Published by Institute of Physics Publishing for SISSA/ISAS Received: June 24, 2003 Accepted: October 13, 2003

String bits without doubling

Ulf Danielsson, Fredric Kristiansson, Martin Lübcke and Konstantin Zarembo^∗ Institutionen för Teoretisk Fysik Box 803, SE-751 08 Uppsala, Sweden E-mail: ulf.danielsson@teorfys.uu.se, fredric.kristiansson@teorfys.uu.se,

martin.lubcke@teorfys.uu.se, konstantin.zarembo@teorfys.uu.se

Abstract: We construct a string bit model in the pp-wave background in which fermion doubling produces the correct spectrum of string states.

Keywords: Lattice Quantum Field Theory, Penrose limit and pp-wave background, AdS-CFT and dS-CFT Correspondence.

∗Also at ITEP, B. Cheremushkinskaya 25, 117259 Moscow, Russia

© SISSA/ISAS 2003 http://jhep.sissa.it/archive/papers/jhep102003026 /jhep102003026 .pdf

Contents

1. Introduction 1

2. The string-bit hamiltonian 2

3. The supersymmetry transformations 4

4. Checking the superalgebra 6

5. Conclusions 7

1. Introduction

The type-IIB superstring theory in the pp-wave background with Ramond-Ramond flux [1, 2] has drawn considerable attention recently, mainly because it arises in a certain limit of AdS/CFT correspondence [3, 4, 5] and describes a particular set of operators in the dual super-Yang-Mills (SYM) theory [5]. The relationship between string states and field-theory operators, a cornerstone feature of the gauge/string theory duality [6], is remarkably simple and explicit in the pp-wave limit. The operators in some sense correspond to discretized strings which are built out of a finite number of partons [5]. The parton picture of the string, and also the fact that string theory in the pp-wave is most easily quantized in the light-cone gauge, is suggestive of the use of the string bit models which were proposed a long time ago to describe strings of partons in the light-cone frame [7]. The key observation is that the length of the string in the light-cone gauge is proportional to light-cone momentum P^+ [8]. Therefore it can be interpreted as an ordered array of partons, each of which carries a fixed small portion of the P^+. The continuous string is recovered in the limit when the number of partons becomes infinite.

In the context of the pp-wave string partons are elementary fields of the SYM theory and the string hamiltonian arises from their perturbative interactions [5]. The string bit model in the pp-wave background was introduced in [9, 10] and gives an elegant unified description of the multi-string Hilbert space and of the string interactions. The string interactions correspond to 1/N corrections in the SYM theory, and it was proposed that the string bit model can describe operator mixing in the SYM theory non-perturbatively in 1/N [10, 11, 12] (see [13, 14] for the discussion of operator mixing on the field-theory side).

As was noticed in [15], world-sheet fermions of the string bit model potentially cause a problem because of fermion doubling. The problem is actually not specific to the pp-wave string and can arise in any supersymmetric string bit model. The fermion doubling implies the appearance of spurious low-energy modes of fermions in lattice field theory [16]. The

– 1 – wave functions of these modes are sign-alternating with the period of two lattice spacings, i.e. they have a momentum of the order of the lattice cutoff. Their energy is nevertheless finite. In the context of the string bit model, doublers threaten to destroy the correct string spectrum in the continuum limit and should be eliminated before the continuum limit is taken.

We advocate an alternative approach to the doubling problem. Instead of removing the doublers, we propose to reduce the fermion content of the string bit model by half and to regard doublers as physical states. Our approach closely follows one of the wellknown methods to tackle fermion doubling in lattice field theories [17, 18]. The fermion doubling will automatically recover the correct string spectrum in the continuum limit. An important point to note here is that doubling produces a pair of identical fermions, and indeed there are two world-sheet fermions in the type-IIB string theory with the same quantum numbers.

The outline of the paper is as follows. In section two we introduce a new string-bit hamiltonian, in section three we propose new supersymmetry generators, in section four we investigate their algebra, and in section five, finally, we present some conclusions.

