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 a b s t r a c t

We construct a large portion of the massive spectrum of the open bosonic string using light-cone 
quantization, providing explicit oscillator realizations for individual single-particle states as well 
as for full Regge trajectories. We show how combinations of transverse oscillators organize into 
irreducible 𝑆𝑂(25) representations, and provide an algorithm for constructing them level by level. 
We then develop a general method to “climb” the spectrum-adding oscillators in a controlled 
way that generates entire Regge trajectories from a finite set of seed states. Remarkably, the 
coefficients determining each state’s oscillator composition depend on the level in a simple way, 
allowing closed-form expressions for infinitely many states. Beyond individual trajectories, we 
explore internal regularities of the spectrum and establish relations among families of trajectories, 
extending the concept of a Regge trajectory to more general constructions. Our results expose 
a highly ordered and recursive structure underlying the open-string spectrum, suggesting that 
its massive excitations form an algorithmically constructible network. The framework presented 
here lays the groundwork for computing three-point amplitudes of arbitrary massive states, the 
essential building blocks of string interactions, which we tackle in upcoming work.

1.  Introduction

The scattering amplitudes of higher-spin particles diverge at large energies [1]. Yet, string amplitudes manage to soften the 
amplitudes of high-energy scattering in a way that cannot be mimicked by quantum field theory [2–4]. This remarkable property is 
key to the ability of string theory to provide an ultraviolet (UV) completion of theories of long-range forces, notably gravity [5–7]. 
How the plethora of string resonances manages to do this job in a fully consistent manner is still unclear from the target space point-
of-view, and a subject of much exploration. We will revisit string perturbation theory and describe in detail its simplest building 
block: the tree-level, three-point scattering amplitude of single-particle states.1 In this first paper we show how to explicitly construct 
a large portion of the spectrum of the bosonic open string, while we will study the interactions among these states in an upcoming 
paper.

We focus on this problem, as the three-point scattering amplitude is the simplest building block of theories of long-range forces. 
It is very reasonable to expect, in the spirit of the “on-shell” approach to perturbation theory, that with a full grasp of the three-point 
amplitudes, we can learn much about the whole theory, by seeing how these building blocks stitch together, etc [16]. Moreover, 
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1 There are other ways of preparing a scattering state, notably by bombarding the tachyon with a sequence of photons, first proposed by Di Vecchia, 

Di Giudice and Fubini (DDF) [8]. For these states—which are a complicated superposition of single-particle states, the three-point amplitude has 
long been known [9]. For recent papers in this direction, see [10–15].
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$J^{-k}$


$N=4$


$\alpha _{-3}^{[i}\alpha _{-1}^{j]}$


\begin {equation}\alpha _{-3}^{[i}\alpha _{-1}^{j]}\ket {0}. \label {Xeqn45-39}\end {equation}


$\alpha _{-3}^{[i}\alpha _{-1}^{j]} \alpha _{-1}^k$


$\alpha _{-2}^{[i}\alpha _{-1}^{j]}\alpha _{-2}^k$


$N$


\begin {equation}\underbrace {\alpha _{-3}^{[i}\alpha _{-1}^{j]}\alpha _{-1}^l\dots }_{N-2},\quad \underbrace {\alpha _{-2}^{[i}\alpha _{-1}^{j]}(\alpha _{-2}^l\alpha _{-1}^m\dots }_{N-2}+\alpha _{-1}^l\alpha _{-2}^m\dots +\dots ) \label {Xeqn46-40}\end {equation}


$J^{-k}$


\begin {equation}\label {eq:J_example_startingbasis} \frac {6i}{\sqrt {2\alpha '}p^+}\alpha _{-2}^{[i}\alpha _{-1}^{j]}\alpha _{-1}^k\alpha _{-1}^\ell \dots ,\quad \frac {4(N-4)i}{\sqrt {2\alpha '}p^+}\alpha _{-2}^{[i}\alpha _{-1}^{j]}\alpha _{-1}^k\alpha _{-1}^\ell \dots ,\end {equation}


$J^{-k}$


$J^{-k}$


\begin {equation}\begin {imageonly} \includegraphics {fx26} \end {imageonly}\end {equation}


\begin {equation}\begin {pmatrix} 2N-8\\ -3 \end {pmatrix}, \label {Xeqn49-42}\end {equation}


\begin {equation}\left ((2N-8)(\alpha _{-3}^{[i_1}\alpha _{-1}^{i_2]}\alpha _{-1}^{i_3}\dots \alpha _{-1}^{i_{N-2}})-3(\alpha _{-2}^{[i_1}\alpha _{-1}^{i_2]}(\alpha _{-2}^{i_3}\alpha _{-1}^{i_4}\dots +\alpha _{-1}^{i_3}\alpha _{-2}^{i_4}\dots ) \right )\ket {0}, \quad N \geq 5. \label {Xeqn50-43}\end {equation}


$J^{-k}$


$SO(24)$


$N$


$S$


$d = N-S$


$d$


$n_j$


$\alpha _j$


\begin {equation}\label {eq:finite_structures_eqsystem} N = \sum _{j=1}^\infty j\, n_j,\quad S+2k = \sum _{j=1}^\infty n_j,\quad d=N-S\end {equation}


$k\ge 0$


$n_1$


\begin {equation}\label {eq:finite_structures_finalequation} N = S+2k + \sum _{j=2}^\infty (j-1)\, n_j\Rightarrow \sum _{j=2}^\infty (j-1)\, n_j = d-2k\end {equation}


$k=0,\dots ,\lfloor \frac {d}{2}\rfloor $


$(j-1)$


$n_1$


$\alpha _1$


$n$


$n$


$n_j$


\begin {equation}\begin {imageonly} \includegraphics {fx27} \end {imageonly}\end {equation}


$n_1=4,\,n_2=2,\,n_3=3$


$SO(24)$


$\alpha _p\cdot \alpha _q$


$p$


$q$


$j\ge 2$


$n_j$


$n_1$


$\alpha _1$


$\alpha _1$


$J^{-i}$


$\pm 1$


$J^{-i}$


$SO(24)$


$k$


$k+1$


$SO(24)$


$J^{-i}$


\begin {equation}\label {eq:JbasisImage} \sum _{k=1}^{N} \alpha ^i_{-k} T_{(k)}^{i_1\dots },\end {equation}


$T_{(k)}$


$T$


$J^{-i}$


$\{\alpha _{-k} t_{(k)}\}$


$k$


$t_{(k)}$


$SO(24)$


$k$


$J^{-i}$


$\alpha _{-1}$


$\alpha _{-3}^i\alpha _{-2}^j\alpha _{-1}^k$


$j,k$


$i,j$


\begin {equation}\alpha _{-3}^i\alpha _{-2}^j\alpha _{-1}^k\to \alpha _{-3}^i\alpha _{-2}^{(j}\alpha _{-1}^{k)}\to \alpha _{-3}^i\alpha _{-2}^{(j}\alpha _{-1}^{k)}-\alpha _{-3}^j\alpha _{-2}^{(i}\alpha _{-1}^{k)} \label {Xeqn55-47}\end {equation}


$\alpha _{-2}^{(j}\alpha _{-1}^{k)},\,\alpha _{-2}^{(i}\alpha _{-1}^{k)}$


$\alpha _{-1}$


$J^{-i}$


$N$


$J^{-i}$


$J^{-i}$


$N$


$J^{-i}$


$\alpha _{-2}$


$n$


$\alpha _{-1}$


$n+1$


$\alpha _{-1}$


$4(n+1)$


\begin {equation}\label {eq:linear_scaling_example} \begin {split} J^{-i}\alpha _{-2}^j\ket {0} = 4\frac {i}{\sqrt {2\alpha '}p^+}\alpha _{-1}^i\alpha _{-1}^j\ket {0}\,,\\ J^{-i}\alpha _{-2}^{(j}\alpha _{-1}^{k)}\ket {0} = 8\frac {i}{\sqrt {2\alpha '}p^+}\alpha _{-1}^i\alpha _{-1}^j\alpha _{-1}^k\ket {0}\,,\\ J^{-i}\alpha _{-2}^{(j}\alpha _{-1}^{k}\alpha _{-1}^{l)}\ket {0} = 12\frac {i}{\sqrt {2\alpha '}p^+}\alpha _{-1}^i\alpha _{-1}^j\alpha _{-1}^k\alpha _{-1}^l\ket {0}\,. \end {split}\end {equation}


