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1 Introduction

An infinite tower of particles of high spin naturally appears in the spectrum of different
string theories. In the zero slope limit massless states of open and closed strings can be
identified with vector - Yang-Mills and tensor - graviton gauge quanta [1, 2] 3] [5, [4] 6], [7].
Massive string states can be described by string field theory developed in [8] [9] 10} 12} 1]
13 [4]. Nevertheless to represent the Lagrangian and equations in terms of components
of tensor fields still remains a challenge [10]. In this respect higher spin field theories have
received large attention [15], [16, 17, (18 [19, 20} 21], 22] 23| 24], 25], 26, 27, 28] together with the
recent development of interacting field theories of high spins [29, 30, 31, 32} 33], 34, 35, 36].

As we mentioned the massless states of open superstring theory with Chan-Paton
charges [37] have been identified with the Yang-Mills gauge quanta [1I, 6, [7, [38], [39] 40}, 41]
and it is of great importance to identify also massive higher spin string states with states
of some Lagrangian quantum field theory.

One can imagine that massive states of open string may be described by some extension
of Yang-Mills theory to non-Abelian tensor gauge field theory. Such extension of Yang-Mills
theory which includes charged tensor gauge fields was suggested recently in [42] [43], [44] [45].
Not much is known about physical properties of this gauge field theory and our intension is
to compare tree-level scattering amplitudes of tensor gauge bosons in non-Abelian tensor
gauge field theory and open superstring theory.

Non-Abelian tensor gauge fields are defined as rank-(s+1) tensor potentials Af, /\SH
The gauge invariant Lagrangian describing dynamical tensor gauge bosons of all ranks has
the form [42, [43] [44], [45]

L= Lyy+Ly+ L3+ ..., (1.1)

where Ly, is the Yang-Mills LEgrangian and defines cubic and quartic interactions with

dimensionless coupling constantll For the lower-rank tensors, the Lagrangian has the fol-

lowing form [42, [43], [44]:

1 a a 1 a a
L2=—1G5,,G e, (1.2)

A 4w UV

1
a a
AA + §G,uu U,V

fTensor gauge fields Al (@), s=0,1,2,... are totally symmetric with respect to the indices A;...As,
but with no a priori symmetry with respect to the first index p. In particular, we have Af, # Af  and
AZAP = AZp/\ #* A‘/{W. The adjoint group index @ = 1,..., N? — 1 in the case of SU(N) gauge group.

*In D-dimensions the coupling constant has dimension (4 — D)/2.

1 a a 1 a a
GGy + GG
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where the generalized gauge field strengths are:

G, = 0.A, — 0A; + gfee AZ AL

o = OpApy — O, AT + gf*( AZ ot AZA AL), (1.3)
Zu,)\p = 8HAZ)\p - 8VAZ)\p + gfabc( AZ IC/)\p + AZ)\ Azcxp + AZp IC/)\ + AZ)\p Alcx )

The Lagrangian forms L for higher-rank fields can be found in Refs.[42] [43] [44].

Here we shall focus our attention on the lower-rank tensor gauge field A7, which de-
composes into a symmetric tensor T of spin two and an antisymmetric tensor T4, Poincaré
dual of spin zero, charged gauge bosons [44]. The Feynman rules for these propagating
modes and their interaction vertices can be extracted from the Lagrangian (I2]) and allow
to calculate tree-level scattering amplitudes for processes involving vector and tensor gauge
bosons [44].

In the spectrum of open superstring theory with Chan-Paton charges there is also a
massless vector gauge boson V' on the first excited level and a rank-two massive tensor

boson T at the second level. The emission vertices for these states are defined as follows

(in the zero and -1 ghost picture for V' and Ty, respectively) [6], [7, [38]:

v (k) (X" = 2ia k - hap) et X ak?=0
Ts: e (k)W (XY — 2iak - ap) et X o k? = —1. (1.4)

and allow to calculate different tree level scattering amplitudes involving vector and tensor
bosons V' and Ts. QOur intension is to compare tree-level scattering amplitudes of tensor
gauge bosons in the above non-Abelian tensor gauge field theory and in open superstring
theory.

