or
(4(X2X_2)(X1X_1) — (X2X_9)? — (X1X_1)?) |0) g are also physical states with M? = 0.

In the 3d Poincaré group, there are two Lorentz invariant which commute each other:
P2 = —M? and P-J = A. The first invariant is mass squared operator and now we
consider the case of M? = 0. The second invariant is “spin” operator and represented as

1 m n o 0

A:—Qg)w;)(uner) Xntm 5 5 (4.22)

in the X-representation. We find that acting of A on states decreases the number of X by

one. Because of [M?2, A] = 0, we can get another massless states by acting A on massless
states of a single term. For example,

AXo X 1X 1]0)gp = —3(XoX 2 — X1X 1)|0)r
AXoXoX 1 X 1 X 1 X 1]0)g ~ 6(2(X1X_1) — 3(XoX_2)) X2 X _1X_1|0)r (4.23)
ANXoXo X 1 X 1 X 1 X_1|0)p ~ 54((X1X_1)? 4 (X2 X _3)? — 4(X2 X _5)(X1X_1))|0) g,
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where ~ means the omission of massless states of a single term. The first line of (4.24)
is the most simple massless state of multi terms. The second and third line are massless
states of multi terms with fifth and fourth degree of X. Here note that all massless states
with 3rd degree are the single-term type.

Furthermore the inner product of massless states of multi terms and any massive
states, ¥, s, vanish. Because the number of the power of r, in massless states of multi
terms is greater than that in massless states of single term by even number, we will find
this vanishing by using the partial integration.

In this way, we expect that all massless states of multi terms are created from massless
states of single term, though we don’t investigate the action of A more in this paper.

Now we consider the theory which consist only of massless states. Such theory is
expected to be space-time conformal invariant. Here we define the “conformal dimension”??
from the dilatation as

Ap = iDp (4.24)

and may use this operator to investigate the properties of the massless states. We find that
Apg count the number of X-type operators by the commutators

(X0, Ag] = X,.. (4.25)

For example, we can determine that the state (4.20) has Ar = [ and particularly the string
ground state |0) g has Ar = 0.

Though we do not investigate massless states anymore, it is interesting to characterize
massless states in terms of the 3d space-time conformal symmetry.

5 Conclusion and outlook

In this paper, we showed that a 3D tensionless bosonic closed string in light-cone gauge
have no anomaly of the space-time conformal symmetry under the Hermitian version of
the R-ordering and the cutoff regularization. Further we investigated the spectrum of a
3D tensionless string, particularly massless states. When we consider the R-ordered string
ground state, we obtained the simple expression.

Note that the results we got is in the case of a single string. We don’t understand
anything about multi-string theories with interactions or string field theories, as well as in
the case of [3-5]. It is interesting to investigate the effects of the interaction. To study
this in detail, we may need the string field theory which reproduces the spectrum of a
tensionless string.

A 3D tensionless string has some of prospects.

First, one may image the open string version of our results. In the open string case, we
must consider the boundary condition at two endpoints. Even if we choose any boundary
conditions, we can fix the gauge in the same way as our case. However we need the caution
about the Fourier expansion. In the case of a tensionless (or tensile) closed string, thanks

22This definition is the inverse of the natural definition of the conformal dimension.
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to the periodicity of o (or a combination of o and 7), we can use the Fourier expansion with
respect to o (or a combination of o and 7). But in the case of a open string, the way of the
expansion changes according to the boundary condition. If we choose Neumann boundary
condition at two endpoints, the coordinate X (7, ) can be represented with a quasi-periodic
function of ¢ or the combination of 7 and o. If we choose Neumann boundary condition at
one endpoint and Dirichlet boundary condition at other, X (7,0) can be represented with
a quasi-antiperiodic function of ¢ or the combination of 7 and o. If we choose Dirichlet
boundary condition at two endpoints, X (7,0) can be represented with a quasi-periodic
function of o or the combination of 7 and o, but X can have a linear term of o. Therefore,
in a tensionless open string except for the case of the Neumann-Neumann condition, we
do not know simply whether we obtain the same result as this paper. Furthermore note
that because of the difference of the equation of motion between the tensile case and the
tensionless case, the coordinate X in a tensile open string are essentially periodic but in
a tensionless open string is a formal expedient to represent the zero point of X or its
differential.?® Hence we can not use the Fourier expansion based on the periodicity simply
and may need the discussion in another way. For example, one may deal the functions
X (o) or P(o) without using the mode expansions, like the case of [12]. But it may be
difficult to think the concrete regularization.

