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Abstract. We consider the problem of reconstructing the correlation functions
of a conformal field theory on a surface X from the correlation functions on
a surface X’ obtained from X' by cutting along a closed curve. We show that
under quite general conditions, the correlation functions on the cut surface can
be “sewn” by integrating over appropriate boundary values of the fields.

1. Introduction

In quantum field theory, one ordinarily begins with a Lagrangian and derives a
perturbation expansion and Feynman rules. In string theory, this process has been
reversed. We have an elegant set of Feynman rules, given by the Polyakov path
integral; but despite numerous attempts to write down a field theory of closed
strings, a generally accepted formulation does not yet exist. It is thus natural to
ask whether information about a field theory can be obtained from the Polyakov
path integral.! In particular, we may ask whether it is possible to derive higher
order terms in the perturbation expansion—path integrals over higher genus
surfaces—from lower order terms. This is the “sewing” problem.

The sewing problem consists of two distinct elements. The first may be called
sewing at a fixed conformal structure. We start with a string world sheet with a
given conformal structure, and cut it along a curve to form a new (possibly
disconnected) world sheet, which inherits a conformal structure from the original
surface. We can then attempt to reconstruct the Polyakov measure on the original
world sheet from the measure on the cut surface. If it is possible, such a
reconstruction will imply strong relationships between determinants and Greens
functions on the two surfaces. More generally, we may start with an arbitrary
conformal field theory, and attempt to reconstruct the partition function and
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correlation functions on the original surface from corresponding quantities on the
cut surface.

The second element of the sewing problem is the sewing of transition amplitudes.
We now start with the full (off-shell) Polyakov amplitude, already integrated over
moduli, for a surface with two or more boundary curves; our goal is to construct
the amplitude for the surface obtained by identifying a pair of boundaries. This
task is more difficult; the identification map between the two boundary curves is
no longer uniquely specified, and the relationship between the moduli spaces of
the cut and sewn surfaces must be understood. Nevertheless, if a closed string field
theory exists, it should be possible to find a procedure for sewing amplitudes.

In this paper, we address the first question of sewing at fixed conformal structure.
We demonstrate that it is possible to sew arbitrary correlation functions for a wide
variety of conformal field theories by functional integration over boundary values
of the fields. Sonoda [2] has given an indirect argument for this result; we take
the more direct approach of explicitly proving the required relationships among
determinants and Greens functions. A subsequent paper will discuss the second
aspect of sewing, the sewing of Polyakov amplitudes. A preliminary announcement
of this work has appeared in [3].

2. Sewing at Fixed Conformal Structure

We start with a Riemann surface X, and cut along a curve C to form a new,
possibly disconnected surface X’ (see Fig. 1). Our goal is to show that correlation
functions for a conformal field theory on X can be obtained from the corresponding
correlation functions on X’ by functional integration over the boundary values of
the fields on C: schematically,

Kb ¢)s=[[d¢|cIKD "+ d).

In one sense, this relation is obvious. Correlation functions on X can be obtained

¢ C

Fig. 1. The surface X is cut along the curve C to produce a new surface X’ with boundaries
C, and C,



Sewing at Fixed Conformal Structure 255

from a path integral, and it should be possible to evaluate such an integral by first
integrating over fields with specified boundary values on C, and then integrating
over those boundary values. On the other hand, this sewing process implies some
very unobvious relations between determinants and Green functions on ¥ and X,
and a proof which does not depend directly on the path integral is clearly desirable.
This is especially true when there are zero modes present, since even the definition
of the path integral then becomes somewhat subtle.

To understand what is involved, consider the simplest case of a free scalar field
X, with an action

S=1[oX A dX. @1

Suppose for simplicity that X is closed, so X’ has two boundary components C,
and C, (see Fig. 1), which are identified to form the curve C on X. The partition
function is
Zy[X1= | [dX]e ™, 22)
Xle,=X;
where the X,(i = 1,2) are the specified boundary values of X on C,.
The techniques for evaluating this integral are standard. We split X into a
classical piece X, satisfying AX = 0, X|c, = X, and a fluctuation X" which vanishes
on C;. X and X’ decouple in the action S, and the X’ integral is Gaussian; hence

Zy[X]=(det Ay)~ Y2 e S, 2.3)
where the determinant is evaluated for Dirichlet boundary conditions and
— o~ _ 1 ~ ~
S[X;]1=S[X]= EZ [ dx [ dx' X (x)0,,,0,, G(x, X)X ;(x'). (2.4)
ij Ci Cj
Here G(x, x') is the Dirichlet Greens function, and 4, denotes the normal derivative;
S[X,] is the classical action for the boundary data X.
For sewing to hold, we must have
Zy=[[dX]1Z,[X,X]. (2.5)
By (2.3), this will be the case if

det Ag=det A, det(Z ania,,j,c;). (2.6)
ij

Such a relation between determinants is far from obvious, but as we shall
demonstrate below, it is true.

