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Higher spins and open strings: Quartic interactions
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We analyze quartic gauge-invariant interactions of massless higher spin fields by using vertex operators
constructed in our previous works and computing their 4-point amplitudes in superstring theory. The
kinematic part of the quartic interactions of the higher spins is determined by the matter structure of their
vertex operators; the nonlocality of the interactions is the consequence of the specific ghost structure of
these operators. We compute explicitly the 4-point amplitude describing the complete gauge-invariant
1 — 1 —3 — 3 quartic interaction (two massless spin 3 particles interacting with two photons) and
comment on more general 1 — 1 — s — s cases, particularly pointing out the structure of 1 —1—5-—35

coupling.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Constructing consistent gauge-invariant field theories of
interacting higher spins is an important and fascinating
problem that has attracted deep interest. Despite many
efforts by the leading experts in the field and some remark-
able results over recent years (for an incomplete list of
references, see [1-45]), the entire subject is well known to
be difficult to approach. In particular, while there has been
some progress in formulating free higher spin field theories
as well as those with cubic interactions, our understanding
of higher order interactions (such as quartic) is still very
limited.

There are many reasons why the field theories of spins
greater than 2 are of interest and importance. To mention
some of them, while it may not seem plausible that higher
spin particles could ever be observed in a 4-dimensional
world, objects such as higher spins are likely to be present
in higher dimensional physics. Higher spin fields in anti—
de Sitter space are known to be important ingredients in
anti—de Sitter/conformal field theory correspondence [46];
in addition, constructing gauge invariant interactions of
higher spins is by itself an interesting and challenging
mathematical problem. String theory appears to be a par-
ticularly efficient framework for approaching the problem
of higher spins. One reason for this is that the vertex
operators describing the emissions of higher spins by a
string appear very naturally in the massive sector of string
theory (although the mass-to-spin relations for such opera-
tors are usually quite rigid, with m? roughly proportional to
the spin value s). One could then consider the tensionless
limit o’ — oo, in which the higher spin operators formally
become massless. One faces several difficulties in this
approach. First, the space-time fields coupling to the mas-
sive operators usually would lack the gauge symmetries
necessary to ensure the consistency of the interactions, and
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it is not clear how to recover these symmetries in the
tensionless limit. Second, to recover the gauge-invariant
interactions of the higher spins from string theory correla-
tors, one generally has to consider the low energy limit of
string theory, which of course is different from the tension-
less limit. In our previous works [47,48], we have con-
structed the open string vertex operators that describe the
higher spin fields with spin values from 3-9, which are
massless at an arbitrary tension due to their nontrivial
couplings to the 8 — 7y ghost system. The explicit expres-
sions for these vertex operators are given by

Vies(p) = Ha 0,0, (P)ce 340X 10X gy /P X
Vea(p)=H,, o, (P)eme *aX 49X a1 gy el
Vi—s(p)=H,, . (p)ce 49X -+ X 9 fsas wasei[;)z
Vi—s(p) = H, .
Voo (p)=H,, o (p)ce 5P aX% - 9X% 0% s 9 % 1 1P

aﬁ(p)cnefﬁ(;’)axal ce9X9s 82 ¢.a4a was ¢a6€iﬁ)?

Vi—s(p)=H,, _a, (p)eme>PaX4 - 9X W tﬂ”se"i’)Z

Vieo(p) = Ha,ay(p)ce 50X 01+ 9X % oelPX, (1)
where X“ and ¢/ are the Ramond-Neveu-Schwarz formu-
lation of superstring theory (RNS) world sheet bosons

and fermions (a =0, ..., d — 1), and the ghost fields are

bosonized according to
b=e", c=¢e"’

B=eX"Poy= 0 ?

2)
»y = e(b_)( = e¢n

The operators (1) are picture inequivalent and are the
elements of ghost cohomologies H_3, H_4, and H_s. All
the expressions for the operators (1) are given at their
minimal negative superconformal ghost pictures (e.g. —3
for s = 3 and —5 for s = 9) at which they are annihilated
by the direct picture-changing transformation. The sym-
metric tensors Hal...a,,(P) describe massless higher spin
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fields in space-time, with the spin values 3 = s = 9. The
equations of motion and the gauge symmetry transforma-
tions follow from the Becchi-Rouet-Stora-Tyutin charge or
transformation on strings (BRST) constraints on the opera-
tors (1) [47]. Namely, the on-shell Fierz-Pauli constraints

Hajay..as(p) = 0
P Hqy a(p) =0 3)
P*Hyy 0, (p) =0
follow from the invariance condition {Q, V} = 0, where
0-01+ O+ 05 4)
is the BRST operator with

0, = f 92 o7 — beac),

20
1 dz
= —— ¢ ——yi,0X
) > meﬁa (5)
1 dz
—— bv2.
O == P2t

The BRST nontriviality conditions, in turn, entail the
gauge symmetry transformations for the higher spins [48].
For the symmetric tensors, the transformations are given by

Ha]...ax(p) - Hal‘..ax(p) + p(alAaz..‘aJ)(p) (6)

(where A is also traceless and symmetric) as, under the
shift of symmetric H-tensors by symmetrized derivatives
of A, the vertex operators (1) are shifted by the terms not
contributing to correlation functions. Therefore, the gauge
invariance of the interaction terms for the higher spins,
obtained in the field theory limit of string theory, is ensured
by construction, since the structure of these terms is en-
tirely determined by the correlation functions in string
theory. For detailed BRST analysis of the operators (1),
see [47]. Below, we shall briefly review the relation be-
tween BRST constraints, equations of motion, and gauge
symmetries on the example of the s = 3 operator. (The
s > 3 cases are treated similarly.) The vertex operator for
s = 3 is given by:

Vs=3(p) = Habc(p)ce73¢axaaxbl,[fceiﬁi. (7)

This operator commutes with Q, and Q5 of the BRST
charge. To commute with Qy, it has to be a dimension 0
primary, i.e. its operator product expansion (OPE) with
stress-energy tensor must not contain singularities stronger
than a simple pole. This entails constraints on the rank 3
H-tensor. For general H, the OPE contains singularities up
to quartic pole, so, to ensure the commutation with Q, the
coefficients in front of quartic, triple, and double poles
must vanish separately. This leads to tracelessness, trans-
versality, and masslessness conditions, respectively, i.e. to
the Fierz-Pauli constraints (3) on H. At the same time, the
shift (6) shifts the operator (7) by terms not contributing to
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correlation functions. To see this, consider the general (not
necessarily symmetric) tensor H ;.. (Note that the form of
constraints (3) following from BRST-invariance arguments
does not depend on the symmetric properties of H and
remains the same.) Under the shift H,,.(p) — H,p.(p) +
PN (p), where A is symmetric and traceless, the opera-
tor (7) is shifted by the BRST-exact part,

~ e3P ) A, 0X 19X DX ~ {0, ceX ™49 x(p )
X (fraX)A,0X0XPeiP XY, (8)

which insertion to any correlator is zero. On the other hand,
the tensor p.A,, can be decomposed as

1
pcAab = E(p(cAab) + p[cAa]b)’ (9)

and insertions of operators corresponding to different
Young tableau to correlation functions vanish separately.
As a matter of fact, vanishing of pp. A ,j,-type insertions to
correlators is just a particular example of a general prop-
erty of S-matrix elements of s = 3 vertex operators cou-
pling 3-tensors with hooklike Young diagrams—It can be
shown that such operators do not contribute to S-matrices,
which is reminiscent of what happens in the framelike
approach [11,42,49-51], where contributions with hook-
like symmetries are eliminated by algebraic constraints.

