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An expression for the light-cone gauge action for the first-quantized heterotic string in the pres-
ence of arbitrary background gauge, gravitational, and antisymmetric tensor fields is derived. The
result is a two-dimensional local field theory with N = % supersymmetry. The constraints imposed

on the background fields in order to make this theory one-loop finite are derived. These constraints
are identical to the equations of motion for the massless fields at the linearized level. Finally, it is
shown that if there is no background antisymmetric tensor field, and if the gauge connection is set
equal to the spin connection, the effective action is that of an N =1 supersymmetric nonlinear o

model.

I. INTRODUCTION

The discovery of anomaly cancellation! in type-I super-
string theories? by Green and Schwarz has given us hope
that superstrings may provide us with a unified theory of
nature. Since then, two new string theories have been
discovered,>* one of which has SO(32) as its gauge group,
while the other is based on the gauge group Eg X Eg. Both
of these theories are expected to be anomaly free, since the
limiting field theories obtained from them in the zero-
slope limit may be shown to be free from anomaly at the
one-loop level. Of these the Eg X Eg theory seems to have
a good phenomenological prospect.’—*

Since these theories are defined in ten dimensions, we
must compactify the six extra dimensions in order to get a
realistic theory of nature.” Two different approaches have
been taken to study this problem. In the first approach
one studies the compactification of the ten-dimensional
field theory which is the zero-slope limit of the string
theory.>~%1% The compactification is then achieved by
giving the various massless fields (e.g., the graviton field,
the antisymmetric tensor field, and the gauge field) associ-
ated with the massless excitations of the string vacuum
expectation values. In the other approach,'’!? one tries to
formulate and study first-quantized string theory in an ar-
bitrary background metric, which gives us a nonlinear o
model in 1+ 1 dimensions. Attempts have also been
made to formulate new kinds of string theories by adding
Wess-Zumino-type terms to this nonlinear o model.!?
The requirement of being able to formulate a consistent,
reparametrization-invariant string theory gives strong
constraints on the two-dimensional field theory describing
the first-quantized string action. In particular, it requires
that the theory should be conformally invariant, and
hence all the B functions must vanish to all orders in the
perturbation theory.

In a previous paper!® we studied the connection between
these two approaches by investigating the dynamics of a
string in a weak background graviton and antisymmetric
tensor field associated with massless closed-string excited
states. In particular, we showed that the presence of a
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background antisymmetric tensor field is equivalent to
adding a Wess-Zumino term to this string action. For the
fermionic strings the effective action for the first-
quantized string reduces to the supersymmetric extension
of a nonlinear 0 model with a Wess-Zumino term. A
similar action for the heterotic string was also written
down in the presence of arbitrary background gauge, grav-
itational, and antisymmetric tensor fields.

In this paper we further pursue this approach and study
the ultraviolet behavior of the two-dimensional field
theory that describes the heterotic string in arbitrary
background fields. In Sec. II we derive the action for the
heterotic string in the presence of arbitrary background
fields. Section III is devoted to the study of the one-loop
ultraviolet divergences in the theory, and deriving the re-
quirement for finiteness of this model. In Sec. IV we dis-
cuss the various implications of our results. In particular,
we show that the criterion for finiteness of the nonlinear
o model is equivalent to the field equations in the weak-
field limit. From this we conjecture that there may be a
deep connection between the condition for finiteness of
the o model describing the string in a given background,
and the equations of motion of the string field theory. (It
was argued in the first of Refs. 6 that the conformal in-
variance of the o model automatically guarantees that the
background is a solution of the classical equations of
motion. We, however, believe that the correspondence
goes both ways, namely, any background field configura-
tion satisfying the classical equations of motion automati-
cally describes a conformally invariant o model.) It is
also shown that in the absence of any background an-
tisymmetric tensor field, the action derived in Sec. II
reduces to that of an N=1 supersymmetric nonlinear o
model if the gauge connection is set equal to the spin con-
nection. This, in turn, implies that the effective o model
is finite to all orders in the perturbation theory if the
background is Ricci flat. In Appendix A we show that
the effective nonlinear o model derived in Sec. II is invari-
ant under an N = % supersymmetry transformation. Ap-
pendix B contains some details of the one-loop calculation
performed in Sec. III of the text.
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II. HETEROTIC STRING
IN ARBITRARY BACKGROUND FIELD