To gain some feeling for the problem, let us first explicitly verify the
one-dimensional version of (2.6) for a simple example. Let X be an interval [0,1],
and cut at [, to form a pair of intervals X' =[0,l,]Ju[l;,!]. Choosing Dirichlet
boundary conditions X(0)= X(I)=0 and X(I,)= X for X', we find the classical
solution

Xo={ | - 27)
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giving

s"[)?]=)?2<%+l_ll ) (2.8)

The determinants in (2.6) are
2

n*n?
det A[O,l] = ( UO —‘lz—>- (2.9)

Performing the integral in (2.5), we find that (2.6) now becomes

n’n? nin? nin? l
()= ()L 210

The infinite products may be regulated using zeta functions:

2.2 2.2 2\ —s
I "—lf—=exp Zoln”lT"=expum{—%[(%> C(2s)]}=2l, 2.11)

n>0 s—0

where we have used {(0) = —3 and {'(0) = — 4 1n2%. Hence (2.10) is satisfied up to
factors of 2 which can be absorbed in the functional measure. OQur aim is to
generalize this result to two dimensions with arbitrary topologies, operators, and
boundary conditions.

The kernel 0,0, G(x,x’) in (2.4) and (2.6) has an interpretation which will be
useful later. Imagine specifying X on 02, extending this Dirichlet boundary data
harmonically to the interior of X', and then calculating the corresponding Neumann
data 0,X for the harmonic extension. It is easy to see that 0,0, G(x, x’) maps the
original Dirichlet data to the corresponding Neumann data. Forman [5] calls such
a map between different boundary data a Poisson map; we will see that such a
map appears quite generally.

3. Action, Boundary Conditions, and Greens Functions

Rather than trying to show that the relation (2.6) directly, we will work in a more
general setting. We continue to assume that X is closed (the generalization to
bordered surfaces is not hard), but now consider a general Gaussian conformal
field theory with an action

S=(bLc, (3.1

where beV ™ and ceV'* are sections of vector bundles over ¥ and L: V" -V~ is
a linear differential operator of order n. In this section, we also assume that there
are no zero modes, i.e., that L has no kernel or cokernel; this assumption will be
relaxed in Sect. 6. The notation of (3.1) suggests a standard b—c system, but we do
not restrict ourselves to that case. For instance, we can take b=c= X, L= —34, and
recover the scalar action (2.1), up to a boundary term which will be discussed below.

This general setting will simplify and broaden our proofs, but at the cost of
some extra notation. The main purpose of this section is to introduce notation;
the proof of (2.6) will be carried out in Sect. 4, with successive generalizations
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in Sects. 5-7. To minimize confusion, we will frequently refer to the scalar field as
an illustration.

As in the scalar case, we must first specify boundary data for b and c. We begin
with c. Let €* denote the Cauchy data for c (i.e., its boundary value and its first
n — 1 normal derivatives), and let 7: V' * — " be the projection of ¢ onto its Cauchy
data. A suitable set of boundary data for ¢ consists of half of its Cauchy data (e.g.,
Dirichlet or Neumann data for a scalar field, or the positive frequency part of a
spinor field for which L is a first order operator). We label a choice of boundary
data by a capital letter such as A4, and define a new projection n: V" %™ of ¢
onto its 4 boundary data.

More precisely, we can view 4 as a projection 4: ¢+ - %* from the Cauchy
data to the 4 boundary data; then =, = Aon. Observe that 1 — 4: ¢+ €™ is also
a projection onto half of the Cauchy data, so =, _ , defines another set of boundary
data. For the scalar field, for instance, € = {(X, 0,X)|c}, Dirichlet data is given by
the projection A4: (X, ,X)|c—(X|c, 0), and Neumann data is given by the projection
1—A.

For a given choice of boundary data A, the corresponding boundary condition
on L is given by restricting L to fields lying in ker ,. In the scalar case, for instance,
Dirichlet boundary conditions correspond to restricting the Laplacian A to fields
which vanish at the boundary. For a scalar field, it is well known that a Greens
function for Dirichlet boundary conditions can be used to determine X from its
Dirichlet boundary data; a similar statement is true in general. We denote by L,
the operator obtained by restricting L to kerz .

Given a choice of boundary data for ¢, we must next determine suitable adjoint
boundary data for b. We again define a projection 7: ¥V~ — %~ of b onto its Cauchy
data ¢, and consider the bilinear functional

2[' (bLc — L'bc) = W(nb, nc). (3.2

DeWitt [4] calls W the Wronskian. We can now define the adjoint boundary data
AT by the requirement that

W(nb, nc) = W(nb, n ,c) + W(z ;+b, mc), (3.3)
that is,
W(n b, nc) = W(nb, m, _ 4). 3.4)
The data A" are adjoint to A in the sense that (L") s = (L,)". Observe that if the
fields b and c are identical, we must choose self-adjoint boundary data, 4 = A",
For a scalar field, for example, W(nX,nY) = [ (— X0,Y + Y0,X), and both Dirichlet
and Neumann data are self-adjoint. ¢
As in the scalar case, we will need a Greens function for L. We assume that
L, is invertible, and define the Greens function G,:V~ —V* with 4 boundary
conditions by

LG4=1, GuLlkerns=1lkerns» 7aG4=0. (3.5)
Given such a Greens function, we can solve the boundary value problem

Lc=0 with =w,c=C¢C
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We will refer to the solution of such a boundary value problem as the extension
by L of the boundary data. We thus have a map P,:Imn,— V* which maps the
boundary data ¢ to its extension by L; P, is determined by the requirement that

LP,=0, n,P,=1. (3.6)
The solution of this equation is
Pmn,=1-G,LL, 3.7

as may be verified by acting on the left with L and with n,. For a scalar field X,
(3.7) is the statement that jdx’G(x, x)AX(x') = (X — X)(x), where X is the harmonic
extension of X|¢; this relation follows from Greens theorem.