Therefore, the correlators are invariant under shifting
symmetric tensor H,,. by symmetrized derivative of A,
implying the gauge symmetry (6) in the field theory limit.
In order to compute the correlation functions involving the
operators (1), one also needs their representations in dual
positive ghost pictures. In order to obtain the positive
picture presentation for elements of H_,_, (physical op-
erators existing at minimal negative picture —n — 2 and
below; n = 1,2,...), one has to replace e~ 2% with "¢
(without changing the matter part) and perform the homo-
topy transformation using the K-operator [52]. Namely, if a
higher spin vertex at minimal negative picture —n — 2 has
the structure

V—n—Z = Ce_(n+2)¢F(nz/2)+n+l(X’ dl)’ (10)

where F(,2/5) 1 ,.1(X, ¢) is the matter primary field of
conformal dimension "—22 + n + 1, one starts with the op-
erator

an = de€"¢F(n2/2)+n+l(X’ ). (1

This charge commutes with Q; since it is a world sheet
integral of dimension 1 and b — ¢ ghost number zero but it
does not commute with Q, and Q5. To make it BRST-
invariant, one has to add the correction terms by using the
following procedure [52,53]. We write

[Qpso Va(2)] = 0U(2) + Wi(2) + Wy(z),  (12)
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and therefore

[ O §d2v, ] = fazwi + waen. a3

where
U(z) = ¢V, (2), [0, V,]=0aU, 14
Wi =10, V,] W, =[03 V,]
Let us introduce the dimension O K-operator,
K(z) = —4ce®*2%(z) = T 1(z), (15)
satisfying
{OQbrse K} = 1. (16)

It is easy to check that this operator has a nonsingular
operator product with W:
K(z)W(z2) ~ (21 — 20)*"Y(20) + O((z) — 22)**"),
a7
where Y is some operator of dimension 2n + 1. Then the

complete BRST-invariant operator can be obtained from
§dzV,(z) by the following transformation:

f A2V, ()= Ay (w)

= deV,,(Z) + ﬁ fdz(z — W) K (W, + W,):(z)

L1
(2n)!

where w is some arbitrary point on the world sheet. It is
then straightforward to check the invariance of A, by using
some partial integration along with the relation (34) as well
as the obvious identity:

{Qbrstr Wl (Z) + WZ(Z)} = _a({Qbrstr U(Z)}) (19)

Although the invariant operators A,(w) depend on an
arbitrary point w on the world sheet, this dependence is
irrelevant in the correlators since all the w derivatives of A,,

§ ez e KK Qo UL (1)

Vs:3 = ce_3¢8X“18X“2 ¢a3eiﬁXHala2a3(p) -
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are BRST exact—The triviality of the derivatives ensures
that there will be no w-dependence in any correlation
functions involving A,. An alternative (yet technically
more complicated) method to obtain the positive picture
representations for the higher spin operators is to use
sequences of Z-transformations combined with picture
changing [52]. Namely, introduce the Z-operator, trans-
forming the b — ¢ pictures (in particular, mapping inte-
grated vertices to unintegrated) given by [54],

Z(w) = bS(T)(w)
= fdz(z — w3 (bT + 4cdéée T (2),  (20)

where T is the full stress-energy tensor in RNS theory.
The usual picture-changing operator, transforming the
B — v ghost pictures, is given by I'(w) = :8(B)G:(w) =
:e?G:(w). Now we introduce the integrated picture-
changing operators R, (w) according to

R,(w) = Z(w):I'":(w), (21

where :I": is the nth power of the standard picture-
changing operator:

IT(w) = "9 1G - - - 0GG:(w)
=:9""16(B)- - 98(B)S(B)-. (22)

Then the positive picture representations for the higher
spin operators A, can be obtained from the negative
ones, V_,_, (1), by the transformation

A, (w) = (R)"  (w)V_,, 5 (w). (23)

Since both Z and I" are BRST-invariant and nontrivial,
the A,-operators by construction satisfy the BRST-
invariance and nontriviality conditions identical to those
satisfied by their negative picture counterparts V_,, _, and
therefore lead to the same Pauli-Fierz on-shell conditions
(3) and the gauge symmetries (6) for the higher spin fields.
For the s = 3 operator, the above procedure gives

fdzvl = HalazaS(p)fed’aX“l Y VPR

[01, Vi1 = 0U = Hy 0 (p)d(ce® aX 9 X% % P X)

[0, Vi]= Wi == Hy 4,0, (P)* (= (0X) + i(p )P + i(pah))aXa X sl X

2
+AX (2P + 204 2Py) s —

1 _
[QB: Vl] = W2 == _Ha1a2a3(p)63¢ ZXP(ZIQ;—Z)(—O'

4

XU 9X%2(92 X% + axa3p(q:)7x)}eiﬁ)?

IXUGXD @ eiP X, (24)

where the conformal weight n polynomials in the derivatives of the ghost fields ¢, y, o are defined according to [52,53]

(1)
Pf(d?,x'(r)

where f is some linear function in ¢, y, o. For example, P((;), p

algebraic sense (not as an operator product).

— oGO Xo) O

n

Py /(¢ x(2).0() (25)
Z

= d¢ — Jy, etc. Note that the product (43) is defined in the
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Accordingly,
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IKOPW s = 4H, 0,0, (D)= ($0X) + i(p IPG. + i(pah)axaaXe yoselP X

+aX (@2 + 204 2Py) s —

:K*Wy: = Hy 4,0, (P){—0%(e?0X M 0X% iy e/ X) + PY)

and

OXN X4 (92X + 9X 5Py )}elPX

o oe?IXM X s eiPX) (26)

0P M KK Qursy Uy: = —24H 4,0, (p)dccoéée™ P 9X M 9X B ePX: g KK{Qp UY: = 0(m < 2n + 1), (27)

and therefore, upon integrating out total derivatives, the complete BRST-invariant expression for the s = 3 operator at

picture 1 is
1

Ags(W) = Hy g0, (D) f dz(z - W)z{5 PS5 se?aXoX @y + 20[(—(haX) + i(p )Py

+i(Pa)aX D aX D hePX + 9X (9 + 204 P )y —

— 120ccaéée P9X19X® Qpﬂs}eiﬁf.