2. The string-bit hamiltonian

The light-cone hamiltonian for the IIB Green-Schwarz superstring in the pp-wave background is given by [1]^1

H_{continuum} = 1 2 ∫ dσ ( p^2 + x^{′2} + x^2 + iθθ^′ − iθ̃θ̃^′ + 2iθΠθ̃ ) . (2.1)

The essential ingredient of the string-bit model is a discretized version of this hamiltonian. The main advantage of the discretization is the possibility to describe string interactions in a combinatorial way. The Fock space of a discretize string naturally includes multistring states, and consequently string interactions can be introduced by just adding extra terms to the hamiltonian [9]. Such a simple description of interactions is impossible for the continuous string. Our main goal, however, is to address the doubling problem, which arises before the Fock space is extended to include multiple strings, and we shall concentrate on the Hilbert space of a single string in what follows.

The string bit hamiltonian of [9] is the straightforward discretization of (2.1):

H_{string bit} = a 2 J∑ n=1 [ p^2_n + x^2_n + 1 a^2

(x_{n+1} − x_n)^2 + i a θ_nθ_{n+1} − i a θ̃_nθ̃_{n+1} − 2iθ̃_nΠθ_n ] . (2.2)

To be more precise, this hamiltonian is the gauge-fixed version of the string bit model. We believe, however, that a gauge-invariant generalization of our approach, and an inclusion of multi-string states, should not cause any serious problems. In the above expression the

1We use the notations and conventions of [19] for SO(8) spinors and Dirac matrices. The word-sheet fermions are in the 8s of SO(8). The mass matrix Π_{ab} = γ^1_{aȧ}γ^2_{ȧc}γ^3_{cḃ}γ^4_{ḃb} is symmetric and traceless, and explicitly breaks SO(8) to SO(4) × SO(4).

– 2 – inverse lattice spacing 1/a should be identified with the ’t Hooft coupling of the dual SYM theory [9], and the phase space coordinates are understood to obey the following canonical commutation relations

[p^i_n, x^j_m] = − i a δ^{ij} δ_{nm} , {θ^a_n, θ^b_m} = 1 a δ^{ab}δ_{nm} , {θ̃^a_n, θ̃^b_m} = 1 a δ^{ab}δ_{nm} . (2.3)

Here i = 1 . . . 8 and a = 1 . . . 8 are indices of the vector and of one of the spinor representations of SO(8). The other spinor representation will be denoted by dotted indices.

A straightforward discretization of the supersymmetry generators yields:

Q_{string bit} = a J∑ n=1 [ p^i_nγ^iθ_n − x^i_nγ^iΠθ̃_n + 1 a (x^i_{n+1} − x^i_n)γ^iθ_n ] ,

~Q_{string bit} = a J∑ n=1 [ p^i_nγ^iθ̃_n + x^i_nγ^iΠθ_n − 1 a (x^i_{n+1} − x^i_n)γ^iθ̃_n ] . (2.4)

The hamiltonian and the supercharges are diagonalized by Fourier transforms given by

x_n = 1 √ J J/2−1∑

p=−J/2 x_pe^{2πipn/J} , p_n = 1 √ J J/2−1∑

p=−J/2 p_pe^{2πipn/J} , (2.5)

θ_n = 1 √ J J/2−1∑

p=−J/2 θ_pe^{2πipn/J} , θ̃_n = 1 √ J J/2−1∑

p=−J/2 θ̃_pe^{2πipn/J} , (2.6)

which leads to a hamiltonian of the form

H = a 2 J/2−1∑

p=−J/2 [ p_pp_{−p} + x_px_{−p} + 4 a^2 x_px_{−p} sin^2 pπ J + 1 a (θ_pθ_{−p} − θ̃_pθ̃_{−p}) sin 2pπ J − 2iθ̃_pΠθ_{−p} ] . (2.7) It is now easy to see that the kinetic energy of fermions has two zeros, at p = 0 and at p = J/2, in each Brillouin zone. As a consequence there are twice as many light fermion states as there should be in the continuum limit. The bosons do not suffer from this problem, since modes with p ∼ J/2 have energies of order of the cutoff and decouple in the continuum limit. The fermions states with momentum close to J/2 are potentially dangerous, since their energy is finite in the continuum limit and they may mix with physical states when string interactions are taken into account. In addition, as shown in [15], the variation of H under the supersymmetry transformations fails to vanish.

