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We investigate terms with four derivatives in the low-energy action of closed Bose strings. Our
analysis is consistent with the possibility that the action involves only curvatures of a connection
with torsion. The torsion is provided by the antisymmetric tensor gauge field.

I. INTRODUCTION

Over a decade ago, it was suggested! that string models
could provide a consistent, calculable description of quan-
tum gravity. Recent work?>—> indicates that it may in fact
be possible to incorporate all known particles and interac-
tions within the framework of ten-dimensional super-
strings.

In the most commonly studied scenario, compactifica-
tion of spacetime down to four dimensions occurs at an
energy scale somewhat lower than (a’)'/?, i.e., the scale of
massive string excitations. At this relatively low energy
scale, one can attempt to approximate the full string
theory by a conventional field theory involving only the
massless modes of the string. Hence, to the extent that
this approximation is valid, the problem of compactifica-
tion reduces to finding product-space solutions of the
classical field equations.

The action for the string low-energy effective theory is
actually an infinite sum of terms with increasing number
of derivatives (not unlike the low-energy expansion which
describes pions); thus far, only the first few terms have
been explicitly computed. However, the higher-derivative
terms can have an important bearing on physically in-
teresting questions and therefore cannot be categorically
ignored. For instance, such terms have been shown? to
play a crucial role in the cancellation of anomalies. More-
over, it is the presence of a certain curvature-squared term
in the low-energy theory that allows* compactifications
with nontrivial Yang-Mills configurations, thereby evad-
ing a no-go theorem.®

This curvature-squared term has four derivatives; evi-
dently, the low-energy theory contains many more terms
of the same order (i.e., also with four derivatives), whose
presence could in principle have equally dramatic conse-
quences. In particular, one could imagine that such terms
would allow compactifications with a nontrivial configu-
ration for the antisymmetric tensor gauge field.’

This state of affairs has motivated us to seek the com-
plete set of four-derivative terms in the string low-energy
theory. In this paper we have restricted our attention pri-
marily to the closed Bose string, whose massless sector
J
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consists of a graviton h,,, an antisymmetric tensor A4,,,
and a scalar ¢. (Superstrings include an additional mass-
less bosonic field, namely, the Yang-Mills vector.) To
lowest order, the string low-energy theory is given by!

1
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where m =[327G /(D —2)]'/?, H,,,, is the field strength
of A ,w, and D is the spacetime dimension. [The restric-
tion D=26 is needed for unitarity of string loop correc-
tions; however, only tree-level considerations enter into
(1.1).] It was noticed by Scherk and Schwarz that the an-
tisymmetric tensor can be incorporated into a connection
with torsion. Indeed, consider the connection
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where a?=(87G)/3, and p?=327G /(D —1)(D —2), and

{#v} is the Riemann-Christoffel connection. The action
(1.1) can be reexpressed (up to a surface term) simply as
the integral of the scalar curvature dens1ty computed with

this new connection,!

f dPxv—g

Observe that the torsion tensor does not appear explicitly
in the action. One might have dismissed this pretty result
as a curious coincidence, and in this way have denied any
special significance to the connection (1.2). Here, we
determine all the terms of next highest order in the string
low-energy theory which contribute to on-shell three-body
scattering amplitudes; and we find that these are con-
sistent with
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up to possible additional terms which do not contribute to
such amplitudes. Here, gyg is the dimensionless closed
string (Virasoro-Shapiro) coupling constant, and k is an
undetermined constant.

The appearance of curvature-squared terms was already
noted by Candelas, Horowitz, Strominger, and Witten*
and Zwiebach.® - The point we would like to emphasize
here is that the new terms in the action again involve cur-
vatures of the connection (1.2)—the torsion (due to the an-
tisymmetric tensor) does not appear explicitly. (The sca-
lar field, on the other hand, does appear explicitly.) When
there is torsion, there are a priori several inequivalent
ways of contracting together two Riemann tensors; unless
k=1, all of the various forms seem to arise. Indeed, a un-
itarity argument suggests that k=1 is the correct value.

It is easy to see that (1.4) implies, in particular, the
presence of terms quartic in H,,,; as already mentioned,
these could possibly allow compactification solutions of
the field equations with H,,, nonvanishing.” We have
verified that, unfortunately, such solutions do not in fact
become possible.