Next is the relation of the other background metric, which we didn’t comment on this
in this paper. We find the invariance of the action (2.4) under the space-time Weyl trans-
formation with the transformation of V. Then we expect applications to other background
space-times, e.g. AdSs, though we must investigate whether this theory represents a ten-
sionless string on non-Minkowski background space-time like a point particle or whether
this classical fact is satisfied in quantum theory.

As other possibilities there are the supersymmetric version, the membrane version,
the relation of Higher-spin gauge theories and so on. In the case of a tensionless closed
supersymmetric string, we can use the similar way to ours, unlike a tensionless open string.
We expect that the supersymmetric case in light-cone gauge gives the different result from
the case of BRST quantization [15, 16]. And it is interesting to consider not only string
but also two dimensional object, so-called the membrane. Moreover we are interested in
the relation of Higher-spin gauge theories [17, 18], which may be one of the limits of the
string theory.

Of course we are interested in the explanation for the difference between BRST quan-
tization and the light-cone gauge quantization and the covariant method that reproduces
results of the light-cone gauge quantization.

23Here we consider the case of Neumann-Neumann condition as an example. The equation of motion of a
tensile string is (97 — 7°02) X (7,0) = 0 and its general solution is X (r,0) = 1 (F(T't — o) + G(T't + 0)).
In the case of Neumann-Neumann condition such that X'(7,0) = X'(r,7) = 0, we obtain F'(r) = G'(7)
and F'(1 +7) = G'(1 — m). Using these relations, we get G(u) = F(u) + a and F(u+ 27) = F(u) 4+ 27 - v
where a and v are constant. In this way, we can write X (7,0) with the quasi-periodic function of the
combination of 7 and o. On the other hand, the equation of motion of a tensionless string is 02)((7', o)=0
and its general solution is X (7,0) = F(0) + 7G(0). In the case of Neumann-Neumann condition such that
X'(7,0) = X'(7,m) = 0, we get F'(0) = F'(7) =0 and G'(0) = G'(7) = 0. We can choose cos(no) with
integer n as the function that satisfy these relations. The case of other sets of boundary conditions at two
endpoints are also discussed in the same way.
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A Light-cone components

We define the components of light-cone base in this paper.
In D dimensions Cartesian coordinates (X* ; u = 0,1,---,D — 1), we define the
Minkowski metric 7, ; p,v =0,1,---, D — 1 such that

n = diag(—1,1,---,1). (A.1)

The light-cone components of coordinates are

1

Xt=—_(x'+x%, x'=x! gt=2,---,D-1). A2
75 (X' £X) ( ) (A2)
Similarly, the light-cone components of an arbitrary vector (V,, ; p=0,1,---,D — 1) are
1
Vi=—=WV1xVy)=VT, V=V, I=2,---,D—1). (A.3)

V2

The indices are raised and lowered with metric 7. Moreover the inner product is given as

D—1 D—1
~VE+ Y VE=Vi=2v Vo 4+ ) VP (A.4)
i=1 =2
In three dimensions, the two rank anti-symmetric tensor is rewritten as the vector. For
example S* = —S"H is represented as
St =e"PS,,, (A.5)
where €#*? is the totally antisymmetric tensor such that €?'? = 1 in Minkowski base and
et=2 = 1 in light-cone base. Furthermore we emphasize that in three dimensions the
transverse direction (I =2,---,D — 1) is only one (I = 2).

B Generators

B.1 Poincaré group

We expect string theory to have the Poincaré symmetry. The quantization can induce
Lorentz anomaly, and the cancellation of this anomaly determines the critical dimension
and the ordering constant. First we consider in general dimensions D and next restrict
ourselves to three dimensions.

