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Abstract

Basic quantities related to 2-D gravity, such as Polyakov extrinsic action,
Nambu-Goto action, geometrical action, and Euler characteristic are studied
using generalized Weierstrass-Enneper (GWE) inducing of surfaces in R?. Con-
nection of the GWE inducing with conformal immersion is made and various
aspects of the theory are shown to be invariant under the modified Veselov-
Novikov hierarchy of flows. The geometry of h,/g = 1 surfaces (h ~ mean
curvature) is shown to be connected with the dynamics of infinite and finite
dimensional integrable systems. Connections to Liouville-Beltrami gravity are
indicated.

1 INTRODUCTION

2-D gravity is one of the most interesting and intriguing toy models of the last decade.
It has been studied very intensively starting with the original papers of Polyakov [Bg.
The variety of different approaches used is rather impressive (see e.g. [[5, 7). One
of the approaches consists in the study of Polyakov’s surface analogue of the path
integral in terms of original continuous surfaces without discretization, triangular-
ization, matrix models, etc. Interesting results in this direction have been obtained
recently in [BY, BA, {9, p0] where a theory of conformal immersion connected with W
gravity in the conformal gauge, strings, and extrinsic geometry has been developed.
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In particular, the importance of 2-D surfaces with h,/g = 1 was demonstrated where
h is the mean curvature. An explicit form of the effective action I'.¢¢ for such surfaces
was constructed which is a gauge invariant combination of 2-D intrinsic gravity ac-
tion in light cone gauge ', geometric action a la Virasoro I'_, and extrinsic Polyakov
action Sp as in QCD.

In the present paper we propose a different approach based on generalized Weier-
strass-Enneper (GWE) inducing. The method of inducing surfaces was developed
in [R7, Bg. It allows one to generate surfaces in R? via simple formulas and to de-
scribe their dynamics via 2 + 1 dimensional soliton equations. The GWE inducing
is a particular case. In this case the integrable dynamics of surfaces is generated by
the modified Veselov-Novikov (mVN) hierarchy of equations. We show that GWE
inducing is equivalent to the Kenmotsu representation theorem and establish a cor-
respondence with the conformal immersion theory. We express basic quantities of
the theory such as Polyakov extrinsic action, Nambu-Goto action, geometrical ac-
tion, Euler characteristic, etc. in terms of basic quantities of the GWE inducing (two
complex variables v, and v). For compact orientable surfaces with h,/g = 1 it is
shown that the Polyakov extrinsic action is invariant under the mVN hierarchy of
flows. We demonstrate that the surfaces with h,/g = 1 are induced via the solution
of a 1+ 1 dimensional Hamiltonian system. In the one dimensional limit this system
is a dynamical system with four degrees of freedom which is completely integrable
in the Liouville sense. Connections to Liouville-Beltrami gravity are made in relat-
ing I'.ry = 0 (corresponding to fixed Euler characteristic x) to I'y and Sp; then the
invariance of extremal I'csy = 0 under mVN flows yields a family of extremal surfaces.

2 BACKGROUND

We will give here some information about the differential geometry of surfaces, the
method of inducing surfaces and their integrable evolution, and conformal immersion.

2.1 Surfaces in R?

We consider a surface in the three dimensional Euclidean space R? and will denote
the local coordinates of the surface by u', u?2. The surface can be defined by the

formulas (see e.g. [[2, [3, [4, p2))
Xi:xi(ul,u2), 1=1,2,3 (2.1)

where X' (i = 1,2,3) are the coordinates of the variable point of the surface and
r(u',u?) (i = 1,2) are scalar functions. The basic characteristics of the surface are



given by the first (€2;) and second (€2;) fundamental forms
0, =ds* = gagduaduﬁ; Oy = dagduaduﬁ (2.2)

where g,5 and d,p are symmetric tensors and «, (3 take the values 1,2. Here and be-
low it is assumed that summation over repeated indices is performed. The quantities
gap and d,p are calculated by the formulas

1), S, € 0?X! ,
a :—-—; a :7-NZ y :172 23
JoB = Bua " gup 7 duedup (a8 ) (23)
where N* are the components of the normal vector
PJZ::(detg)_%e“mlg———a (i=1,2,3) (2.4)

oul Ou?

and €*™ is a totally antisymmetric tensor with €23 = 1. The metric g,5 completely
determines the intrinsic properties of the surface. The Gaussian curvature K of the
surface is given by the Gauss formula K = Ris15(det g)~! where R, 345 is the Riemann

tensor.

Extrinsic properties of surfaces are described by the Gaussian curvature K and
the mean curvature 2h = g*’d, 5. Embedding of the surface into R? is described both
by gos and dng and it is governed by the Gauss-Codazzi eequations

9?°X? N oX? ,
_— — — —d,sN'"=0 2.5
OucouP B v p (2:5)
ON* ).<
B _ C . _
S +dayg” 9uf 0(:=1,2,3a,p=1,2) (2.6)

where T} 5 are the Christofel symbols.

Among the global characteristics of surfaces we mention the integral curvature

(see e.g. [[2, 13, 4, B2)) X
X = %/SK(detg)%dQu (2.7)

where K is the Gaussian curvature and the integration in (B.7]) is performed over the
surface. For compact oriented surfaces

x=2(1-g)

where ¢ is the genus of the surface and we will generally assume that surfaces are
compact and oriented unless otherwise specified.



Families of parametric curves on the surface form a system of curvilinear local
coordinates on the surface. It is often very convenient to use special types of para-
metric curves on surfaces as coordinates. We will consider in particular minimal lines
(curves of zero length). In this case g11 = goo = 0, i.e.

Ql = 2g12du1du2 (28)

For real surfaces minimal lines are complex and €y = 2\(z, Z)dzdZ where bar means
the complex conjugation and X is a real function. The Gaussian curvature in this
case is reduced to K = (1/g12)(9%log(g12)/Ou'Ou?).

2.2 Surface evolution

First we recall the idea of the method of inducing surfaces following [Bg, P7]. The main
idea is to start with a linear PDE L(0;, d5)¢ = 0 in two independent variables u!, u?
with matrix valued coefficients (¢ is a square matrix). A formal adjoint operator
L* is obtained via < ¢,v¢ >= [ [du'du®*Tr(¢7)) and one has an adjoint equation
L*(0y, 09)¢* = 0. It follows that

Y LY =LY = 01 P — O P (2.9)

where the P; are bilinear combinations of ¥ and ¢*. Thus for solutions v, ¥* of
L = 0 and L*9* = 0 one has 0, Pi¥ = 9, Pi*. This implies that there exists w™ such
that

P* = gyw'™; P = 0,w™ (2.10)

and the quantities X? = y*iw*/ (4% are constant) given by quadratures

X = i F(Pfjdul + PP du?) (2.11)
do not depend on the curve I'. Now consider quantities of the type X* (i = 1,2,3)
as tentative local coordinates of a surface in R? induced by L. For example any three
linearly independent solutions 1; of Li); = 0 would induce a tentative surface (for fixed
7#7). Assume further that the coefficients of L depend on t and satisfy a t dependent
equation M (0, 01, 02)1» = 0 for some linear operator M. Then compatability of the M
equation with Li) = 0 provides a nonlinear PDE for the coefficients of L. and we also
have an evolving family of surfaces - provided of course that the coordinate functions
fit together properly to define a surface.

The method of inducing surfaces described above is not completely new. It is in
fact the extension of the ideas of Weierstrass and Enneper for construction of minimal



surfaces (surfaces with h = 0). The approach of Weierstrass and Enneper is as follows.
Let ¢ and ¢ be arbitrary functions and define

Dowy = i(Y* + ¢%); Oywe = p* — ¢ D,wy = —2ph; X' = Rwy = (2.12)

afe/ (0% + 6?)dz; X2 = Ruw, = afe/ — N dz XP = Ruws = —§R/21M>dz

Then the X' define a minimal surface with z = ¢ and Z = ¢ as minimal lines. Note
¢ and 9 are determined via 0;¢) = 0, d;¢ = 0. The straightforward generalization
of the Weierstrass-Enneper formulas to the case of nonminimal surfaces was given in
B4, B7]. We start with the system

Ly = (% a>¢+< _Op>¢=0 (2.13)

with p real and ¢ a 2 x 2 matrix. For ¢/ = transpose 1) one sees that 1)* satisfies the
same equation as Y7 so 1* = 1T can be stipulated. Further for oy = (21%)) there is a

constraint ophoy = 9 so a solution of (E-13) has the form ¢ = ( o fff) (we will use

¥ now to avoid confusion with ) of Section 2.3). For X' real and g,s = 0 (a # )
one obtains (cf. 24, 7))

0X1_2(¢2+¢1) 9 X" = (@Dl +¢2) 0.X?% = @E%_@b; (2.14)

0: X% =] — 330, X% = —20athy; 0:X° = —2¢19b;
g2 = 0. X'0: X" = 2(%&1 + %%)2 = 2det*); dyg = 2pdetyp

Further for real p(z, Z) we can write

X1 4ix?=2i / (22 — g2dZ); X' —iX? = (2.15)
N

= 2i/(¢§dz/ —yidz'); X° = —2/(@52@510[2/ + h11)ad?)
T r

where I' is an arbitrary curve in C ending at z. Then € = 4det212dzd2 and the
Gaussian and mean curvatures are