In this section we shall derive an expression for the ac-
tion of the heterotic string in arbitrary weak background
gauge, gravitational, and antisymmetric tensor fields. If,
however, we want the background to satisfy the classical
equations of motion, we should not only consider back-
ground fields corresponding to the massless states of the
string, but also background fields corresponding to the
massive states of the string, since the massive fields cou-
ple to the massless fields through three-point vertices.
The problem may be avoided by taking all the background
massless fields to be small (~€). Then a consistent solu-
tion of the field equations may be obtained where the
massive fields are of order €* (since the massive and the
massless fields couple through cubic coupling). For this
reason we restrict ourselves to the case of weak back-
ground fields only.

We start our analysis by writing down the light-cone
gauge action for the free heterotic string,

=— — [ar [ do S (X 0%+ T {p%,0)

i=1

25
+ 3 a.xox! 2.1)

I=10

where a=0,1 denotes the world-sheet parameters 7 and o,
respectively. X’ and X' are bosonic coordinates, and A’
are the fermionic coordinates. (We have chosen the
Ramond-Neveu-Schwarz representation'# for the fermion-
ic coordinates.) The A”s satisfy the Majorana-Weyl condi-
tion; for definiteness we take them to be left-handed. The
XPs satisfy the constraint that they are always right mov-
ing. We choose to work in the Majorana representation
for the two-dimensional ¥ matrices:

0 0 —i . 0 i
p = o r P= 0 (2.2)
and define l
o1 1 0
YP=PP =10 —1 2.3)

The constraints on X! and A’ may then be written as
J

IK ” — o g i i i
= Jdr [ do [ d” =k k() +b;(R)13,+8,)X[(8,—8,)X '+ kik'A']e
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(8,—3,)X'=0, (2.4)
AHf=af, 2.5)
(1—yp)Ai= (2.6)

Equations (2.5) and (2.6) tell us that A’ is real, and its
lower component must vanish. Hence we may treat the
APs as one-component real spinors, which we shall again
denote by A’. The action (2.1) may then be written as

1 T 8 . .
T2 de fo do _21[(87—60)X'(af+ao)x.
1=
+ir(3,+8,)1]

3,4 0,)X%3,—3,)x"!

+2

I=10
2.7

There are massless states of the heterotic string belong-
ing to the symmetric and antisymmetric tensor represen-
tation of SO(8), giving rise to the graviton, a massless sca-
lar, and an antisymmetric tensor field.? The vertex opera-
tor for the emission of such a state with momentum k in
the k*—0 limit is given by

g,, f dof(3,—3,)X + kA3, +3,)X e ™X' |

(2.8)

where « is the gravitational coupling constant. The polar-
ization tensor &;; for the external tensor field is assumed
to be transverse. It is symmetric for the graviton, and an-
tisymmetric for the antisymmetric tensor field. We may
now use Eq. (2.8) to derive the effective action for the
first-quantized string in the presence of a background
graviton field A;;(X) and antisymmetric tensor field
by(X). If h,l(k) and b,j(k) are the Fourier transforms of
these fields with respect to the transverse coordinates X°,
the operator whose matrix element between two states
gives the correct transition amplitude from one state to
another is given by

ik, X™

=’7’T‘- [ar fo"da(a,+a,,>xf{<af_a(,)xi[h,.,(x>+b,-j(x>]—ix’xf[h,-,.,,<X)+b,-,-,,(X)]} , (2.9)

where f,; denotes df /3X; for any function f. Let us de-
fine
g,j(X)=8,J +2Kh,J(X) 5
(2.10)
B,j(X):ZKb,'j(X) .