We propose a mild modification of the string bit model which is free from the doubling problem. Actually, instead of viewing it as a problem, we shall take advantage of the fermion doubling. The key observation is that the spectrum of the type-IIB superstring contains two fermions transforming in the same way. This suggests that the right spectrum can emerge as the result of the doubling of a single fermion species. The idea is then to start out with half the number of fermions in the discretized case and let the fermion doubling provide for the missing states in the continuum limit.

– 3 –

Since the momenta of the doublers lie close to the boundary of the Brillouin zone, their wave functions in the coordinate space are approximately sign alternating with the period of two lattice spacings. We can couple doublers to the normal low-momentum modes by introducing the sign factor (−1)^n. A hamiltonian that achieves this goal is obtained from (2.2) by omitting the θ̃ and introducing the staggered mass term:^2 H = a 2 J∑ n=1 [ p^2_n + x^2_n + 1 a^2

(x_{n+1} − x_n)^2 + i a θ_nθ_{n+1} − i(−1)^nθ_nΠθ_{n+1} ] (2.8)

= a 2 J/2−1∑

p=−J/2 ( p_pp_{−p}+x_px_{−p}+ 4 a^2 x_px_{−p} sin^2 pπ J + 1 a θ_pθ_{−p} sin 2pπ J +iθ_{p+J/2}Πθ_{−p} cos 2pπ J ) . (2.9)

In the continuum limit, where J → ∞ and a → 0, we recover (2.1) if we make the identification θ̃_p = θ_{p+J/2} . (2.10)

There are two sets of low-energy modes: θ_p and θ̃_p with p ≪ J. In the coordinate representation the physical fermions are linear combinations of lattice variables on two neighboring sites: θ^a_n → 1 2 (θ^a_n + θ^a_{n+1})

θ̃^a_n → 1 2 (−1)^n(θ^a_n − θ^a_{n+1}) . (2.11)

That is, θ_p (for finite p) corresponds to fluctuations around a constant θ_n, while θ̃_p corresponds to fluctuations around a staggered state where θ_n is alternating between the lattice sites.

3. The supersymmetry transformations

We must now turn to the subject of supersymmetry. The discretization of the supercharges and the definition of the supersymmetry transformations on the lattice is a very subtle procedure. For instance, the straightforward substitution of the fermion variables (2.11) into the supercharges (2.4) does not work. The supersymmetry transformations then mix low-energy degrees of freedom that survive the continuum limit with heavy lattice modes, which renders truncation of the superalgebra to the low-energy sector inconsistent. We propose to start with the original supersymmetry generators in (2.4) above, make replacements according to (2.11), and in addition replace bosonic variables by their symmetric combinations p^i_n → 1 2 ( p^i_n + p^i_{n+1} ) , x^i_n → 1 2 ( x^i_n + x^i_{n+1} ) . (3.1)

2Strictly speaking, we should assume that the number of sites in the lattice is even. Otherwise, (−1)^n is not a periodic function on the lattice, and the mass term will contain a ”defect” near n = 0. Its effect, however, should disappear in the continuum limit, and for this reason the difference between lattices with even and odd number of sites will not affect our main results.