This paper is organized as follows: in Sec. II the
method of calculating the string low-energy theory is ex-
plained, and the result (1.4) is derived. In Sec. III the
search for a compactification solution of the field equa-
tions with nonvanishing H,,, is described. Conclusions
and open problems are presented in Sec. IV. There are
two appendixes: the first lists our conventions and col-
lects some useful formulas; the second presents a calcula-
tion of the closed string three-point function, with mass-
less external states.

II. STRING LOW-ENERGY LIMIT

As already noted, the massless states of the closed Bose
string are described by the fields 4,,, A,,, and ¢. The
other string excitations have masses ~ (a’)~!/%; hence, at
energies below this scale, one can attempt to describe
physics with a low-energy effective theory involving only
the massless fields.

The procedure®’!® for constructing this low-energy
theory is relatively straightforward. Essentially, one cal-
culates string tree N-point amplitudes with massless
external states, and then one looks for a conventional
field-theory action which at the tree level reproduces these
amplitudes. (In similar fashion, string loop amplitudes
with massless external states are reproduced by corre-
|
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Following Ref. 1, here we have used a matrix notation, such that (4,43)=

[(p2h1p2)(A2A3)+2(p3 A2k A3ps)+2(pah A3 Ayps)+2(p1 A3 Ak p))
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sponding loop amplitudes of the field theory. That such
an action can in fact be found is not obvious; but this was
proved to be generally possible by Scherk.’) In practice,
one explicitly calculates gauge couplings only at lowest
nontrivial order, since the presence of higher-order cou-
plings can then be inferred from gauge invariance.!!
There does exist a certain ambiguity in the procedure:
since at present only on-shell string amplitudes can be cal-
culated, the corresponding field-theory action can be
determined only up to terms whlch do not contribute to
such amplitudes.

A massless, on-shell physical state of a closed string is
characterized by a momentum vector p*, and a polariza-
tion tensor {**(p). These satisfy p?=0, and also p By
=0=p",,. States of definite spin content correspond to
various projections of £#¥(p). Indeed, let1 P* be a
momentum vector such that p-p=1 and p 2=0. Then the
polarization tensors for the graviton, antisymmetric ten-
sor, and scalar are given by

;a

Py =75 (Epy+Eu) — D—2) - (Yyy—puPy—PPu) , (2.12)
Ay =7Cuv—Ew) (2.1b)
X
Sw=1p _2) - (Yyy—puPy—PsPy)
=¢(D _2)—1/2(7]yv_pup-v'—Pvl_7u) ’ (2.1¢)
respectively. In particular,
Suv=hpv+Ap,+5puy - (2.1d)
Notice also that
pth,,=0=p*4,, , (2.2a)
which define the so-called “dual gauge,” and also
h,#=0. (2.2b)

In order to construct the trilinear couplings of the low-
energy theory, clearly we must examine the string three-
point function with massless external states. This is cal-
culated in Appendix B, and is given by (B9). We can now
use (2.1) to project out from the string three-point func-
tion all the various three-point amplitudes involving 4,,,
Ay, and ¢. For instance, the h4A4 amplitude is propor-
tional to

—a'(pyhip2)(p1A243p,)] .
(2.3)
A543, and (pyh1py)=phhy,,p3, etc. We

find that all of the three-point amplitudes can be reproduced by the following sum of trilinear couplings:
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+a’'[3,3,h P30 phP " —8,0,h P, 04,4 + (D —2)1/29,3,h *P3,3ph " $]} .

(2.4)

Although in principle there could have been a scalar-graviton-graviton (¢hh) coupling with two derivatives, such a term
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does not in fact appear.! However, we see that a four-derivative coupling of this type does arise.
The problem now is to find a gauge-invariant action which reduces to (2.4) upon carrying out the following steps:
(a) expanding g, =17,,+V 327G h,,, and retaining only the terms trilinear in h,,, 4,,, and/or ¢;
(b) imposing the dual gauge conditions (2.2a), and dropping terms which vanish on-shell (i.e., O¢, 04, Oh,,, k,*);

and

(c) dropping terms whose contribution to a three-point amplitude vanishes due to momentum conservation

( 37_1pi=0; together with p,2=0, this implies p;p; =0).
Such an action is!

gvs(\/g')D/z_—l de —1
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where
c1+cy+ce3=1, (2.6)
and m =[327G /(D —2)]'/2. Setting
gvs(Va' P2~ 1=v327G , 2.7

we see that the first three terms agree with (1.1), as ex-
pected. (The combination 1—2m¢ is assumed to ex-
ponentiate to e ~2™¢.)