$\mathcal {O}$


$t$


$n_j$


$\alpha _{-j}$


$j$


$\sum _\lambda \mathcal {O}_\lambda t_\lambda $


$N$


$n_j$


$n_1$


$N$


$\mathcal {O}_\lambda t_\lambda $


$t$


\begin {equation}\label {eq:J_theorem_Ni} N_i = \frac {(\sum _j n_j)!}{\prod _j n_j!}\end {equation}


$J^{-i}$


\begin {equation}\label {eq:linear_scaling_decomposition_of_J_on_O_and_t} J^{-i}(\mathcal {O} \cdot t)\ket {0} = [J^{-i},\mathcal {O}]t\ket {0} + \mathcal {O} [J^{-i},t]\ket {0}.\end {equation}


$\alpha ^j_{-m}$


$t$


\begin {equation}\label {eq:J_theorem_schematicJ} [J^{-i}, \alpha _{-m}^j] \sim \sum _k \alpha ^i_{-k} \alpha ^j_{-m+k}\end {equation}


$i\neq j$


$[J^{-i},t]\ket {0}$


$\alpha ^i_{-k}$


$k>0$


$\alpha ^j_{-m}$


$\alpha ^j_{-m+k}$


$m$


$n'_m = n_m-1$


$n'_{m-k}=n_{m-k}+1$


$n_j'=n_j$


$j\neq m,m-k$


\begin {equation}\label {eq:J_theorem_Nf} N_f = \frac {(\sum _j n'_j)!}{\prod _j n'_j!}\end {equation}


$[J^{-i},t]\ket {0}$


$\frac {N_i}{N_f}$


\begin {equation}\frac {N_i}{N_f} = \frac {n_{m-k}+1}{n_m}. \label {Xeqn61-53}\end {equation}


$m-k=1$


$m=1$


$m=1$


$m-k=1$


$n_1$


$N$


$[J^{-i},\mathcal {O}]t\ket {0}$


$\alpha _{>0}$


$t$


$J^{-i}$


$\mathcal {O}$


$t$


$\mathcal {O}$


$\alpha _{-n}\cdot \alpha _{-m}$


\begin {equation}[J^{-i},\alpha _{-n}\cdot \alpha _{-m}] \supset \alpha ^i_{-k}(\alpha _{k-n}\cdot \alpha _{-m}),\,\alpha ^i_{-k}(\alpha _{k-m}\cdot \alpha _{-n}) \label {Xeqn62-54}\end {equation}


$\alpha _{k-n},\,\alpha _{k-m}$


$t$


$t$


$\alpha ^j_{n-k},\,\alpha ^j_{m-k}$


$\alpha ^j_{-m},\,\alpha ^j_{-n}$


$s_1$


$s_2$


$s_1$


$s_2$


$L-$


$SO(24)$


$SO(25)$


$N$


$SO(24)$


$N$


$SO(24)$


$SO(25)$


$SO(25)\to SO(24)$


$SO(24)$


$d$


$d-1$


$d$


$4$


$SO(24)$


$SO(25)$


$SO(24)$


$SO(25)$


$d$


$5$


$J^{-i}$


\begin {equation}\label {eq:grouptheory_fixedlevel_monomials} (\alpha _{-1})^5,\;\; (\alpha _{-1})^3\alpha _{-2},\;\; \alpha _{-1}(\alpha _{-2})^2,\;\; (\alpha _{-1})^2\alpha _{-3},\;\; \alpha _{-2}\alpha _{-3},\;\; \alpha _{-1}\alpha _{-4},\;\; \alpha _{-5},\end {equation}


$SO(24)$


$(\alpha _k)^n$


$n$


$(\alpha _k)^n$


$SO(24)$


$(\alpha _k)^n$


\begin {equation}\begin {imageonly} \includegraphics {fx29} \end {imageonly}\end {equation}


$k$


$(\alpha _{-1})^5$


$SO(24)$


\begin {equation}(\alpha _{-1})^5 \longrightarrow \alpha _{-1}^{i_1}\alpha _{-1}^{i_2}\alpha _{-1}^{i_3}\alpha _{-1}^{i_4}\alpha _{-1}^{i_5}, \quad \left (\alpha _{-1}\cdot \alpha _{-1}\right )\alpha _{-1}^{i_1}\alpha _{-1}^{i_2}\alpha _{-1}^{i_3}, \quad \left (\alpha _{-1}\cdot \alpha _{-1}\right )^2\alpha _{-1}^{i_1}. \label {Xeqn65-56}\end {equation}


$SO(24)$


$(\alpha _{-1})^3\alpha _{-2}$


$(\alpha _{-1})^3$


$SO(24)$


$\alpha _{-2}$


\begin {equation}\begin {imageonly} \includegraphics {fx30} \end {imageonly}\end {equation}


$SO(N)$


$GL(N)$


$SO(24)$


\begin {equation}\begin {imageonly} \includegraphics {fx31} \end {imageonly}\end {equation}


\begin {equation}\begin {imageonly} \includegraphics {fx31b} \end {imageonly}\end {equation}


$SO(24)$


$SO(25)$


$SO(24)$


$SO(25)$


$SO(24)$


$SO(25)$


$SO(25)$


$SO(24)$


\begin {equation}\begin {imageonly} \includegraphics {fx34} \end {imageonly}\end {equation}


\begin {equation}\begin {imageonly} \includegraphics {fx34b} \end {imageonly}\end {equation}


$SO(24)$


$SO(24)$


\begin {equation}\begin {imageonly} \includegraphics {fx35} \end {imageonly}\end {equation}


$SO(25)$


$SO(24)$


$SO(24)$


$SO(25)$


$SO(24)$


$SO(25)$


$SO(24)$


\begin {equation}\begin {imageonly} \includegraphics {fx42} \end {imageonly}\end {equation}


$SO(24)$


$SO(24)$


$SO(24)$


$SO(24)$


$SO(25)$


$SO(25) \to SO(24)$


$SO(24)$


$d$


$N$


$N-s_1=d$


$d=3$


$N$


$d=3$


\begin {equation}\begin {split} \left (\alpha _{-4}^{i_1} \right )&\alpha _{-1}^{i_2}\dots \alpha _{-1}^{i_{N-3}},\;\; \left (\alpha _{-3}^{i_1}\alpha _{-2}^{i_2} \right )\alpha _{-1}^{i_3}\dots \alpha _{-1}^{i_{N-3}},\;\; \left (\alpha _{-2}^{i_1}\alpha _{-2}^{i_2}\alpha _{-2}^{i_3}\right )\alpha _{-1}^{i_4}\dots \alpha _{-1}^{i_{N-3}},\\ &\left (\alpha _{-2} \cdot \alpha _{-1}\right ) \alpha _{-1}^{i_1}\dots \alpha _{-1}^{i_{N-3}},\;\; \left ((\alpha _{-1}\cdot \alpha _{-1})\alpha _{-2}^{i_1}\right )\alpha _{-1}^{i_2}\dots \alpha _{-1}^{i_{N-3}}, \end {split} \label {Xeqn69-57}\end {equation}


$\alpha _{-1}$


$N$


$N=6$


$SO(24)$


\begin {equation}\begin {imageonly} \includegraphics {fx43} \end {imageonly}\end {equation}


\begin {equation}\begin {imageonly} \includegraphics {fx43b} \end {imageonly}\end {equation}