– 4 –

In this way we get for the supercharges: Q = a 4 J∑ n=1 [ (p^i_n + p^i_{n+1})γ^i(θ_n + θ_{n+1}) − (−1)^n(x^i_n + x^i_{n+1})γ^iΠ(θ_n − θ_{n+1}) + + 1 a (x^i_{n+2} − x^i_n)γ^i(θ_n + θ_{n+1}) ] , (3.2) and ~Q = a 4 J∑ n=1 [ (−1)^n(p^i_n + p^i_{n+1})γ^i(θ_n − θ_{n+1}) +^i_n +x^i_{n+1})γ^iΠ(θ_n + θ_{n+1}) − − 1 a (−1)^n(x^i_{n+2} − x^i_n)γ^i(θ_n − θ_{n+1}) ] . (3.3)

As we shall now show, these operators have the desired properties. Straightforward calculations give the following supersymmetry transformations: [Q, x^i_n] = − i 4 γ^i(θ_{n+1} + 2θ_n + θ_{n−1}) , (3.4)

[Q, p^i_n] = i 4 (−1)^nγ^iΠ(θ_{n+1} − 2θ_n + θ_{n−1}) − i 4a γ^i(θ_{n+1} + θ_n − θ_{n−1} − θ_{n−2}) , (3.5) {Q, θ_n} = 1 4 (p^i_{n+1} + 2p^i_n + p^i_{n−1})γ^i − 1 4 (−1)^n(x^i_{n+1} + 2x^i_n + x^i_{n−1})γ^iΠ − − 1 4a (x^i_{n+2} + x^i_{n+1} − x^i_n − x^i_{n−1})γ^i , (3.6) and [ ~Q, x^i_n] = i 4 (−1)^nγ^i(θ_{n+1} − 2θ_n + θ_{n−1}) , (3.7) [ ~Q, p^i_n] = i 4 γ^iΠ(θ_{n+1} + 2θ_n + θ_{n−1}) − i 4a (−1)^nγ^i(θ_{n+1} − θ_n − θ_{n−1} + θ_{n−2}) , (3.8) { ~Q, θ_n} = 1 4 (−1)^n(p^i_{n+1} + 2p^i_n + p^i_{n−1})γ^i + 1 4 (x^i_{n+1} + 2x^i_n + x^i_{n−1})γ^iΠ − − 1 4a (−1)^n(x^i_{n+2} + x^i_{n+1} − x^i_n − x^i_{n−1})γ^i . (3.9)

After Fourier transforming these become

[Q, x^i_p] = −i cos^2 πp J γ^iθ_p , (3.10)

[Q, p^i_p] = −i cos^2 πp J γ^iΠθ_{p−J/2} + 2 a sin πp J cos^2 πp J e^{−iπp/J} γ^iθ_p , (3.11) {Q, θ_p} = cos^2 πp J p^i_pγ^i − sin^2 πp J x^i_{p+J/2}γ^iΠ − 2i a sin πp J cos^2 πp J e^{iπp/J} x^i_pγ^i , (3.12) and [ ~Q, x^i_p] = −i cos^2 πp J γ^iθ_{p+J/2} , (3.13)

[ ~Q, p^i_p] = i cos^2 πp J γ^iΠθ_p − 2 a sin πp J cos^2 πp J e^{−iπp/J} γ^iθ_{p+J/2} , (3.14) { ~Q, θ_p} = sin^2 πp J p^i_{p+J/2}γ^i + cos^2 πp J x^i_pγ^iΠ + 2 a cos πp J sin^2 πp J e^{iπp/J} x^i_{p+J/2}γ^i . (3.15)

– 5 –

In the continuum limit, focusing on the light modes with momenta close to zero, the transformations reduce to the expected expressions: [Q, x^i] = −iγ^iθ , [ ~Q, x^i] = −iγ^iθ̃ , [Q, p^i] = −iγ^iΠθ̃ − 2iγ^iθ^′ , [ ~Q, p^i] = iγ^iΠθ + 2iγ^iθ̃^′ , {Q, θ} = p^iγ^i − 2x^{′i}γ^i , { ~Q, θ} = −x^iγ^iΠ , {Q, θ̃} = x^iγ^iΠ , { ~Q, θ̃} = p^iγ^i − 2x^{′i}γ^i . (3.16)

A crucial observation is that there is no undesired mixing between low energy and high energy states. In particular, the cos^2 πp/J factor in (3.10) makes sure, for p close to J/2, that there is no mixing of the low energy mode θ̃_{p−J/2} into the supersymmetry transformation of the high energy mode x^i_p. This is a necessary property if we want to achieve a consistent supersymmetric truncation to the low energy sector.