We have found that the linear in momenta part of the 3-point superstring amplitude
has similar Lorentz structure with the one in gauge theory defined by the Lagrangian £,
(L2) and that the cubic in momenta part of the superstring amplitude can be identi-
fied with an effective Lagrangian £, (623) and £, (624) constructed using non-Abelian
field strength tensors (L3]). This result suggests that most probably non-Abelian tensor
gauge field theory describes a sub-sector of excited states of open superstring theory with
higher helicities, similar to a Yang-Mills theory describing the first excited state. More

complicated amplitudes should be analyzed in order to solidify this proposal.



2  VTT Amplitude in Tensor Gauge Theory

In massless tensor gauge field theory, the on-shell tensor-vector-tensor amplitude VT'T is
[46]
Mgauge theory — gad(kl)eﬁ(k3)577’(k2) fadﬁﬂw(kla ]{53, k2) 5(k1 + k2 + kf?,) (25)

where

Fo (ky, by, ko) =+ by (0 4+ ) (2.6)
+ ik;@ (P 0 )

+ iké”g (P + 0 )

+ ikéﬁ (0™ + )

+ ikéﬁ (0™ + 0 ),

where k7 =0 i=1,2,3 and k;; = k; — k;. It is important that in this massless theory the

momentum conservation 0(k; + k2 + k3) has a nontrivial solution
k1 = (w,0,0,7), k3= (w,0,0,7), ky=(—2w,0,0,—2r)
(w? = r?) that can be deformed by a complex parameter z [47, 48, [49] 50, 51|, 52, 53],
ki = (w,z,iz,71), ks = (w,—2z,—iz,7), ko= (—2w,0,0,—2r). (2.7)

Thus, the above expression for VI'T F%7(ky, ks, ky) has a nonzero phase space of validity
which is parameterized by the complex parameter z (2.7). Depending on polarizations
of scattered particles one can see that there are only four non-zero helicity amplitudes
M(+2,41,-2), M(-2,4+1,42), M(+2,—1,-2) and M(—2,—1,+2).

Contracting Lorentz indices one can see that in tensor gauge theory the amplitude (2.5)),

([2:6) can explicitly be written in the form

Mgauge theory = 5ad(k)66(p)5w’(Q)}—adﬁw(ka% q)o(k+p+q)=

= 4(k-ep) (c-e9) —2(p-cr-eq-€) +2(ep-cx-€q-D). (2.8)

Furthermore, one should take into account that all particles are massless k? = p? = ¢> = 0

and that the momentum conservation k+p+qg=0gives k-p=p-q=q-k = 0. Thus the



VTT amplitude is nontrivial only if one considers complex momenta (2.7)) or the space-time
signature n*” = (— 4+ —+). The polarization vectors and tensors we shall take are then in

the form

1 1
62—:—(3717_i7_i>7 €+: i  Z = —

1
VoA e = Rlph T w =g

where eq4(k) = eq(k)eq(k) and €44(q) = e4(q)es(q). We can calculate now the amplitude

(0,1,4,0)

using the relations ey - e, =€, -e, =1, k-e,=—p-e, =2v2zand ej, - e, =0
q P q P P

M(+27 _'_17 _2>gauge theory — (29)
4(k-ep) (ep-gg) —2(p-er-cq-ep) +2(ep-cr-€q- 1) = 1222,

so that the VT'T amplitude has non-trivial analytical continuation and is proportional to the

deformation parameter z. In the same way one can compute other polarization amplitudes.