$N$


$SO(24)$


$SO(24)$


\begin {equation}\begin {split} &\left (\alpha _{-4}^{i_1} \right )\alpha _{-1}^{i_2}\dots \alpha _{-1}^{i_{N-3}} \longrightarrow \left \{A,B \right \},\\ &\left (\alpha _{-3}^{i_1}\alpha _{-2}^{i_2} \right )\alpha _{-1}^{i_3}\dots \alpha _{-1}^{i_{N-3}}\longrightarrow \left \{A,B\times 2,C,E \right \},\\ &\left (\alpha _{-2}^{i_1}\alpha _{-2}^{i_2}\alpha _{-2}^{i_3}\right )\alpha _{-1}^{i_4}\dots \alpha _{-1}^{i_{N-3}} \longrightarrow \left \{A,B,C,D \right \},\\ &\left (\alpha _{-2} \cdot \alpha _{-1}\right ) \alpha _{-1}^{i_1}\dots \alpha _{-1}^{i_{N-3}}\longrightarrow \left \{A \right \},\\ &\left ((\alpha _{-1}\cdot \alpha _{-1})\alpha _{-2}^{i_1}\right )\alpha _{-1}^{i_2}\dots \alpha _{-1}^{i_{N-3}}\longrightarrow \left \{A,B \right \}. \end {split} \label {Xeqn70-58}\end {equation}


$d$


$d-1$


$N$


$SO(25)$


$d=0,1,2$


$d=2$


\begin {equation}\begin {imageonly} \includegraphics {fx44} \end {imageonly}\end {equation}


$d-2$


$SO(25)$


$(a,b,c,d)$


$(A)$


$(A)$


$SO(25)$


$(b,d,e)$


$(B)$


$(B)$


$d=3$


$N$


$d=0,\dots ,4$


$SO(24)$


$d-1$


$d$


$SO(24)$


$SO(25)$


$SO(24)$


$k$


$\alpha _k$


$G=0$


$G=N-\sum \limits _{j} j\, s_j$


$N$


$s_j$


$j-$


$G$


$G$


$N$


$\{s_j\}$


$SO(24)$


$SO(25)$


$L-$


$d=2$


$d=2+k$


$d=2$


$2k$


$k$


$N$


$SO(24)$


$SO(25)$


$G=N-(s_1+2s_2)\equiv 1$


$G=0$


$\alpha _{-1}$


$\alpha _{-2}$


$d\ge G$


$d$


$G$


$SO(24)$


$d$


$G$


$N+G-2d$


$d-G$


$\fi G$


$\fi d$


$SO(24)$


$SO(25)$


$d$


$G$


$N+G-2d$


$d-G$


$\fi G$


$\fi d$


$SO(25)$


$G$


$SO(24)$


$SO(24)$


$J^{-i}$


$1$


$d$


\begin {equation}\begin {imageonly} \includegraphics {fx50} \end {imageonly}\end {equation}


$N$


$d$


\begin {equation}\label {eq:trajectorystructures} \begin {split} (&\alpha _{-3}^{(i_1} \alpha _{-2}^{i_2}\dots \alpha _{-2}^{i_{d-1})}\alpha _{-1}^{i_d} \dots \alpha _{-1}^{i_{2d-2}}-\text {antisym.})\alpha _{-1}^{i_{2d-1}}\dots \alpha _{-1}^{i_{N-d}},\\ & (\alpha _{-2}^{(i_1} \alpha _{-2}^{i_2}\dots \alpha _{-2}^{i_{d-1})}\alpha _{-1}^{i_d} \dots \alpha _{-1}^{i_{2d-2}}-\text {antisym.})\alpha _{-2}^{(i_{2d-1}}\dots \alpha _{-1}^{i_{N-4})}, \end {split}\end {equation}


$\text {antisym.}$


$i_1\leftrightarrow i_d,\,i_2\leftrightarrow i_{d+1},\dots ,i_{d-1}\leftrightarrow i_{2d-2}$


$2\times 1$


$J^{-i}$


$d=2$


$5$


$d$


\begin {equation}\label {eq:J_two_rows} J_{N,\,d} \equiv \begin {pmatrix} 6-6d, & -8+12d-4N \end {pmatrix}\end {equation}


$\begin {pmatrix} -4+6d-2N \\ -3+3d \end {pmatrix}$


\begin {equation}\begin {imageonly} \includegraphics {fx51} \end {imageonly}\end {equation}


$6\times 3$


\begin {equation}J_{N,\,d} \equiv \begin {pmatrix} 8 & -18+6d & -4 & 20-12d+4N & 0 & -8\\ 8-4d & 0 & -6+6d-3N & -6+3d & 0 & -24+4d-2N\\ 0 & 0 & -6 & 12-6d & -12+12d-4N & 4 \end {pmatrix} \label {Xeqn76-61}\end {equation}


\begin {equation}\begin {pmatrix} \frac {2 d-N-7}{d-2} \\ \frac {4 (-2 d+3 N+13)}{9 \left (d^2-5 d+6\right )} \\ \frac {2}{3} \\ 0 \\ 0 \\ 1 \end {pmatrix} ,\; \begin {pmatrix} \frac {(2 d-N-2) (3 d-N-3)}{2 (d-2)} \\ -\frac {2 (4 d-3 N-2) (3 d-N-3)}{9 \left (d^2-5 d+6\right )} \\ \frac {2}{3} (3 d-N-3) \\ 0 \\ 1 \\ 0 \\ \end {pmatrix} ,\; \begin {pmatrix} -\frac {3}{4}(2 d-N-3) \\ \frac {5 (2 d-N-3)}{3 (d-3)} \\ 2-d \\ 1 \\ 0 \\ 0 \end {pmatrix} \label {Xeqn77-62}\end {equation}


$1$


$3$


$G=1,\,2$


$s_3$


$s_3$


$SO(24)$


\begin {equation}\begin {imageonly} \includegraphics {fx52} \end {imageonly}\end {equation}


$SO(24)$


$s_3=0$


$s_3>0$


$SO(24)$


$s_3=1$


$SO(24)$


$d$


$G$


$N+G-2d+1$


$d-G-2$


$\fi G$


$\fi d$


$s_3=0$


$G=1$


$s_3=0\to \, s_3=1$


$SO(24)$


$2$


$3$


$SO(24)$


$s_3=1$


$s_3>1$


$SO(24)$


$\times $


$s_3>1$


$SO(24)$


$SO(25)$


$s_3$


$G$


$s_1=N+G-2d+s_3$


$s_2=d-G-2s_3$


$s_3=0$


$SO(24)$


$s_3=1$


$\fi G$


$\fi s_3$


$SO(24)$


$G$


$s_3$


$s_3$


$G=1$


$SO(24)$


$SO(25)$


$s_3=0$


$s_3=1$


$s_3\ge 1$


$G=2$


$s_3$


$SO(24)$


$SO(25)$


$M_{SO(24)}(G,s_3)$


$M_{SO(25)}(G,s_3)$


$G$


$s_3$


\begin {equation}\label {eq:multiplicities_relation} M(G,s_3) = M(G,s_3-1) + M(G-s_3,s_3)\end {equation}


$M\equiv 0$


$s_3=0$


$G$


$G=0$


$(1,1)$


$SO(24)$


$SO(25)$


$\fi G$


$\fi s_3$


$s_3$


$s_3\ge G$


$M(G-s_3,s_3)$


$s_3$


$SO(25)$


$s_3$


$SO(24)$


$s_3=0$


$SO(24)$


$k$


$k-$


$k-1$


$G=0$


$G=1$


$r$


\begin {equation}\begin {imageonly} \includegraphics {fx54} \end {imageonly}\end {equation}