4. Checking the superalgebra

The results of the previous section are very encouraging, but we also need to check that the pp-wave superalgebra emerges in the continuum limit. Straightforward calculations show that [Q, H] = − i 8a J∑ n=1 ( x^i_{n+2} − 2x^i_n + x^i_{n−2} ) γ^i (θ_n − θ_{n−1}) + i 8 J∑ n=1 ( p^i_{n+2} − 2p^i_n + p^i_{n−2} ) γ^iθ_n−

− i 8 J∑ n=1 ( x^i_{n+2} − 2x^i_n + x^i_{n−2} ) (−1)^n γ^iΠθ_{n−1} + ia 8 J∑ n=1 ( x^i_{n+2} − 2x^i_n + x^i_{n−2} ) γ^iθ_n+

+ ia 8 J∑ n=1 ( p^i_{n+2} − 2p^i_n + p^i_{n−2} ) (−1)^n γ^iΠθ_n , (4.1)

which can be Fourier transformed to [Q, H] = − 1 2 J/2−1∑

p=−J/2 sin^2 2πp J [ ia(x^i_pγ^iθ_{−p}+p^i_pγ^iΠθ_{J/2−p})+i(p^i_pγ^iθ_{−p}+e^{2πip/J} x^i_pγ^iΠθ_{J/2−p})+

+ 2 a sin πp J e^{πip/J} x^i_pγ^iθ_{−p} ] . (4.2)

Clearly, the supercharges do not commute with the hamiltonian, but it is easy to see that the commutator either vanish in the continuum limit (as J → ∞), or is zero provided that we put the heavy lattice modes to zero.

We can also check that the anti-commutators of supercharges agree with the pp-wave superalgebra [1] up to terms which decouple in the continuum limit. We find: { Q_ȧ, Q_ḃ } = 2δ_{ȧḃ}(H + P) + 2 ( γ^iΠγ^j ) ȧḃ (R ij + T^{ij} ) , (4.3) { ~Q_ȧ, ~Q_ḃ } = 2δ_{ȧḃ}(H − P) + 2 ( γ^iΠγ^j ) ȧḃ (R ij − T^{ij} ) , (4.4) { Q_{(ȧ}, ~Q_{ḃ)} } = 2δ_{ȧḃ}V + 2 ( γ^iΠγ^j ) ȧḃ S ij , (4.5)

– 6 – where H = a 32 J∑ n=1 [ (p_{n+2} + 2p_{n+1} + p_n)^2 + 1 a^2

(x_{n+3} + x_{n+2} − x_{n+1} − x_n)^2

+(x_{n+2} + 2x_{n+1} + x_n)^2+ 2i a θ_n(5θ_{n+1} + θ_{n+3})−16i(−1)^nθ_nΠθ_{n+1} ] , (4.6) P = 1 32 J∑ n=1 ({p_n, x_{n+3} + 3x_{n+2} + 2x_{n+1} − 2x_n − 3x_{n−1} − x_{n−2}} + 8iθ_nθ_{n+2}) , (4.7)

V = a 16 J∑ n=1 (−1)^n [ − p_n(p_{n+2} − p_n) − 1 a^2 x_n(x_{n+3} − 3x_{n+1}) + x_n(x_{n+2} − x_n) − − i a θ_n(θ_{n+3} − θ_{n+1}) ] , (4.8) R^{ij} = 1 16 J∑ n=1 (−1)^nx^{(i}_n (x_{n+3} − 2x_{n+2} − 3x_{n+1} + 2x_n)^{j)} , (4.9)