IXUOX“ (92X + 9X Py )]

(28)

To abbreviate notations for our calculations of the correlation functions in the following sections, it is convenient to

write the vertex operator A;_; (46) as a sum,

A‘Y:3:A0+A1+A2+A3 +A4+A5 +A6 (29)
where
1 o
Ao() = 5 Hoa () § d2lc = wPPE) 5, ebax 00X g7 ) (30)
and
Ag(w) = —12H, 4,4,(p) f dz(z — w)?dccaéée” P 9X 19X b }e'PX(z) (31)

have ghost factors proportional to e? and dccoéée?, respectively, and the rest of the terms carry ghost factors

proportional to c¢:

Al(w) = _2Ha,a2a3(p) de(Z - W)ZC§(tZ8)?)8X“1 X ¢a3eiﬁf(z)

As(6) = 2Hy, 0, (1) f ol = w02 + 200 P) e ()

As(W)=—2H, 4...(p) f dz(z = w)*c£9X“TaX (> X + aX Py X)eif”2 (2) (32)

Ay(w)=2iH, 4,4, (p)fdz(z —w)2cé(p ;Z)PE;),XGX‘” XD eiﬁ’z(z)

As(w) = 2iH, 40.(p) f dzz — w)2cE(Pag)aXm aX o P X(2),

We are now prepared to analyze the four-point 1 — 1 —
3 — 3 amplitude (leading to the gauge-invariant quartic
interaction of spin 3 and spin 1 particles), which will be
computed in the next sections.

II.1 —1— 3 — 3 QUARTIC INTERACTIONS—
PRELIMINARIES

The goal of the next two sections is to compute the
4-point function of two s =3 vertex operators with
2-photons, describing the gauge-invariant | — 1 —3 — 3
interactions in the low energy limit of string theory. The

|
photon vertex operators are the standard ones, and it is
convenient to take them unintegrated at superconformal
pictures —1 and —2:

VD (p) = ce ?ymeP XA, (p)

_ s (33)

Vizf)(p) = ce 2?9X™ePXA,, (p).
To cancel the background charges, the operators in the
4-point 3 — 3 — 1 — 1 amplitude must be chosen to have
total b — ¢ ghost number +3, ¢ ghost number —2, and y
ghost number + 1. Therefore, with the picture choice (33)
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for the photons, it is clear that both of the s = 3 operators
have to be taken at their positive picture + 1 representation
(32). It is furthermore clear that the amplitude A(1 — 1 —
3 —=3)(py, ..., pa) will only be contributed by the terms

Al =1=3-=3)(p1,..., ps)
=SA1—-1-3-=3)pi,..., pa)
+(p3 © pd)SA —1—-3-3)

= (Vi1 (p) V=1 (p2) V=3 (p3) Vi=3(ps))

5
= D (Vimi(p)Vs=1(p2)A;(p3)Ao(pa)) + (p3 = pa),
=

(34)

with Ay, A; given in (32). Note that, with the picture choice
(33) for the s = 1 operators, the Ag part of V,_5 at positive
picture does not contribute to the correlator at all due to the
ghost balance constraint. The structure of the amplitude
(34) is remarkably different from the standard Veneziano
form. Recall that the standard Veneziano expression for
4-point amplitude in string theory arises as a result of 3 out
of 4 operators taken unintegrated (multiplied by the ¢
ghosts) and one integrated (with the b — ¢ ghost number
0), in order to ensure the » — ¢ ghost anomaly cancellation.
(This choice is related to fixing the SL(2, R) global sym-
metry with the ghost part of the correlator producing the
standard Koba-Nielsen’s determinant.) The single integra-

tion then leads to the Veneziano structures ~ % in the open

string case or ~% for closed strings where I' are the

gamma-functions of Mandelstam variables. With the s = 3
vertex operators, the structure of amplitudes is different, as
their ghost couplings (both » — ¢ and 8 — ) are non-
standard. For example, the s = 3 operators at positive
pictures exist in the integrated form only (unlike the stan-
dard operators that can be taken integrated or uninte-
grated); at the same time, their integrands contain terms
with b — ¢ ghost numbers 1 and 2 (as opposed to the
standard integrated vertices for which the integrands have
ghost number zero). As is clear from (32)—(34), the ghost
number balance of the 1 —1—3 —3 4-point function
requires both of the s = 3 operators to be taken integrated
at positive pictures. Therefore, the 4-point amplitude in-
volves the double world sheet integration, and its form is
quite different from Veneziano type. In particular, it leads
to nonlocalities appearing in the quartic interactions in-
volving the higher spins. Our goal now is to analyze the
(VVA,A,) correlators contributing to the 4-point amplitude
(34) one by one. The first step is to fix the points u, u,, wy,
w, in the amplitude (Vi (u))V =i (u3)A;—3(w1)A;—3(W>))
by using the remnant gauge symmetry on the world sheet.
Note that, while u,, u, are the actual points of the unin-
tegrated s = 1 vertices, w, and w, are the points defining
the contours for the integrated s = 3 vertices at positive
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pictures (corresponding to the w-points in the expression
(32) for the A,_5 vertex). In the standard N-point amplitude
case (involving 3 unintegrated vertices and N — 3 inte-
grated), the remnant gauge symmetry is well known to
be given by SL(2, R) subgroup of conformal symmetry,
allowing us to fix the locations of the unintegrated opera-
tors at 3 particular points (with the standard choice 0, 1 and
00). In the operator language, the SL(2, R) symmetry sim-
ply reflects the fact that translating an unintegrated vertex
operator of the form ~cV(z;) to some new point z,
changes it by BRST-exact terms not contributing to corre-
lation functions (since all the z-derivatives of the uninte-
grated vertices are BRST exact, e.g. d(cV)(z) = [0, V(2)]
etc. In our case, because of the nonstandard ghost structure
of the spin 3 operators, the situation is different, and the
actual remnant gauge symmetry is bigger than SL(2, R).
Namely, all w-derivatives of the A,_3(w) operators are
BRST exact, so the w-points can be chosen arbitrarily.
So, in case of the 4-point amplitude (34), the remnant
gauge symmetry on the world sheet allows us to fix 4 rather
than 3 points, i.e. it contains an extra generator in addition
to the standard SL(2, R) part. As has been pointed out in
[52], the extra gauge symmetries on the world sheet are
closely related to the global space-time a-symmetries that
are realized nonlinearly and stem from hidden space-time
dimensions in string theory. Just like the higher spin ver-
tices, the a-symmetry generators are essentially mixed
with the ghosts, being the elements of nontrivial ghost
cohomologies H ;~H;, H_,~H,, and H_5~ Hj,
with each cohomology essentially contributing an extra
space-time dimension. In this context, as the higher spin
vertex operators and the a-symmetries have similar ghost
cohomology structures, the appearance of extra gauge
symmetries on the world sheet is not surprising.
Therefore, using the SL(2, R) symmetries plus the extra
symmetry, it is convenient to set
1 = 0, Zp = 0 Wy = Wy = 0. (35)
Such a choice may appear somewhat unusual; indeed, in
the standard case, the unintegrated vertices are set at three
different points (e.g. such as 0, 1, 00), since, if one formally
fixes two operators at coincident (or infinitely close)
points, one faces the normal ordering issue (although the
SL(2, R) symmetry in principle allows us to fix the opera-
tors at 3 infinitely close points). In the case of the higher
spin operators, however, fixing the w-points is merely
related to the choice of their integration contours; thus
the gauge choice (35) is appropriate.