$(SO(24),\,SO(25))$


$(1,\,0)$


$r=1$


$(2,\,1)$


$r\ge 2$


\begin {equation}\begin {split} &\left ( \alpha _{-(r+1)}^{[i_1} \alpha _{-(r-1)}^{i_2}\alpha _{-(r-2)}^{i_3}\dots \alpha _{-1}^{i_r]}\right ) \alpha _{-1}^{i_{r+1}}\dots \alpha _{-1}^{i_{N-d}},\\ & \hspace {.3cm}\left ( \alpha _{-r}^{[i_1} \alpha _{-(r-1)}^{i_2}\alpha _{-(r-2)}^{i_3}\dots \alpha _{-1}^{i_r]}\right ) \alpha _{-2}^{(i_{r+1}}\dots \alpha _{-1}^{i_{N-d})}. \end {split} \label {Xeqn81-64}\end {equation}


$r \geq 2$


$r=1$


$r$


$SO(24)$


\begin {equation}\label {eq:J_L_shaped} J \equiv \begin {pmatrix} -2r-2, & -4s_1+4 \end {pmatrix}.\end {equation}


$r$


$r$


$s_1=N-r(r+1)/2$


$r$


$s_1$


$s_i$


\begin {equation}\begin {pmatrix} 2-2s_1\\ 1+r \end {pmatrix} \label {Xeqn83-66}\end {equation}


$r=2$


$d=2$


$r=2$


$SO(24)$


$X^{\mu }, \, \mu = 0, \dots , d-1$


$\tau $


$\sigma $


\begin {equation}S_{\text {NG}} = -T \int d\tau d\sigma \, \sqrt {-{\rm det}(\gamma _{ab})}, \label {Xeqn84-A.1}\end {equation}


\begin {equation}\gamma _{\alpha \beta } = \frac {\partial X^\mu }{\partial \sigma ^\alpha }\frac {\partial X^\nu }{\partial \sigma ^\beta }\eta _{\mu \nu } , \label {Xeqn85-A.2}\end {equation}


$\sigma ^{\alpha } =(\tau , \sigma )$


$\alpha =0,1$


$T$


$\alpha '$


$T=\frac {1}{2\pi \alpha '}$


$d$


$2$


$X^\mu (\sigma , \tau )$


$h_{\alpha \beta }$


\begin {equation}S_P = -\frac {1}{4\pi \alpha '} \int d^2 \sigma \, \sqrt {-h} \, h^{\alpha \beta } \partial _\alpha X^\mu \partial _\beta X^\nu \eta _{\mu \nu }, \label {Xeqn86-A.3}\end {equation}


$h = {\rm det} h_{\alpha \beta }$


$h_{\alpha \beta }$


$d$


\begin {equation}\frac {1}{\sqrt {-h}}\frac {\delta S}{\delta h^{\alpha \beta }}=0 \, \iff T_{\alpha \beta }=0. \label {Xeqn87-A.4}\end {equation}


$h_{\alpha \beta }$


$X^\mu $


$\partial ^\alpha \partial _\alpha X^\mu =0$


\begin {equation}X^\mu (\sigma ,\tau ) = X^\mu _L (\sigma ^+)+X^\mu _R (\sigma ^-), \quad \text {with }\sigma ^{\pm }=\tau \pm \sigma , \label {Xeqn88-A.5}\end {equation}


$\partial _{-} \partial _{+ }X^\mu =0$


\begin {equation}\partial _\sigma X^\mu =0 \quad \text {at }\sigma =0, \pi , \label {Xeqn89-A.6}\end {equation}


\begin {align}\label {eq:OSmodeexp} X^\mu _L (\sigma ^+)&=\frac {1}{2}x^\mu +\alpha 'p^\mu \sigma ^+ + i \sqrt {\frac {\alpha '}{2}}\sum _{n\neq 0}\frac {1}{n}\tilde {\alpha }^\mu _n \, e^{-i n \sigma ^+},\\ X^\mu _R (\sigma ^-)&=\frac {1}{2}x^\mu +\alpha 'p^\mu \sigma ^- + i \sqrt {\frac {\alpha '}{2}}\sum _{n\neq 0}\frac {1}{n}\alpha ^\mu _n \, e^{-i n \sigma ^-},\end {align}


$x^\mu $


$p^\mu $


\begin {equation}\alpha _n^\mu = \tilde {\alpha }_n^\mu , \label {Xeqn90-A.9}\end {equation}


$X^\mu $


\begin {equation}\alpha ^\mu _n = (\alpha _{-n}^\mu )^*, \quad \tilde {\alpha }^\mu _n = (\tilde {\alpha }_{-n}^\mu )^*. \label {Xeqn91-A.10}\end {equation}


\begin {equation}\label {eq:openstringmodeexp} X^\mu (\sigma ,\tau )=x^\mu +2\alpha 'p^\mu \tau + i \sqrt {2\alpha '}\sum _{n\neq 0}\frac {1}{n}\alpha ^\mu _n \, \cos n\sigma \, e^{-i n \tau }.\end {equation}


$\sigma ^{\pm }=\tau \pm \sigma $


\begin {equation}\label {eq:VirasoroConstraints} (\partial _+X)^2=(\partial _- X)^2=0,\end {equation}


$\alpha _n^\mu $


\begin {equation}(\partial _- X)^2=\alpha ' \sum _{n=-\infty }^\infty L_n \,e^{-i n \sigma ^-},\quad L_n=\frac {1}{2}\sum _{m=\infty }^\infty \alpha _{n-m}\cdot \alpha _m, \label {Xeqn94-A.13}\end {equation}


$L_n$


$T_{--}$


$\alpha _0^\mu $


$\alpha _0^\mu \equiv \sqrt {2\alpha '}p^\mu $


$T_{++}$


\begin {equation}(\partial _+ X)^2=\alpha ' \sum _{n=-\infty }^\infty \tilde {L}_n \,e^{-i n \sigma ^-},\quad \tilde {L}_n=\frac {1}{2}\sum _{m=\infty }^\infty \tilde {\alpha }_{n-m}\cdot \tilde {\alpha }_m, \label {Xeqn95-A.14}\end {equation}


$\tilde {\alpha }_0^\mu \equiv \sqrt {2\alpha '}p^\mu $


$L_n = \tilde {L}_n$


\begin {equation}L_n = \tilde {L}_n=0, \quad \forall \, n \in \mathbb {Z}. \label {Xeqn96-A.15}\end {equation}


$d$


$X^\mu $


$\pi ^\mu =\partial L / \partial \dot {X}_\mu $


\begin {equation}\label {eq:osc_commutationrels_cov} [x^\mu ,p_\nu ]=i \delta ^{\mu }_{\nu }, \quad [\alpha _n^\mu ,\alpha _m^\nu ]=[\tilde {\alpha }_n^\mu ,\tilde {\alpha }_m^\nu ]=n \eta ^{\mu \nu }\delta _{n+m,0},\end {equation}


$\alpha _n^\mu $


$\tilde {\alpha }_n^\mu $


$\alpha _{n>0}$


$\alpha _{n<0}$


$\alpha _n^\mu $


$p^\mu $


\begin {equation}\alpha _n^\mu \,|0;p \rangle =0 \quad \text {for }n>0, \quad \hat {p}^\mu \,|0;p \rangle =p^\mu \,|0;p \rangle , \label {Xeqn98-A.17}\end {equation}


$n<0$


\begin {equation}\alpha _{n_1}^{\mu _1} \alpha _{n_2}^{\mu _2}\dots |0;p \rangle , \quad n_1, \, n_2, \dots <0. \label {Xeqn99-A.18}\end {equation}


$\alpha _{-1}^0$


\begin {equation}| \alpha _{-1}^0|0;p\rangle |^2=\langle 0;p| \alpha _1^0 \, \alpha _{-1}^0|0;p\rangle =\langle 0;p|[ \alpha _1^0 , \alpha _{-1}^0]|0;p\rangle = -1, \label {Xeqn100-A.19}\end {equation}