T^{ij} = a 16 J∑ n=1 (−1)^np^{(i}_n (x_{n+2} − 2x_n + x_{n−2})^{j)} , (4.10)

S^{ij} = 1 32 J∑ n=1 x^{(i}_n (x_{n+3} + 2x_{n+2} − x_{n+1} − 4x_n − x_{n−1} + 2x_{n−2} + x_{n−3})^{j)}. (4.11)

The δ_{ȧḃ} terms in the anti-commutators of Q and ~Q have the right structure, the other terms are lattice artifacts and should go to zero in the continuum limit. The operator H is just another discretization of the string hamiltonian and P can be regarded as a lattice counterpart of the momentum operator. One should note, though, that H do not agree with H when evaluated on the heavy lattice modes. H would lead to a similar doubling problem as before, but now for the bosons, and could not serve as a new hamiltonian. This is expected, since we can only hope for the supersymmetry algebra to close when applied to the low-energy states. Indeed the difference H − H goes to zero in the continuum limit. The same happens to the structures that do not appear in the continuum superalgebra. The operators R^{ij} and T^{ij} contain staggered bosons, which means that they necessarily decouple when we put heavy modes to zero. The symmetric part of the anti-commutator between Q and ~Q is zero for the continuum pp-wave string.^3 The two terms in the {Q, ~Q} indeed vanish in the continuum limit, but for different reasons: the operator V is of the staggered boson type, while S^{ij} contains a discretized version of the second derivative of x which lacks one power of the inverse lattice spacing.

5. Conclusions

In this paper we have proposed a modification the string bit model [9] in which the fermion doubling is taken into account. By taking advantage of the doubling, we construct two

3The anti-symmetric part, which we do not discuss here, is proportional to a linear combination of SO(4) rotation generators [1].

– 7 – fermions in the continuum from a single lattice fermion and its doubler. We have shown that the correct spectrum of the type-IIB string in the pp-wave emerges in the continuum limit. We have also checked that the supersymmetry generators obey the expected algebra if we limit ourselves to the states that remain light in the continuum limit and that supersymmetry transformations do not mix the light states with heavy lattice modes. Our approach crucially depends on the fact that world-sheet fermions of the IIB string belong to the same representation of SO(8). It would be interesting to see whether a similar construction can be made to work for the IIA string where the two sets of fermions transform differently under SO(8).

We have not discussed multi-string states and have not addressed the problem of constructing interaction vertices. We believe, however, that it should be relatively straightforward to make the appropriate modifications of the original string bit model [9] given our results about fermion doubling.

One of the main motivations for considering string bit models is the hope that they may provide an adequate dual description of the SYM theory [9, 20]. In the context of the pp-wave strings, the SYM operators that are dual to fermion states of the string are known and were shown to combine into complete supermultiplets [21], even before taking the continuum limit, which shows that supersymmetry is really important here. It is also worth mentioning that discretized analogs of the string hamiltonian which naturally arise in the SYM theory are hamiltonians of integrable spin chains [22, 23, 24]. It would be very interesting to find connections between the integrable spin chains and the string bit models.

Acknowledgments

We are grateful to N. Beisert, J. Minahan, C. Sochichiu, M. Staudacher and H. Verlinde for discussions. This work was supported in part by the Swedish Research Council (VR). U.D. is a Royal Swedish Academy of Sciences Research Fellow supported by a grant from the Knut and Alice Wallenberg Foundation. The work of K.Z. was supported, in part, by RFBR grant 02-02-17260 and grant 00-15-96557 for the promotion of scientific schools.

References

[1] R.R. Metsaev, Type iib Green-Schwarz superstring in plane wave Ramond-Ramond background, Nucl. Phys. B 625 (2002) 70 [hep-th/0112044].

[2] R.R. Metsaev and A.A. Tseytlin, Exactly solvable model of superstring in plane wave Ramond-Ramond background, Phys. Rev. D 65 (2002) 126004 [hep-th/0202109].