3  Mass-shell gauge invariance of VI'T in tensor gauge theory

The expression for the VI'T amplitude (2.8)) is on mass-shell gauge invariant

es(p) — es(p) + & pp
Eoa (k) = €, (k) + kol + Eyéa, k? = 0, k-£=0 (3.10)

where ¢ and ¢, are gauge parameters. Indeed the gauge variation of (2.8]) under (3.10)

de, ~ pis
OMgauge theory = 4(k - p) (r - €4) —2(p- k- €g-p) +2(p ek -4-p) =0 (3.11)
and under BI0) de ~k®E+ER K is
IMyauge theory = 8(k - €p) (k-e4-&) — (3.12)
—2(p-k) (-eq-ep) =2(p- &) (k-eq-€p) +2(ep k) (§-24-p) +2(ep- &) (k-2 p) =0,

because p-k =0, k-e; =p-e, = 0. Thus, in tensor gauge field theory, the VI'T amplitude
gets non-trivial values in four cases M(+2,+1,—-2), M(-2,+1,+2), M(+2,—1,-2),
M(—2,—1,42) and is explicitly gauge invariant quantity. This completes the analysis of
VTT scattering amplitude in tensor gauge field theory.



4 VTT Amplitude in Superstring Theory

In open superstring theory, the linear in momenta part (Z37), (Z40) of the full VTT
amplitude (7.358)), (7.30) for massless vector and massive tensors in ten dimensions is given

by the expressiona
Mstm’ng theory — 5ad(k1)eﬁ(k3)€«p/(k2) Fee by (]{31, k37 k2) 5(k1 + k2 + k3)7 (413)
where

Fo (g, ke, bo) = + Ky (007 + 0™ )
+ kg (P P )
kg, (0P P )
+ kR (™ P
Ry (P ). (4.14)

Formally comparing these amplitudes in tensor gauge theory (Z.0) and in string theory
(414) one can see that they have identical Lorentz structure and are linear in momenta.
But there is a difference in coefficients between these two expressions in last four terms:
1/4 in gauge theory and 1 in string theory. It seems that this may contradict to the gauge
invariance of both scattering amplitudes. But one should keep in mind that in string theory
tensor particles are massive and momentum conservation equation has no solutions unlike
the massless case. Nevertheless we shall try to define the amplitude in string theory by
taking a special limit and then to demonstrate that it is also on mass-shell gauge invariant.

Indeed in string theory tensor states are massive m? = 1/a’ and the vector boson is
massless m} = 0, therefore the momentum conservation 6(ky + ko + k3) has no solutions at
all. The expression for the amplitude (£I3) has therefore a formal character because it is
multiplied by a delta function which vanishes identically. The idea is to find a reasonable
extension of the string scattering amplitude considering some non-trivial limit that will

allow to define it away from the zeros of the delta function. Let us first consider the wave

$The details of the calculation are given in section 7 and in Appendix.



function of a massive tensor

where the first two wave functions correspond to helicities £2, the next two correspond to
helicities =1 and the last one to 0. In the limit my — oo and r — 0 wave functions have a
well defined limit and can be used to select only helicity 42 states as in the tensor gauge
field theory. Thus we are selecting only a subclass of superstring amplitudes with higher
helicities.

Now considering the momentum conservation equation for the choiceH

k‘l = (mT,O,O,O, ), k’g = (w,0,0,r, ), k‘g = (—\/7’2 +m%,0,0, -, ),

and its complex deformation

ki = (mr,2,12,0,...), ks = (w,—z,—iz,7,...), ko= (=/r24+m2%,0,0,—7,...)
one can see that the equation fulfills if 2msr = 0. Therefore, if we take the limit my — oo,
r — 0, so that myr — 0, then the momentum conservation indeed can be fulfilled.
Thus it seems possible to define this amplitude in superstring model. Physically, this limit
corresponds to the interaction between infinitely heavy tensor bosons (mp — oo) and
massless vector bosons which are in the deep infrared region of the spectrum (r — 0). It

is like an exchange interaction between very heavy ions at rest and photons of tiny energy.