III.1 -1-3 -3 AMPLITUDE: THE
CALCULATION

It is convenient to start with evaluating the ghost part of
the 4-point function, common for all the terms in (34).
We get
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Fon(u,2),25) = L}LI{)I(J(CE‘Z“’(O)CE“”(u)ceX(zl)P(f(;_z)(_(,e"’(22)> =

The first contribution is given by

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 83, 046005 (2011)

6MZ1 (Z% + Z%)

36
(21— 22)2 (36)

Si(1=1—=3=3) =(Vi_1(p1:0)V,=1(p2; ®)A;(p3;0)Ag(ps, 0)) = A,,(p1)A(P2)H 40,0, (P3) Hp 1, (P4)

1 I R
X lim / dzy [zQ lez%Z%th(u, 71, 22) X <axmel”‘x(0)1//”@”’2X(u)(l//alax‘“)aj/““ 9X%29X%
0 0

U—00

X eiP3% 9 X1 9 X2 b3 eiPeX),

The ¢ -correlator gives
Tim (" () 1 i (21) " (22))

nnal na4b3 _ T]na4 na1b3
u(zy — )

, (38)

so the ¢-correlator multiplied by Fgp,(u, 2y, 25) gives
[6(n" " nbs — 9" “nP)z,(z) + 25)°]/[(z1 — 2)°] with
the u-factor canceled. Because of conformal invariance,
it is clear that the remaining X-correlator will contribute
terms of the order of u° to the overall correlator, with all
other terms vanishing on-shell—In other words, no pair-

ings of dX’s with ¢iPX contribute to the overall 4-point
amplitude. For this reason, the relevant contributions from
the X-correlator are reduced to the 3-point function

Sy = (aX"eP¥(0)ax M 9X X% X (7))
X 9X"1 90X 9 X" eiPiX (z,)). (39)

This function is not difficult to evaluate. To keep our
expressions as compact as possible for the subsequent
integrations in z;, z», it is convenient to use the following
notations for computing the X-correlators.

Namely, each term contributing to the correlator (39)
can be classified in terms of numbers of pairings between

(37)

dX’s with the exponents and between each other. That is,
let M;, M, be pairing numbers between 9X,,(0) and
6”33)?(21), e'PX(z,), respectively, with the obvious con-
straint 0 = M, M, = 1 (since there is only one dX in
the expression for the photon). Next, let Ny, N, be pairing

numbers of 9X’s in the s = 3 operator at z,, with ¢'71X(0)
and ¢7%(z,) with 0 < N,, N, < 3. Finally, let P,, P,
satisfying 0 = P;, P, = 2 stand for the pairings between
dX’s of the second s = 3 vertex at z, with eif’li(O) and

e'P3X(z,). It is then straightforward to show that the corre-
lator is contributed by two types of terms. The first type
includes the kinematic factors sextic in momentum (ac-
cordingly, leading to six derivative interactions in the low
energy limit). These terms appear when all dX’s in the
correlator (39) (total number 6) are contracted with the
exponents. The second type involves the kinematic factors
quartic in momentum, appearing when 4 out of 6 4X’s are
contracted with the exponents, while the remaining 2 are
contracted with each other. These terms lead to four de-
rivative quartic interactions in space-time. Given the Pauli-
Fierz conditions (3) on the s = 3 fields, there are no terms
quadratic in momentum or momentum-independent.

Computing the X-correlator (39) and multiplying by the
r-ghost factor (38), we obtain the six-derivative part of the
correlator S¢™47(1 — 1 — 3 — 3) (37), given by

S¢der(1 — 1 =3 = 3) = 7124,,(p)A(PD)H p,a,0,(P3) Hp, 1,5, (P4) X ("1 mbs — qraspabs)

1 3 2 P
_11
y (=1)

n 3

P 3
[T IT I1 GpowGpaetip)®(ips)t

M=0N,=0P, =

a=1B=N;+1y=1 =P, +1

. . _ 1 (4 141 p3—M =N, _pyps—1+M,~P
X(lpgn)Ml(lpT)l M, X[O dzzfo dﬁZ%Z%(Z% +Z%)Z1 pip3 1 IZ§IP4 1=

X (Zl — Zz)ﬁ3ﬁ4—8+N1+P1_

(40)

A few comments should be made to explain our notations here and below. First, regarding the products appearing
in (40): For example, l'[g‘zl(ipl)“u stands for the usual product (ip‘f')...(ip?N‘) for 1 = N; = 3, but it is set to 1
if Ny = 0. Similarly, H%ZNIH(ipZB) stands for the product ipZN”l . ipy if Ny =0, 1,2, butitis set to 1 if N; = 3, and
similarly for all other products of that type. The product (ip3)™ (ipi")! =M1 obviously stands for ip%' for M; = 0 and ip¥'

for M| = 1 and similarly for all other products of that type. The next step is to perform the integration of (37) in z; and z,.
This can be done by using
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I'a+ DI'(c + 1)

Integrating (37) then gives the following answer for $$™%7(1 — 1 — 3 — 3):

S¢der(1 — 1 =3 = 3) = 7124,,(p)A(PD)H tyay0,(P3) Hp, b5, (Pa) X ("1 mbs — qraspabs)

(=D~

1 3 2 n 3
AP AP NS Wvrrcry A il | 9B

M,=0N,=0 P, =0

X (ip3)Pr(ip)Mi(ip) " Mi(p3py — p1P2) " X T(P3py + Ny + Py —7)

X[ I'(pyps —M; — N, +6)
[(=pops — M, + Py — 1)

We find that the expression (42) contains the factor
G(p1, P2 P3» Ps) = (P3Pa — p1p2)~ " [This factor will ac-
tually appear in all the terms in the 4-point amplitude (34).]
If we are on-shell, the denominator in this expression is
zero and the correlator (42) diverges. It must be stressed,
however, that terms in the low energy effective action,
appearing in the field theory limit of string theory, are
determined by appropriate terms in conformal beta-
functions on the world sheet, rather than by the on-shell
correlators. The conformal beta-function, in turn, is deter-
mined by the structure constants that are essentially taken
off-shell. (The on-shell limit then corresponds to the con-
straint B8 = 0.) For example, if @ is a scalar massless
space-time field, to obtain the linear term in its
B-function proportional to ~A® = — p>® (corresponding
to the free field part of its low energy effective action), one
has to take the dilaton’s vertex operator initially off-shell
(so that p? # 0) and perform the internal normal ordering
in this vertex operator, leading to the flow ~p?® logA,