Finally, note that the addition of a term

3 T . N
iﬂ’i [ dr [ dolhy(X)+b;(0IN@,+8,)0  (2.11)
to (2.9) does not affect the transition amplitudes from one
state of the string to another in first order in A and b,
since in the zeroth-order approximation equations of
motion for A/ give (3,49d,)A/=0. Thus to first order in
the external fields, the effective string action may be ob-
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tained by adding to (2.1) the expressions (2.9) and (2.11)
without the factor of i. We may then write down the full
effective string action as

1 . inayj i i@ j
S=E‘; f dr fO do |g;j(X)[3,X"3*X+iA'p (DaAY]

+B;;(X)e*P3 X 9 pX 7
— iS5 (XA (p"Me ,g0PX*
+ ;—'aa[x LB |, (2.12)
where
(DAY =3,A + i 0 X A%, (2.13)
Sijx =(3;Bjx +0;By; + 3By /2, (2.14)
i =58"gyx+8m;—8&ik1) - (2.15)

Equation (2.12) may also be obtained directly from the ex-
pressions derived in Ref. 13 by using the constraint (2.6).
This Lagrangian is that of a supersymmetric nonlinear o
model'® with a Wess-Zumino term.!~!® Equation (2.12)
is invariant under the N = % supersymmetry transforma-
tion laws,

8X'=ieM, SA'=—(3,—9,)X’e, (2.16)
where € is a real one-component spinor. Moreover, the
proof of invariance of (2.12) under the above supersym-
metry transformation does not require the use of equa-
tions of motion. [This is related to the fact that the au-
xiliary fields vanish identically when (2.6) is satisfied.] As
a result, any extra term added to (2.12) will keep the full
action supersymmetric if the extra term is supersym-
metric by itself. Equation (2.12) also shows that B;; cou-
ples to the string as a Kalb-Ramond field.!® .

Let us now turn to the effect of introducing back-
ground gauge fields. They may be divided into two
classes, one corresponding to the diagonal generators of
the EgXEg or the SO(32) groups, and the other corre-
sponding to the off-diagonal generators. First we shall
consider the ones corresponding to the diagonal generators
of the group. These states are labeled by two indices i and
I, where i is the polarization index (i =1, ...,8), and I is
the internal index (10 <7 <25) labeling the 16 generators
of the gauge group. The vertex for emission of such states
with momentum k is given by

’T'T‘- [, dol(3,—3,)X +kp A2 1(3,+3,)X"

ik, X™

Xe gi] . (217)

Hence in the presence of a background gauge field
A;;(X’) the effective action acquires a term
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1 ” ]
S2=, [ d7 [y dolAua08,—3,x'
—idy (XDAAT]

1o I
T (0,+3X

absorbing a factor of (—2V2k) in A;;. The reason for
choosing this particular normalization will become clear
later. It is easy to verify that (2.18) is invariant under the
supersymmetry transformation (2.16).

Finally, let us turn to the off-diagonal gauge fields.
These states are given by the direct product of the mass-
less states of the fermionic strings in the left-handed sec-
tor carrying vector index i, and the ground state of the bo-
sonic string in the right-handed sector carrying momen-
tum p’+k’, where k' is the physical momentum of the
state, and p’ is a vector in the root space of the gauge
group, labeling a particular off-diagonal generator of the
grou?. The emission vertex for such a state is proportion-
al to

X (2.18)

ik, X™+2p; X1)

I [T 461(3,—3,)X + Ky A™AITe Cr) .
T 0

(2.19)

where C(p;) is the cocycle factor.
Hence, in the presence of a background gauge field
A; (X’ pT), the action receives an extra term,

B0 S D O
27 V2

[dr [ do 3 1(3,—8,)%'4,(X,p;)
P
—id; (X7, p)ATAT]

2ip;x!

C(PI)

with properly normalized 4;(X,p). Here the sum over p!
runs over all the roots of the group. If we define

Xe (2.20)

2ip x1

A, (XL XN = 4,(X’,py)e C(pr) 2.21)
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then (2.17) may be written as

1

T : i
=50 [ ar [ dol(3,—8,)X'4,x,x")

_1
V2

—id; (XL, XDAA]

(2.22)

which may again be shown to be invariant under the su-
persymmetry transformation law given in (2.16). Equa-
tion (2.22) may also be derived from (2.18) by applying the
gauge transformation operator constructed in Ref. 20 on
this expression.