Thus in superstring theory the amplitude (A13), (AI4) can be written in the form

Mstm'ng theory — an'c(k)eﬁ(p)gap/(Q)Fadﬁ’y/y(k’,p, Q) =

=4(k-ep) (ck-eq) —8(p-er-eq-€p) +8(ep-er-eq-p). (4.16)

¥ Without loss of generality, all momenta and components of the polarization tensors in the additional
six space dimensions will be taken equal to zero. Note also that discussing only the properties of massless
and massive modes of strings without loop corrections we could restrict ourselves to lower dimensions.
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00 0 O 0000
T B I R DR e (4.15)
00-10 0100
00 0 O 0000
0 —r/mpr0 0 0 0-r/mp O r’/m% 0 0  —re/mk
r/mr O 0 ¢/mp 0 0 0 0 0 —1/2 0 0
0 0 0 0 | | —r/fmr0 0 ¢me| | 0o 0 —1/2 0 ’
0 e/mr 0 O 0 0 €¢mpr O —re/m2 0 0 1+7r*/m3




The momenta we shall take as above:

k= (mr,z1i2,0,..), p=(w,—z —iz,r,...), q¢=(—/r?+m%,0,0,—r,..), (4.17)

(w? = r?) and the polarization tensors can be chosen as follows
1 2z 2z 1 z z 1
Iy (e R WPy R 0 WP
k \/é(mT mr ) P \/5( w r ) q \/5
where e,4(k) = eq(k)es(k), €44(q) = ey(q)es(q). We can calculate now the amplitude
(ETI6) using the relations e - e, = 0, ex-e, =1, e,-e, =1, k-e, = 2(2+mp/r)/V?2,
p-ep = —2(2 +4r/myp)/v/2. Thus we shall get nontrivial analytical continuation of the

(0,1,4,0,...)

VTT amplitude in string theory
M(+2, 41, =2)string theory = 4(k - €p) (ex-g) —8(p-er-eq-€p) +
8(e, ep gy p) = 12\/§z+2\/§z(? +8mL), (4.18)
T

which has a part which is identical with the massless tensor gauge theory 12v/2z in (2.9)
and an additional part which depends on the mass of the tensor particle my. One should
take now the limit my — oo, r — 0, mpr — 0, keeping 27 = 7 fixed, so that
M(+27 _'_17 _2)string = 2\/§Z

5 Mass-shell gauge invariance in superstring theory

This expression is also on mass-shell gauge invariant

es(p) = es(p) + € ps
Eoa (K) = €y (k) + kb + kyéas E=-m3, k-£=0 (5.19)
where £ and &, are gauge parameters. The gauge variation of (£16) under (5.19) de, ~ p
is
IMstring theory = 4(k - D) (k- €q) —8(p-€k-€q-p) +8(p- €k -€q-p) =4rmr — 0 (5.20)
and under (5.19) der, ~ kR E+ER K is
IMstring theory = 8(k - €p) (k-e4-&) — (5.21)
—8(p-k) (§-e4-€p) =8(p-&) (k-eq-¢p) +8(ep-k) (€-4-p) +8(ep-&) (k-eq-p) =
=—8rmy ({-¢,-¢,) = 0,
because p-k = rmpy — 0, k-e, =0, p-e, = 0. Thus, this expression is also gauge invariant

on mass-shell for gauge variations £, in any direction of the ten dimensional space-time.
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6 Effective Action in Terms of Tensor Gauge Fields

In the full superstring amplitude (T.35]), (7.30]) together with the linear part (7.37) we have

also an additional term which is cubic k® in momenta

o { =R P RS K — P KRR
(k- ka) kS (0 0 = ) (ke - koK (T — B 4
(k- k) (07 =0 PR - (T — e kg
0 =+ (T = )k
T = R ), (6.22)

!

In particular it contains scalar products ki - ko, ki - k3 and ks - k3. In the three particle
scattering amplitude, which we are considering here, they can take only fixed values k;-ks =
koks =0, 2a'ki-ky = —a (k?+k32) = 2, therefore they do not appear in the final expression
(736). Nevertheless let us keep them all, as they are, in order to examine if they can be
reproduced by an effective Lagrangian which is constructed using generalized field strength
tensors (L3).