) 2
Dy = —T72A,,(p)A(P2)H a0, (P3) Hp, b, (pa) (1" b3 — s petabs) s Z Z

n 3 Py 3
<1
a=1B=N,+1 y=1 A=P, +1
% [ L(pyps — Ny +4)
I(=p2p3 + P1 —2)

I'(pyps — Ny +2) ]
D(=paps + Py —4) ][

3001
Dy = —=T72A,,(p1)A,(P2)H o a0, (P3) Hp b, (pa) (192 mebs — qynas qytsbs) yymbe Z z

. 41
(a+b+c+2QIl'a+c+2) “h
1 Py 3
[T T1 Gpo®ipa)etip)t>
a=1 B=N,+1y=1 A=P, +1
F(f’lﬁ3—M1—N1+4)] 2)
[(=pps —M; + P, —3) 1

[

where A is the world sheet cutoff. Similarly, the denomi-
nator of G(py,..., ps) is nonzero in the off-shell case
relevant to the B-function computations, so the corre-
sponding quartic terms in the low energy effective action
include the factor

G(py, pop3pd) =PI+ p3—p3—p))~ ' 43)
where we used (p, + p,)* = (p3 + pa4)?. This is the factor
reflecting the nonlocality of the quartic couplings of the
higher spin fields in the position space. We find that, from
the string theory point of view, this nonlocality is the
consequence of the specific ghost structure of the higher
spin vertex operators, as we already noted above. The
calculation of the 4-derivative part of the correlator (37)
(quartic in momentum) is similar. The result is given by

[T IT I1 Gpo®GipoeGip))o>(ip3)* X G(py, pa. p3, pOT(B3ps + Ny + Py = 6)

N3
<IT T1 (ip1)®(ipa)@ (ip?)P1(ipy)' ™" X G(py, pa, p3, T (B3pa + Ny + Py — 6)

a=1B=N,+1

L(pps — Ny +4)

% I:F(I;ufh — N, +6)
[(=p.ps + Py)

F(_ﬁ253 + Pl - 2)

S‘l"der(l —-1-3- 3) =Dy + D, + D5, (44)
where
(—D"
N0 FZoNII(2 — NP2 = Py)!
(45)
()"
N=or=oM!B = N!
]’ (46)
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121 (— )P
D3 = —72A,,(p1)A,(P2)Hy, ay0,(P3) Hp, by, (Pa) X (93 qpabs — qias qytabs) b2 Z NG =Nl
M,=0N,=0P;=0""1" -

N, 3
XTT TI Gpo®(ipa)eGip)™ ipg)' = Gip!)P1 (ips)' = F1 X G(py, pa. p3, p)T(B3pa + Ny + Py = 7)
a=1B=N,+1
X[F(ﬁ1ﬁ3_M1_N1+6) F(51ﬁ3_M1_N1+4)]
I(=pyps —M; +P,—1) I'(=pyps + P — M, —3)

(47)

This concludes the computation of the S;(1 — 1 — 3 — 3) contribution to the quartic interaction of 1 — 1 — 3 — 3.
The next contribution, S,(1 — 1 — 3 — 3), is given by

S(1=1-=3=3)=(V,_1(p1;0)V,—1(p2;0)A5(p3;0)A0(p4, 0))
1 . = . =
= A (p)API)H 4,0, (P3)H b5, (Pa) lim [ dz, [ZZ dz,2223 X (ce 29X eP X (0)ce™ ¢ " e'PX (u)
’ ; u—oo Jo 0

X ceXoX (2P + 209 Py )ePX()PT) ) e?aXP XD s eP X (z,)). (48)

The (¢ X ghost) factor of this contribution is
24" 2 n®sz2,23(2 + 23)

R + O0(u™"h).

lim (ce ™2 (0)ce ™ (weeX (@2 s + 209 PY) Nz )e? PG}, 9P (20)) =
(49)

Computing the (X) part using the same conventions as above and integrating the overall correlator over z; and z,, we
obtain

1 1 2 (_I)Pl P 2
Sy(1 =1 =3 —3) =484,,(p)A,(p2)Ha,a,0,(P3) Hp, 1,5, (pa) 7" 303 Z Z Z P10 =P X n l_[ (iplfa)
M,;=0N,=0P,;=0 1( D! a=1B=P +1
. b . . — . a .oapy]— > >
X (ip3*)G(p1, pa p3 p)ip)™ (ipf) M (ip{ )N (ipy")' ™™ X T(p3ps + Ny + Py —T)
X[ L(pips —M; — N, +5) n I'(pyps —M; — N, +3) ]
U(=paps + Py =M, —2) T(=paps+ Py — M, —4)

(50)

This contribution is quartic in momentum. The next contribution is given by

S3(1 =1 =3 = 3) = (Vi—1(p1:0) V=1 (P23 0)As(p3: 0)Ag(ps, 0)) = A, (p1)A (P2 Hy, ayay (P3)H, b1, (P4)

1 - -
X lim dz, [ZZ dzlz%z% X (ce 209 Xme P X (0)ce™? Y eiPX (1) ceX 9 X
0 0

U—00

X 9X9(92X% + 9X Py )elPX(z))PS) e aXP1 XD el (zy)). (51)

The computation gives
S3(1—1-3-3)=5"+ s +59, (52)

where Sgl) and ng) are the contributions quartic in momentum while S?) = Sg3)4'der + S(33)6_der contains both 4 and 6
derivative terms. These contributions are given by, accordingly,

2 2 P
(=D"
S = 24A,,(p))A,(p)H H X s pmas
3 m(PDAL(P2) alazag(p3) b1b2b3(p4) non NIZ:OPIZ:()PI!(Z_Pl)!Nll(Z_Nl)!

N 2 P 2
. . . b . b N
XIT TT1 TI1 TIT Gpi)Gpe®)ip,")ips)G(pi, pa 3 pa) X T(p3ps + Ny + Py = 6)
a=1 B=N)+1y=1 A=P, +1

X

[ L(pps — Ny +4) N L'(pps — Ny +2) :I 53)

F(_ﬁQﬁS + Pl - 2) F(_ﬁZﬁS + Pl - 4)
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2

SY = 244,,(p)A, (P2)H 4000, (P3)Hop,,, (P2) " % Z > Z m l_[ l_[ l_[ l_[ (ip})

—0N,=0P,— a=1B=N,+1y=1 A=P, +1
X (ipy?)(ipmMi(ipim) =M (i ph)Pi(iph)t- P'G(pl,pz, P3 pe) X T(P3py + Ny + Py —17)