$L^\dagger = L_n$


\begin {equation}L_n | \psi \rangle = 0, \quad \text {for }n>0\, \text { and }| \psi \rangle \in \mathcal {H}_{\text {phys}}. \label {Xeqn101-A.20}\end {equation}


$L_0$


$L_0$


$a$


\begin {equation}L_0=\sum _{m=1}^\infty \alpha _{-m}\cdot \alpha _m +\frac {1}{2}\alpha _0^2, \quad (L_0 -a)| \psi \rangle =0, \quad \text {for } | \psi \rangle \in \mathcal {H}_{\text {phys}}. \label {Xeqn102-A.21}\end {equation}


$a = (d-2)/24$


$\alpha _0^\mu $


$0^\text {th}$


$\alpha _0^\mu =\sqrt {2 \alpha '}p^\mu $


\begin {equation}M^2=\frac {1}{\alpha '}\left (\sum _{m=1}^\infty \alpha _{-m}\cdot \alpha _m-\frac {d-2}{24} \right ), \label {Xeqn103-A.22}\end {equation}


$N$


$L_0$


$n>0$


\begin {equation}\mathcal {E} \cdot \alpha _{-1}| 0;p \rangle , \label {Xeqn104-A.23}\end {equation}


$\mathcal {E}$


$d$


$L_0$


$L_1$


$L_0$


$M^2=1-(d-2)/24$


$d=26$


$1$


$L_1$


\begin {equation}L_1 \left ( \mathcal {E} \cdot \alpha _{-1}| 0;p \rangle \right ) = \sqrt {2\alpha '}\mathcal {E} \cdot p \, | 0;p \rangle \equiv 0, \label {Xeqn105-A.24}\end {equation}


$N$


\begin {equation}\sum _{i}\mathcal {E}^{(i)}_{\mu _1^{(i)} \dots \mu _k^{(i)}} \, \alpha _{n_1^{(i)}}^{\mu _1^{(i)}} \dots \alpha _{n_k^{(i)}}^{\mu _k^{(i)}}| 0;p \rangle , \quad n_1^{(i)}+\dots + n_k^{(i)}=N, \label {Xeqn106-A.25}\end {equation}


$i$


$\mathcal {E}^{(i)}$


$L_0, \dots , L_N$


$\mathcal {E}^{(i)}$


$\eta _{\alpha \beta }$


\begin {equation}h_{\alpha \beta }(\sigma ) \to \Omega ^2 (\sigma ) h_{\alpha \beta }(\sigma ), \label {Xeqn107-A.26}\end {equation}


$\Omega (\sigma )$


$X^\mu (\sigma )$


\begin {equation}S_P = -\frac {1}{4\pi \alpha '} \int d^2 \sigma \, \partial _\alpha X \cdot \partial ^{\alpha } X. \label {Xeqn108-A.27}\end {equation}


$\sigma \to \tilde {\sigma }$


\begin {equation}\eta _{\alpha \beta } \to \Omega ^2(\sigma )\eta _{\alpha \beta }, \label {Xeqn109-A.28}\end {equation}


$\sigma ^{\pm }$


\begin {equation}ds^2=-d\sigma ^+ d\sigma ^-, \label {Xeqn110-A.29}\end {equation}


$\sigma ^+ \to \tilde {\sigma }^+(\sigma ^+)$


$\sigma ^- \to \tilde {\sigma }^-(\sigma ^-)$


\begin {equation}\label {eq:lightcone-coords} X^{\pm }=\frac {X^0 \pm X^{d-1}}{\sqrt {2}},\end {equation}


\begin {equation}ds^2=-2dX^-dX^+ + \sum _{i=1}^{d-2}dX^i dX^i. \label {Xeqn112-A.31}\end {equation}


\begin {equation}\label {eq:light-cone_gauge} X^+ = x^+ + 2 \alpha ' p^+ \tau ,\end {equation}


$X^-$


\begin {equation}X^-=X_L^-(\sigma ^+)+X_R^-(\sigma ^-). \label {Xeqn114-A.33}\end {equation}


$X^-$


$(\partial _+ X)^2=0$


\begin {equation}2 \partial _+ X^- \partial _+ X^+ = \sum _{i=1}^{d-2}\partial _+ X^i \partial _+ X^i. \label {Xeqn115-A.34}\end {equation}


$\partial _+ X^+ =\alpha ' p^+$


\begin {equation}\partial _+ X^-=\frac {1}{2 \alpha ' p^+}\sum _{i=1}^{d-2}\partial _+ X^i \partial _+ X^i, \label {Xeqn116-A.35}\end {equation}


$(\partial _- X)^2=0$


\begin {equation}\partial _- X^-=\frac {1}{2 \alpha ' p^+}\sum _{i=1}^{d-2}\partial _- X^i \partial _- X^i, \label {Xeqn117-A.36}\end {equation}


$X^-(\sigma ^+,\sigma ^-)$


$X^i$


$X^+$


$X^-$


\begin {equation}X^-=x^-+2 \alpha ' p^- \tau + i \sqrt {2 \alpha '}\sum _{n \neq 0}\frac {1}{n}\alpha _n^- \cos n \sigma \, e^{- i n \tau }, \label {Xeqn118-A.37}\end {equation}


$x^-$


$p^-$


$\alpha _n^-$


\begin {equation}\label {eq:alphaminus} \alpha _n^-=\frac {1}{2\sqrt {2 \alpha '}p^+}\sum _{m=-\infty }^\infty \sum _{i=1}^{d-2}\alpha _{n-m}^i \alpha _m^i, \quad p^- = \frac {1}{\sqrt {2\alpha '}}\alpha _0^-.\end {equation}


$p^-$


$i=1,\dots ,d-2,$


$0$


$d$


\begin {equation}\label {eq:alphaminus} [\alpha _n^i,\alpha _m^j]=[\tilde {\alpha }_n^i,\tilde {\alpha }_m^j]=n \delta ^{ij}\delta _{n+m,0},\end {equation}


\begin {equation}[x^i,p_j]=i \delta ^{ij}, \quad [x^-,p^+]=-i, \quad [x^+, p^-]=-i, \label {Xeqn121-A.40}\end {equation}


\begin {equation}\label {eq:lightcone_state} \alpha _{n_1}^{i_1} \alpha _{n_2}^{i}\dots |0;p \rangle , \quad n_1, \, n_2, \dots <0, \quad i_1,i_2,\dots =1, \dots , d-2,\end {equation}


$SO(25)$


\begin {equation}X^\mu P^{\nu ,\alpha } - X^\nu P^{\mu ,\alpha }, \label {Xeqn123-A.42}\end {equation}


\begin {equation}P^{\mu }_\alpha =\frac {1}{2 \pi \alpha '}\partial _\alpha X^\mu , \label {Xeqn124-A.43}\end {equation}


$\tau $


\begin {equation}\label {eq:Jmunu} J^{\mu \nu } = \int _0^\pi d \sigma \,X^\mu P^{\nu ,\tau } - X^\nu P^{\mu ,\tau },\end {equation}


$\tau $


$SO(24)$


$\alpha ^-_n$


$p^-$


$a$


\begin {equation}M^2=\frac {1}{\alpha '}\left (\sum _{i=1}^{d-2}\sum _{n>0} \alpha ^i_n \alpha ^i_n -a \right ), \label {Xeqn127-A.46}\end {equation}


$p^2$


$a=1$


$d=26$


$SO(N)$


$k$


$T^{i_1\dots i_k}$


$SO(N)$


\begin {equation}T^{i_1\dots i_k} \rightarrow T'{}^{i_1 \dots i_k}=R^{i_1}{}_{j_1}\dots R^{i_k}{}_{j_k} T^{j_1 \dots j_k}, \label {Xeqn128-B.1}\end {equation}