Our analysis, which relies only on the three-point func-
tion, cannot determine the individual coefficients (c;) of
the last three terms of (2.5); rather, only the linear com-
bination (2.6) is fixed. However, the following set of coef-
ficients is particularly noteworthy:

ci=—%43k, ¢;=3-3k, c3=7, (2.8)

where k is an arbitrary constant. With these values for ¢;,
the higher-derivative terms in (2.5) coincide with those
terms in

gvs(Va)P T
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which contribute to three-point amplitudes. [See Eq.
(A4).] This is the result announced in the Introduction.

The way in which indices are contracted in (2.9) should
be noted. Since R,,,,(I") does not satisfy the usual cyclic
identity, the quantities

R,uvpa(l")vapa(F) and R#VPU(F)Rleva(F)

()
(2.9)

are not proportional to each other. Moreover,
Ruvpo( r )‘7&R papv( ) 5

hence, R¥"P?(I")R ;5,,(I") is yet another inequivalent way
of contracting together two curvature tensors. For k1,

———~R — 50,6 F¢p—¢(1—2m¢)H,,, H"*

c c
(1—m@)R¥PR 0 +(327G) | — 71 VaH ,, VPH " — —62—V;LHVWV)‘H"P"

+c3ROPAH, H®,, ] ] ] , (2.5)

-

all of these forms seem to appear.

This raises an interesting dilemma. It has been conjec-
tured® that the string low-energy theory may include addi-
tional curvature-squared terms (RWZ,RZ) in such a way
as to make up the four-dimensional Euler invariant.
(These additional terms do not contribute to three-point
on-shell scattering amplitudes.) This combination
[R‘“’P"(l")Rm,p,,(I‘)—4R“"(F)RW(l")+R(1")2] of curva-
ture-squared terms has the desirable feature of not con-
taining the terms h*'(h,,,, 4**0%4 v and ¢[1%*¢, which
would lead to unitarity-violating p* propagator correc-
tions.3 Conversely, unless k=1, the action (2.9) also con-
tains R*¥?(I)R ,,,,(T"); hence, it is then no longer clear
how unitarity difficulties can be avoided.

It is not at all evident why the connection (1.2) should
be relevant for string theory. However, in this regard, the
following two remarks may be useful. First, let us intro-
duce the variable

l/’qublhyv+b277pv¢+b3A;4v ’

where b; (i=1,2,3) are constants not yet specified. One
might speculate that the covariant action [e.g. (2.5)] actu-
ally depends only on the combination (2.10), and not
separately on the various projections —;—(1//#,,+¢,, ), etc.

(2.10)

Remarkably, when linearized (g,,=,,+V327Gh,,),
the connection (1.2) is simply

FZv: %’7"”'( aydjp’v"’ aV¢[tp’ - ap"ﬁyv) + 0,
with (2.11)

b’1=\’ 327TG, b2=p, b3:-2a .

This is certainly suggestive; and geometries involving non-
symmetric “metrics” are not new to the literature.!*
However, the action (2.9) involves not only the connection
T, but also &uv and ¢ explicitly; hence, it does not seem
possible to formulate the theory in terms of the (unpro-
jected) field 1, only.

“Another possibility one might entertain instead is that
only the gauge-fixed, on-shell action (2.4) depends on the
(unprojected) combination ¥,,, for some values of b;. One
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can verify that this is also not the case. However, from
the expression (B9) for the string three-point function, it
is easy to see that the gauge-fixed action (2.4) can be writ-
ten as

—28vs(Va' )2~
X [ dPx[ £ (8,8, ol +2 3,678, )
+ 5'(3,0,6%P)(3,BpLF LMY +0,058.P5™)]
(2.12)

where
SurX)=hy(x)+ 4,,,(x)

+(D —2)""*(n,,,—3,0,—0,3,)p(x) , (2.13)

and _éﬂ is some (nonunique) operator which obeys 3-0=1
[cf. 2.1)].