K = —det™%)(log dett)).z; h = pdet™'4) (2.16)

and consequently the total curvature is

1 2
- %/S/K\/detgd w= (2.17)



/ /dz A dz(log deti)).s = —/ dz(log deti)).,

(cf. remarks after (£:24) below). Hence x is determined by the asymptotics of 94
and 1. To examine this write (R.13) as (*) ¢, = po; Y9z = —py and let p — 0
as |z| = oo. Then ¢y ~ a(z) and 95 ~ b(z2) as |z| — oo where a and b are arbitrary
functions. For solutions of (*) defined by [1|*> — |2]", ¥ — 0 as |z| = oo one
obtains x = —2n. Minimal surfaces ~ p = 0 and ¢ = \/—wg, o = \/—wl yields

the Weierstrass-Enneper situation. As for time evolution with u! ~ z, u? ~ z the
simplest nontrivial example is

Opz w 0 3 Wy 2pw
M(0,,0:,0:) = 0y + 02 + 0 : =Ty *
(0, 0., 05) 8t+8z+8z+3<0 w>8 +3<pz ())a +2<—2pw wz> (2.18)

which corresponds to a nonlinear integral equation for p

Pt + Peoz + Pazz + 3pw + 3psw + gpwz + gpwz =0; w: = (p?). (2.19)
This equation is the first higher equation in the Davey-Stewartson (DS) hierarchy
for p, ¢ with ¢ = —p and it can be connected via a (degenerate) Miura type trans-
formation with the Veselov-Novikov NVN-II equation, so one refers to (.19) as the
modified VN (mVN) equation (cf. [@, B6, B7, B9)). The equations for ¢; and 1, are
given in (B27).

The hierarchy of integrable PDE associated with the linear problem (LP) (BI3)
arises as compatibility conditions of (R.I3) with LP’s of the form ¢, + A, = 0; A, =
S0 (g (u, )T 4 ri(u, )92, All members of this mVN hierarchy commute with
each other and are mtegrable by the inverse scattering method. Thus the integrable
dynamics of surfaces referred to their minimal lines is induced by the mVN hierarchy
via (B.17). For such dynamics one is able to solve the initial value problem for the
surface, namely (gag(z,2,t = 0),dns(2,2,t = 0)) = (gap(2, 2, 1), das(z, 2, 1)), using
the corresponding results for the equations from the mVN hierarchy. This integrable
dynamics of surfaces inherits all properties of the mVN hierarchy. Note that the
minimal surfaces (p = 0) are invariant under such dynamics.

For the 1-D limit one can impose on p, ¥ the following constraints (0, — 0;)p =
0; (0: — 0.)p = 2iAp (A real). Then 9* (f* ~ f) satisfies the same constraints and
consequently the X* are constrained via (9; — 9.)X* = 4iAX* (k = 1,2,3). Define
now real isometric coordinates o, s via z = $(s — ic) to obtain p = p(s,t), ¥ =
exp(Ao)x(s,t) and X* = exp(2X0) X¥(s,t) (k = 1,2,3). It follows that K = 0 and
K,, = 2pexp(—2\o). These equations describe a cone type surface generated by the
curve with coordinates X (s, t) - i.e. the surface is effectively reduced to a curve with



curvature p(s,t). The linear problem (P.I3) is reduced to a 1-D, AKNS type problem
for x with spectral parameter A, i.e.

o iAp
Osx = <_p - M>x (2.20)

and equation (P-19) is converted into the mKdV equation p; + 2p.s + 12p°p, = 0.
Similarly the higher mVN equations pass to higher order mKdV equations. In this
direction note further (9; — 9,)X* - (9; — 0.)X* = —16\2X*X*. Via 0. X%0,X* =
9:X*9.X* = 0 and (Z14) one obtains (2A%)X*X* = det*y. But X* = exp(2\0) X*
and ¢ = exp(\o)y implies then (2A2)X*X* = det?y. But for the 1-D constraint
above dety = constant (say 1) which entails then X*X* = (2X)~2. Thus the curve
with coordinates X*(s,t) lies on a sphere of radius 1/2X (as in [[0]). For A = 0
one obtains integrable motions of plane curves as in [[[6, [71, B2, B4]. Note also that
(R.1T) implies that tangent vectors to the surface will be expressed in terms of bilinear
combinations of ¢ and ¥*.

2.3 Conformal immersions

We go next to [B3, Bg, [[9, involving conformal immersions and will sketch some

of the results (cf. also [§, B, L8, L9, BJ, 1, 4, B, BY, BY, f2, {3, {4, A5, E6, A7,
A8, p1, p3. B3, pf). Consider an oriented 2-D surface immersed in R™, realized as

a conformal immersion of a Riemann surface S, i.e. X : S — R"™ This means

the induced metric on S can be written in the form ¢g;; = ¢o2; g12 = go1 = O.
Pick complex local coordinates z = &' +i¢? and z = &' — i€? 50 g,z = gz # 0
and ¢g., = gz = 0. The Grassmannian G5, of oriented 2-planes in R"™ can be

represented by the complex quadric @, in CP"! defined by 7 wi = 0, wy € C
where wy, (k = 1, ...,n) are homogeneous coordinates in CP"~!. Writing wy, = ay,+iby,
with A = {a;}, B = {bi}, Qu_s involves ||A| = || B| with A-B = 0. Then A, B form
the basis for an oriented 2-plane in R™ and an SO(2) rotation of vectors gives rise
to the same point {exp(if)wy} in CP" L. In the conformal gauge above the tangent
plane to S spanned by (g1 X*, 02 X*) corresponds to the point (9 X# + i02 X*) ~
0:X* € Q,_2. The (conjugate) Gauss may is defined now by G(z) = [9,X]. Thus
S — G, >~ Qn—2 and one looks for a function ¢(z, Z) (to be determined) such that
0, X" = ¢ where ¢ € Q,_o satisfies ¢*¢, = 0 (¢ : S — Qn—2). Note that
a map S — @,_2 corresponds locally to ¢(z,2) = (¢1,...,¢,) € C"/0 satisfying
STér =0 (here S — Gay ~ (64,87 ~ (2,2) = (00 XH, 02 X*) while Gap ~ Qs
via (Og1 X*, 02 X*) ~ (9,X*)). The line element in S is ds®* = M\?|dz|* where \? =
210.X1% = 2[¢)?1¢]1? (I8]|> = #*¢,) and the mean curvature vector field of S is
H" = (2/7*) XY, (note ¢* is tangent to S and H* is normal). To see this one uses the



Gauss-Codazzi equations in the form (cf. (2.3))
0a0sX =T730,X + H.yNi; 0,N; = —H. 39770, X + (N; - 0 N;) N; (2.21)

where I') ; ~ affine connection determined by the induced metric g, and H}z (i =
1,...,m — 2) are the components of the second fundamental form along the n — 2
independent normals NV;. Then one notes that in the conformal gauge only I'Z, and
I'Z, are nonzero and H = 1 H!*N;. Assuming ¢ exists it can be determined as follows
(cf. also [BT)]). Express H* in terms of ¢ and ¢* and write

(logih)z = —m; V' = 0:¢" — " = ¥||¢|[PH"; n = (9:¢")¢" /|| 6]|* (2.22)

Here ||¢||?> = ¢#¢, and V# is the normal component of d.¢*. Since H* and ||¢||? are
real, V# can be written V* = exp(ia)R* for R* real with o the argument of ¢ for
1 = pexp(—ia). The first two equations in (B.23) are the integrability conditions on
the Gauss map (not every Gy, field ¢* forms a tangent plane to a given surface). Now
V*# is a linear combination of n — 2 unit normals to S and V#* = exp(ia) R* so there
are n-3 conditions here plus a remaining condition determined by Rn, = —(logp).z
and o,z = 3n,.

Now we concentrate on R? although many results for R™ appear in [BJ] for example
(cf. also P4]). Thus Go3 >~ Q; ~ CP' ~ S? and the Gauss map can be expressed by
a single complex (Kaehler) function f(z, z) via

o= (1— f2i(1+ £%),2f); ¢"¢, =0; (2.23)

1 e
TW(erf,—Z(f—fo\ 1)

(N ~ normal Gauss map) and the integrability condition 37, = «,; is given by

S[(foz/f2) = QFL/A+[fP)] =0 (2.24)

quHz =2(1+ |f\2)2; or via N =

One obtains then
V# = —2f.N*; h=H'N, or H* = hN*; ¢ = —f./h(1 + | f|*)? (2.25)

(h is the mean curvature scalar). It follows then that (logy): = —2ff:/(1 + |f]?).
From this one computes the Euler characteristic (x(g) = 2(1 — g))
21x(g) = / N PR g (2.26)
1+ 1f]?)? 2
Note here that (B.26)) is expressed via globally defined objects whereas (£.17) requires
e.g. dety) # 0 or co. We will see that for h,/g = 1 surfaces detyp = (1/2p) so,



assuming p # oo at interior points and that p has bounded derivatives p., ps, p.z in
the interior, one can only use (B.I7) when p # 0 at interior points. Since this could
preclude some interesting situations we will use (B.26) for calculation and refer to this
as x throughout. The Polyakov action (or action induced by external curvature) is

[V][? i 4 |f=1?

2 2 )
5 :—/ HI2 /G d% = = YAy NdE = W taoadE (2.7
p= g JMHIVIEE =5 [ 5173 2 T2 (2:27)

and the Nambu-Goto action is (Syg = o [ \/gd*¢)

2
/2| —dz NdZ (2.28)

2 _
Svo =0 [ WPIoI 5z Nz =20 [ et

We will be concerned mainly with Sp.