$R^i{}_j$


$R R^T = {\mathds {1}}$


${\rm det} R=1$


$T^{i_1\dots i_k}$


$SO(N)$


$T^{i j k \ell }$


$i,j$


$k \ell $


$T'{}^{i j k \ell }=R^i{}_{i'}\dots R^\ell {}_{\ell '} T^{i'j'k'\ell '}$


$T$


$SO(N)$


$R$


$SO(N)$


$SO(N)$


$SO(N)$


\begin {equation}\begin {imageonly} \includegraphics {fx55} \end {imageonly}\end {equation}


$s_1=5$


$s_2=3$


$s_3=2$


$k$


$\mathbf {Y}(s_1,s_2,\dots ,s_k)$


$s_i$


$i^{\text {th}}$


$\mathbf {Y}(5,3,2)$


$i^{\text {th}}$


$h_i$


$n$


$\mathbf {Y}[h_1,\dots ,k_n]$


$h_1\geq h_2 \geq \dots \geq h_n$


$\mathbf {Y}[3,3,2,1,1]$


$\mathbf {Y}$


$k$


$k$


$T$


$T$


$T$


$\mathbf {Y}$


$\mathbf {Y}$


$a$


$b$


$a<b$


$T$


$\mathbf {Y}$


$a$


$b$


$a<b$


$T^{ijk}$


\begin {equation}\begin {imageonly} \includegraphics {fx56} \end {imageonly}\end {equation}


$Y^{ijk}$


\begin {equation}T^{ijk} \to T^{ijk}+T^{jik} \to \underbrace { T^{ijk}+T^{jik}-T^{kji}-T^{jki} }_{:=Y^{ijk}}. \label {Xeqn131-B.2}\end {equation}


$N$


$SO(N)$


$SO(N)$


$\delta _{ij}$


$SO(N)$


$SO(N)$


$SO(N)$


$SO(N)$


$SO(N)$


$N$


$\epsilon ^{i_1 \dots i_N}$


$k$


$\epsilon ^{i_1 \dots i_N}$


$N-k$


$N/2$


$\epsilon ^{i_1 \dots i_N}$


$Y_1\otimes Y_2$


$T_1^{i_1\dots i_n},\,T_2^{j_1\dots j_m}$


$Y_1,\,Y_2$


$Y_1\otimes Y_2$


$\mathbf {Y}_1$


$\mathbf {Y}_2$


$SO(24)$


$SO(25)$


$SO(25)$


$SO(24)$


$SO(25)$


$SO(24)$


$SO(25)$


$T^{\mu _1\dots \mu _n}$


$24$


$25$


$SO(24)$


$T$


$SO(25) \to SO(24)$


$SO(25)$


$SO(25)\to SO(24)$


$SO(24)$


$\alpha _{-1}^i$


$\bullet :\;\alpha _{-1}\cdot \alpha _{-1}$


\begin {equation}\begin {imageonly} \includegraphics {fx59} \end {imageonly}\end {equation}


\begin {equation}\begin {imageonly} \includegraphics {fx60} \end {imageonly}\end {equation}


\begin {equation}\alpha _{-2}^{(i}\alpha _{-1}^{j)},\quad 26\alpha _{-3}^i+3\alpha _{-1}^i (\alpha _{-1}\cdot \alpha _{-1}),\quad \alpha _{-2}\cdot \alpha _{-1}. \label {Xeqn134-C.1}\end {equation}


\begin {equation}\begin {imageonly} \includegraphics {fx61} \end {imageonly}\end {equation}


$2\alpha _{-3}^i-\alpha _{-1}^i (\alpha _{-1}\cdot \alpha _{-1})$


\begin {equation}\begin {imageonly} \includegraphics {fx64} \end {imageonly}\end {equation}


\begin {equation}\begin {imageonly} \includegraphics {fx65} \end {imageonly}\end {equation}


\begin {equation}\begin {split} & \hspace {3cm}\alpha _{-2}^{(i}\alpha _{-1}^j\alpha _{-1}^{k)},\quad 21\alpha _{-3}^{(i}\alpha _{-1}^{j)}+14\alpha _{-2}^i\alpha _{-2}^j+2\alpha _{-1}^i\alpha _{-1}^j(\alpha _{-1}\cdot \alpha _{-1}),\\ &416\alpha _{-4}^i + 21 \alpha _{-2}^i (\alpha _{-1}\cdot \alpha _{-1}) + 68 \alpha _{-1}^i (\alpha _{-2}\cdot \alpha _{-1}),\quad 104 \alpha _{-1}\cdot \alpha _{-3} +52 \alpha _{-2}\cdot \alpha _{-2} + (\alpha _{-1}\cdot \alpha _{-1})^2. \end {split} \label {Xeqn138-C.2}\end {equation}


\begin {equation}\begin {imageonly} \includegraphics {fx66} \end {imageonly}\end {equation}


\begin {equation}\begin {split} 2 \alpha _{-2}^i\alpha _{-2}^j - \alpha _{-1}^i\alpha _{-1}^j(\alpha _{-1}\cdot \alpha _{-1}),\quad \alpha _{-3}^{[i}\alpha _{-1}^{j]},\quad 46\alpha _{-4}^i - 3 \alpha _{-2}^i (\alpha _{-1}\cdot \alpha _{-1}) - 20 \alpha _{-1}^i (\alpha _{-2}\cdot \alpha _{-1}). \end {split} \label {Xeqn140-C.3}\end {equation}


\begin {equation}4\alpha _{-4}^i - 9 \alpha _{-2}^i (\alpha _{-1}\cdot \alpha _{-1}) + 4 \alpha _{-1}^i (\alpha _{-2}\cdot \alpha _{-1}),\quad 20 \alpha _{-1}\cdot \alpha _{-3} -19 \alpha _{-2}\cdot \alpha _{-2} +8(\alpha _{-1}\cdot \alpha _{-1})^2. \label {Xeqn141-C.4}\end {equation}


\begin {equation}\begin {imageonly} \includegraphics {fx69} \end {imageonly}\end {equation}


\begin {equation}\begin {imageonly} \includegraphics {fx70} \end {imageonly}\end {equation}


\begin {equation}\begin {split} \alpha _{-2}^{(i}\alpha _{-1}^j\alpha _{-1}^k\alpha _{-1}^{l)},\quad 90\alpha _{-3}^{(i}\alpha _{-1}^j\alpha _{-1}^{k)} + 70 \alpha _{-2}^{(i}\alpha _{-2}^j\alpha _{-1}^{k)} + 7 \alpha _{-1}^i\alpha _{-1}^j\alpha _{-1}^k(\alpha _{-1}\cdot \alpha _{-1}),\\ 224\alpha _{-4}^{(i}\alpha _{-1}^{j)}+126\alpha _{-3}^{(i}\alpha _{-2}^{j)}+9(\alpha _{-1}\cdot \alpha _{-1})\alpha _{-2}^{(i}\alpha _{-1}^{j)}+32(\alpha _{-2}\cdot \alpha _{-1})\alpha _{-1}^i\alpha _{-1}^j,\\ 45500\alpha _{-5}^i+1260\alpha _{-3}^i(\alpha _{-1}\cdot \alpha _{-1})+5796\alpha _{-1}^i(\alpha _{-3}\cdot \alpha _{-1})+3136\alpha _{-2}^i(\alpha _{-2}\cdot \alpha _{-1})+\\ +3024\alpha _{-1}^i(\alpha _{-2}\cdot \alpha _{-2})+33\alpha _{-1}^i(\alpha _{-1}\cdot \alpha _{-1})^2,\\ 2912 \alpha _{-4}\cdot \alpha _{-1} +3042 \alpha _{-3}\cdot \alpha _{-2} +55 (\alpha _{-2}\cdot \alpha _{-1})(\alpha _{-1}\cdot \alpha _{-1}). \end {split} \label {Xeqn144-C.5}\end {equation}


\begin {equation}\begin {imageonly} \includegraphics {fx71} \end {imageonly}\end {equation}