Naturally we should try to associate these cubic terms with a gauge invariant effective
Lagrangian which has higher derivatives. Indeed, there are two independent gauge invariant
forms which can be constructed in tensor gauge field theory using the field strengths (I3))
and are cubic in derivatives

/ 1
L=« [ TT(G“,,,)\GVPGPH,)\) + §TT(GMVGVP,>\>\GPH) ] (623)

and

/ ’

Lo=a] —Tr(GurG,,Gpur) + Tr(GuianGuwGupp) + Tr(GurGupGory) +
+Tr(GuGupGoan) + Tr(GuwGuprGory) + Tr(GuwGLuprGoun) +
+ Tr(GuazGupGup) + T1(GupGuprG o) + T1(G L rGupGor) +

+ 217 (G GurpuGor) — T7(G L GupnGppu) | (6.24)

It is interesting that reproducing the higher derivative part (6.22) of the VTT vertex, there
are no “traces” of any higher derivative string (gravity) vertex VV'T between two vectors

and a tensor (two photons and a graviton). What is also striking is that one reproduces



all terms with scalar products of momenta k; - ky, ki - k3 and ks - k3 in (6.22). In our
on-mass-shell scattering amplitude they have fixed values and did not “show up”, but they
will certainly contribute to other more complicated amplitudes. Therefore it is important
that they are present in the effective Lagrangian.

In the next section we shall present the actual calculation of the superstring scatter-
ing amplitude (@I3), (735). As our calculation shows, the (a')*k® terms are absent in

superstring theory.

7  Open Type I Superstring Tree-Level Amplitudes

To set up notation let us begin with the simplest example of the tree-level scattering
amplitude for three on-shell massless vector bosons. The vertex operator has the following

formll] [6] [7]):

VO = e, (k)(X® = 2ia’ k - pp™)e™ X (1)
V1 = eq(k)e Ppe™ (y) (7.25)

and we shall represent the disk as the upper half-plane so that the boundary coordinate y

is real y € [—00, +00]. The tree amplitude can take the form

VIS (o) oy kig) = RIS (B ke kg )t (AT A2 NT3) - FH209 (g Ky K )tr(A AT AS) |

aiaza3

where \* are isotopic matrices and the matrix element F'is given below

Frees (o ko ks) =< CV_l(yl) CV_l(y2) cVO(yg) -
=< ce PP e X (1)) ce PPN (1) (X — 2ial kg - )X (y5) >
= Y12 Y23 Y13 ?J1_21
{2yt + 20’ Ky P eysyt — 2ia K2 ys ey

Here y;; = vi — y;, y3 < y2 < y1 and we have to sum over two orderings of the vertex

operators on the disk. The vector function F}? is given by the expression

/ ke kb? kB
Fi's = —2i (—— 4 2 )= _9jq’ L2
Ys — Y1 Ys — Y2 Y13Y23

In eq. (Z2H) and below, the superscript -1 stands for the (—1)-ghost picture.



The relevant correlation functions are

< c(yr)e(y2)e(ys) >= 12 Yo3 Y13, < e_¢(y1)6_¢(y2) >= ?/1_21>

while the contraction of world-sheet fermions is

< P (Y)Y (y2) >= 0" Yy

All bosons are on mass-shell a'k? = a'k2 = o'k = 0 and k; + ky + k3 = 0. Their wave
functions are e, (k1), e,,(k2), e,,(ks) and are transversal to the corresponding momenta

ki-e(k;) =0, i =1,2,3. One sees that the matrix element F*1#2#3 ig linear in momentum
[Frik2bs] ok (7.26)

Unlike the bosonic open string amplitude, there is no k* term and so no G® term in the

low energy effective action. Thus for the FF1#218(ky ko, k3)tr( A A2 \%3) we have
2ic [k s — by R praz] g (91 \02 N3 (7.27)

Adding the equal ter 2ia [—khinpas 4 ph2pHsi o hspeisz] fp(\®\92 )\93) and the re-
versed cyclic orientation amplitude aq, pu1, k1 <> as, 2, ko, we can get the total matrix

element:
ial [ (kg — ko) 'l + (ki — ka)">ns* + (kg — K)o #2] tr([A™, \®2]A%). (7.28)
This expression coincides with the Yang-Mills vertex projected to the mass-shell.
7.1 Tree-Level Amplitude for Two Symmetric Tensors and a Vector
The vertex operator for the symmetric rank-2 tensor boson Ts on the second level is
V= e (k)e ?yo(X® — 2iak - g e X (y) (7.29)

and together with the vertex (Z.25]) can be used to calculate now the scattering amplitude

between a vector and two tensor bosons:

Vabaclﬁ’wl (]{7, D, Q) — Faa,ﬁ“/“/, (]f7 P, q) tT‘()\a)\b)\c) + F’Y’Y/Baa/ (q7 P, ]{J) tr(}\C}\b}\a) (7.30)

a

**One should use momentum conservation and transversality of the wave functions.
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where their wave functions are:

Eaa’ (k). €s(p), £,y(q) (7.31)

We shall define for convenience k1 = k, ko = q, k3 = p, and ki1 + ko + k3 = 0. The mass-shell
conditions are

AR =dk=-1dk=0 (7.32)
and therefore it follows that
ki -ks=ky ks=0, 20k -ky=—a (K24k2) =2. (7.33)
We have to calculate the correlation function:
<t e (X = 2ia k- ™ )M (1) s ee YN (XY — 2id g - i )X () -
ce(XP — 2 p - PP ePX (ys) > (7.34)

We shall split it into four terms. The first one gives (the details of the calculation are given

in the Appendix)
< ce XY X (1) cem YT XT 6N () (X — 20 ky - i) (yg) >=
=i(2a 2™ (P kS + 0 Pk + 0 kD) + 0™ (0°kT 4+ 0P kS)]
(=2ia [0k + K3 + kS kS K

and contains linear as well as cubic in momentum expressions. The other three remaining

terms have only cubic in momentum expressions. Indeed the second one gives

< et X RN (1) om0 (=20 Yy - T €M X () o(XP — 2ia ks - prp?) e X (ys) >=
= (=20’ Y’k [1RER] + 0% KSR — P RSR] — 0 KSR + Ky - ks(n® P — o))

and contains only cubic in momentum terms. A new feature of this expression is that it

contains a scalar product (ks - k3). The third one gives

< Ce_d)lpa(—%a,)kl : W/fa/ eiklx(yl) C€_¢¢7X7l€ik2X(y2) C(Xﬂ - 2i0&,7€3 : ¢¢B)€ikgx(y3) >=
= (—2id °kJ (™K kS — kS k] + 0 kK] — 0 RV RS + Ky - ks(n®Pn® T — 2™ P)]

11



and also contains only cubic in momentum expressions as well as a scalar product(k; - k3).

Finally, the last term gives
< ¢ e 0 (=2ia Yy - Y0 eMX (yy) cem0YT (=200 Vhy - b7 o(XP — 2ia ky - )X (y5) >
= (—2ia)?
Lo KT (o™ R K ) = K (k™ 4] ) ™ (kTS + k- k™)
7 (e RS ) — R (=R ) Y (RS )
K T (k- k™ = K KS) — RSk ™ R0 ) 0™ (kTS — Ky - k™)
R (k™ KRS ) — R (kS kS )+ (k] RS+ ™)
R 0 O R = KRS ) = ROk = K ™) + 0™ (KRS = K - k™)
k- el (S e — k™) = RS ) Y (kg™ — ks )
— ey Rl Y = ) = R ) (= k] )}
and again contains only cubic in momentum expressions as well as a scalar product (k- ko).
The scalar products ki - k3 and ko - k3 can be dropped because of (Z33). Summing all

remaining terms together one can see that many terms which are cubic in momentum
cancel each other so that we are left with the expression
0L 0P b+ K 0 kD) T 0+ ) | +
(~2i0 {07 kTS + 0 kgkS Y — 0P kSKIAT ] +
(ky - B2)[ + (P07 =0 P kS + g — P kg
+ (Umlnga, - Uagnalfyl)kg + (n“ﬁn“/"’ - n“”no‘,ﬁ)k:?f,

(Y = e VR ] T (7.35)

Note that the terms proportional to the nonzero product 2a'k; - ks = 2 (C33) can also be
dropped because they are antisymmetric with respect to the indices a’ and vy while the
wave functions €, and €, are symmetric.