A special role is played by surfaces where h,/g = c¢. Thus we will introduce a local

orthonormal moving frame é;, é;, and N ~ é3 where €1, é5 are tangent to S and N is
normal. One can choose e.g.

1

é
EREEATE

— (1= —<f2+f ), (f — ). f+f); éa= (2:29)

1

(LU= P 5 (P4 ), =i = D) N = (P il ), 12 1)

1+ |f]2'2 1+|f|2
The structural equations (2:21)) take the form

€1 €1

€3 és

where A, is a matrix involving f, f, f., f.. There will also be an analogous identical
equation involving 0/0z. Thus 0,é; = (A,);;€;, 0:6; = (As);jé;. Then A,, A; are
components of a vector A in conformal gauge which transforms as a 2-D SO(3, C)
gauge field. Under a local gauge transformation é¥ — gé?, S — S, and A — A’
where in an obvious notation (dropping the arrows) A, = gA1g™' — (0+9)g™" (g €
SO(3,C)). Using the SO(2) degree of freedom involved in choosing the é; to rotate
away a component Ajy of the tangential connection via go(¢)) one arrives at

0 0 7% +hyg)
Al = o 0 | Ho ST | (2.31)
s thve) —E=T0F +g) 0



. n 2f f
| 0 illogi)s 2] e
A= | dltoghe + el 0 & (He: — b)

Here one has used sz = HXN* = —2f.1) where h = —f./¢(1 + |f]?)? along with
VI = [0 8] = 221 + |f| )2. This transformation resembles [, [[7] but works
at a deeper level since 1 is involved (cf. [Bf]). Further argument with currents and
a gauge fixing leaves T, unfixed and the condition h,/g = 1 (or any constant) then
singles out a certain class of surfaces (cf. also [£6, 1] where light cone gauge is used).
In the conformal gauge /g = exp(§) where & is the Liouville mode. In particular

the Polyakov action Sp, or extrinsic geometrical action (2:27), can be considered as
a gauge fixed form (in conformal gauge) of the action

5 af 0 faﬁf _

Sp e Vhh it m)d/\d (2.32)
(this is the same as (R.27) plus terms modulo Euler characteristic as will be shown
later). The EM tensor for (B33) is T.. = —0.f0.f/(1 + |f|*)? so using H.. =
H../\/g when h,/g = 1. For constant h,/g, (A%)i2 in (E31)) becomes i0:log(h) =
—i&z (/g = exp(§)) yielding the transformation for the induced metric in Polyakov’s
2-D gravity so Hz; ~ induced metric for surfaces of constant h,/g while T,, =
H../\/g ~ EM tensor. Finally one notes that h,/g = constant surfaces are char-
acterized by 1) f; = constant (cf. (B.9)).

Now [[9], which begins with a summary of the R? situation just discussed, pro-
vides further information. Thus first in summary, if one uses H; and H,,/ V9 as
independent dynamical degress of freedom (independent of the X* variables) then
the integrability condition 0;A,, — 0, A% + [A., AL] = 0 can be rewritten with & or
directly as an equation of motion

8§H22 = (82 - Hézaz - 2(azH22))(sz/\/§) (233)

Some useful formulas involving H; and H../,/g for h /g = 1 can now be obtained as
follows. Thus from 0, X" = y¢#, ¢* = (1— f2,i(1+ ?),2f), ¥ = —0.f/h(1+|f})?
and h,/g = 1 one finds (1) ¢9:f = —4 while from the Gauss-Codazzi equations (221))
H:; = —2¢0;f. This plus () yields

sz = aéf/azf (2-34)

Further for h,/g = 1 the integrability condition (B.24) can be simplified via (f) and
(logy): = —n to B )
fes/ 2 = 21 fz/(L+[fI) =0 (2.35)

10



This implies , ,
Bf 3 Pf, -
L= Hof V5= 55— 557 = D] (2:36)
Note here that in (P-34) H.. has the form of a Beltrami coefficient u = 9f/0f
and T, is the corresponding Schwartz derivative. Thus an equation (R.33) becomes
Py = 0T, — podT,, — 2(0p)T.,.. Now one notes also that the independent dynamical
fields H;; and H,,/ /9 can be parametrized in terms of independent Gaussian maps
as Hz; = 0:f2/0.fo and H../\/g = D.f1 (the f; determine the image of the X*
in G3). Then in in [[J] an effective action depending on fi, fo is determined and
the equation of motion (2.33) is used to constrain these fields. First one derives an
action invariant under Virasoro symmetries (since h,/g = 1 surfaces have Virasoro
symmetry following earlier remarks - cf. here also [Bg]). The gauge invariant action
['.ss depends on A, and A; (we omit the ' now) via parametrizations 4, = u™'0,u
and A; = v™10;v. Here u,v are independent elements of the gauge group and this
will correspond to taking H; and H../,/g as independent of X*. Now write (cf. [B§])

Fepp=T_(A,) +T4+(A4;) — %Tr/AZAzdz AdzZ (2.37)
where k = ny = the number of fermions and
I (A.) = SﬁTT [1@.uu™ @y )P + (2.38)
T

i abc -1 -1 -1 42
T / € (Dot u~ (Fyu)u~ (D) u~Ld2e dt

Then I'y (A) is given by a similar expression with « — v and the sign changed in the
last integral (cf. also [BY]. Now take Al = sz/f A7 =hy/g=1,and A? =0 to
get (cf. (B.31)) - factors of i/2 are being dropped in 1ntegrat10n)

ko [0:/1,0:h 92 fi

I (A)=5_(fi) = — = =
N RN AN N
This corresponds to geometrical action (cf. [, B, B, B, B]). Calculation of '\ (A;)

from (2:37)) is not so easy but in light cone gauge an explicit determination is possible,
leading to

—2(2)?dz Ndz (2.39)

ko [02fy,0:0:fa 02 fa0:fo
Se(f2) = —5- -

8mJ) O.fa” O.fa  0.f20.f
This is exactly the form of the light cone action in 2-D intrinsic gravity theory. Finally
the total action on h,/g = 1 surfaces is

o1 3,
= AN

Ydz Ndz (2.40)

92 fi
azfl

Vdz Adz — (2.41)

Lesr(fi, fo2) = —2(

11



02fy 0.0.fs O f20-fs i 0. f i
z — = dz N\ dz dz Nd
0.6 oh  (op) " 4 0. f soas

This is the extrinsic geometric gravitational WZNW action on h,/g = 1 surfaces in
light cone gauge. It combines in a gauge invariant way the geometric and light cone
action studied in 2-D intrinsic gravity.

The equation of motion for (B-4])) is

8f2 8f2 8f2
8f2 afz af2

obtained by varying f; and f5 independently, and one can see that this is equivalent to
(B-33) which can be regarded as relating Hz; and H../,/g. It is automatically satisfied
when one takes both T, and H;; as determined by extrinsic geometry via X*. Now
one wants an effective action in terms of H:; and H./,/g through their parametriza-
tions in terms of the f; such that these fields are independent of X*#. First one
checks that (2:4]]) is invariant under Virasoro transformations. Next one shows that
Pess(fis fa) = Tepp(fio f, fao f) and chooses f = fy'(2,2) where fo(f3'(2,2),2) = 2
s0 Desp(fi, f2) =T_(fio fa') =T (fao fi'') (the last by interchanging fi, fo). This
leads to

0257 ) = 0:Dufi — (575)0:D: fi = 20.(57-) Do fr = 0 (2.42)

9z fa

Ci(foo fi) =T (frofz ) =T4(fo) +T-(f1) = 4 o1,

—=D,fidzNdz (2.43)
Thus in particular the properties of I'. sy can be understood from either I'y (foo0 fi Y~
light cone action of intrinsic 2-D gravity (with f ~ fy o f;*) or from I'_(f, o f5 ') ~
geometric action arising from quantization of the Virasoro group by coadjoint orbits.
The last (coupling) term corresponds exactly to the extrinsic Polyakov action Sp
modulo x (cf. Theorem 4.5). In fact the coupling term in I'.s; is needed in order to
make it invariant under Virasoro transformations of Fy, Fy (recall Hz; = p(F3) and
D.Fy =T,.,= H../\/g). Quantization in the Z sector is developed after modification
of the conformal weight of I} o F; ' (where one is thinking of the geometric action
realization). I'css is the conformally invariant extension of gp where T,, and Hs;
are the dynamical fields. There is also a hidden Virasoro symmetry on h,/g = 1
surfaces where H:; and T, transform as a metric and an energy momentum tensor
respectively under Virasoro action. The Gauss map is important in establishing the
existence of the Virasoro symmetry in h,/g = 1 surfaces.

2.4 Comments on geometry and gravity

We make here a few further comments about the Liouville equation, Liouville action,
etc. The Liouville equation classically involves e.g. 0%¢ = —%K exp(2¢) or (for
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p = exp(2¢) 0%log(p) = —Kp where K ~ Gaussian curvature. On the other hand
classical conformal unquantized Liouville action involves e.g. (y ~ h)

1
47y?