X[F(plp3_Ml_Nl+6) n I'(p1ps — M, — N, +2) +2F(P1P3_M1_N1+5)
L(=pops =My +Py—1) I(=pyps =M, +P,—3) I'(=pyp3— M, +P —2)

by — M, — N, +
. ZF(P:P} M, — N, +3) ] (54)
U(=paps =M, + P, — 4)
The 6-derivative part of Sg3) is given by
(3)6-der b S & & (=Dh
S3 = 24Am(pl)An(pZ)Ha]aza3(p3)Hb1b2b3(p4) X n Z Z Pl'(2 — Pl)|N1,(2 _ Nl)'
M=0N,—0 P, —otr1° V! !
NG 2 P 2
.oa .oa . by . A - m . om\1—
TT TT TI TI GpioGpi#)p ) ipsapsy i ipi)' = G py, pa. p3. pa)
a—1B=N,+1y=1 A=P,+1
% {X(i VST (Bau + N, + P —6)[ U'(pp3 =M, =N, +4) U'(p1p3 =M, =N, +2) ]
POl T T (= paps — My + Py =2) | T(=paps — My + P = 4)
- Qip™)T(Bsjpa + Ny + Py — 7)[ U'(pp3 =M, =N, +5) U(p1ps =M, — N, +3) ]} (55)
N e : ! D(=paps =My + Py —2) D(=pyps— My + P —4df
The 4-derivative part of S?) is given by
(3)4-der nbs ,,ma 1 : (_I)Pl
S3 = —24A,,(P)A(PDH, a0y (P3) Hp oy, (p) ™5™ DY P =P
Ny=o0p, =011 :
X n n i) ipsP )N (ipi) M G(py, pay P, pa)
a—1B=P,+1
% {ip“T(ﬁ By AN, 4P — 5)[ U(pips — Ny +2) n U'(p1ps — Ny) ]
Lo : : L(=pyps + P1 —3) T(=pyps + P, —5)
b ip T (Bapa+ Ny + P —6)[ U'(p1ps — Ny +3) L'(p1ps —Ni + 1) ]}
Pa 2 P3P ! ! U(=paps + Py —3) T(=pops + Py —5)
. , 2 1 (—l)P1
— 244,,(p)APDH o ar0, (P Hp 6, (PN "2 DY PI2—P)
Ny=0P=0"1° -
N2
<TT T1 GpiGps)ip)Piips)-"1Gpy, pa. ps. pa)
a—1 B=N,+1
P ! : L(=pps + P —1) T(=pyps + P, —3)
+ipT(B p+N+P—6)[ I'(p1ps — Ny +5) F(ﬁ1ﬁ3_N1+3)]}
PiT(Psps ! ! I(=paps+ Py — 1) T(=prps + Py —3)
I
— 244, (p)APDH o ar0; (P Hp (PN 202 D DY
M, =0 N,=0 P, =0
X (ipt)M i (ipy) =M (ip M (ip§) NP (ip3) P G (i, pas 3, Pa)
X{l.pagr(f7 By AN, + P —6)[ U(pp3 =N —M, +4) n U'(p1p3 =M, =N, +2) ]
LT (= paps + Py = My —2) T(=paps + Py — My — 4)
+ip T (Bajpu + Ny + Py — 7)[ U'(p1ps — N1 — M, +5) n I'(p1ps — Ny +3) :I} (56)
M : l U(=paps + Py —M; —2) T(=pps+ P —M; —4)
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This concludes the computation of Sg3) and of S3(1 —1—3—3). The final contribution to the amplitude,
S,(1 —1—3—3),is given by

S4(1=1—=3=3) =(Vi_1(p1:0)V,=1(p2; ®)(Ay + As)(p3;0)Ag(ps, 0)) = iA,,(p)A(P2)H 4,00, (P3)Hip, 1,5, (P4)

X ’Aan(}o 0] dz, Lzz dz,2375 X (ce_zd’aXme"ﬁ'i(O)ce_d’(t//"eiﬁz’?(u)cf(ﬁ (Z/)PE;),X + pod)

X 9XU X% el (7)) X PG, getaxtiax?: P eiPiX (2,)). (57)
As previously, it is convenient to split this contribution into 6 and 4 derivative parts:

Syl —1—3—3) = S§der + g37der, (58)
The 6-derivative part is computed to give
(="

N{!2—=N)!IP2—P))!

1 2 2
Sg-der = _24iAm(pl)An(p2)Ha|a2a3 (pS)Hh|h2b3 (p4) X Z Z Z
M,=0N,;=0P;=0

N, 2 P, 2
TT T1 TI T1 GriGp) ) Gpiap (ips)' = G(py, pa, ps. pa)

a=1B=N,+1y=1 =P, +1

I'(pyps —M, — N, +6) F(ﬁ153_M1_N1+4)]
U(=pps—M;+P,—1) T'(=pyp3—M,+P,—3)

U'(p1p3 =M, —N; +5) N U(pips —M, — N, +3) :I} (59)
D(=paps =M+ P, —1) T(=pps—M;+ P —3)1)

x {2(77"“31723 9 TPy + Ny + P, — 7)[

+ (277”“31’1373 — @b pT(p3py + Ny + Py — 6)[

Finally, the 4-derivative part of S3 %" contributes
Si_der _ Sf‘l)4—der + 54(‘2)4—der + Si3)4-der’ (60)
where

- . 1 2 (—I)Pl
531)4 9 = 24iA,,(p1)A(P2)H 4, 4,0, (P3)Hp, b1, (P4) Z Z PP
N,=0P,=0 1 1!

P, 2
. . b . . _
xTT TI Gpi)Gps®)api N ips) ™ G(py, pa. . pa)
a=1pB=P +1

I'(pyps — N, +3) n I'(pips — Ny +1) ]
I(=pops + Py —2) T(=pps + Py —4)

U(pips — Ny +4) N L(pips — Ny +2) :I} ©1)
D(=paps + Py —2) T(=pyps + P —41)

X {277“2’”(77"“31?? + 0@ pOL(Psps + Ny + Py — 5)[

@l — s + Ny + Py = 6)]

(="

2 1
5512)4_(1“ = 24iAm(P1)An(P2)Ha]aza3(p3)Hb1b2b3(P4) Z z m
V1! !

Ni=0P,=

Ny 2
X1 TT GpiGps)p!)P ips)' =1Gpy, pa. ps. pa)
a=1B=N, +1

S I'(p1p3 — N, +5) , T'(p1ps — Ny +3)
X {2nb2m( ”“3pb3 + nobs pC(p3ps + Ny + P —5)[ = + e :I
{ TNy PR Ps Py T U(=paps + P1)  T(=pap3 + P1 = 2)

I'(pp3 — N, + 6) n I'(pips — Ny +4) ]}
I'(=pyps + P)  D'(=paps + Py —2)1)

+ Qe py — pabs pIT(Bspy + Ny + Py — 6)[ (62)

and
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1

ST = 240, (P )AL (P Hayaray (P Hpop, () >, > S (= DP X (ip)™ (ipy) =™ (ip{ )™ (ip§) M (ip} )P
M,;=0N,=0P,;=0

X (ipy)' P G(py, pa, P3, Pa) X {277“21’2(77”“31?23 + n%bs p(p3py + Ny + P — 6)

I'(pyps —M; — Ny + 3)

% [ I'(pps —M; — Ny +5)
I(=paps — M, + P, — 1)
L'(pips

I(=paps — M, + P, — 3)
_MI_N1+6)

] + nb2 (2 it — pibpt)

X T(psps + Ny + Py — 7)[

This concludes the computation of S4(1 — 1 — 3 — 3) and
of S(1—-1-3-=3)(py,..., ps) in general. The overall
4-point amplitude A(1 —1 -3 —3)(p,, ..., ps) describ-
ing the 1 —1—3 —3 quartic interaction is obtained from
S(1—=1-3-3)(py,..., ps) by adding A(1-1—-3-3)X

(P10 pa) =S =1=3=3)(py1,..., pa) + (p3 = p4), ac-
cording to (34).