Thus, we arrive to the following expression
(20210 (0 b+ K]+ ) 0 (07K ) ]+
(—2ia Y[ — ™7 kSRTES + 0 kg kY — 0P RSRIET ), (7.36)
which is linear and cubic in momenta. Its linear in momenta part is
A 0™ ¢+ 00 ) T (P )], (7.37)

12



It should be symmetrized over aa’ and v~/

+ (0 ek

+ (" g

+ (00 0P )

+ o Py )

+ (0 4 e (7.38)
and we can add to it an equal term

— (™™ g
(nﬁv o'y 4 nﬁv na v)pa
(nﬁv ay + nﬂ'y na'y)pa'
— (™0™ Py )k
— (T Bk (7.39)

in order to get a symmetric expression:

W pea'd (k p,q) = + (k — q)° (77‘“”77" T )
+ (g =P (P + 0 )
+(g—p)" (P + 0 )
+ (p = kY (PP P
+ (0 — k)T (P 4 ), (7.40)
Substituting this result into the expression (7.30) with the terms in the reversed cyclic

orientation a, (o, '), k <> ¢, (7,7, q, we get:

yoa By (k,p,q) = tr([\% )\b])\c)Faalﬁ’W/(k;’p7 q) . (7.41)

a

The remaining part of the vertex VI'T (Z.36)), which is cubic in momenta, ®) F is
@ F'0 (k,p,q) = 8a'[ — 07 KSR + 0P kskS K — P ksIGKT | (7.42)
and can be written in the form

O Mygying = cac(kr)es(ks)e, s (ko) @F57 (kp,q) = (7.43)

ol
8a | =

5 (P-er-eq-p) ((q—Fk)-ep) —(p-cu-D)(k-cq-€)+(q-cr-e)(p-gq-p) ]

13



We can calculate its value in the limit considered in section 4, that gives
O M (+2, 41, =2) string = Eac(k1)es(ks)e, (ko) DF (k,p,q) =0, (7.44)
because k- e, =0, p-e, = 0. Its gauge variation under (8.10) de, ~ p vanishes
5 O Miring =0
and under (5.19) dei, ~ k ® £ + £ ® k vanishes as well
0 Migring =0,

because of the same relations k-¢e, =0, p-e, = 0.
The cubic in momenta part of the VI'T vertex can be associated with an effective action
which have higher derivative terms constructed by generalized field strength tensors (L3)).

The gauge invariant effective action which is cubic in field strength tensors is
1
Ly= le’)\G,,pGp‘u’)\ + §GHVGVP,)\>\GPH' (745)
Indeed, as one can easily check, its gauge variation vanishes

0Ly = ([Guu,A 5] + [GMV QDGWGW«\ + GW«\[GVP g]GP%)\ + GM%)\GVP([GPM)\ f] + [Gpu Q]) +
1
5{[GHV g]Gup,MGW + GW([GWJ,M 5] + 2[Gup,>\ &] + [Gup §A/\])Gpu + GWGVP,M [Gpu 5]} =0

On the other hand, the second invariant we have found has the form

Ly = = Tr(GunGupGopr) + Tr(CoarGruGupp) + Tr(GrunGupGor) +
+T7r(GuGuprGoan) + Tr(G G o Gory) + Tr(G G o Gon) +
+ Tr(Gun G pGup) + Tr(GuuaGupnGow) + Tr(G G upsGor) +

+ 277 (G Gur puGor) — Tr(GwGrpanGop) - (7.46)
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Appendix

Let us consider four terms of the interaction vertex VI'T. We have

[Ty =yl ™ = |yl (7.47)
i<j
because the mass-shell conditions are a'k? = a'k? = —1, a'k2 = 0, implying that k; - ks =

ki ks =0, 2a'k;-ky= —o/(k:% + k3) = 2. The first term gives

Yy < ce_‘z’@bo‘X“leiklx(yl) Do ce_‘z’w”X”leikQX(yg) C o o(XP = 2ia ks - P e X (y) i>=