Sp =

[ Vit a.0n0 + oR@) + be?) (24

1 1., 1 ou
= / \/;(59 *0a00p¢ + ;gbR(g) + 2—7267(17)
as in [[[] (cf. also [B, B for other notations). Note that the second formula follows
from the first via ¢ — y¢. The equations of motion from (£:49) are evidently

vA¢ = R(§) + gew (2.45)
and from [[§ R(exp(20)g) = exp(—20)[R(g) — 2A0)]. Hence for § — g = exp(20)g
and 20 = v¢ one has 0 = R(g) + (1/2) or R(g) = R(exp(y¢)g) = —(p/2). Thus
the Liouville field ¢ or ¢ is thrown into the metric and one looks for a metric with
constant Ricci curvature —(u/2). Thus Liouville theory can be thought of as a theory
of metrics and and equation such as (R.47) is sometimes called a Liouville equation.

Now we know that the Liouville equation with ¢ = gexp(y¢) provides constant
curvature R, = —1/2 (given a background metric §). One has equations of motion
of the form (y = 1) &; ~ AL = R(9) + (u/2)exp® as above. However we must
not confuse this with the siutation of [B, Bd, [[9, pQ] where one should emphasize in
particular that the Polyakov action of (R.27) or (B.39) is a special action introduced
for QCD to cope with quantum fluctuations. It becomes the kinetic energy term of a
Grassmannian sigma model (cf. [B0, f4] where the Nambu-Goto action or area term
also becomes an action with local coupling 1/h?). It is not the same as the Polyakov
action of Liouville gravity, which is equivalent to the Nambu-Goto action there, but
rather a string theoretic term in QCD (as well as a crucial geometric ingredient for
W gravity). This is related to the idea that a geometric realization of W gravity as
extended 2-D gravity involves, in R3, surfaces of constant mean curvature density
(hy/g = 1) in which T, ~ (H../\/g). The corresponding W algebra in this case
is the Virasoro algebra. This is accomplished in a conformal gauge for the induced
metric (~ Hz;). The mathematics however, involving the Kaehler function f of (£:23),
then leads to formulas similar to those of Liouville-Beltrami intrinsic gravity a la
B, I8, [9, B0, BY, B9, F2, 3, E4, 5, B1] for example (e.g. formulas such as (£:33),
(239), (B40), etc.). In particular the Polyakov action Sp or Sp leads to the basic EM
tensor 7, and metric Hz; above which can be used as basic variables (via Kaehler
functions f) in formulating an effective action I'cr; as in (P.41)).

Further, following [B@], one has to be careful to distinguish conformal gauge and

13



light cone gauge (cf. here [[[f], [[]] where light cone gauge is used). Also we must
recall that in [B@], the condition h,/g = 1 is a gauge fixing, and some formulas
hold more generally before such a fixing. For example the Gauss-Codazzi equations
imply H;; = —2¢0:f and in general one has also (cf. equations after (2.37) - this is
organized in Section 3).

f:

9 =202+ [f)? Heo = =2f0; h= - 2.46
V9 =2[0[7 (1 +|f]) T ERYIDE (2.46)
On the other hand after gauge fixing, h,/g = 1, one has (cf. Section 3)
1
Vo, f = _5; T,.= sz/\/§ (247)

The formula T,, = H,./ V9 arises after gauge fixing but is not itself a fixing (cf.
BA. £9)). One notes also that h,/g = 1 is the conformal analogue of the condition
h =1 of [iG, {1 where light cone gauge is used with /g = 1/4 (in conformal gauge
V9 = exp(§) where ¢ is the Liouville mode or field). Similarly in [[6], {7] one uses
T.. ~ H... The role of H;; as induced metric corresponds then (for h,/g = 1) to
pw=0f/df being the induced metric. Equations such as (B.33) take the form then

HZZ
V9

and as in (E30) for h,/g = 1 we have T,, = D, f. Such formulas also arise in
M8, M9, RO, £2, 3, E4, £5, BT]) (cf. [B]) and we will look at this below. We will want

to compare now various formulas for various actions involving Beltrami coefficients
(divergence terms are frequently added without changing the theory).

Pp=10—pd=20p)T.. (T = —=) (2.48)

3 CONNECTING GWE INDUCING AND
CONFORMAL IMMERSIONS

We refer here also to [fJ] where some preliminary calculations were made.

3.1 Relations between quantities

It is clear that there is a strong interaction between the material just sketched on
induced surfaces and conformal immersions; we will establish some precise connections
here. This will provide some new relations between integrable systems and gravity
theory. First consider (cf. (R.14))
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Evidently 0, X* - 0, X* = 0 with
10.X"? = 0.X" - 0.X 1 = 2(|th1|> + [4]*)? = 2det®) (3.2)

(1) will be used for the matrix involving ¢y, 1, and 1 will be used in 9, X* = 1hgH).
We note that the Weierstrass-Enneper (WE) ideas motivated work of Kenmotsu [
which underlies some work on the Gauss map (cf. [BI]) so there are natural back-
ground connections here (some of this is spelled out later). Now let ¢* coordinatize
the map S — @1 and be represented by (B.29) for some complex function f. We can
determine f and ¢ in terms of ¥y, 1y via

(W5 +47) = (1 = f2); &) =3 = (1 + f2); —20oty = 20 f (3.3)
This gives

THEOREM 3.1. GWE inducing (.13), (R.15) and the Kenmotsu representa-
tion are equivalent and one has

f= it [ta; = i3 (3.4)
Proof. From the formulas
Q.ffi .fz

[ ;= — i h=———""—— 3.5

e &
for real h one gets ¥ f, = 1 fs; ¥sf = 1, f. The Kenmotsu theorem gives the condition

2 f z2Jz
[fez — 1§_JC‘J{|2] =h.f: (3.6)

for existence of a surfaces with a given Gauss map and mean curvature h and (B.9)
with its conclusion correspond to this (cf. [21)], second reference). Writing now

S Y e R | S
'le - f (A% ¢2 “/}7 p |¢‘(1 + |f‘2) (37)

one shows that equations (B-) and its conclusion are equivalent to the system Li) = 0

of (B13), or ¥1. = pia; ¢z = —pib1. Evidently (B.4) holds and the Jacobian of the
transformation (f, ) — (11,1») is equal to 2. QED

We will now develop some relations between the ;, p, ¥, and f. Situations
arising from the constraint h,/g = 1 will be distinguished from the general case when
possible, but the derivations are often run together for brevity. The situations of
most interest here involve h,/g = 1 and we will therefore concentrate on this. First
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in general, from (216), one has h = pdet "¢ and ds? = A\2dzdZz where A\? = 2||8,X*||?
(we choose this definition for A and will change symbols for other \). Hence from
(B2 S

N = ddet*), deti) = \/2; h = 2p/ A (3.8)
Note also the agreement of K in [2G, BJ]. Now recall (after (2:32)), h = —f./¥(1 +
|f1?)? and /g = 2|0 [*(1+[f[*) so hy/g = =2f.[¢[* /1) = —2f.4 and since (f.) = fz,

one has

hy/g=1=9¢f; =—-1/2 (3.9)
Also for h,/g = 1 from (2.36) T.. = H../\/9 = D. f and the integrability condition
(B-29) takes the form (2:39). This leads to (1. = piha ~ 1z = piha, ez = —piPy ~

¢2z = _p¢1) _ _
I 5 z z
Vfs= 57 Z¢%(Z¢1/¢2)2 = —@bg(qiz - 1@;22
= —p([t1 > + |vs]?) = det) = | |* + |0u]* = 1/2p (hy/g =1)
Putting this in ~det@Z = A2 gives A = 1/p and h = 2p* = 2/)* while K =
—det™*)(logdety)).: = —4p*(logdety)) .z (note hy/g = c is of interest here - not h = c).
We also write (f = —ith1 /42, O:f = —(i/¥3)(Vath1z — 11bsz))
o oz — it
fo p(n]? + [42]?)
Also from (2330), noting that 8.f = —ip(|¢x|* + |¢2]*) /93 = —i/2¢3, which implies
O2f = (i/2)24ha. /103 = —ipipy /13 and 02 f = —ip.ah /Y5 — ipyr. /13 — ip*i /13, one

obtains
2

3

) (3.10)

Heo — :2wmb—mwazz@@%§0w@=n (3.11)

(psBr + Pans) = -0, (p1) (hy/G = 1) (3.12)

Tzz = Taz
(e

PROPOSITION 3.2. For h,/g = 1 we have (B10) - (B12).

REMARK 3.3. We indicate here some calculations designed in particular to
confirm various results in [3G]. Thus for h,/g = 1 we have first (recall (F,) = F%)
i - o
f= ¢—;; b = i3; Pr. = pibo; iz = piba; Yoz = —pin; Yo = —pii; (3.13)

-2 1
Vi =& = WP = 2P (L + fI)? = 2det™ = T A= 2 h=2p°

Recall next that hy/g =1 ~ 9 f; = —1/2 and from /g = 2|¢|*(1 + | f|*)* one gets
h=2/X =2p* (also h = —f/[¥(1 + |f]*)’] - cf. (BH)). From H.. = —2f.¢) =
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—(2f./f:) f=2 and (B.I0)), namely H,. = f./f., we see that H.; = (H..). Note that
in general one expects only (H,,) = ((H.,),) = (H,), = H:. Further from K =
—dp?(logdety)).: = —4p*(log(1/2p))=z (1/2p = |v1|* + [¢ha]?). Evidently (logh): =
—&;. Further \/g = exp(§) = 1/2p® implies 2p* = exp(—¢) = h and & = —log(2p?)
with &,z = —2(logp).: while K = —4p*[log(1/2p)].- implies K = 2exp(—&)(logp).=
so K = 2eaxp(—€)(—¢€.2/2) = —&zexp(—E) and hence &z = —Kexp(§) or &z =
—K/h = —K,/g. Note that in [Bf one writes &,; = Kexp(—¢) which is equivalent to
(=€).z = —Kexp(=¢) or £,z = —Kexp(§). Also we have for h,/g = 1 the equations
Yaf = —(1/2) and this with h = —(f. /¥ (1 + | f|?)?) implies h = (20f0f/(1+ |f]*)?)
while in general Hs: = —21 f; plus h\/g = 1 implies H;; = of/of (cf. (B-34).