[3] M. Blau, J. Figueroa-O’Farrill, C. Hull and G. Papadopoulos, A new maximally supersymmetric background of IIB superstring theory, J. High Energy Phys. 01 (2002) 047 [hep-th/0110242]; Penrose limits and maximal supersymmetry, Class. and Quant. Grav. 19 (2002) L87 [hep-th/0201081].

[4] M. Blau, J. Figueroa-O’Farrill and G. Papadopoulos, Penrose limits, supergravity and brane dynamics, Class. and Quant. Grav. 19 (2002) 4753 [hep-th/0202111].

– 8 –

[5] D. Berenstein, J.M. Maldacena and H. Nastase, Strings in flat space and PP waves from N = 4 super Yang-Mills, J. High Energy Phys. 04 (2002) 013 [hep-th/0202021].

[6] O. Aharony, S.S. Gubser, J.M. Maldacena, H. Ooguri and Y. Oz, Large-N field theories, string theory and gravity, Phys. Rept. 323 (2000) 183 [hep-th/9905111].

[7] R. Giles and C.B. Thorn, A lattice approach to string theory, Phys. Rev. D 16 (1977) 366. [8] P. Goddard, J. Goldstone, C. Rebbi and C.B. Thorn, Quantum dynamics of a massless relativistic string, Nucl. Phys. B 56 (1973) 109.

[9] H. Verlinde, Bits, matrices and 1/N, hep-th/0206059.

[10] D. Vaman and H. Verlinde, Bit strings from N = 4 gauge theory, hep-th/0209215. [11] J. Pearson, M. Spradlin, D. Vaman, H. Verlinde and A. Volovich, Tracing the string: bmn correspondence at finite J^2/N, J. High Energy Phys. 05 (2003) 022 [hep-th/0210102].

[12] J.-G. Zhou, PP-wave string interactions from string bit model, Phys. Rev. D 67 (2003) 026010 [hep-th/0208232].

[13] N. Beisert, C. Kristjansen, J. Plefka and M. Staudacher, Bmn gauge theory as a quantum mechanical system, Phys. Lett. B 558 (2003) 229 [hep-th/0212269].

[14] D.Z. Freedman and U. Gursoy, Instability and degeneracy in the BMN correspondence, J.

High Energy Phys. 08 (2003) 027 [hep-th/0305016].

[15] S. Bellucci and C. Sochichiu, Fermion doubling and BMN correspondence, Phys. Lett. B 564 (2003) 115 [hep-th/0302104].

[16] M. Creutz, Quarks, gluons and lattices, Cambridge University Press, Cambridge 1983. [17] J.B. Kogut and L. Susskind, Hamiltonian formulation of Wilson’s lattice gauge theories, Phys. Rev. D 11 (1975) 395.

[18] L. Susskind, Lattice fermions, Phys. Rev. D 16 (1977) 3031.

[19] M.B. Green, J.H. Schwarz and E. Witten, Superstring theory, Cambridge University Press, Cambridge 1987.

[20] A. Dhar, G. Mandal and S.R. Wadia, String bits in small radius AdS and weakly coupled N = 4 super Yang-Mills theory. I, hep-th/0304062.

[21] N. Beisert, Bmn operators and superconformal symmetry, Nucl. Phys. B 659 (2003) 79 [hep-th/0211032].

[22] J.A. Minahan and K. Zarembo, The Bethe-ansatz for N = 4 super Yang-Mills, J. High Energy Phys. 03 (2003) 013 [hep-th/0212208].

[23] N. Beisert, C. Kristjansen and M. Staudacher, The dilatation operator of N = 4 super Yang-Mills theory, Nucl. Phys. B 664 (2003) 131 [hep-th/0303060].

[24] A.V. Belitsky, A.S. Gorsky and G.P. Korchemsky, Gauge/string duality for QCD conformal operators, Nucl. Phys. B 667 (2003) 3 [hep-th/0304028].

– 9 –