IV. 4-POINT AMPLITUDE AND1-1-3-3
QUARTIC INTERACTION

Now that our computation of the 1 —1 — 3 — 3 point
amplitude is complete, the concluding step is to deduce
the related quartic interaction from the structure of
A(l —1—3 —3). The momentum factors of ip,;,(J =
1,...,4) translate into derivatives of the space-time fields
A", A", H9%% and H?1P2b5 in the position space, while the
common G(py, pa, p3, pa) factor reflects the nonlocality of
the interaction. In addition, all the terms in the amplitude
(34) contain the I'-function factors with the structure

E(Ml,Nl, Py) ~ F(53ﬁ4 —a(My, Ny, Py))
[ F(ﬁlﬁf’ + b(Ml’ Nlr Pl))
(= paps — c¢(My, Ny, Py))
I'(pp3 + b(My, Ny, Py) — 2) ]
I'(=pyp3 — c(My, N\, Py) —2) ]

(64)

where a, b, and c are the numbers appearing in summations
over My, N, and P;. The vy function factor is of some
subtlety. While the numbers a, b, and ¢ differ from term to
term, it is easy to see that, in general, @ >0, b > 0, and
b = 2 for each term in the amplitude. For this reason, in the
field theory limit p;p; — O that we are interested in,

E(a(M,, Ny, Py), b(My, Ny, Py), c(My, Ny, Py))
R
I(=pop3s —¢) T(=paps —c—2)
_ (=D = 3)!(c = 2)!p,P3 0
alpspy

+ (2536 = 2)(b — D(c — DeL(c) + Llc = 2)] = (p3p)[(b = 2)(b — 1)(c — De + 1]+}....

I(=pop3 — M, + Py — 1)

U(pp3 =M, — N, + 4))]}

E—— 63
I(=pops — M, + Py —3 (©3)

E(M,, Ny, P,) generally includes the singular part, with
simple poles in ps;p4 and p, p; (the latter only appear in
terms with b = 2), as well as the part regular in p;p;. The
singular part is actually related to the flow of the cubic part
of the effective action, rather than to the genuine quartic
interaction we are looking for. That is, the singular terms in
the y-function factors are related to two types of ex-
changes: The first is the s = 1 field exchange between
two s = 3 vertices, while the second is the s = 3 field
exchange between s = 3 and s = 1 operators. These are
the exchanges that induce the renormalization group flows
on the world sheet for s = 1 and s = 3 fields, resulting in
the leading (cubic) order terms in the low energy effective
action. Schematically, the B-function of the s = 1 field in
the s = 3 background is given by B8, ~ —AA + CH?,
where C are the structure constants appearing in the
1 —3 — 3 3-point amplitude (expressed in the position
space). This particularly leads to cubic terms of the type
~CAH? in the low energy effective action. At the same
time, the low energy effective equations of motion for the
s = 3 gauge field in the presence of s = 1 background are
given by, in the leading order, By ~ AH — CAH =0
which, if substituted into cubic terms, lead to ‘“‘nonlocal”
quartic terms of the type ~ % which structurally coin-
cide with the contribution of the singular part of the
I'-function factor to the 4-point amplitude. To obtain the
genuine quartic | — 1 — 3 — 3 interaction from the 4-point
amplitude (34), one has to subtract the singularities from
each of the I'-function factors appearing in the expressions
(42)—(63), similar to the procedure explained in [55]. The
I'-function factors with b(M, Ny, P;) > 2 can be expanded
in p;p; with the leading order terms given by

+ (b =2)(b = D(c = De+ (i p3)[(b = 2)(b = D(c = D)eL(b — 1) + L(b — 3)]

(65)
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Then the related factors in the quartic terms in the low energy effective action are given by replacing each of the Z(a, b, ¢)

factors in the amplitude according to

E(a, b, c)— E(a, b, c)
= E(a(M,, Ny, P\), b(M,, Ny, Py), c(My, Ny, Py))
(=1 e(b = 3)!(c — 2)!172133{1

+ (b —=2)b—1)(c—1)c+ pp3[(b—2)(b—1)(c— 1)cL(b—1) + L(b — 3)]

a!p3pa
+ Papsl(b = 2)(b — D)(c = eL(c) + L(c = 2)] = p3pal(b = 2)(b = 1)(c — De + 1]}, (66)
f
where kinematic part of the amplitude) will also hold for more
" general 1 — 1 — s — s cases. The nonlocality structure of
L(n) = Z —. (67)  the 4-point amplitude calculated in this paper is the con-
m

m=1

Each of 2 contributes, in the leading order in p;p;, the
factor given by

= i1e = (B=3)(c—2)!
Bla,b ) = (~1)*H fyfpy

X L(a)[1+ (b —2)(b —.1)(c —1Dec]  (68)

Similarly, in the special case of b = 2, the & — =} replace-
ment for the quartic term in the low energy effective action
is given by

E(a,2 ¢)— E(a2 c)

(=D e alel(pyps)

(P3P4)
X [1+ p1p;3 + L(c)prps]
1 1
+ (1) al(c — 2)'(_, — + T)
P3Ps  P1P3
X (1+ L(c—2)pyp3) (69)

=E(a?2c)+

with the leading order contribution
E(a,2, ¢) =~ (— 1) alelL(a) pyps
+ (=D T lal(c — 2)1(L(a) — 2L(c — 2))
(70)

to the amplitude. This concludes the evaluation of the
gauge-invariant 1 — 1 — 3 — 3 quartic interaction in the
low-energy effective action.