III. COMPACTIFICATION SOLUTIONS

As discussed in the Introduction, it is of considerable
physical interest to find compactification solutions of
string low-energy theories. The case in which the com-
pact space is a Calabi-Yau manifold!® has received partic-
ular attention.*> That such solutions are possible is easy
to see. Indeed, the equations of motion following from
the lowest-order action (1.1) are

—1
Terg Rov —38unR)
=5[0yd Ind— T8un(3pd)*]

+5e ™ Hypo Hy 2 — tgun (Hpor )1 ,
V(e =2 Hpyn) =0, ' (3.1)

D¢+L;1—e _2m¢HpQR2=O .

Clearly, these are satisfied by the configuration

R,,=0=Rp;, Hpyp=0, ¢=const. (3.2)

[In this section, the coordinates x and indices u,v,...
refer to four-dimensional spacetime; the coordinates y and
indices p,g,... refer to the (D —4)-dimensional compact
manifold; and the indices M,N,... range over all D di-
mensions.] That is, there are compactification solutions
for any Ricci-flat compact manifold, and thus, in particu-
lar for a Calabi-Yau manifold.

Two difficulties with this approach should be evident:
there is no apparent dynamical reason for the particular
decomposition MP— M*x MP —*; and there is no dynam-
ical explanation for singling out a Calabi-Yau space
among all possible Ricci-flat compact manifolds.

A possible way of resolving both of these difficulties in
the case D=10 was pointed out in Ref. 7. The basic idea
would be to have as the vacuum solution a configuration
with H nonvanishing [unlike (3.2)]. More precisely, the
relevant configuration is one for which the three-form
Hp,, (y)dy?dy?dy” is proportional to the sum of the
Calabi-Yau three-form'>* and its complex conjugate.
In terms of complex coordinates Z%=yp%*4iy3te,
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3+e g =1,2,3, this configuration is simply’

(3.3)

Ze=y° —iy
Hopy(Z)=3f(Z)eapys Hypy(Z)=5FZezp, -

Here, €,p, is the totally antisymmetric symbol (€;,3=1);
and f(Z) is a holomorphic function, which transforms

. under the holomorphic transformation Z’'=Z'(Z) accord-

ing to f'(Z')=[det(dZ'/dZ)]~'f(Z). Moreover, Hp, (y)
is covariantly constant. It is easy to see that the stress-
energy tensor for this configuration is zero; it follows,
however, that this configuration is not a solution of (3.1).

Nevertheless, the possibility remains that the higher-
derivative terms in the low-energy theory allow this con-
figuration to become a solution. Indeed, if the low-energy
theory has H,np* terms, one can hope that these “bal-
ance” with Hnp?, in the same way that the term
Tlo-TrF v balances* with R MNPQZ.

Unfortunately, this possibility is also not realized. The

‘basic difficulty can be readily seen already in the follow-

ing simplified model:

fdlox,/—‘_gemt _ 1

R—¢H*>—(H* |,
167G ¢ sH

(3.4)

where we have introduced the notation H?*=H, porH POR
and H*=Hpp®HrsrHP?VHST. Also, a and £ are con-
stants, which for our purposes need not be specified. The
¢ equation of motion is

1

mR +%H2+§H4=0 s (3.5)
and the gy field equations are
1
- Rﬂ__G'(RMN — 58unR) — 5 (Hy"PH ypo — gunH?)
—2&(H ysp Hypo HS*TH ™2
—2Hysp Hy*"H po Hr™ — gy H*) =0 .
(3.6)
With our 4nsatz for Hpgg, the g, equations become
1 1 1L 1 g2 4
—RE(RI_W—Tg#VR)-f-?g’W(zH +£&H®)=0. (3.7)

Since R,, =0, then R =g/'R
(3.7), we find -

1
327G

Comparing with the ¢ equation (3.5), we learn that
R =0.

uvs hence, taking the trace of

R+1H*+EH*=0.

(3.8)

Now consider the g,, equations. Tracing, we obtain
H*=0; this implies H*=0, and hence,

HPQR =O . (39)

That is, the model (3.4) does not allow the compactifica-
tion solution with H=40.