Thus, in the presence of arbitrary background gravita-
tional field g;;, antisymmetric tensor field B;;, and gauge
field A4; and A;(X7), the full effective action for the
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first-quantized heterotic strmg is given by the sum of S1,
S5, and S3. This action is invariant under the N =+ su-
persymmetry transformation given in (2.16).

For doing quantum calculation, however, it is more
convenient to replace the 16 right-moving bosonic coordi-
nates X’ by 32 right-handed Majorana-Weyl fermions *
(s=1,...,32). For the heterotic string with SO(32)
gauge group, the 32 fermions belong to the fundamental
representation of the group, whereas for the heterotic
string with EgX Eg as its gauge group, the fermions be-
long to the (16,1)+ (1,16) representation of the
SO(16) < SO(16) subgroup of the EgXEg group. [In the
rest of the paper we shall assume that the background
gauge fields always belong to this SO(16)XSO(16) sub-
group.] The current (3,4 9,)X’ may then be expressed in
terms of the fermionic coordinates as

(3,+3,X =T po+p1)0 (2.23)
where T is a diagonal generator of the gauge group, nor-
malized to tr(T?)>=1. The action S, may then be ex-
pressed in terms of the fermionic coordinates as

1 T — . t — i
3 [ dr fo do PTp* Y[ A;8,X — 37” pahidi 1(X)] .

(2.24)
|
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Since the ¥”s transform linearly under the SO(32) or
the SO(16) X SO(16) groups, the generalization of (2.24) to
the case of arbitrary background gauge field 4M(X) [TM
denotes an arbitrary generator of the SO(32) or the
SO(16) X SO(16) group] may be obtained from (2.24) by a
global gauge transformation, and is given by

l

1 4 7 a M, i i
Ew far fo do PTMp Y[ AM(X)3,X'— =N oAl AM(X)] .

& l

(2.25)

Since A /p®\A! is antisymmetric in i and I, we may replace
A,{‘f by F} /2 in the weak-field approximation, where,

FY =AM — M4 fMNPAN AL . (2.26)

Here fMM? are the structure constants of the group de-
fined through the relation.
[TM,TN]= —if MNPT? . (2.27)

Thus the full action of the heterotic string in the pres-
ence of an arbitrary background field is given by

S=—217; [ar fo"da 8 (X[3,X3°X7 +iA p™( Dy AV ]+ B;j€P0,X 8 gX T —iS (XA 'p*Me 0P X ©

+ 2l AIp"WBy (0] +iB "3 + BT Hep™d |4

This action is invariant under the N =+
transformation, as shown in Appendix A.

supersymmetry

III. ONE-LOOP ULTRAVIOLET DIVERGENCES
IN THE THEORY

In the last section we derived an expression for the ac-
tion for the heterotic string in the presence of arbitrary
background fields. Although these results are valid only
in the weak-field approximation, the resulting two-
dimensional field theory has an exact N =% supersym-
metry, and may be of interest in its own right. With this
in mind, we shall study all the one-loop divergences in
this theory, and derive the constraints on the background
fields required by the vanishing of all the one-loop diver-
gences. In interpreting this result, however, we must keep
in mind the fact that we should take these constraints
seriously only to first order in the background fields.

We use the background field method for our analysis,
which has been widely used by many authors.!”?12? In
this method, each bosonic coordinate X  in the action is
replaced by X’'+47’, where X' is the background field
satisfying the classical equations of motion, and 7 is the

(2.28)

MaaXz k'}

[

quantum field. We may then expand the action in a
power series in 7, and derive the Feynman rules for calcu-
lating graphs involving the 7' lines. In this method, the
external lines are always made of the background fields
X, whereas the internal lines are always made of the
quantum fields 7. The fermion fields ¥* and A’ are treat-
ed in the same way as in ordinary perturbation expansion,
and hence they appear both in the internal as well as the
external lines of a graph.