We want to exhibit next the restrictions (if any) on p, ¥, ¥, which are imposed
by the requirements (2.28), hy/g = 1 and T.., = H..//g (note (B.13) is the calculation
T.. = D.f and H,, = —2¢f, = —2ip20(itp1 /12) = 2(¢1.905 — Y11b2.)). One obtains
first then T, = H../\/g = 492 (P1,1P9 — P11by,) which must equal (2/1)0(piP1) by
(B-I3). Hence we have the following conditions on p, ¢4, 1,

1

20% (V1,009 — h1hy,) = T d(pn); (3.14)

1
1 ]? + |1a]? = 2_p; P12 = oy Yoz = —piy

(the latter equations being equivalent to 11; = piy and ¥y, = —pipy) plus (33
(which will turn out not to be a restriction). Recall also

w=H;; = aF = =20 fz = 2(¢at1z — Y1¢as) (3.15)

which lefmds to T.. = 2p?ii which is quite pleasant and equation (P:33) has the form
Pu = [0 — pud — (20p)|T,,. One can now show with a little calculation that (B14)
and (B.I17) are compatible and we have the result

THEOREM 3.4. Given the basic evolving surface equations 1, = pi» and
19z = —ppy with p real one achieves a fit with comformal immersions via (B.4). The
condition h,/g = 1 implies then that det) = |¢1|* + [va]? = (1/2p) (and h = 2p?)
and these conditions imply the first equation of (B.14)) which says that H../\/g =
T.. = D.f. This all implies 1., = 2p°i (1., = H../\/g, 1 = f:/[.) and the only
additional condition then on p, 11, 9, is that (2:33) hold in the form 93y = [0 — ud —
(20p)](2p[i). However this equation is always true when T, = D, f with u = f:/f.
a Beltrami coefficient (as is the case here). This is stated e.g. in [[§, f1] and verified
in [@ and below in Section 4 (it is also implicit in [§, [[0]). This means that (£-33) is
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automatically true and hence there are no a priori restrictions on ¢;, p imposed by the
fit above, beyond the condition dety) = 1/2p. The Liouville equation .; = —Kexp(§)
also holds automatically here as do the equations (cf. [g, B]) op + 9§ = 0 and
oji + 0¢ = 0.

Proof: Al that remains are the last two equations which arise in [Bd] when /g =
exp(§) and the second fundamental form (H,p) are used as independent variables.
We check these as follows. Since 2p* = exp(—¢) one has —¢ = log(2) + 2log(p)
so the requirement involves 2log(p), = Ou and 2log(p); = Ou. Then from pu =

2(h91h1z — P110az) we get for example
Mz = 2(1;2,21?12 + ¢2¢1z2 — ¢1z1522 — 1011;225 (3.16)

= 2[—p1¢1s + Yo (psthy + piaz) — Patdas + 1 (psthy + pidis)]
= 2{p:(|12]* + [¥1]*) — ptr1th1z — Ptz + p[a(—pin) + 1 (pin)]}

Now the last [ | is zero and from (B.14) we have 1)11)1: + 192109 = —(pz/2p?) which
implies p, = 2log(p)s. The equation ji; = 2log(p). is then automatic. QED

3.2 Expressions and behavior for the actions

We consider next the various actions in terms of the ¢;. Thus from (B27) (f =
i1 [, fz = ip([hal* + [vol?) 43, hy/g = 1)

5 20 |22 ) i dz A\ dz
3 ————MAM——/ ds Adz = (/ 317
r=gl iy P 22 ) Top+iwarye 170

while from (B:39) the geometrical action with f; = f becomes (cf. calculations in

O:f 2f 02\
a.70.F “\o.f
= / L (pi) [42) — P (W /2)?)dz A d2

(one notes that calculation with f is appropriate since p, T are defined via f, fo ~ f).

From (:39) and (B.I§) we can write now

0 (pvn) (wl) _ Yms (@Egz)g
(> (& (e (e
= —%logipy — 2(0logi)s)? (3.19)

(%=L oL yga p gz = (3.18)
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This leads to .
S == / [0%10gis + 2(0logiss)?|dz A dZ (3.20)

We consider also the Nambu-Goto action of (B.28), which we write as

Swa =0 [VaPe="2 [P IolPdz A dz = io [ [P0+ |f7dz A dz

’ dz Ndz
_ z'o—/(wlﬁ + o)z A dz =2 Zp2 i (3.21)
Further in general we look at
k fzz r fzz.fi _
— [ LEEry 122 22
Sy el T2 [f2z 7 |dz N dz (3.22)

and recall however that p = (f:/f.) so p. = (f.z/f.) = (fofee/ f2) while p. =
2(log(p))z as well. Also

&  —ipr JU3 @%22

= 12— _27= — _90logy 3.23
[T BT o (3:29)
Consequently one has
k —
Si = 1= [ (logiz):(log(p)): (3:24)
Finally we compute also x(g) via (.26) to get
21x(g) = /R\/gd% - i/p2[1 — Az A dz (3.25)

Thus we can state

THEOREM 3.5 For h,/g = 1 the quantities Sp, S_, Sna, Sy, and yx are given
via (B-I7), (B:20), (B:21), (B-24), and (B29).

We remark in passing that the genus of our immersed surface corresponds to the
degree of the mapping S — CP*! and the total curvature is y = 2 —2¢ For immersions
into R3 this is the only topological invariant whereas for R* one obtains the Whitney
self-intersection number, which has an interpretation in QCD (cf. [B(]). See here also
the discussion in [R9] (second book), pp. 169 and 181, in connection with charge and
the Ishimori equation, and Remark 5.4.

Consider now the extrinsic Polyakov and Nambu-Goto actions (cf. (2:27) - (B-I7)
and (2.28) - (B-21))) which we rewrite here as (h,/g = 1)

. 2 ) dz Ndz
Sp == [ Pdzndz Sy == [ EEE (3.26)
90 4 p

19



Now go to the modified Veselov-Novikov (mVN) equations based on (B.I§) to obtain
for My =0
3 z
¢1t + 7plzzz + wlzzz + 31I)¢12 + §U_)z¢1 + 3(12—1)Z¢22 + 3’Uﬂplz = 0 (327)
2
wlz

3
Vo, + Vorsy + Vozss + 3We, + WYz + §wz¢2 + 3(¢—)5¢1z =0
2

where w; = —[(Y1.12:)/(¥112)],. From the mVN equation (B.I9) one has also
(P*)e + (2D — P2 + 3p*w). + (2ppzz — P2 + 3p*w): = 0 (3.28)
Consequently we obtain (assume a closed surface or zero boundary terms)
dSp  2i [ 0(p?)
dt g2 ot

dzNdz=0 (3.29)

Thus S p is invariant under the mVN deformations which means there is an infi-
nite family of suraces with the same Sp. In particular this would apply to min-
imal Sp surfaces which in the corresponding quantum problem would correspond
to zero modes. Further one knows that the integrals of motion are common for
the whole mVN hierarchy (where the n'* time variable would correspond e.g. to
M, ~ O+ 9?1 + 9271 +...). In the one dimensional limit this hierarchy is reduced
to the mKdV hierarchy. In any event we can state

THEOREM 3.6. For compact oriented surfaces Sp is invariant under the whole
mVN hierarchy of deformations (h,/g = 1).

We note however that separately (B.2§) does not yield zero for 0,Syg or 9;5_.

From the point of view of inducing surfaces one continues to ask what is the
role of the condition h,/g = 1 and this has the following features. Thus consider
1, = po; ez = —ptby under the constraint [¢1]? + |1hs|> = 1/2p, which leads to

1 V2 U

1
() =0; Yz + - (————=)=0 3.30
e s ) =0 ) (3:30)
This system has several simple properties. First it is Lagrangian wih Lagrangian
L = P10g, + h1thaz — Yotz — Pathr, + log ([t ] + [¢hal?) (3.31)

(confirmation is immediate). Introducing coordinates z = (z + iy)/2 one has the
system

. 1 Y . 1 (0
P1g — 11y — i(m) = 0; o + 1tgy + !