V.1-1-5—-5STRUCTURE: CONCLUSION
AND DISCUSSION

In this paper we have obtained the gauge-invariant
quartic interaction of massless higher spin fields in string
theory approach. Although we have concentrated on the
1 — 1 — 3 — 3 case, with the structure of higher spin vertex
operators, basic properties of amplitudes discussed in this
paper (such as nonlocality and derivative structure of the

sequence of the specific ghost structure of the vertex
operators for the massless s = 3 fields. In particular, non-
standard ghost coupling of s = 3 vertices leads to two
integrated vertices appearing in the 4-point amplitude
(contrary to 1 out of 4 integrated vertex in the standard
Veneziano case) producing the factor that diverges on-shell
but leads to nonlocalities in the [-function equations
(which essentially are the off-shell equations). Thus the
emergence of the nonlocalities is closely related to the OPE
structures in nontrivial 8 — y and b — ¢ ghost cohomolo-
gies that the higher spin vertex operators belong to. In our
future works, we hope to perform this OPE analysis in
more details. Below, we shall just briefly comment on the
relation of the nonlocalities with the OPE structure of the
higher spin operators. The nonlocalities stem from the fact
that the s = 3 operators at the positive pictures exist only at
integrated b — c-pictures, namely, they are the elements of
the R, b — ¢ ghost cohomology (see [52] for discussion).
Their OPE with each other produces a massless vertex
proportional to the s = 1 operator at a ““double-integrated”
b — c-picture (that is ~A(p):22Vph(p):), where Vy, is the
standard operator of a photon and the Z-transformation
operator is given in (20). It is straightforward to check
that the proportionality coefficient is A(p) ~ p~2. (Note
that the expression for the double-integrated photon
~:Z2V,u(p): is by itself quadratic in momentum that also
can be seen from direct computation.) Thus the inverse
Z-transform, applied to the OPE of two s = 3 operators,
produces the s =1 operator times the factor of
A(p) ~ p~% which ultimately leads to the nonlocality in
the space-time effective action. A separate question is
whether these nonlocalities can be cured by introducing
auxiliary compensator fields. To answer this question from
the string theory point of view, one has to construct vertex
operators that could be interpreted as the sources of the
compensator. Construction of such objects in open string
theory may not be easy, as they would probably carry
higher ghost numbers and their BRST analysis would be
quite cumbersome. An important step in this direction
would be to relate vertex operator formalism in string
theory to the framelike formulation of higher spin field
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theories (rather than to the metric one consider in this
paper), as it could be more natural to describe the objects
like compensators in the framelike approach. Developing a
string-theoretic description of higher spin theories in the
framelike approach (e.g. finding suitable operators to de-
scribe frame fields and connections) is a particularly inter-
esting problem and is currently work in progress.

As for the local part of the 3 —3 — 1 — 1 interaction
terms, it is structurally reminiscent of the 3-point
3 — 3 — 2 amplitude on the disc describing cubic gravita-
tional couplings of massless spin 3 field, that can be ex-
pressed in terms of linearized Weyl tensor [41]. In
particular, the minimal number of derivatives in the kine-
matic part of | =1 —3 —3 is equal to 2 X3 -2 =4,
similar to the 3 — 3 — 2 case. While it is known that cubic
s — s — 2 gauge-invariant couplings always contain a
minimum of 2s — 2 space-time derivatives [41], it looks
plausible that a similar derivative rule applies to the kine-
matic part quartic | — 1 — s — s couplings as well, as the
disc 2 — s — s amplitude (with two spin s operators on the
boundary and the spin 2 operator in the bulk) is structurally
similar to the special limit (p; = p,) of the kinematic part
of the 1 — 1 — s — s point amplitude in open string theory
(where p; and p, are the momenta of the spin s particles).
So at least string theory appears to predict that the minimal
derivative rule for the quartic 1 —1 — s — s couplings
should be similar to the one established for the 2 — s — s
case. This certainly is the case for s = 3, and it would be
interesting to check if this rule also works for spins higher
than 3. Conceptually, the calculation performed in this
paper for the 1 — 1 — 3 — 3 case should be quite similar
for 1 — 1 — s — s amplitudes with higher values of s as
well. In any case, the derivative/momentum structure of the
amplitudes is tightly controlled by the ghost structure of
the vertex operators and by the overall ghost number
balance. For example, the 1 —1—5—15 amplitude
A(1—=1—=5—=35)(py,..., pa) is structurally

|

Si1-1-5-5

4 2L Q 2L—Q4-0, 1

P, 2
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A(l=1=5=5)(p1,.... ps)
=SA—1-5=5)(py1,.... pa)
+(p3=py)S(1—1-5-5)
= (VVEP 0T VI (0)A (DAY (20), (71)

where, as previously, V{_2 = ce 249 X"¢/PX A, (p) are un-

integrated photon operators at picture —2, and I'"! =
—4ceX™2% 9 y is the inverse picture changing, so the photon
at picture —3 has the overall ghost structure ~eX~*¢, while

A(0)3(Z) 01 -as fdw(z o W)462¢P(2‘2—2)(—0'

X OXU X2 AXD i s etPX (). (72)

Note that, although the full BRST-invariant expression for
spin 5 operators contains, apart from A?), terms with ghost
structures ~ceX™? and ~dcce?X, the ghost balance con-
dition only allows the contributions from A®-part with the
ghost structure ~e>¢ (provided, of course, that the photons
are chosen at pictures —2 and —3). Again, we see that, first
of all, the amplitude contains a double world sheet inte-
gration (as in the 1 — 1 — 3 — 3 case), leading to the non-
locality of the interaction. While the computation of the
matter/kinematic part of this amplitude is relatively
straightforward and similar to the 1 — 1 — 3 — 3 case de-
scribed above, the evaluation of the ghost part of this
amplitude is quite tedious due to lengthy operator products

of the ghost polynomials P2 b—2y—0 with the ghost expo-

nents and between themselves. Below we present the ex-
pression for the 1 — 1 —5 — 5 amplitude up to numerical
coefficients which can be fixed by explicit evaluation of
these operator products. Evaluating the correlator (71) and
integrating in z;, z,, we get the answer

= Am(pl)An(pZ)Ha]aza3 (p3)Hh|b2b'; (p4)77a4b4 naSbS 77a3"

—1)h

>3

00=0Q,=0 0,=0 R,=0 M,;=0N,=0 P, ONI'(2 N)'Pl'(-?’_P)'

®L.0.01.0:.R,

N, 2
TT T1 TI TT GriGps®)pi)Gpi)Gp Gps)' = X G(pi, pa ps. pa)

a=1p=N,+1y=1 A=P, +1

XF(9+Q1—Q+R1—M|

— Ny + p1p3)TQL — 20 + Ny + Py + p3p4)

[(Py =M, +R +Qy—Q— 11— pyp3)

+ (m < n Ny < P)) X (=1)V*P,

where a; ¢ 0, 0, &, are the numerical coefficients to be
extracted from the ghost OPEs. The overall amplitude
A(1—=1-5-=35)(py,..., ps) is again obtained from
S(1=1-5-5)(py,..., ps) by adding A(1-1-5-5)=
S(1—=1-=5-=5)+(p3< ps) according to (71). The

(73)

kinematic part of this amplitude contains a minimum
number of 6 space-time derivatives. At the same time, all
the I'-functions in the denominator of (73) are proportional
to ~(p,p3) " ! in the field theory limit, for all the values of
M, Py, Q1, Ry, and Q. For this reason, the local part of the
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amplitude (73) is of at least 8 powers in momentum,
again according to the 2s — 2-rule conjectured above.
One has to check explicitly, however, whether this rule
holds in each separate case for different values of s. As the
massless higher spins are described in terms of physical
vertex operators in open string theory, it would be interest-
ing to generalize the calculations presented in this paper
(as well as in our previous works [47,48]) by coupling
these operators to Chan-Paton matrices and computing
their correlators. This could lead to new interesting non-
Abelian extensions of theories with massless higher spin
fields.
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