Although this method can be used directly to calculate
all the counterterms, we lose explicit general coordinate
invariance in this method, and hence the calculation be-
comes very complicated. This problem may be avoided by
expanding the action in terms of the normal coordinates
E(X,) instead of the fields 7 themselves. £(X,7) is de-
fined as

dXi‘

E(X,m)= dt |y’

(3.1

where X’ is defined through the equations

dX' o dd) dxk
2 % ar ar T

(3.2)
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X0)=Xx*, xX()=X'+". (3.3)

Physically, £ may be interpreted as a vector whose
direction is along the tangent vector at X to the geodesic
passing through the points X and X 4+, and whose
length is equal to the length of the geodesic between the
points X and X +. The fields £ transform covariantly
under a general coordinate transformation on the mani-
fold spanned by the coordinates X*. Let us also define

§a=ea,-§i, N’=e“,-7»i 5 (3.4)

where e’ are the vielbein fields, satisfying
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ea

,»e“j =glj . (3.5)

The action for the heterotic string after the replacement
of X by X+, and using the X’ equations of motion
takes a simple form when expanded in terms of the fields
&% The part of the action (2.28), that does not involve the
field 7, represents the standard action for a supersym-
metric nonlinear o model with a Wess-Zumino term, with
the restriction that the spinors A’ are Majorana-Weyl.
This theory has been studied by previous authors, and the
extra term in the action from this term, obtained due to
the replacement of X’ by X+ is given by!’

1 K a ~a ava capcoa
5o Jdr [ dol8aE0°E" — BUUED 60— £°0,E%) + BEBEE

+Ripaj (9X'0°XT — €70, X 3pXNEEP +0 (£)+ 0 (W*E)] (36

where
sz — (wakaaB_eaﬂeaiebjSijk )aEXk ,
0 =T e%eb — (e )e?;g”
is the spin connection, and
Riuj=e’e®Rpsj :gim(alﬁ;?c _ajﬁ;Z —ﬁ;lkﬁ% +ﬁ}1k

Fip =(Tijp —Sijx ) =8inF ik -

(3.7

(3.8)

Fm, , 3.9)

(3.10)

R is the generalized curvature.!? Sijx has been defined in Eq. (2.14). In writing down (3.6), we have ignored the O ( &)
contribution, since it does not contribute to the one-loop amplitudes. Terms of order £A% may contribute to one-loop am-
plitudes involving external A lines. The graphs involving external A lines, however, are related to the graphs involving
external X lines due to the N =+ supersymmetry, and hence, we shall not consider any graph involving external A lines
in our analysis. Owing to this reason we may ignore all terms of order A%£.

Next we must turn to the terms involving the 1/”s. Again, in the term involving ¥*y¥*A’A/ we may replace X + by X,
the extra terms being of order A%,. The analysis of the term independent of A may be carried out in the following way.
It has been shown?! that in a suitable frame, :

Ao X +T) =0, X + (Do) + TR (3 XNEE+0 (&) , (3.11)

AMX +m)=AMX) +(D; AM),E + 5 [(D; D AM); — SR AMEEF 3.12)
where

(D;AM); =3;4M T} 41",

(3.13)
(Dag)a:aa§a+wabi§baaXi=eaj(aa§j+ijigkaaXi) ’ '

and R is the usual Riemann tensor, given by the right-hand side of Eq. (3.9) with F replaced by I'.
The total action for the heterotic string, evaluated at X -+ is then given by
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LX)+ == [ dr [ do 8,606 — B (£90%€" — £50%%) + BEBebagag?
27 0
+ Ronban (3 X "3°X " — €7P3, X "B pX ")EE® +i R 9p™(80p Do+ BE A
+19 808~ iAMOX (T M)y 19+ Pp° THYL A5 (X)(D )’ +(Dg AM),£%3X ')
+ P TMY(Dy AM)oE2D o £)*+ TP T YYDy Dy AM); + R o1 A1"13X 'E%6°

— LI TYYF (X | (3.14)
where Ip(X?) denotes the part of the action involving only the background fields X’. This part is irrelevant for any
quantum calculation.