\begin {equation}\begin {split} 2 \alpha _{-3}^{[i}\alpha _{-1}^{j]}\alpha _{-1}^k + \alpha _{-2}^{[i}\alpha _{-1}^{j]}\alpha _{-1}^k,\quad 206 \alpha _{-4}^{[i}\alpha _{-1}^{j]} +26 \alpha _{-3}^{[i}\alpha _{-2}^{j]} +5 \alpha _{-2}^{[i}\alpha _{-1}^{j]}(\alpha _{-1}\cdot \alpha _{-1}),\\ 2\alpha _{-3}^{(i}\alpha _{-1}^j\alpha _{-1}^{k)} - 4 \alpha _{-2}^{(i}\alpha _{-2}^j\alpha _{-1}^{k)} + 3 \alpha _{-1}^i\alpha _{-1}^j\alpha _{-1}^k(\alpha _{-1}\cdot \alpha _{-1}),\\ 6\alpha _{-3}^{(i}\alpha _{-2}^{j)}-(\alpha _{-1}\cdot \alpha _{-1})\alpha _{-2}^{(i}\alpha _{-1}^{j)}-4(\alpha _{-2}\cdot \alpha _{-1})\alpha _{-1}^i\alpha _{-1}^j,\\ 5980\alpha _{-5}^i-180\alpha _{-3}^i(\alpha _{-1}\cdot \alpha _{-1})-1660\alpha _{-1}^i(\alpha _{-3}\cdot \alpha _{-1})-320\alpha _{-2}^i(\alpha _{-2}\cdot \alpha _{-1})+\\ -784\alpha _{-1}^i(\alpha _{-2}\cdot \alpha _{-2})-23\alpha _{-1}^i(\alpha _{-1}\cdot \alpha _{-1})^2. \end {split} \label {Xeqn146-C.6}\end {equation}


\begin {equation}\begin {split} 56\alpha _{-4}^{(i}\alpha _{-1}^{j)}-46\alpha _{-3}^{(i}\alpha _{-2}^{j)}-21(\alpha _{-1}\cdot \alpha _{-1})\alpha _{-2}^{(i}\alpha _{-1}^{j)}+8(\alpha _{-2}\cdot \alpha _{-1})\alpha _{-1}^i\alpha _{-1}^j,\\ 1300\alpha _{-5}^i-2444\alpha _{-3}^i(\alpha _{-1}\cdot \alpha _{-1})+364\alpha _{-1}^i(\alpha _{-3}\cdot \alpha _{-1})-1696\alpha _{-2}^i(\alpha _{-2}\cdot \alpha _{-1})+\\ +1128\alpha _{-1}^i(\alpha _{-2}\cdot \alpha _{-2})-201\alpha _{-1}^i(\alpha _{-1}\cdot \alpha _{-1})^2,\\ 152 \alpha _{-4}\cdot \alpha _{-1} -118 \alpha _{-3}\cdot \alpha _{-2} +67 (\alpha _{-2}\cdot \alpha _{-1})(\alpha _{-1}\cdot \alpha _{-1}). \end {split} \label {Xeqn147-C.7}\end {equation}


\begin {equation}848 \alpha _{-4}\cdot \alpha _{-1} -502 \alpha _{-3}\cdot \alpha _{-2} -125 (\alpha _{-2}\cdot \alpha _{-1})(\alpha _{-1}\cdot \alpha _{-1}). \label {Xeqn148-C.8}\end {equation}


\begin {equation}\begin {split} 16\alpha _{-4}^{(i}\alpha _{-1}^{j)}-14\alpha _{-3}^{(i}\alpha _{-2}^{j)}+3(\alpha _{-1}\cdot \alpha _{-1})\alpha _{-2}^{(i}\alpha _{-1}^{j)}-8(\alpha _{-2}\cdot \alpha _{-1})\alpha _{-1}^i\alpha _{-1}^j,\\ 10 \alpha _{-3}^{[i}\alpha _{-2}^{j]} -3 \alpha _{-2}^{[i}\alpha _{-1}^{j]}(\alpha _{-1}\cdot \alpha _{-1}),\\ 460\alpha _{-5}^i+28\alpha _{-3}^i(\alpha _{-1}\cdot \alpha _{-1})+340\alpha _{-1}^i(\alpha _{-3}\cdot \alpha _{-1})-640\alpha _{-2}^i(\alpha _{-2}\cdot \alpha _{-1})+\\ -96\alpha _{-1}^i(\alpha _{-2}\cdot \alpha _{-2})+69\alpha _{-1}^i(\alpha _{-1}\cdot \alpha _{-1})^2. \end {split} \label {Xeqn149-C.9}\end {equation}


\begin {equation}4\alpha _{-5}^i+36\alpha _{-3}^i(\alpha _{-1}\cdot \alpha _{-1})-4\alpha _{-1}^i(\alpha _{-3}\cdot \alpha _{-1})-32\alpha _{-2}^i(\alpha _{-2}\cdot \alpha _{-1})+8\alpha _{-1}^i(\alpha _{-2}\cdot \alpha _{-2})-5\alpha _{-1}^i(\alpha _{-1}\cdot \alpha _{-1})^2. \label {Xeqn150-C.10}\end {equation}


$SO(24)$


\begin {equation}\begin {imageonly} \includegraphics {fx75} \end {imageonly}\end {equation}


\begin {equation}\begin {imageonly} \includegraphics {fx76} \end {imageonly}\end {equation}


$\bullet $


$\times 2$


\begin {equation}\begin {imageonly} \includegraphics {fx83} \end {imageonly}\end {equation}


\begin {equation}\begin {imageonly} \includegraphics {fx84} \end {imageonly}\end {equation}


\begin {equation}\begin {imageonly} \includegraphics {fx85} \end {imageonly}\end {equation}


\begin {equation}d=\text {level}-(\text {number of boxes in the Young tableau})\,, \label {Xeqn156-D.1}\end {equation}


$N$


$-1$


\begin {equation}\begin {imageonly} \includegraphics {fx87} \end {imageonly}\end {equation}


\begin {equation}\alpha _{-1}^{i_1}\dots \alpha _{-1}^{i_N}. \label {Xeqn158-D.2}\end {equation}


$L-$


\begin {equation}\begin {imageonly} \includegraphics {fx89} \end {imageonly}\end {equation}


\begin {equation}\alpha _{-2}^{[i_1}\alpha _{-1}^{i_{2}]}\dots \alpha _{-1}^{i_{N-2}}. \label {Xeqn160-D.3}\end {equation}


$L-$


$L-$


\begin {equation}\begin {split} (2 N^2+10 N-48)\alpha _{-3}^{(i_1}\dots \alpha _{-1}^{i_{N-2})} -(6 N+18)\alpha _{-2}^{(i_1}\alpha _{-2}^{i_2}\dots \alpha _{-1}^{i_{N-2})}+\\ -(3 N^2-15 N+18)\alpha _{-1}^{i_1}\dots \alpha _{-1}^{i_{N-2}}(\alpha _{-1}\cdot \alpha _{-1}). \end {split} \label {Xeqn161-D.4}\end {equation}


$L-$


\begin {equation}(2N-8)\alpha _{-3}^{[i_1}\alpha _{-1}^{i_2]}\dots \alpha _{-1}^{i_{N-2}} -3\alpha _{-2}^{[i_1}\alpha _{-1}^{i_2]}\alpha _{-2}^{(i_3}\dots \alpha _{-1}^{i_{N-2})}. \label {Xeqn162-D.5}\end {equation}


$L-$


\begin {equation}\alpha _{-2}^{[i_1}\alpha _{-1}^{i_2]}\alpha _{-2}^{[i_3}\alpha _{-1}^{i_4]}\dots \alpha _{-1}^{i_{N-4}}. \label {Xeqn163-D.6}\end {equation}


\begin {equation}\alpha _{-3}^{[{i_1}}\alpha _{-2}^{i_2}\alpha _{-1}^{i_3]}\dots \alpha _{-1}^{i_{N-3}}, \label {Xeqn164-D.7}\end {equation}