Having introduced the required notation, let us return to the action (3.1). As
Birmingham and Torre [6] first pointed out for the bosonic string ghost action,
(3.1) is inadequate when X’ has a boundary: solutions of the equations of motion
are not true extrema of S. Indeed, write b=b + b, c =+ ¢/, where b and ¢ are
classical fields (L¢ = 0 = L'b) and b’ and ¢’ are fluctuations with vanishing boundary
data (n ¢ = 0=m:b’). Then it is easy to check that S[b,c] = S[¥’,c'] + W(nb,nc),
and the classical fields fail to decouple from the fluctuations.

The presence of the cross term makes it impossible to use standard methods
to evaluate the path integral. To eliminate it, we must add to the action (3.1) a
boundary contribution of the form

Sl = - W(ﬂ:A'rb, ﬂ:l _AC). (3.8)
We then find that
(S+ S,)[b,c]=S[b,c]— W(n b, _ &), (3.9)

so the classical fields and fluctuations now decouple. For the scalar field with
Dirichlet boundary data, for example, S= —3{XAX, while S, =3 j X0,X, so
S + S, gives the standard action (2.1). z

The extension map P, allows us to write b and ¢ in (3.9) in terms of their
boundary values b = ,+b and & = . We find that

(S +8,)[b, c] = S[¥, ¢'] — W(b,m; _ 4P 4&). (3.10)

The term involving W is the generalization of the classical action (2.4) for the scalar
field. The map =, _ P is a Poisson map: it is the projection onto 1 — 4 boundary
data of the extension by L of A boundary data. If we denote the Poisson map
between two sets of boundary data 4 and B by

5.4 ="5P 4, (3.11)
we find that
Zy.[b,] = [ [db][dcle™ ©*59P4 = (det Ly)* ' exp {W(b, ¢y - 4,40}, (3.12)

where the sign in the exponent of the determinant is negative if b and ¢ are
commuting, positive if they are anticommuting.

Equation (3.12) is the generalization to Gaussian conformal theories of (2.3)
for the scalar field. To find the generalization of (2.6), we must integrate the partition
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function over boundary values of b and c. As in the scalar case, there is a contribution
from each of the boundary components C, and C,. We can write the projection

T, as
nh
= .1
Ty <ni>, (3 3)

where 7!, projects onto the 4 boundary data on the boundary C;. Similarly, since
L is linear, the extension map P, takes the form

P,=(Py P}, (3.14)

where P!, extends the boundary data on C; with zero boundary data on C;, that
is, LP}, =0, n}; P} =¢;;. (Note that if i and j label boundaries on two distinct
surfaces, then n5, PJ = 0 for any choice of boundary data 4 and B.)

The functional integral for sewing is to be evaluated with the boundary values
on C, and C, set equal; it is thus

| [dB1[de1Z5 B, 2] = (det Ly)** J‘[db"][dflexp{z w(b, a} (3.15)
By=5, i

where
¢i1j—A,A=ni1—APji' (3.16)
Now observe that W is a bilinear form, so the integral in (3.15) is Gaussian;
up to a constant factor, it will equal <detz di_ 4. A>i 1. The desired generalization
of (2.6) is thus ’

dCtL£=dCthldCt(Zd)ij_A’A). (3.17)
ij

If we can prove (3.17), we will shown that sewing holds for the partition function
Z;.. By considering the generating functional for correlation functions, we will see
below that this also suffices to show sewing for arbitrary correlation functions.

4. Sewing without Zero Modes

We now turn to the proof of (3.17). Our approach is to examine arbitrary variations
of det L and det ¢ to show that an infinitesimal version of (3.17) holds; the finite
version will then be true up to an overall integration constant. The proof is
complicated by the fact that (3.17) compares determinants on two different surfaces.
We can avoid this difficulty, however, by considering the determinant on X to be
a determinant on the cut surface X, but with “sewing boundary conditions”: we
require that the entire Cauchy data of b and ¢ be continuous across C. There is a
one-to-one correspondence between the eigenfunctions of L on X’ with such sewing
boundary conditions and the eigenfunctions of L on X.

Some care is needed here, however, as may be seen most easily in the case of
the scalar field. It is certainly true that eigenfunctions of A on the sewn surface
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will have equal Dirichlet data on C. If the normal derivative is defined in terms

of an outward-pointing normal vector, however, we must have 3,X |¢, = —3,X|c,,
since the normal changes direction between the two boundaries. Hence if A4 is the
projection onto Dirichlet data, we need nl, =72, but nl_ , = —n2_,.

More generally, we must specify an identification of the Cauchy data on the
two boundary curves being sewn before we can describe sewing boundary
conditions. We have already implicitly made such an identification in the previous
section, where we asserted that the functional integral was to be performed over
equal boundary values b, =b,, &, =&, ie, ny=n%, i =n2. It remains for
us to find the corresponding relations for 7, _ , and 7, _ .