With this effective action, we may now proceed to calculate all the one-loop counterterms involving the external ¥* and
X' fields. During this calculation we always have the X”s as external lines, £ and A”s as internal lines, and the /s as
both, internal and external lines. The details of the Feynman rules, and the calculation of various graphs have been
presented in Appendix B. After using the equations of motion for the X’ and the ¢ fields, the ultraviolet divergent part

of the one-loop effective action may be shown to be proportional to

if d*k 1
(2m)? k*+ie

Hence the finiteness of the model to one-loop order gives
the following constraints on the background fields:

ﬁiaaj =0 ) (3.16)

(D,FM), —s, FM =0, (3.17)
where D denotes the full covariant derivative, including
the gauge, as well as the spin connection. Also, note that
Eq. (3.17) may be written as (D,F™),; =0, where D is the
generalized covariant derivative,!” including torsion on
the manifold.

IV. DISCUSSION

In this paper, we have derived an expression for the
heterotic string in the presence of arbitrary weak back-
ground gauge, gravitational and antisymmetric tensor
field. The result is a two-dimensional local field theory
with N =+ supersymmetry. A consistent formulation of
the string theory requires that the two-dimensional field
theory, representing the first-quantized string action must
be conformally invariant, and have vanishing 3 function.
This requirement gives strong restrictions on the back-
ground fields. In this paper we have studied the possible
ultraviolet divergences in the two-dimensional theory at
one-loop order, and have obtained constraints on the
background fields by demanding that all such ultraviolet
divergences must vanish. These constraints have been
summarized in Egs. (3.16) and (3.17).

Although these conditions have been written down in a
nice covariant form, they should be taken seriously only
to order linear in the background fields, since the original

(5 Riagj(3,X70°X7 — P8, X3 pX7) — 4 p TMp{ — 3, X'S Fpf +-[(D,FM) 4+ fMVP A NFH13,XY) .

(3.15)

action was derived by ignoring all terms containing more
than one power of the external fields. To this order, the
symmetric and the antisymmetric parts of Eq. (3.16) are
equivalent to the equations,

Rigj=0, (4.1)

9;Six =0, (4.2)
whereas Eq. (3.17) gives

3, F)=0. (4.3)

Note, however, that these equations are precisely the
equations of motion of the graviton, antisymmetric tensor
and gauge fields, respectively, to first order in these fields.
This leads us to believe that there is a deep connection be-
tween the condition for finiteness of the two-dimensional
field theory describing the action for a string in a given
background, and the full equations of motion involving
the background fields.

Finally, we shall analyze the action (2.28) in the special
case where b;; =0, and the gauge field is equal to the spin
connection. Most of the attempts to compactify string
theories have been based on such manifolds.®® In this
case, the holonomy group of the underlying manifold,
which is a subgroup of SO(6) is identical to the subgroup
of EgXEg or SO(32) in which the gauge field takes its
value. Components of the field ¢ which are singlets of
this group decouple from the theory as a set of free fields.
Similarly, components of A, which are singlets of the
holonomy group, decouple from the theory. Components
of A which are not singlets of the holonomy group, on the
other hand, transform in the same way as the components
of ¢ which couple to the background gauge field. Hence
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there is a one-to-one correspondence between the ¢¥*s and
the A”s, and we may combine the fields 1 and A to get a
Majorana spinor X with both right- and left-handed com-
ponents. Since the gauge field strength F is equal to the
curvature tensor R in this case, we may write the full ac-
tion as

1 T . .
=-2'; de f() da'[gijaaX'aaX"
+iX;p*(3g8" + T3 X WX

+ 3 RyaX {(1+y p XX (147 p)X']
(4.4)
J

1 T
s=—[dr [ do 2,

which is the action for an N=1 supersymmetric o model
with background metric g;;. This guarantees that the
model is finite to all orders in the perturbation theory if
the background metric is Ricci flat.?!