Let us assume that the bosonic sector of the D=10
superstring low-energy theory is given by (1.3) and (1.4),
along with further terms involving the Yang-Mills field.
Clearly, this action contains many more terms than the
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simple model (3.4). Nevertheless, if we adopt the Ansdatze
(3.3) and* Ap“b =a)p“b (i.e., the gauge field set equal to the
spin connection on the compact space), and also take
¢=constant, R,,=0, and assume maximal spacetime
symmetry R,,,8~(8,..8v8—8up8va)> then the contribu-
tion of these additional terms to the field equations can be
shown to vanish. [Because the action has a global scale
invariance,'® the ¢ dependence can be brought to the form
in (3.4) by a suitable rescaling of the metric, for constant
¢.] Hence, the analysis of the model (3.4) applies. Under
the stated assumptions, the fourth-derivative terms of
superstring low-energy theory do not allow the compacti-
fication solution with H=40. )

IV. DISCUSSION

We have seen that the antisymmetric tensor field ap-
pears in the low-energy theory of strings only as the tor-
sion part of a connection. Moreover, it is possible that the
low-energy action involves only curvatures of this connec-
tion, such that the torsion tensor does not appear explicit-
ly. In order to make a definitive statement with regard to
terms with four derivatives, it is necessary at the very
least to also examine four-point functions. Such an inves-
tigation requires considerably more effort than the present
three-point function analysis; nevertheless, this work is
currently under way, and we hope to report on it soon. If
indeed this possibility is confirmed, one would want to try
to understand why it happens, and perhaps provide an ar-
gument that it should persist to all orders of the low-
energy expansion. That geometries with torsion are
relevant for Bose strings, if true, would presumably be
manifest in a covariant field theory of strings.

We have also pointed out a possible difficulty with uni-
tarity, if the low-energy theory contains the term
~R¥P%(T)R 5y (T) (with the “unnatural” contraction of
indices). However, our analysis is not complete; in partic-
ular, we have not discussed string loop effects.

Finally, it is now clear that fourth-derivative terms in
the string low-energy theory do not allow compactifica-
tions with H=£0. Thus, the dynamics responsible for
compactifying on a six-dimensional Calabi-Yau space,
thereby leaving four “large” dimensions for spacetime,
remains a mystery.

Note added

As this work was nearing completion, we became aware
of a series of papers'”"!® on o models and their relation to
strings. Consider the o model constructed by coupling a
closed Bose string to background fields g,,, 4,,, and ¢.
By demanding that the one-loop B functions vanish, one
obtains'® the field equations corresponding to the lowest-
order action (1.1). Moreover, higher loops of the o model
correspond to terms in the action with higher derivatives.
In short, the o model provides an alternative approach to
finding the string low-energy limit.

Fridling and van de Ven!” have recently performed the
two-loop calculation for this o model, except without the
¢ coupling. They find that the corrections to the 3 func-

tions involve certain products of the generalized curva- .

tures. This seems to support our observation (1.4). More-
over, as argued by Sen,'” this result is also consistent with
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the conjecture® that the string low-energy action includes
the four-dimensional Euler invariant. To fully check the
conjecture with these methods, one would need to perform
high-loop calculations.
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APPENDIX A
We use the following conventions:
R, (D)=0,5,+ T Ton—(pA) ,
R, (T)=RP,\(T), R(T)=g"R,(I),
Hyyp=08,4,,+0,Ap, +3,4,, .

The metric signature is (— +++ -+ ).
Following Scherk and Schwarz,! define the symmetric
connection

(A1)

— P ,
rf,= {,uv +3p (80,0 + 800, —8,,87° 0,0) , (A2)
so that the connection (1.2) is given by
r%,=T%,+ae~"*H,pF . (A3)

Then we find
R\ (T)=R,,(T)

+a[Vy(e~™*H,,°) —V,(e~mH )]

+a’e ‘zm"’(va"HaA”—HVA“Ha,,“) , (A4)

with ‘
R ava(F) =R avpk + %[SZVA( av¢ ) —8vp& Uavl.( aa¢ )]

P’
+ 5 [85(3,60 6 g g “Poatdpd)

+gvpal¢gaa,aa’¢]—(p<—>)\.) \ .

(A5)
Here and in text, if a curvature tensor is written without
specifying a particular connection, then the usual
Riemann-Christoffel connection is understood. Covariant
differentiation with respect to the Riemann-Christoffel
connection and the connection (A2) is denoted by V and

V, respectively.