To do so, note that for sewing boundary conditions, the total Wronskian
W(nb,nc) must vanish. Indeed, W is a boundary term arising from partial
integration of L in equatlon (3.2), and there can be no such boundary term if there
is no boundary. But for b, =b,, &, =¢,,

W(nb, c) = W(nl_ sb + 1> b, 28) + W(2b, 7} _ 4c + 72 _ 4¢), 4.1)
which will vanish for arbitrary b and ¢ only if =n! b= —n2 b and
nl_ ,c= —n?_ 4c. The extra minus sign which we found for the scalar field is thus

a general phenomenon.
To proceed further, let A and B be two arbitrary choices of boundary data.
We first note that

¢;,}3 = ¢B,A- 4.2)

Indeed, by (3.7), ¢p 4 b4p="nsPnPp=ng1—G,L)Py=nzPp=1. Hence an
arbitrary variation J of det ¢ 4 is

510gdet ¢B,A =TI'¢E’,115¢B’A=TI‘7IAPB7t35PA. (43)

We next observe that 6(LP,) = 0= (6L)P, + L(6P ,); acting on the left with G ,,
and noting that 6P, is in the kernel of 7, (as can be seen by varying the equation
n,P,=1), we see that

éP,= —G,0LP,. (4.4)
We also note that G, is the inverse of L,, so
dlogdet L, =TrG ,0L. 4.5)
Combining (4.3), (4.4), and (4.5), we find that
olog(det ¢p 4det L) =Tr[G 0L —n,PpngG,OLP ]

=Tr[G,— P PgrgG,]oL
=Tr[G,—(1—-G,L)(1 - GzgL)G,16L (4.6)
=TrGgéL =6logdet Ly,

where we have used cyclicity of the trace in the second line. Hence, up to a constant
factor,

det Ly = det ¢ 4det L, 4.7)
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a result first shown in a more special context by Forman [5]. This relation is the
key to our proof of sewing.

We now apply this general result to relate 4 boundary conditions to sewing
boundary conditions. As discussed above, sewing boundary conditions require that
ny=n%and n} _, = —n?_ . This will be the case if we define our boundary data

by the projection
mh— M4
= . 4.8
e <”{—A+7‘%—A> “5)
Ly then corresponds to L on X, while L, is L on X’ with 4 boundary conditions,

and the partition function on X is equivalent to the partition function on X’ with
vanishing B boundary data. The Poisson map ¢ , is now

(ny — n3)Py (ny — n3)P%
¢pa=mpP, = 1 2 1 1 2 2
(mi-a+7i-JP4y (mi-4+77-)P%
1 —1
= 5 4.9)
< 1haatdtian d12aat fim)
SO
det ¢B,A = detz¢i1j_A’A. (4.10)
ij

Comparing (4.7) and (4.10), we have succeeded in proving the sewing relation (3.17).

5. Sewing Correlation Functions

We have now demonstrated sewing for the partition function. Let us next investigate
the sewing of arbitrary correlation functions. We do so by adding sources for b
and ¢ and studying the resulting generating functional.

Let

S,=[bJ+Kc, (5.1)
z
where JeV ™ and KeV™ are sources for b and c. Any correlation function on X’
can be obtained from the generating functional
Z5[b,&J,K] = [[db][dc]e” S *51 Stk (5.2)

by functional differentiation with respect to J and K. To evaluate Z;., we again
write b=b + b, c =+ ¢/, where now

Lc+J=0, mn, =0,
L'b+K=0, mnub =0, (53)
which implies that
¢=Pm,—GyJ, b=Pgngb—GgK. (54)

A simple calculation shows that
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(S+ Sy +8)[b,c,J, K1 =S[b', '] — W(m b, ¢y - 4 4740)
+ [L(P g7 b)J + K(P 4m40) — (G ¢K)J ],  (5.5)
and thus (again denoting the boundaries of X’ by C, and C,)
Z;.[b,J,K]
= (det Ly)** exp{W(b;, ¢ 4.48) — [[(Pisb)] + K(P4&) — (G 4K)J1}. (5.6)

To sew C, and C,, we must again set b, =b, and &, = &, and integrate over
boundary values. The integral is still Gaussian, but the exponent in (5.6) now
contains terms linear in b and &, so the integral no longer simply gives a determinant.
As usual, however, we can eliminate the linear terms by shifting b and & Let us
denote the shift in b by B, where f ==l =n2p for a function § which must
be determined. Naturally, f# must have the same value on the two boundaries being
sewn, so miif =0, where ny is the projection onto sewing boundary conditions
given by (4.8). The remaining component of 7z will appear shortly.