9 -1 na'\/ al ’Yl 3 , al n'Ylﬁ 7/ nalﬂ 5 na'\/
- Yiz Y12 Yo3 Y13 Yo { - —FG B By = 200 [F —5 + B e+ By ] -

Y12 Yas Yis Yia

, / / , OCIFYI O‘Bkﬁ/ 'YB]{;OC

— 2 [FO F) — 2/ T 2 gy
Y12 Y13 Y23 Y13 Y23
= (=2ia ’[n™ky + 0Pk + " k1K kY +
+i(20 P (7 kS + 1Pk + 0T kD) + 0”7 (0°Pk 4 0" kS)] (7.48)

The second term gives

y%z < ce“bw"X"/ e““X(yl) C€_¢’l/fy(—2'l.a,)k‘2 -wgﬁl eikzx(yg) C(XB — 2 ks - w¢5)eik3X(y3) >=

e ' 81 a VB By
2 1 el (17 k2']f377m ks kg ks ksn ks m
= Yy Y12 Y23 Y13 Y1z (—2ia )7F,) [—(— ) — —(— + )+
2 2 S TiD y%za y%za Y12 Z/%g 2/33
oy B By
N kiky ke kan
+ (— 32 2 - )] = (7.49)
Y12 Ya3 Ya3

= (=20 kS RS KD + 0PV kSK] — P RSk — 0 KDk + ko - ks(n® 0P — 0P
The third one gives

Yo, < ce‘¢¢°‘(—2ia/)k1 S eile(yl) ce” YT X e“”X(y2) c(XB — i ky - wlpg)eikSX(y?)) >=
le o Br.a Y a a,B o af
9 1 R N R ki ks ki kgm ks 1
= Yl Y12 Yo3 Y13 Yo (=20 )°F) [——(— + - — (= + +
2 2 ) v [y12 ( 2/%3 y%za ) 2/12( y%za 2/%3 )
(_kfk;g; L kP
Y12 y%?, y%?)
= (=2i0/)*k] [ KTKS — n°PRS KY + 0® kK] — n® VRUKS + Ky - ks(n®Pn® Y — Ty P)]

’
Q
n

)] = (7.50)

and the last forth term gives
Y2y, < ce 0P (—2ia Yk - b € (1) cem P (—2ia Yhy - )Y o(XP — 2ia ks - pp?) e X (y3) >=
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= Y%y Y12 Y23 Y13 Yo (—2@'0/)3

P L L U R WL . A . LS

)

(_210‘) Y12 yﬁ y%z Y12 yﬁ y%z Y12 yﬁ yﬁ
R S IR S 7 S ¥ R s I k” 8RRk kg
__377_ . 1 377 + 122 )__2(_ 1772 )+77 (_ 122 + 1 2277 )]
Y13 Y23 Yi2 Yia Y23 Yi2 ?/12 Y23 Yi2 Yia
ka 6A{ kl an kle kg‘) _ k_g(_kiy na“f + k?naﬁf ) + 7767 (kiykg . kl : k277m>]
Y13 y23 ?/%2 ?/%2 Y23 ?/%2 9%2 Y23 y%2 ?/%2

—l—k_g ﬂ k- ko —i—kY kg)—k—f(—ka a'y +k§77a7 -|-775a (—k‘? k3+kl'k2nm

)]

Y23 y13 Y Y Y13 Yt Yt Y13 Y Y
R 2 R A U X G Gl L R
923[%3 y%z Y ?/13 Y Yt )+ Y13 Yia N Y )

L ks ky - ks ™ ks k‘?na,’/) R (_nmna,”, n nal”nm’) n " (ké“na/” B k‘%/n‘w)]
Y13 Y23 ?/%2 Yia Y23 Yia Yia Yoz Y /?/%2

ke ke K0P K - B onvmn Lt )+n’3a (k?nm K i
Y23 Y13 ?/%2 9%2 Y13 ?/%2 ?/%2 Y13 y%z ?/%2

After some simple algebra, one can get the expressions given in the main text.
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