APPENDIX A

In this appendix we shall show that the full effective
action for the heterotic string in arbitrary background
field, as given in Eq. (2.28), has an exact N =+ supersym-
metry.?* For this purpose, we shall express the action ex-
plicitly in terms of g;;, B;;, and AM as follows:

(A1)

L =7 |8j(X)3;—3,)X (3,4 0,)X7 +igy; Al(d,+3,)A —1g,,,(a,+a XA

+ ”/js( af_- ao )ws_’_ l/)s( TM)st W

AMB,—08,)X —iaMAA —

S AN AR (A2)

where we have used the one-component notation for the spinor fields A’ and ¥*. Under supersymmetry transformation

with one-component spinor ¢, the various fields transform as

SAI=—(3,—9,)X’€ ,

3X'=ie)', (A3)
3yY*=0.
Thus,
8f (x)=f jiet, (A4)
where f is any function of X. Using Eqgs. (A2)—(A4), we get
8.% = 3i€(d,—3,)[g;A 3, +0,)A + By Al(d,+3,)\]
+ i€ (TM) ! {(3,— 3 N AMA) —if MNP AN 4, }Jm’+tAN(a —3,)X'1} . (A5)

Contribution to 8S from the first term in (A5) vanishes except for the boundary terms.?? Contribution from the
second term may be written as, after doing an integration by parts,

SS=—def dof—

(3, — 3 )W T Y ) AN — i THY FMNPALNT AN AN 4+ 4N (0, —3,)X 1} . (A6)

From Eq. (A2) we may write the ¥ field equations of motion as

{3, — 3 )W + T | AM(8,—3,)X —idMAIA —

which gives

é' FMNEAN 4Py 1| 0 (A7)
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(3,— 3P THY) = [ TM, T i A,’“(a,——a,,)X’—-iA,{‘,k’N'—éf"NPA{VAfk’N' .

Substituting this in (A6), and using the relation
[TM, TN]= —if MNPTP | (A9)

we get
€ m : .
85=—=[dr [ doy Ty T al af afaaht

(A10)
Using the antisymmetry property of the product of A’s,
we may replace fMLKfFLNF by

% (fMLKfLNP_fPLKfLNM__fNLKfLMP) (A11)

which vanishes by the Jacobi identity. This shows that S
is indeed invariant under the supersymmetry transforma-
tion (A3).

APPENDIX B

In this appendix we shall give some details of the Feyn-
man rules, and evaluation of various one-loop ultraviolet

(2):5[B%(2p —k)*+iBLB®® 1 iR pan (3o X ™3 X" — €7P3,X ™3 pX ™) 1+

(b):—+BYp,

(c): - AMaX oo,

(d): [(Da 43X+ A 30X + ik 10 A3 1" T

(e):—;-p“Té” {((Dy AM) ik g +(Dy AM),0°%3, X'+ S [(D; Dy AM), + R 410, X"} +

(£):+FY TV ®p, .

Q b
)\:

S t
P! e - -

FIG. 1. Propagators for various fields.
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(A8)

I

divergent graphs in the effective two-dimensional field
theory. The relevant action is given by Eq. (3.14). Ab-
sorbing an overall factor of (1/7r) in the loop counting pa-
rameter, we may write down the propagator for various
fields as

Adp)=—+—5,, , B1

§(p P2+i€ ab (B1)
I+yp

Sip=—tEt W 5 B2

AP) 2 p2+i€ ab ( )

S4(p)= I=ve s . (B3)

v 2 pliie”

The various propagators are diagrammatically
represented as in Fig. 1. The various vertices of the
theory that are relevant for one-loop calculation are
shown in Fig. 2. They are given by, respectively,

a<>b

’

p<>k —p

(B4)

a<b
kl(—>k2

b

aQ b
k\\ /{ k'\ /1(2
I 2 /k;
e Pt | [ p—rta
P p-k-ky ]
(@) (e) )
FIG. 2. Various vertices relevant for calculating one-loop
counterterms.

it R—— [Ec——
p-kkpky P p-kpekpky
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In Fig. 2, the double lines always represent some function
of the background fields, which are stated explicitly in
Eq. (B4). Notice that in writing down the Feynman rules,
all the quantum fields have been represented in the
momentum space, while all the background fields are still
represented in the position space. If the effective one-loop
action calculated with these Feynman rules has any
dependence on the momenta k, carried by the back-
ground fields, we must replace it by /3, if the momentum
is incoming, and by (—id,) if it is outgoing. Finally, note
that in calculating the combinatoric factor associated with
a given graph, we must take into account the fact that the
fields A and v are Majorana, so that any of the two lines
coming out of a vertex quadratic in ¥ (or A) may be con-
tracted with a given external ¢ (or A) field.