The generators of Poincaré group are translationsP,,, Lorentz rotations 7" such that

PP =0, (PRI =i (7P — ),

B.1
[TH, TP7] =i (O THP — P THT — gho JVP 4 gl TV | (B.1)
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In light-cone base, minding 7, ~ = n™~ = 1 and n;; = 67, we find the following commu-
tation relations:

[PE, T+ = £iP™, (PE,JF = —iPy,

[Pf,jiJ] :iélJPi, [PI,jJK]:i((SIKPJ—élJPK),
(7, T = FiTH, [T, T =i (T 6T, B.2
[jil, jKL] — (51szlzK _ 5[Kj:tL) 7 ( ’ )
[jIJ jKL] — (5JLJIK _ 5JKJIL _ 5ILjJK T 5IKJJL)

with others vanishing,
where I, J, K, L =2,--- . D — 1. Among commutators which must be zero, particularly
7T =0 (B.3)

cannot be satisfied when we quantize the string theory except for in three dimensions. This
is so called a “dangerous commutator”.

3D. In three dimensions Lorentz generators are rewritten as J + = FJ ﬂ, J=-J
like eq. (A.5). Hence the commutation relations (B.1) become simple as follows,

[PH,PY] =0, [JN P =1ie"PP,, [T" T"]=1ie""T,. (B.4)
Moreover we can make two Poincaré Casimir operators easily as follow,
M*=-P% A=P,J" (B.5)

Unitary irreducible representations of Poincaré group are labeled by the value of these two
Casimirs [19] and particularly irreps. with M? > 0 are only physical. When M? > 0 we
define relativistic helicity by

§=— (B.6)

This may take either sign, and parity flips the sign of s. Further we call |s| “spin”. If
Lorentz group is SO(1,2), its double cover SL(2;R) or its universal cover, s is an integer,
half-integer or any real number.

In light-cone base commutation relations of 3d Poincaré group are

(7%, PF] = 4P, [T, P*] = +iP*, [T, P] = FiP*,

B.7
(T, T*] = +iJ*, Tt T =iJ, with others vanishing. (B-7)

In three dimensions the commutator [J~, J "], corresponding to a dangerous commuta-
tor (B.3), vanish trivially because the transverse direction is only one. Therefore the 3d
string theory in Light-cone gauge has no Lorentz anomaly and is thought of preserving the
Poincaré symmetry.
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B.2 Conformal group

We expect a tensionless string to have the space-time conformal symmetry. First we con-
sider in general dimensions D and next in three dimensions.

The generators of the space-time conformal group are dilatation D and special confor-
mal transformation KF, additional to translations?, and Lorentz rotationsJ*", such that

[D,PH| =iPH, [D, "] =0, [D, KH] = —iKH, [KH, Y] =0, (B8)
K1, PV =i (™D + J™), [, TP7) = i (PP — nPK).
In light-cone base,
D, PE] = iP*, [D, P! =iP!,
D, K*] = —ik*, D, Kl = —ik!,
K5, PFl=i(D£Jt), KE, P = —[K!, P =i g*,
K", P/) =i (" D+ T"), (B.9)
[KE, T = +ik™, KE, TH = —iKk?,
VCI’jj:J] — ol KcE,
(K!, T7E) =i (sTEKE — §TEKh) with others vanishing.

A tensionless string in generic dimensions can have a dangerous commutator as well as the
case of Lorentz anomaly. That is as follows:

?

KL, 777 = —is!/ K. (B.10)

The right hand side of this commutator has the off-diagonal, traceless part with respect
to I,J as well as the trace part. The difference of trace part can be absorbed in the
redefinition of ~. However the traceless part remain as anomaly [12].

3D. Inthree dimensions the commutation relations (B.8) become simple a little as follows,

(D, PH] = iPH, D, J*] =0, D, KH] = —iKH, [KH,KY] =0, B1D)
K, PV =i ("D — é7,), (KK, TV = ie"PKC,,.
In light-cone base,
D, PE] = iP*, D, P] = D, KF) = —ik*,
[D,K] =
KE,PFl=i(DFJ), [K5P]= [IC P = £ig*, [K,P] =D, (B.12)
K+, J7] = +ik, [K*,J] = Fik™, K, J¥] = iK™,

with others vanishing.

In three dimensions the commutator [K,J ], corresponding to a dangerous commuta-
tor (B.10), is only one commutator and is regarded as the redefinition of KX~. Therefore
this type of anomaly does not exist. However there are many commutators not to be
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thought in tensile string theory and we must check that they satisfy the expected commu-
tation relations of the conformal group. The calculation of them is very complicated and
lengthy, in particular the next commutation relation is very troublesome;

K=, 7] =0. (B.13)

A check of this relation is the main result of this paper.