§(|¢1‘2+ |¢2‘2) =0 (3.32)
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where z plays the role of time. This system has 4 real integrals of motion, namely

C+—/dy¢1+¢2+¢1+¢2 ——Z/dy¢1+¢2 ¢1 ¢2) (3.33)

P = [[dy(uryds = i) H= [ dylilinds + ay0) + Slog il + )

Again confirmation is straightforward (note P, = —(1/2) [ dyd,log(|i1[* + [12|*) and
H, = [dy-0). Next we see that the system can be represented in the Hamiltonian
form

Ve = {1, H}; Yo = {th2, H} (3.34)
where the Poisson brackets are given via
of 0g  df dg

{f.9}= [ sl ~(f > 9) (3.35)

S 0y Ota Oty

The corresponding symplectic form is Q = di; Adipy+dipy Adip,. The equations (B-34)
are easily checked and we omit calculations. One can also say that the interaction
part of the Hamiltonian H is

1 N
Hint = §log det 1 (3.36)
which has a pleasant appearance. Thus (cf. Theorem 3.4)

THEOREM 3.7. For h,/g = 1 we have (B.30) - (B.:3d). Thus (B.30) is a

Hamiltonian-Lagrangian system inducing surfaces with the property h,/g = 1 via

(B.13).

Let us next consider particular classes of surfaces with h,/g = 1 which are gener-
ated by the Weierstrass-Enneper formulas in the case p, = p; (one dimensional limit
corresponding to curves). In this case (z = (1/2)(z + iy)) referring to [B7] we can

write
U =r(2)eN; by = s(x)e (3.37)

where r, s are complex valued functions and A = iu is imaginary. The system (B-32)
becomes now

w

3

~J

1 S 1 T

b — —(— ) =0 s Fo(— Ty =0 3.38

We write r = ry +irg, s = s + isy then to obtain (2 = r} +r3 + s? + s2)

S1 S
Pio 1 = 52 = 0; v o+ iz 2—2 =0; (3.39)
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r r
Slz—M31+2—;:O; Szx—M52+2—;:0

It is easily checked that this system has the following two integrals of motion
H = —p(ris1 + rase) + ilog(E); M = 1189 — r9s; (3.40)
Further the system (B-39) is Hamiltonian with
Tiz = {7”2‘,7‘[}; Siz = {Sz’,%} (3-41)

where the Poisson brackets arise from (B.35) in the form

of og _ of dg
= [ dul—L 2L - L J 3.42
(o) = [ duls 57—t — (& 0)] (3.42)
One checks that H and M are in involution ({#,M} = 0) and thus the system
(B:39) is integrable in the Liouville sense with two degrees of freedom. The induced
Weierstrass-Enneper surfaces (developable surfaces generated by the curves) then
have the form

Xt 4iX? = 2ie 2y /[(rl —irg)? — (81 — isy)%]da;

X% = 9 /(7"131 + rysp)dz’ — 2My (3.43)

and we refer to [BI]] for more on this. In particular we have (cf. the end of Section
2.2)

THEOREM 3.8. For h,/g = 1 and p. = p; with ¢ — 4, = 2i\), A real, we
obtain (B.37) - (B.-43).

4 LIOUVILLE-BELTRAMI GRAVITY

We recall also some results from [I8§, (we write here T for T, at times). The
presentation in [I§, BI] is somewhat abbreviated and unclear at times and we give
here an enhanced treatment of this material with proofs in order to utilize some
of the results later and also to make propaganda for these matters. We are led to
consider the subject as follows. One always will have (B.:33) or (B.47) when p is
a Beltrami coefficient and 7' is the corresponding Schwartzian. If p = dH/dT for
some Hamiltonian H then the equation (B.47) for example becomes a Hamiltonian
equation 9T = {T, H}. Such an H can be constructed in light cone gauge in the form
of geometric action (cf. Remark 4.2 below). Now it is asserted in [[[§, 9] that the
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coupling term in (2Z])) corresponds exactly to the extrinsic Polyakov action Sp and
we note that this term has the form

So = —1 [ w(7)D-fd= ndz (4.1)
AT

when f; = fo = f (see below for proof). Further following [[§, F1] the Polyakov light
cone intrinsic action arises by a simple calculation from such an H via use of [ uT,.
(see Remark 4.2 below). Thus if ga ~ geometric action density and ipa ~ intrinsic
Polyakov action, then the connection is ipa = uT" — ga (cf. below for details). This
says that in (2:43) for f; = f, = f the last two terms represent minus the intrinsic
Polykov action and the extrinsic Polyakov action is simply the sum of the geometric
action and the intrinsic Polyakov action. Actually the corresondence here is precise
modulo y as indicated below. To spell out the details we extract material from [[I§, ]|
as follows. We say more than is needed to display some of the beautiful features of this
subject and various connections to KdV are indicated for possible further application
to induced curves etc.

Thus we go to [, [§, FI] and note that f ~ f in transferring results to the present
context. Let (z,Z) be coordinates on a Riemann surface (RS). A quasiconformal
automorphism z — f(z, %),z — f(z, z) is characterized by Beltrami coefficients pZ, ji?
(u = pZ) defined by

Of —pdf =0 (u=29f/0f) (4.2)
The Schwartz derivative (sometimes Schwartzian) is now defined via
o? 3,0 1
S(£.2) = (.2} = 1 = ST = eg(0f)’ - Sog(@)®  (43)
and one knows that B
[0 = pd = 2(0w))S(f, 2) = p (4.4)

(direct calculation - cf. [{] for a full evaluation). This is an important result and
comes up also in connection with Ur-KdV following [fI] - c¢f. also [BY]). Equation
(F24) is also present, but disguised, in [§, [d] for C = p and u ~ T = —1kSy; the
approach here is much more meaningful and revealing. Note here the minus sign in
the definition of T'; this applies in this section only, and when comparing with the T’

of Section 3 we will keep matters clear. Equation ([[.-4)) can be rewritten

1 1 1
T = [—imﬁg + 2T+ T \u; T = —imS(f, 2)=r(p*+p); p= —iﬁlog(af) (4.5)

(the distinction between dg = ¢’ or ¢’ + g0 should be clear from context).
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We note a few calculations which are needed below. For z — f(2) = z 4 €(z) one
has to first order in ¢, ¢, ..., S = [(14¢€)e” —2"]/(1+¢)? ~ ¢”. The transformation
law for T is T — fT(f) + (¢/12)S in conformal field theory (CFT) so AT ~
1+ )T +€eT") =T+ (c/12)€” = 26T + €T’ + (¢/12)€” (adjust ¢ and « to bring
notations into correspondence). In () below in general one needs infinitesimal
maps z — z+¢€(z, Z), Z — Z+&(z, 2) and an expanded transformation law. For such f,
Af ~ f'Az+ fAZ ~ fle+pfewith f'=1atz (f ~df/8Z). Thus, Af ~n = e+ pue
soT = (1L+n)2(T +nT") — T + (¢/12)n" is consistent, which will imply (fE9) for
0T ~ AT. As for generators we recall (cf. [[]) that T, = §e(2)T(2)dz is called a
generator of conformal transformation where [T, T] ~ €T" 4+ 2¢'T + (¢/12)€”. In our
language one can think of

T, = [ T(¢ On(¢, QdedG; {T(2,2), Ty} = (4.6)

JAT 2, T (¢ Qdcde = [ [ 6( = O.:6(= = Qmacdl = €y = oT

as a way of using a generator concept. We refer here also to [f, §, [[d] where some of
this information also appears. One can view z ~ t and z ~ z for example so ({3)
represents an evolution equation for T (note f, f ~ independent variables, E~En~

—A9? + T, and u of KAV ~ EM tensor as indicated e.g. in [{, B, [0]).

Now to display this a la [[§, pI] we assume p = dH/dT for some Hamiltonian H
and define the Poisson brackets via

{P(2,2),Q(%,2)} = /dédf(f?P(z, 2)/6T(¢, O)E, QR 7)/6T((, Q) (4.7)

where £ = —5k0% + 270 + T' (note that T = T(z,Z) in general now, not just
T =T(z)). For P =T and Q = H with u = 0 H/dT one gets

{T,H} ={P,Q} = €p (= 0T) (4.8)

which expresses ([£0) in Hamiltonian form for T = —1xS; (note 67(z, 2)/6T(¢, ¢) =
§(z—¢)86(2—()). For P = Q = T one has (note & has no 9)

R 1
{T(2,2),T(Z,Z2)}=06(z-2)E0(z—7") = 5(2—2')(—5/-@03+2T8+T')5(z—z') (4.9)
To interpert this consider a quasiconformal diffeomorphism on the RS: z — ¢(z, %),z —
g(z,Z) (these form a quasiconformal group G). The infinitesimal form is z — 2z +

€(2,2),Z — Z+ €(z,z) and T changes as (n = € + p€)

0T = [—%/{03 + 270 + T'|y(z, %) (4.10)
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Then (f.9) means T'(z, Z) is the generator of n. Finally
8f = {f, H} = ndf (4.11)

so the Beltrami equation is an evolution equation of f. Here one has
[f. 0} = [(67/0T)Epdcal = [(6f/0T)OTdCAC = {f, HY =0f  (412)

since, via the generating function ideas of (EQ) (6f = [{f,T}nd¢d() and the defini-
tion (f.7), we have for n = € and € ~ Az

of ~ /{fzz (€. O¥n(C, OdcdC (4.13)

0(€ = Q)& (€ — C)ndédEdCdC ~

( )
0T(8,¢)

which leads to df = {f, H}.