To determine the effect of the shift of b, we consider the first term in the exponent
of (5.6). Now,

W(r' B, ¥ _ 4 4miC) = W(n'B, o _ 4P m}ic)
= W(a'B, (n'Pjn} — iy Pim})ec)
= — [(L'B)Pimic — W(ni_ B, nie), (5.7

where we have used the definitions (3.2) and (3.3) and the relations 7}y P} = d,; and
LPj=0. But for sewing, n}¢=n%¢=2¢, so the last term in (5.7) will vanish if

m_g4B+nl_ 4B=0, ie, njf=0. The term in (5.6) linear in ¢ will thus be
eliminated by the shift of b given by

L'B=—K, ngB=0. (5.8)

Equation (5.8) is satisfied by f§ = — G K, and the generating functional (5.6) is thus
ZZ'[E, E, J, K] = (det LE')i ! exp { W<(E - E)a Z ¢i1j—A,A5>
ij
— [[(Pimis(B — B) — (G oK) — [(Piymiy E)J}. (5.9)
But Piymigf = —(1 — G 4L)GxK = (G — G)K, so
Z5[b,¢,J,K]=(det Ly)* exp { W((B -B.Y. ¢?_A,AE>
ij

— [[(Pismis(B — B)T — (G4tK)J] } (5.10)

Having eliminated one of the linear terms, we can now perform the integral
over boundary values. (The term linear in b — § could also be absorbed by a shift
of ¢, but this is not necessary; by the rules of Gaussian integration, the integral is
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now independent of this linear piece.) We find that

*1
| [db1[d&1Zs[B.¢,J,K]= <detL£, det<z ¢§f_A,A)> exp(JKGgJ).  (5.11)
it ’

The correct Greens function for the sewn surface appears in the exponent, so the
relation (3.17) between determinants is again sufficient to show that the generating
functional for correlation functions sews correctly. Since any correlation function
can be obtained by functionally differentiating Z[J, K], this implies that arbitrary
correlation functions sew correctly as well.

6. Sewing with Zero Modes

Our results are not yet adequate to prove sewing in string theory, since the string
ghost system involves operators with zero modes. As a next generalization, we
therefore consider the case in which L has a kernel or cokernel.

While our results are again quite general, it is useful to keep in mind the example
of the bosonic string ghosts, for which

(Le)™ = Vach + Vbea — gV, ¢, (Lib), = — 2VPb,,. 6.1)

For a surface of genus two or higher, L has no kernel—there are no conformal
Killing vectors—but it does have a cokernel, the space of holomorphic quadratic
differentials. As boundary conditions, we can take those proposed by Alvarez [7],
b,=0=c", where n and t denote normal and tangential components; the
corresponding boundary data are {b,,,c"}. It is easy to check that b, and c" are
adjoint in the sense of Sect. 3. The surface term (3.8) for this example is
S, =—Wi(ngsb,m,_ )= —2[b,c, precisely the term proposed by Birmingham
and Torre [6]. ¢

More generally, let us assume an arbitrary action of the form (3.1), but let us
now allow L, to have a cokernel. In other words, we allow Ll to have zero
modes. (The case of zero modes for L, can be treated similarly.) Let @ ,:V ™ >V~
denote the orthogonal projection onto the kernel of LY. L, no longer has an
inverse, but one can find a Greens function satisfying

LGA =1- QA’ GAleernA = 1|ker1r,45 Ty GA =0. (62)

For the string ghost system, for instance, these are the standard equations for the
Greens function F5,,..

An extension map P, satisfying (3.6) also no longer exists. Indeed, let
heker L!; then [hLP &= W(n,_,+h,&)#0, so we cannot require that LP,=0.
Instead, (3.6) must be replaced by

(1-Q)LP,=0, m,P =1, (6.3)

which is again satisfied by (3.7).
The extension map P, for b boundary data, in contrast, exists but is no longer
unique; it is determined only up to elements of ker L!,. To specify P,+ uniquely,
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we can require that

LPs=0, ngPi=1, Q,P:=0. (6.4)
For A' boundary data, Eq. (3.7) must then be replaced by
Ping=1—GaLl—Q,. (6.5)

As in the previous section, we can evaluate the generating functional
Z5.[b,&,J,K] by splitting b and c into classical pieces and fluctuations. We again
write ¢ =¢C+ ¢/, where ¢ is given by (5.4) and n,¢'=0. For b, the situation is
complicated by the existence of zero modes. If we let {h%} denote an orthonormal
basis for the kernel of L', we can write b=b+ b’ + A,h%, where b is given by
(54) and nib'=0=0Q,b". For the string ghost system, for example, the h%
are the quadratic differentials satisfying Alvarez boundary conditions, and b’ is a
fluctuation orthogonal to these differentials. The generalization of (5.5) is then

(S+Sy +8,)[b, ¢, J,K1=S[V,¢'1— W(m b, ¢ - 4,a74) + A, W (R, _ 4h, 7 4C)
+ [[(P g7 41b + A,h%)J + K(P 47 4¢) — (G 2 K)J]. (6.6)
Since b’ is orthogonal to the kernel of L}, the integral over b" and ¢’ automatically

gives the determinant of L with the zero eigenvalues omitted. The generating
functional is thus

ZE'[E, 55 Ja K] = (det, LE’)i ! Idj‘u exp {W(Ez’ ij C ) - la W(ﬂ’; _Afhfp 51)
— [L(Pisb; + A,h%)J + K(P, nAc,) (G +K)J1}. 6.7)

To perform the integration over boundary values required for sewing, we must
again absorb the terms linear in ¢ by shifting b. In place of (5.7), we find that

W(risB, ¢ 4.4m4€) = — [(L'B)Pimic — W(mi_ (1 — QB m4e).  (68)
We can therefore eliminate both terms linear in ¢ by choosing
B=—GgK + phj, (6.9)

where u, is determined by the condition Q 8 = 1,h%. This condition will be satisfied
if M*u, =2, + 9,, where

M* = [ h5h, 6,=[h;GyK. (6.10)

As in the previous section, G is the Greens function for the sewing boundary
conditions given by the projection nz of (4.8), while the hy are the zero modes for
these boundary conditions.