APPENDIX B

Here we present a calculation of the closed string
three-point function, with massless external states. We
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follow the notations and conventions of Schwarz;!° in par-
ticular, the closed string field X (o,7)=+[X*(7,)
+ X¥(7_)] has the following expansion in terms of a dou-
bled set of oscillators:

XMry)=xt42a'ptr, +iV2d 3, —l—&ﬁe ATy

n#0
(B1)

XH(r_)=xt42a'ptr_+iV2a 3, laz‘,fe —EnT-

n#0 n
where 7, =7t0, o, —:—aﬁ,‘T, and
[x¥.p*1=in*,
[oh, a1 =n8pmm*’=[ah,@n], n,m>0,  (B2)

[ah,&@71=0, etc .

(V' )P/~ 1f dagVS 0, —p, | ke 1PP(T_ )Pa( e le (a,7) aw‘

that is, the matrix element consisting of a massless tensor emission vertex'©
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Moreover,
1 5 172
ﬁ" =— 1?# — b Ea ~u —2inT
¢(7'+) 20 87'+ C(T+) p -+ o ngoa,,e N
(B3)
1 d 12 2inT
PR )= XA(r_)=pH L
H(r_) 2 37 (r_)=pt+ an,,

Let p#;, i=1,2,3, be the momenta of three massless,
on-shell physical states, and let £#*(p;) be the correspond-
ing polarization tensors. Hence, for each i, we have
(p;)*=0, and also

pe iuv=O=Piv§ inv - (B4)

The three-point function is given by

I 0,P3 >§1yv§2pag3aﬁ ’ (BS)

sandwiched between two massless tensor

states. Here, gvys is the dimensionless closed string (Virasoro-Shapiro) coupling constant, and |0,p) denotes the state

with no oscillators excited and momentum p.

The evaluation of (B5) begins with the observation that, since (p,)?>=0, we can write

P *_p(al,@ahe? P g (a,a@) (B6)
where
. L2 ) . .
A(a,&')Eexp —P2' a? 2 ;(ane—hnf_""&ne_sz“-)] »
n=1
L2 ) .
B(aT,&'T)Eexp D2 (17 2 _(alellnf_+~1' 2mf+)
n=1 n
Next, we note the relations
172
Ala,@)af a{”: -?p“pﬂ —diT_ %— (p%&'f;r _2'7"+p§a‘f‘e "')+oz"‘Jr B’T Ala,d) , (B7a)
and similarly,
172
dtaiBa’ah=B("a") | Spliple + k‘; (phaie™ ~+piate” ™)+ ot} (BTb)
It follows that (B5) is equal to
172
(Va')P2- ‘f do gvs< , —D1 [a’,‘&}'+ % (pé‘a1e2'7’+p§a’1‘e2'f+)+—z—p’z‘p"e“”J
{ 2 |7 2
X | =P+ || (et A "—)]
[ ) 172
% —P‘17+ ? (& —21‘r++&,‘1,1- 211-+)
[ ’ 1/2 .
x |af'@f'— || (pgafe ™ +pfate )

a __4i
+ ngp‘?e 4

0,p> +p3>§lyv€2pa§3aﬁ . (B8)
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This expression is readily evaluated using again the commutation relations (B2), yielding finally

(‘/? )(D/Z)— lgvsa [ 21’1 ] { (pggbapgglllvg3yv+p?§3aﬂp ?glllvg2yv+p’2‘§1;np §§’2m§3pa'

+p g; 2pv§lll' v;Squllg +p g §2,ucr§’1w§3amp ‘11 +p ‘2‘ g 1,uv§g v§2aap (37

+D3 18P0 +PEE3pp8 1P +P T E3a0 b E 1D y)

— 3 [P883p0P3 (5 E3arEH P o + D5 Eaupl P 2v) + D5 E3apd Y (DY £ 108 P3p +P 311D 30)

+P5 613 (PR E2p0 3P 10 +P T E2p0l8%P18) ]+ 5(&) DY L1l 35200l P T T ) -

(B9)

In deriving this result, we have made repeated use of (B4) and momentum conservation ( 3, p;=0). Zwiebach® con-
sidered only the case of £#¥ symmetric; in this case, our expression for the three-point function is proportional to his, up
to a rescaling of a’ by a factor +. Finally, we remark that closed-string N-point functions have the property of nonpla-
nar duality (symmetry under the interchange of &;,p; with {;,p;); in contrast with the case of open strings (which have
only planar duality), a sum over noncyclic permutations of the external states is not required in order to obtain the full

scattering amplitude.
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