O 2) &) AzdedE ~ / OTAzdedE

Now for physics, in the light cone gauge, where f plays no role and the EM
tensor ~ Schwartzian as above, we can find H such that p = (60H/0T), so (L§), i.e.
oT ={T,H} = &, holds. Under an infinitesimal transformation z — z+€e(z,2),z2 —
Z + &(z, 2) we get formally (here d%x ~ (i/2)d(d()

SH = / d2x(5H 6T)ST = / Py = / Lapé(5f/0Ff) (4.14)
(6f = ndf here). Now integrate ([L14) to get (f ~ df)

- ——/d2 S f—m _of7 (4.15)

which is a multiple of the geometric action of [I, B]. This integration is not clear in
[8, BT} so we will sketch an heuristic derivation as follows. First from (£.14)

5f [% KO® —20(T )+ T (4.16)

0H = /dzx,u&] = /d2xn5*u /d2
_/d2 il — 9Ty — 2T+ T'4) /d2 - /d2 ()5
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Hence (6H/0f) = _7 (see (E2T) and cf. [f] for computation of T'), and we want an
integral for H as in ([.I7]) where

SH/Sf =S (=0)"(6H/5f™) — O(SH/5 f) (4.17)

in (.19), where H is identified with the integrand also, in a common abuse of notation.
To achieve this we write H in a slightly different form in noting that
a F// F/ )k F ) F//2
!

Here the arrow — indicates an integration by parts where one assumes F and its
derivatives are periodic or vanish suitably at boundaries, or that the region has no
boundary (i.e. the region is a compact surface in which case the integrands must
represent globally defined objects). In this situation we can rewrite (.17) as

) (4.18)

/d%@log(f Olog(f /d2 f;,{/ (4.19)

Then using ([E.17) (modulo x/4)

" " / " " ¢ TP,
(5H/5f~—8(—2j;/3f)+88(J{/2)+82(J£2) 2%—6ff£ —sz{; +6ffjj4 (4.20)

This is to compare with _(fl) (modulo x/4) where

T B -9 f/// f/f/// 3 Qf//f// 2f/f//2
-5 =—(3 )[(f,)(—— =5l T s

7 )] (4.21)

Thus one has agreement without further integration by parts. This procedure also
gives a natural origin for geometric action, in addition to the Virasoro algebra back-

ground of [[l, B, B, B]- Let us summarize all this in (cf. [I§, [[9, B0, B1])

THEOREM 4.1 First one has the equation 9T = £y of (E4) - (7). If there
exists H such that u = §H/ST, one arrives at equations such as (f8) 0T = {T, H},
([ {T(2,2),T(¢,2)} = 6(z — 2)E5(z — 2'), and (EI) Of = {f, H} = pdf. For
transformations independent of f one can find u = (§H/6T) as in ({14), (EIG) -
(E27), leading to geometrical action as in ([L.17).

REMARK 4.2 Polyakov light cone action arises by a simple calculation from
H as in ({.13) for example via (integration by parts - cf. [BI] - we assume all terms
are globally defined)

" "2
L= / uTdCde — H — / dcac(L f{; _ J{ig ) (4.22)
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REMARK 4.3 One can arrive at a number of connections of Liouville-Beltrami

theory to KdV following [, [§, [d, B0, B2, {3, 4, B3, B1]. For example from ({.4)

and ([.§) for p = S(f, 2) one obtains dp = p" + 3up’ with a background Hamiltonian
structure. One can also consider a more general Liouville-Beltrami action

f'/ f// f f//2
72 o 1
The first term is Polyakov’s light cone action for 2-D gravity and the second term is
Liouville action with a perturbation 2¢9?u— (9¢)?, which is necessary for covariance

of the Beltrami-Liouville system. Then such an action coupled with various matter
fields leads to KdV equations and bihamiltonian structure.

S — / dz A dz( )+ / dz A dZ[06(D — pd)é + A(e® — 1) + 2602] (4.23)

We return now to the discussion at the beginning of Section 4 and look at = =
S_+ Sine in (BA0) written as (f — f, u= fz/f., etc. - we drop a factor (i/2) arising
in the z, Z integration)

= k pOif L 02 #f 30 7
2= SloF — 257 Mz ndz / nlgg 3G ndzh 42y

(recall T, ~ +S(f,2) in (2-4]])). But we see from (@) that for k = k

1 1 1 f
£ 3 £
—(J;—, — 5(%)2]6&’ ANdz=EZ

(where T' ~ —(1/2)xS(f, z) in ()) Further from (f.22) one has then

27rL 7 = (== fz 72 )d ANdz = -8, (4.26)

which reduces I'crp = S_ + Sine + S+ to zero (making a suitable extremum). Also
S, ~ intrinsic Polyakov action so we have a direct calculation showing

THEOREM 4.4. The equation of motion (R.42) is satisfied for f; = f, = f and
for this solution I'¢fy = 0.

Now it has been asserted previously that S;,; ~ S p and this means of course that
Sint ~ Sp modulo x (since from Theorem 3.4 for hy/g = 1 one has T, = 2p° i and

uT., = 2p*|u|? # p? - cf. also (B-37)). To make this precise recall from (B:I7) and
(B.29) that (dropping (i/2) again)

wa/p —|puP)dz A dz; Spw—/dez/\dz (4.27)
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2 ~
Hence in particular, writing T = %OS p — X We get

2T

1
T = /p2|,u|2dz NdZ = 3 /MT = —?SW (4.28)

THEOREM 4.5. For h,/g = 1 the interaction term [ uT., = —(47/k)Sin: above

is in fact [ uT = 2T = (g2/2)Sp—2mx and thus is equivalent to the extrinsic Polyakov
action modulo x as stated previously without proof. Note that I'cpy =0 ~ x # 0
generally and one could regard x as fixed in determining solutions.

REMARK 4.6. In B9 one wants a dimensionless term in the action for string
theory and this comes from the extrinsic curvature which is added to Sy¢g. This term
is unique (up to divergence terms) and invariant under scale transformations r — Ax.
It is essential to include this in the action and one is led to a Grassman sigma model
with constraint as in (R.24) or (2.35). Such a string theory apparently corresponds
to QCD. In [Bf one demonstrates that in R? the geometry of h,/g = 1 surfaces is
equivalent to WSO(3) gravity but we have not developed this here.

We make also the following observation. Take an extremal I'.yf = 0 (cf. Theorem
4.3) corresponding to 0 = S_ + S, + S;,,; with the same f ((2:39) is satisfied). Then
[T ~ S_+ S, (cf. and [T ~ Sp up to a factor of x as in Theorem 4.5. We will
argue then that preservation of Sp under mVN flows corresponds to preserving the
extremal WZNW action I'.ry. Now let us make this more precise. We have (I" and
S will be used interchangeably) ['.rp = Sy + S_ + Sip with Iy = —(k/4m) [ uT (ct.
(ET)). Then via Theorem 4.5, [ uT = 2Y = (¢2/2)Sp — 27x. On the other hand,
going to (f.23) we have (1/27)L = S_ — (k/4w) [T = —S,. Hence for common
f one obtains S, + S_ — (k/4n) [uT = 0 = extreme [ s (recall T = 0 ~ x
fixed). Now under mVN flows with h,/g = 1, Sp is preserved, and since the genus
g is integer valued, x will be invariant under continuous deformation. Consequently
S uT and Sy 4+ S_ will also be preserved via the integration ([£.29). Hence

THEOREM 4.7 Since Sp is preserved under mVN deformations with hy/g=1
via Theorem 5.1, let x (preserved) be given; then the extremal I'. sy = 0 equation (for
h./g = 1) is also preserved, yielding a family of extremal surfaces.

5 MISCELLANEOUS RESULTS

We gather here various additional facts and observations which will be organized as
remarks.

REMARK 5.1. Now we recall also that H,, = ji = f./f; and H.; = u = f./f.
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with T}, = 2p*fi and p is given in (B-I9). The formula (B13) for 7T.. is more useful
however since it implies

2 21;222

T..=—0.(pt) = — 5.1
—0.(pi) = 2 (5:1)
This says that
_ Tzz _
7~p2zz + 9 ¢2 =0 (52)

which is a Schroedinger equation associated with KdV, with T,,/2 playing the role
of potential. It is tempting here to think of (1/2)T,, ~ 2(logT)., by analogy to KdV
but T, here is only defined to be a component of an EM tensor. We note from
that for geodesic coordinates with ds* = d&f + Hd&3, H* = G (i.e. /g ~ H) with
Sna = 0 [ \/gd*E, one has

H&ﬁl + K(&, £2>,H =0 (5'3>

where K ~ Gaussian curvature. Then H can be regarded as RY where V¥ is a wave
function satisfying (z ~ &1, y ~ &) @ =V + Uz, y)¥ = N2U for K = —U + A2
There is a wide class of such ¥ so many surfaces could arise related to KdV in this
manner. Note that our H:: and other terms involve conformal gauge but perhaps
there is analogous behavior. Note first that in our notation /g = 1/2p* with h = 2p?
for hy/g =1 Thus H ~ 1/ 2p? in some sense, while H;; = u plays the role of induced
metric. Here we recall also from Theorem 3.4 that oy = —0& = u, = 2(log(p)):
and O = —0¢ = iz = 2(log(p)), while the Liouville equation states that ¢,; =

—Kexp(§) ~ (log(p)).- = K/4p*.