Equation (6.9) can be solved for u only if the matrix M is invertible. In particular,
the number of B zero modes must equal the number of 4 zero modes. We will
assume for now that this is the case, and discuss the generalization in the next
section. A simple calculation then shows that the generating functional is

Zs [b ¢,J,K] = (det’ Lz)iljd(M“Byﬁ—éa)exp{ ( 73 Z¢1 AAC>

— [ [(Pymis (B — B) + poh) (GBTK)J]} 6.11)
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We can now integrate over boundary values, to find that

j [dg] [dé’_l ZE’[E’ E) J9 K]
By =5,

= <det'Lz, det <Z ¢"{'_A,A>detM’ ’)
ij

The exponent is the correct one for Z,[J, K], and sewing will hold if

+

1 {du, exp {j' [KGgJ — u,h3J] } (6.12)

det' Ly =det' L. det<Z¢"{_A,A)detM‘1, (6.13)
ij

which is the generalization of (3.17) in the presence of an equal number of 4 and
B zero modes.

We devote the remainder of this section to the proof of (6.13), which parallels
that of (3.17) with a few added complications from the zero modes. It is somewhat
easier to work with the Poisson map ¢y ;+ = n54 P ;1. Let us introduce the projection

Rp,=h3M ' h, (6.14)
(that is, (Rp4b)(x) = h(x)M 5" [ Wib). R satisfies

QBRBA = RBA’ RBAQB = QB,

RpsQ4=Rpss Q4Rps=0,. (6.15)
In place of (4.2), the inverse of the Poisson map is now
$gtlt =1 (1 — Rgg)P. (6.16)

Indeed, for the right inverse,
51,417 41(1 — Rpa)Pyt = mgi(1 — G4 L' — Q) (1 — Rp )Py
=711 — Rp)Ppr=7p1(1 — QpRpy)Ppr=1,
since 75Qg =0, while for the left inverse
(1 — RBA)PB?qu*,AT =n4(1 —Rg)(1 — GB*LT —Qp)P 4t
=71 —Rp)P s =7,4(1 —Rp Q)P 1 =1,
since Q P+ =0.

Equation (4.4) must also be modified to take the zero modes into account. It
is still true that (SL")P,: + L'(3P ;1) = 0, but now when we act on the left with G+
and use (6.5), we find

SP= — G #OL'P ;1 — (5Q H)P,. (6.17)
Then in analogy to (4.6), we have
dlog(det Py 4+ det i) = Tr[G 0L — m,1(1 — Rp ) Pyimyi(G 6L + 6Q ,)P 1]
=Tr[Gy — Pymp(l — Rp)PpmpG ¢ 6L
—Tr[P g7 s(1 — Rp )Pgimgi6Q 4] (6.18)
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Using (6.5) and (6.15), we can reduce the first term in (6.18) to
Tr[G,—(1~G4L'— Q)(1 = Rp)(1 — GyL' — Qp)G +]6L!
=Tr[Gs—(1 — R (G4 — Gp)]6L' = Tr GydL' — Tr GOL Ry,
where the Rp,G ,+ term drops out because Rp,G + = Ry ,0,G ,+ = 0. Further,
- GBT‘SLTRBA = GBTLTéRBA =(1 — Pymg — Qp)0Rp, = (1 — Qp)0Rp,,

since L'Ry, =0 and nzRp, =0.
The second term in (6.18) can also be simplified. It becomes

—Tr[(1 - G4L — @ )(1 — Rg)(1 — GyL' — 05)30,
=—Tr[(1-Rp)(1—- GB7LT)6QA] = —Tr(1 —Rp,)0Q,—Tr(1 — RBA)GB“‘SLTQA,

and the last term vanishes by cyclicity of the trace, since Q 4,(1 — R ) = 0. Combining
these results, we have

dlog(det ¢yt 4 det Lly) = Slogdet Lt + Tr[(1 — Qp)6Rp, — (1 — Rp)5Q 1. (6.19)

To evaluate the final trace, we first observe that Tr Ry, and Tr Q , are constants,
since R and Q are projections. Further, QgdRz, = Qpd(Rp,0,) = Qp(0Rp )0 +
Ry ,00Q,. Finally, by (6.14),

TI' QB(5RBA)QA = TI' QB(hgéMu_ﬂl hﬁ)QA = TI' MéM_ 1. (6.20)

(We have used the fact that 6h,Q, = Qgdhg =0, which follows from the ortho-
normality of the h’s.)
Combining (6.19) and (6.20), we have

dlog(det @y .+ det Lfy) = dlogdet L} — §logdet M~ 1, (6.21)

which is the generalization of (4.7) needed to prove (6.13). Indeed, if B boundary
conditions are the sewing boundary conditions (4.8) of Sect. 4, we have det ¢ ,+ =
det) ¢ .+ 4+ But it is easily checked from the definition of W that

W(,_ a1 41D, &) = —W(b,$,_, 4©). (6.22)
Hence det Y ¢+ s=det) ¢¥_ 4 4, and (6.13) follows directly.