In order to study the ultraviolet-divergence structure of
the theory, we must list all possible operators of dimen-
sion 2. As mentioned in the text, we shall consider only
those operators which do not carry any A field, since
operators with A fields are related to those without by su-
persymmetry transformation. There are four such possi-
ble operators,?* given by

S;(X)3.X"9°X7 , (B5)
T;(X)e*Pa X 9pX7 , (B6)
OM(X)PTMp™Pd X' , (B7)
PM(X)PTMppe,00PX" . (B8)

Moreover, (B7) and (B8) are not independent since ¥ is
Weyl. Here, S, T, P, and Q are arbitrary functions of the
fields X'. Graphs contributing to (B5) and (B6) have been
shown in Figs. 3(a)—3(d), while those contributing to (B7)

]

d*k 1 1

(27)? k2+4ie |2
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e

(a)

= —( —

(c)

FIG. 3. One-loop ultraviolet-divergent contributions to the
effective action involving external X* and v* lines.

and (B8) are shown in Figs. 3(e)—3(i).

The evaluation of most of these graphs is straightfor-
ward. The contribution from Figs. 3(c), 3(d), and 3(i) may
be shown to be ultraviolet finite. The total contribution to
the elf_;fective action from Figs. 3(a) and 3(b) is proportion-
al to

= Rpaan (0,X 39X " — €2P3, X "3 pX ") . (B9)

Total contribution to the effective action from Figs. 3(e) and 3(f) is given by, after doing an integration by parts and

using the equations of motion (A7) for the ¥ field,

if d*k 1
27)? k?+ie

— MNP YD, AY),3,X") +0 (PA2) ,

VT Yp™Y{ — T€,50PX'S|(D. AM), + 1D, [(D, AM); —(D;AM),13,X"

(B10)

where we have used Eq. (3.7) to express B®, in terms of the spin connection and the torsion. Contributions from Figs.

3(h) and 3(j) are given by, respectively,
. dk 1
i

f (27)? k?+ie

1
4
and

d’k 1
(2m)? k2+ie

%JTMTNTPp"x//A,ﬁ"A,NAfadX’ )

lwabiaaleMNPAaNA;—eaﬁaBXISablfMNPAaNAIf JTMpalz}

(B11)

(B12)

Evaluation of the graph shown in Fig. 3(g) is somewhat more tricky. A direct calculation of the graph gives a contri-
bution of the form a + by, where a and b are functions of the background fields. Since p is the total incoming momen-
tum carried by the fermion field ¥ and the background fields attached to the left vertex of the graph, in writing down the
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effective action, we may replace p by i@, where the 9, operator acts both on the incoming fermion as well as the back-
ground field. The contribution to the effective action from Fig. 3(g) may then be written as

_1
2

| f (217')2 k2+1e

(DTMTNp*AMi8 (AN Y) +ipTMTNp %p{ AX[(D, A7)0, X'+ A w®

This may be simplified by using the equations of motion for the 1 fields given in Eq. (A7). The final result is

if d*k 1
(27)? k? +ie

+MNEGT M"Y A (D AT)13X "+ A

10X "]
— AN(D, AM)13,X"+ A 0%0,X"1}) (B13)
(—PpTMy MNP 4 N0, A L8 X'+ 20p* TN TMT Y AN A XA
©*19,X"]
— AF[(D,AY)8,X"+ 47 0"0,X"}) (B14)

Adding (B9), (B10), (B11), (B12), and (B14), we may reproduce Eq. (3.15) of the text.
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