C Normalization of the wave functions

In section 4 we have investigated eigenfunctions of mass squared operator M?2. In this
section we give the detail with respect to the normalization of the wave functions [10]. The
inner product of two total eigenfunctions (4.16) are defined with the following definition
for each n.

First we check eq. (4.13). By the definition (4.12), the scalar product of ¢, s and

wm’,s’ is

(Vm,ss Yy 1) = 277537S/N,’§1Nm// drrJs(2mr)Js(2m'r). (C.1)
0
The integral in (C.1) can be computed by using the following result
y
[ dwwitan)aie) = 5 ladia(an) hiby) - bian) It (€2)
0 _

where a and b are positive. We take a limit y = A — oo of eq. (C.2) and obtain

/ dxxJi(az)J)(bx) = Algn poRs [aJi11(aN)J;(DA) — bJy(aN)Ji1(bA)]
0 0 a% —

L g, [Sine=bA g ycosat A
7 v/ab Ao a—2> a+b
1
:55((1—13) for a > 0 and b > 0, (C.3)

where we used J;(0) = 0 for [ > 0 and the Hankel asymptotic form

Ju(x) = 2 |:Cos <x _w 177) + (9(93_1)] as r — 00 (C.4)
T
and the delta function defined by the weak limit?*
lim sin(Az) = (). (C.5)

A—oo T
Thus we obtain

T | N |2

m,ss Ym/ s’ :7688/
() = 204,

5(m—m'). (C.6)

Z4Note that the delta function defined in this way makes sense only for the smooth function with
compact support. In other word, on the interval of integration with zero, [ dzlima— e sin(Az) flx) =

X T
iAo —iAw

[ dzlimy oo S—=— f(x) = f(0) for any smooth functions f(z) with compact support. In our case, we

suppose that this delta function and the smooth function together will be integrated.
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I [ Non| = /2, we et (Ym0 o ) = b,06(m — ).
Next we check the orthogonality between massive eigenfunctions and massless eigen-
functions. For massless m = 0, we consider the s % 0 case and the s = 0 case separately.
The general solution of eq. (4.14) for s # 0 is

o s(r,0) = (Ar*|5| + Br|s|)ei59, (C.7)

where A and B are constants. For simplicity, we consider the s > 0 case. The s < 0 case
is also discussed similarly. The scalar product of ¥y s and 1), & for s > 0 is

(10,5, Vm,s') = 27r5373er/ dr r (A*r=° + B*r®)Js(2mr) (C.8)
0

52 2 Ast3 2
/L —I—B*\/> lim 23 cos | 2mA — S+37T
2(s—1)! T Ao (2)2 4

where we use the asymptotic form (C.4) and the following results for positive integer [

= 27055 Ny,

Y

/ dez™Jy(x) = ¥ T (y)

0

ydmx*ZHJ () = —y a1 (y) + L o
0 l =Yy -1y 21_1(l — 1)'
For m # 0, the second term of eq. (C.8) is zero because of the same reason as the definition
of the delta function using sinc function. Thus the r.h.s. of eq. (C.8) vanishes only if A = 0.
Therefore, the solution eq. (4.14) for s > 0 is ¥y s = r*¢®*?. In the same way, we find that
the solution for s < 0 is ¥ s = rseist,
The general solution of eq. (4.14) for s = 0 is

oo(r,0) = Alogr + B, (C.10)
where A and B are constants. The scalar product of ¢ o and ¥, s is

(10,0, Ym,s) = 27?(5370Nm/ dr r (A" logr + B*)Js(2mr) (C.11)
0

*

A o 2 A2 3
= 2705,6 Npm, [_(2m)2 —i-AlgI;o(A logA + B )\/;(Qm)g cos <2mA - 47r>] ,

where we use the asymptotic form (C.4) , eq. (C.9) and the following result

/Oy dx xlogz Jo(x) = yJi(y) + Jo(y) — 1. (C.12)

For m # 0, the second term of eq. (C.11) is zero again and the r.h.s. of eq. (C.11) vanishes
only if A = 0. Therefore the solution of eq. (4.14) for s = 0 is a constant.
If we collect these three cases, we obtain

tho,s(r, 0) = Brisle’*?, (C.13)
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