7. Zeros of the Poisson Map
In the analysis of the previous section we assumed that the matrix
M = [ h3hf (7.1)

of inner products of the sewing zero modes kg with the zero modes h, was invertible.
In particular, this requires that the number of B zero modes equal the number of
A zero modes. For the case of the bosonic string ghosts with Alvarez boundary
conditions, this is easily seen to be the case. In general, however, the matrix M
need not be invertible, or even square. In this section we will prove sewing with
less stringent restrictions on M.
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We begin by recalling the generating functions (6.7) evaluated at b, =b, =b
and 61 = 62 = 5:

Zy5[b,6,J,K=0]=(det Ly)*! [di,exp {—S[b,& A, J 1},

S[b, & A, J] = W( <Z ¢if1_AtAf)E + Ao(mt it + 72 S, 5)
ij

+ [[(P4 + P3b + 2,517, (12)

where we have used Eq. (6.22) to move the Poisson map from ¢ to b. We have
also set the source K which couples to the ¢ fields to zero for simplicity; the
argument below can be extended to non-vanishing K at the expense of a bit more
algebra.

We are interested in evaluating the functional integral of Z;.[b,¢ J, K =0]
over the boundary values b and &. To do so, it turns out to be convenient to enlarge
the space of fields slightly. We introduce additional fields 5’ and & analogous to
b and ¢ with an action

STH,8,5,8,J1=WE, &)+ W(PL2 41 g1+ 02y o — D12 41 1 — 9220 B, 0)
+ [(PL— P2)B'J. (7.3)

The field & lies in the image of 7, _ ,, and the field &' lies in the image of 7 . It is
evident that

([db1[de]exp {—S'[F,&,b,6,J1} = 1. (7.4)
Thus, the integral we are interested in can be written as
[ [db1[dE1Z 5 [B,¢,J, K = 0]
= [[db'1[de'1[db][de]dA,exp {—(S + S)[b,&, B, &, 4,, T 1} (7.5)

The reason for the apparently ad hoc introduction of the fields b’ and & becomes
clear upon changing variables in the right-hand side of (7.5) to
b=b+b b,=b—P,
¢

¢, =3¢, ¢=3C

(1.6)

In terms of the fields b; and ¢; the action S + S’ takes the form

Tyt — ot 1 p2a[ D ¢
’ i P ha
(S+8)[b,c, 4,,J] W[(?tll_At-f-TClz_Af)(( o+ P4 b, + 105 ), ¢,

b
+{ ((P}g P})(b‘) + /ufj;)J. (7.7)
2
Here we have used nlih,=m2h,=0. In this expression we recognize the
1 2
Tyt — Tyt

projection nBr=< L 5 of (4.8) and the extension map P, =(P} Pi)
Ty 4t - 4t

of (3.14). The integral thus takes the compact form
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§[db1[dE1Z 5 [B,¢,J] = | [db][dc]dA, exp { — S"[b, ¢, A,,J 1},
S”[b9 c’ )*a’ J] = W(nBT(PATb + Aah‘}d)’ c) + 5(PA7b + }'ahfl)']a (78)

b c
=) =(0) o

We now turn to the evaluation of (7.8). The integration over b and ¢ can be
performed by shifting b and ¢ so as to eliminate the linear terms. This clearly
requires a Greens function for the Poisson map ¢t 4+ = mgtP . Our previous
assumption of an invertible matrix M of inner products between the 4 zero modes
and the B zero modes was equivalent to the assumption that ¢+ was invertible;
in fact, we wrote down the explicit inverse in (6.16). Let us now make the weaker
assumption that ¢, .+ has a kernel, but no cokernel. Equivalently we assume that
the matrix M of (7.1) has a right inverse, but no left inverse. There is thus a
Green’s function G, for ¢ ,+ satisfying

b5t 4Gy =1, Gy =1-0,, (7.10)

where @ is the orthogonal projection onto the zero modes of @pt 4.
If we now shift the fields by

c—c+ G,PlJ, bob+ Gymghy, (7.11)

with

a little algebra then shows that
(S +8)[b,¢, 4, JI> W(dpt 41(1 — Q,)b, €) + [ 85,04bJ + A, [ Ry h%J (7.12)
with
Rps=(1—PpGynp)Qy, Spy=PyQ,. (7.13)
Let us consider the maps Rp, and Sg, more carefully. It is easy to check that
Ry, is a projection satisfying
OpRps=Rps, RpsQ4=Rpy. (7.14)

In particular, Ry, maps the kernel of L) into the kernel of L};. The projection
R, also satisfies Q Rz, = Q4. Thus Ry, satisfies all the conditions (6.15) of the
projection Ry, of the previous section, except that now Ry ,Qp # Op.

The map Sj, satisfies
SpsQs = Sps»  QSny = Spy- (7.15)
The first of these equations is obvious, while the second is a consequence of the
facts that
Sy = gtP 10y = Pyt 410y =0, LTSB¢ = LTPATQ¢ =0. (7.16)

Equation (7.15) means in particular that Sg, maps the kernel of ¢, .+ into the
kernel of L. Sps also satisfies Q 4Sg; = 0 (since Q4P 41 = 0).
Let us now define
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Rpa=(Rgs Spy):ker Ll @ker ¢y »4—ker L. (7.17)
It may be checked that %, is invertible, with
_ 0408 )
Ryi =( . (7.18)
. Q44105

In particular, this means that
dimker L} + dimker ¢ ,+ = dim ker L. (7.19)

That is, the number of zero modes of ¢, 4+ is the difference between the number
of zero modes of L} and those of Ll;.