REMARK 5.2. There is also another interesting direction suggested by some
formulas in [R1]. Thus given a map g : M — N; w = f(z), between two surfaces
with conformal metrics ds®* = A?|dz|* and do? = v?|dw|? respectively, one defines
an energy density e(g) = (1/2)||dg||* = €' (g9) + €"(g) where ¢’ ~ (v?/\?)|w,|* and
e ~ (V¥/N})|ws)?>. For D C M the total energy is E(g) = [pe(g)d*¢ and the
associated Euler-Lagrange operator is called the tension field

4
7(9) = 3z (W= + 2(logv)wwsws) (5.4)
For N = S%(R) = sphere of radius R and w a conformal parameter obtained by a

similarity transformation S?(R) — S?(1) followed by a stereographic projection one
has v = 2R/(1+|w|?). Then if M is a plane domain (A = 1) one obtains (w ~ f(z, z))

/ _ 4R2 |-fz|2 . " o 4R2 |f2|2 5 5
A e 9 = >
oy 2EE
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Setting F(f) = fs/(1 + |f|?) and F(f) = f./(1 + |f]?) we see that g holomorphic
~ F =0, g antiholomorphic ~ F' = 0, and ¢ harmonic ~ ¢(f) = 0. This all leads to
some interesting relations among the various actions studied earlier. Thus write (h
and ah for holomorphic and antiholomorphic respectively)

Sun = [ €"(9)Be Su = [ ¢(g)% (5.6)
Now via (B:17) we see that (set d*¢ = —(2/i)dz A dz)
22 £ s Ap2,28
S = —AR / e N 4= AR GRS (5.7)
and from (2-20)
I O LT
27X = R /(e edz Ndz = S (San — Sh) (5.8)

We note that the notation in [RI] corresponds to an interior normal vector S0 a
minus sign adjustment may be needed at times. Further we observe that df A df =
(1f2)* = |f:1*)dz A dZ which leads to

. odfndf
27TX—Z/7(1+ TiBE (5.9)

THEOREM 5.3. With no restriction h,/g = 1 we get (5.7) - (B.9).

REMARK 5.4 One has a direct connection of the context of Remark 5.2 to the
classical 2-D SO(3) sigma model following [B7, J]. Here (with appropriate variables
and scaling) S ~ S, + S, corresponds to the sigma model action and the charge
Q ~ Sp — San ~ —x. The equation of motion corresponds then to (using f ~ w in

BT - f ~ w could also be used)

2ff.f-
L+ |fP?

(cf. (B24) and (£-379) and note this corresponds to h,fs;/h = 0 in (B-G)). One finds
that S > 4x|@| and it turns out that multiinstanton (or antiinstanton) solutions of
the form

szZ

(5.10)

k z—aj k Z—CLJ'
=11 =11 11

of charge +k are the only solutions of (5.1() with finite action.
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REMARK 5.5. The formulas (B.I7), (B.I§) for actions as well as (B.12) and
(B:29) for T, and x respectively have an interesting structure and one can in fact
develop this further. First let us think of ¢y and vy with their conjugates as deter-
mining a map m : (z,2) — (¢1,1) : C — C? (one could also envision (z,z)
(11, %1,12,102) but this is somewhat less clear). Via the defining equations (*)
V1. = o, Yoz = —pyy (and Y1z = pia, Py, = —pib1) one has constraints

. wlé o wlz. ¢2z o ¢22
B
Observe that «a(iq,1)9) satisfies the same constraints for & € C, so we can think
of m: C — CP!' = PC' ~ S? (Riemann sphere) directly, without using (2.29),
(B1)), etc. Now consider the extrinsic Polyakov action Sp of (BI7) in the form Sp =
(2i/98) [ p*dz A dZ (hy/g = 1). One can rewrite this in terms of the 1); as follows.

Using p = (¢1./42) = (¥12/12) one has

gp — % wlz'l/_jli
9%/ |l

Now use dip; = 1h1.dz + ¥1zdZ and diyy = Yr.dz +P1zdZ to get dipy Adiby = (V1101 —
1201, )dz A dz and write

g, _ 2 dipy Ndipy | 20 [Pzt
"R |12 9/ |l

Our basic equations say nothing about )z or 11, however and a change of variables
z + z in the second integral does not give a copy of Sp since e.g. (2,2); —
¥1(Z, 2), # U1(z, 2) without further hypotheses. Another approach would be to write
P* = —(¥12/12) (Yaz /1h1) = —(logipr).(logihs): and then

21

Sp = 7 (logyn),(logs)zdz N dz (5.15)
0

(7). + (13): =0 (5.12)

dz N\dz (5.13)

dz N dz (5.14)

Setting d(login) = (logir).dz + (logipr)zdz and d(logipz) = (logipz).dz + (logyz)zdz
we get d(logiy) A d(logis) = [(logir).(logie)s — (logir):z(logis).]dz A dZz leading to

Sp = —z—é / d(logiy) A d(logis) — ; / (logipn)(logs).dz A dz (5.16)

0

and again terms 5 /11 and 1, /1)y are not specified a priori.

Suppose now that we require, in addition to the basic equations (*) 11, = pibs, oz
_pdjlu that
Y1z = qiba; Yo, = —qin (5.17)
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for some function q(z,2). Then vy, = @by and 1y; = —@; so that all derivatives
of the v; would be specified. In particular consider the last term in (B.14) with
integrand (¢1z/12) (Y12 /102) = |q|*(2, Z) and suppose |¢|*(z,2) = p*(Z, z). Then for
2 2, [|q?(z,2)dz Ndz — [p*(2,2)dzZ ANdz = — [p*(z,2)dz A dz and (F.14)) yields

3, — K diby A dipy
g |ha?
Similarly in (F-17) (¢12/t1) (W2, /12) = —¢(2, Z) so if we take q real with —¢*(z, 2) =

—p?(Z, 2) then the last integral in (5.16) becomes — [ ¢*(z, 2)dzAdz = — [ p*(z, z)dz A
dz = — [p*(2,2)dz Ndz = [p*(2,Z)dz A dZ so that (F-16) becomes

(5.18)

Sp = —gié / d(logibr) A d(logips) (5.19)

If ¢ is real in (B.17) then both (b.1§) and (5.19) hold. We can also write from (*)
(¥}),+ (¥3); = 0 while from (5-17) one has (¢7);+(¢3), = 0. Adding and subtracting
leads to

(0. + 02) (Wi +3) = 05 (0; — 0:) (W7 —¢3) =0 (5.20)
Hence for («, ) arbitrary functions
Vi=alz+2)+p(z—2); v3=a(z+2) — Bz —2) (5.21)

We note a few additional formulas which hold when (p.17) applies. Thus from (B.I5)

= Hee = 2nz = i) = 20(nf* + [of) = (5.22)
so u is real, while from (B.I4) and Theorem 3.2
T, = 4]92(151,21/12 - 1/_11%,2) = 41729(‘%\2 + |1/12\2) = 2pq (5.23)
If we write (5-29) and (p-23) in terms of the v; one obtains
502
p O3

Thus we have proved

THEOREM 5.6 Given (5.I7) (plus (*)) one obtains (p-21)) for arbitrary (v, 3)
which can be written as ¢} = a(x)+ 8(y) and ¢35 = a(x) — (y). Further (given (*)),
if (5-I7) holds with ¢(z, Z) = p(Z, z) real then (5:I§) and (5-19) hold for Sp. Thus the
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lovely formulas (5.18) - (B:19) occur for the particular class of surfaces for which (cf.

(E19)) . _
O.X'=ila+ta+p—-p); 0.X* =a+B—a+p; (5.25)

0.X* = =2\/(a = B)(@+B); guz = 4llal* + B + o+ Blla— ]
Further one obtains (5.29) - (5.24).

REMARK 5.7. We note in passing also that when (f.17) holds one gets (cf.
(b-19))

San = S8iR? / p*dz Ndz; S, = 8iR? / ¢*dz NdzZ = — Sy, (5.26)
so that from (P-20)
1 -
2y = 4—R25ah = QSSP (5.27)

Also in connection with (p-I7) we note that (p-I7) implies 4 is real from (5.23) while
T, is then automatically real from (5.23). Conversely if 4 is real one must have

Vo1 — 1oz = Yothrs — Y1 (5.28)
This can happen in at least two ways, namely
wlé . w2z o wlé o _¢2z

(5.29)

=q; =7 or ==
(e U U (e
with (g,7) real (r = —q ~ (517)). We see from T}, = 2p?i in Theorem 3.4 that T,
is now automatically real with p. Further from (:I4) and (p-29) one has

V101 + hozthy = %8(]%) = P1a(q+1) = %8(%) (5.30)

which implies Y11y is real. On the other hand 4 real implies du = 20log(p) and
dp = 20log(p) which implies 9*log(p) = 9*log(p) and consequently

loglp) =F(z+2)+G(z—2) ~p= f(z+ 2)g(z — 2) (5.31)

Apparently however r = —¢ in (5.29) is not implied by p real. Thus in particular the
condition (p.I7) seems to be rather strong.

REMARK 5.8. The quantities in A, and A, of (-3]]) can be computed for
hy/g = 1. Thus in A’ one has entries £(1/v2)(1+T) and £(i/v2)(1 — T) with T’ =
2fi (4 = 2034 /d2):), while in A% we have (1/v3) (s +207), +(1/v/2) (1 — 262),
and +i(log p?);. The components for the ¢é; in (2-30) are

1

1 it
A= ;

= 2p|h|*; A(f?+ f7) = —4pR( 7

); (5.32)
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AL+ 507 + )] = 2plJuaf? — R

)i Af 4 f) = 4pS(We); A(f — f) = 4ipR(v1as)

U1y
Uy

A(f? = f?) = 4ipS(

)]
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