Using %5,, we can now easily give the result of integrating Z; over the
boundary values b and & We find

| [db1[d&1Zz [b,¢,J, K = 0] = (det’ L}; det’ Gyt 4rdet By ,)* [dp,exp { — [ uh3J}.
(7.20)

The u integral is the correct one for Z [ J, K = 0], so sewing will hold if
det’ LTAT =det’ Ll det’ ¢ st atdet Zp . (7.21)

This is the generalization of (6.13) in the presence of more zero modes for B than
for A.

The proof that (7.21) is valid is similar to the proof of (6.16), and involves
verifying the infinitesimal relation

Tr Ry} 6R54 = Tt GuSL' —Tr G 46L' — Tr G, 541 4. (7.22)

We omit the details.

Let us now briefly discuss the geometric interpretation of the determinant
formula (7.21). For this, we need some notions from the theory of determinant line
bundles (see [8]). Let V* be Hilbert spaces and D,:V* —V~,pe, be a family
of linear operators depending smoothly on a parameter space . Under suitable
conditions [8], the family D determines a natural line bundle Det D over £ whose
fiber at p is canonically isomorphic to

(Det D), = (Detker D,) "' ® Det ker DF,. (7.23)

Here Det (X) denotes the highest exterior power of the finite dimensional vector
space X, and X ~! the dual space of X.

The bundle Det D is called the determinant line bundle. It comes equipped with
a natural covariant derivative defined as follows. We consider V¥ x 2 as trivial
bundles over £ with trivial flat covariant derivatives. These allow us to define the
covariant derivative VD of D as a map from V* to V. Moreover, as sub-bundles
of V¥ x 2, the bundles ker D and ker D! inherit covariant derivatives, and by linear
algebra there are induced covariant derivatives on Detker D and Det ker D'. The
covariant derivative on Det D is then defined as

VDetD = _VDet kerD + VDetkerD:r + TrkerDlD N IVDa (724)

where Tr,., 1 denotes the trace restricted to the orthogonal complement of ker D.
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Since Det D is a line bundle, it has a unique inner product compatible with
Vbep- This is given by

| Ipetp =0 Ipetkerp) *(|  Ipetkernt) det’ DD, (7.25)

where | |perkerp @0d | |perker pt aT€ the inner products on Det ker D and Det ker D'
induced from those on V%,

With these notions understood, we may now describe the geometric meaning
of Eq. (7.21). By linear algebra, the isomorphism %, gives an isomorphism

Det %#5,: Detker LY @ Detker ¢t 4+ — Det ker L. (7.26)
Since ker L, ker Lg and ker ¢z, are all empty, this may be considered as a map
Det #5,:Det L, ® Det ¢p5, — Det L. (7.27)

Suppose now that the operators L depend smoothly on some parameter space 2.
If the determinant lines Det L, Det Ly and Det ¢, over & are given the natural
covariant derivatives (7.24), the determinant formulas in the infinitesimal form
(7.22) and the integrated form (7.21) imply respectively

VDet#5,=0, |DetZg,|=constant. (7.28)

Det %5, is thus a natural geometric quantity: it is a covariantly constant
trivialization of the line Det L , ® Det ¢, ® (Det Lg) ™ L.

8. Conclusion

We have now demonstrated quite generally that Gaussian conformal field theories
“sew,” that is, that correlation functions on a surface X' can be obtained from
correlation functions on a corresponding cut surfaces X’ by integrating over
appropriate boundary data. Our proof does not apply directly to more complicated
theories with nonquadratic interactions, for which correlation functions have no
simple expression in terms of determinants. However, correlation functions for
such theories can be expressed perturbatively in terms of correlation functions for
Gaussian theories; our results thus apply at least perturbatively to any conformal
field theory which can be derived from a path integral.

Several straightforward generalizations of this work are possible. For simplicity,
we restricted our attention in this paper to sewn surfaces £ with no remaining
unsewn boundaries, but the same methods can be used to show that sewing also
holds when X' has boundaries. Further, although our examples were all two-
dimensional, our proofs made no use of that fact; our techniques can be used to
demonstrate sewing in arbitrary dimensions.

As a further extension, we may consider a sewing problem in which different
choices of boundary data, say A and A’, are made for the two boundaries being
sewn. Such a situation naturally arises when one imposes APS-type boundary
conditions [9], in which positive frequency components of fields are specified at
the boundary: one should then equate positive frequency (outgoing) data at one
boundary with negative frequency (incoming) data at the other. This type of problem
is most easily handled by first sewing to one boundary an infinitesimal cylinder
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with 4 boundary data on one end and A’ boundary data on the other, thus reducing
the problem to the type already considered. We can then make contact with the
operator formalism of Alvarez-Gaumé et al. [10]: the positive frequency compo-
nents of fields on a circle |z] = 1 can be extended to z = 0 to give data corresponding
to a punctured surface, and our intermediate infinitesimal cylinder corresponds to
their “sewing state” |S).

To apply these results to string theory, we must still understand how to construct
the moduli space for the sewn surface X from the moduli space for the cut surface
2. This will be the subject of a future paper.
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