\begin {equation}\alpha _{-2}^{[i_1}\alpha _{-1}^{i_2]}\alpha _{-2}^{[i_3}\alpha _{-1}^{i_4]}\alpha _{-2}^{[i_5}\alpha _{-1}^{i_6]}\dots \alpha _{-1}^{i_{N-3}}. \label {Xeqn165-D.8}\end {equation}


\begin {equation}(N-7)\alpha _{-3}^{[i_1}\alpha _{-1}^{i_2]}\alpha _{-2}^{[i_3}\alpha _{-1}^{i_4]}\alpha _{-1}^{i_5}\dots \alpha _{-1}^{i_{N-2}}-3\alpha _{-2}^{[i_1}\alpha _{-1}^{i_2]}\alpha _{-2}^{[i_3}\alpha _{-1}^{i_4]}\alpha _{-2}^{i_5}\dots \alpha _{-1}^{i_{N-2}}. \label {Xeqn166-D.9}\end {equation}


\begin {equation}\begin {split} (2N^3-36N^2+198N-324)\alpha _{-4}^{[{i_1}}\alpha _{-1}^{{i_2}]}\alpha _{-1}^{i_3}\alpha _{-1}^{i_4}\dots \alpha _{-1}^{i_{N-3}}+\\ -(2 N^3-2 N^2-108 N+288)(\alpha _{-3}^{({i_2}}\alpha _{-1}^{i_3}\alpha _{-1}^{{i_4}}\dots \alpha _{-1}^{i_{N-3})}\alpha _{-2}^{i_1}-\alpha _{-3}^{({i_1}}\alpha _{-1}^{i_3}\alpha _{-1}^{{i_4}}\dots \alpha _{-1}^{i_{N-3})}\alpha _{-2}^{i_2})+\\ +(6 N^2-4 N-42)\alpha _{-2}^{[{i_1}}\alpha _{-1}^{{i_2}]}\alpha _{-2}^{(i_3}\alpha _{-2}^{i_4}\dots \alpha _{-1}^{i_{N-3})}+\\ +(3 N^3-37 N^2+144 N-180)\alpha _{-2}^{[{i_1}}\alpha _{-1}^{{i_2}]}\alpha _{-1}^{i_3}\alpha _{-1}^{i_4}\dots \alpha _{-1}^{i_{N-3}}(\alpha _{-1}\cdot \alpha _{-1}), \end {split} \label {Xeqn167-D.10}\end {equation}


\begin {equation}\begin {split} (N^4-7 N^3-27 N^2+279 N-486)\alpha _{-4}^{[{i_1}}\alpha _{-1}^{{i_2}]}\alpha _{-1}^{i_3}\alpha _{-1}^{i_4}\dots \alpha _{-1}^{i_{N-3}}+\\ -(2 N^3-2 N^2-108 N+288)(\alpha _{-2}^{({i_2}}\alpha _{-1}^{i_3}\alpha _{-1}^{{i_4}}\dots \alpha _{-1}^{i_{N-3})}\alpha _{-3}^{i_1}-\alpha _{-2}^{({i_1}}\alpha _{-1}^{i_3}\alpha _{-1}^{{i_4}}\dots \alpha _{-1}^{i_{N-3})}\alpha _{-3}^{i_2})+\\ +(N^2+26 N-87)\alpha _{-2}^{[{i_1}}\alpha _{-1}^{{i_2}]}\alpha _{-2}^{(i_3}\alpha _{-2}^{i_4}\dots \alpha _{-1}^{i_{N-3})}+\\ -(2 N^3-23 N^2+81 N-90)\alpha _{-2}^{[{i_1}}\alpha _{-1}^{{i_2}]}\alpha _{-1}^{i_3}\alpha _{-1}^{i_4}\dots \alpha _{-1}^{i_{N-3}}(\alpha _{-1}\cdot \alpha _{-1}). \end {split} \label {Xeqn168-D.11}\end {equation}


\begin {equation}\begin {split} (2 N^3+12 N^2-230 N+600)\alpha _{-4}^{({i_1}}\alpha _{-1}^{i_2}\alpha _{-1}^{{i_3}}\dots \alpha _{-1}^{i_{N-3})}-(6 N^2+18 N-240)\alpha _{-3}^{({i_1}}\alpha _{-2}^{i_2}\alpha _{-1}^{{i_3}}\dots \alpha _{-1}^{i_{N-3})}+\\ +(24 N+120)\alpha _{-2}^{(i_1}\alpha _{-2}^{i_2}\alpha _{-2}^{i_3}\dots \alpha _{-1}^{i_{N-3})}+(3 N^2-27 N+60)\alpha _{-2}^{({i_1}}\alpha _{-1}^{i_2}\alpha _{-1}^{{i_3}}\dots \alpha _{-1}^{i_{N-3})}(\alpha _{-1}\cdot \alpha _{-1})+\\ -(4 N^3-48 N^2+188 N-240)\alpha _{-1}^{i_1}\alpha _{-1}^{i_2}\alpha _{-1}^{i_3}\dots \alpha _{-1}^{i_{N-3}}(\alpha _{-2}\cdot \alpha _{-1}) \end {split} \label {Xeqn169-D.12}\end {equation}


\begin {equation}\alpha _{-3}^{[{i_1}}\alpha _{-2}^{i_2}\alpha _{-1}^{i_3]}\alpha _{-2}^{[{i_4}}\alpha _{-1}^{i_5]}\dots \alpha _{-1}^{i_{N-4}} \label {Xeqn170-D.13}\end {equation}


\begin {equation}\alpha _{-2}^{[i_1}\alpha _{-1}^{i_2]}\alpha _{-2}^{[i_3}\alpha _{-1}^{i_4]}\alpha _{-2}^{[i_5}\alpha _{-1}^{i_6]}\alpha _{-2}^{[i_7}\alpha _{-1}^{i_8]}\dots \alpha _{-1}^{i_{N-4}}. \label {Xeqn171-D.14}\end {equation}


\begin {equation}(2N-20)(\alpha _{-3}^{(i_1}\alpha _{-2}^{i_2}\alpha _{-2}^{i_3)}\alpha _{-1}^{i_4}\alpha _{-1}^{i_5}\alpha _{-1}^{i_6}-\text {antisym.})\alpha _{-1}^{i_7}\dots \alpha _{-1}^{i_{N-4}}-9 \alpha _{-2}^{[i_1}\alpha _{-1}^{i_4]}\alpha _{-2}^{[i_2}\alpha _{-1}^{i_5]}\alpha _{-2}^{[i_3}\alpha _{-1}^{i_6]}\alpha _{-2}^{(i_{7}}\dots \alpha _{-1}^{i_{N-4})}, \label {Xeqn172-D.15}\end {equation}


$\text {antisym.}$


$i_1\leftrightarrow i_4,\,i_2\leftrightarrow i_5,\,i_3\leftrightarrow i_6$


\begin {equation}(N-7)\alpha _{-4}^{[{i_1}}\alpha _{-2}^{i_2}\alpha _{-1}^{i_3]}\dots \alpha _{-1}^{i_{N-4}}-2\alpha _{-3}^{[{i_1}}\alpha _{-2}^{i_2}\alpha _{-1}^{i_3]}\alpha _{-2}^{(i_{4}}\dots \alpha _{-1}^{i_{N-4})}. \label {Xeqn173-D.16}\end {equation}


\begin {equation}\begin {split} (9N-45)\bigg [\alpha _{-4}^{(i_1}\alpha _{-2}^{i_2)}\alpha _{-1}^{i_3}\alpha _{-1}^{i_4}-\{i_1\leftrightarrow i_3\}-\{i_2\leftrightarrow i_4\}+\{i_1\leftrightarrow i_3,\,i_2\leftrightarrow i_4\}\bigg ]\alpha _{-1}^{i_{5}}\alpha _{-1}^{i_{6}}\dots \alpha _{-1}^{i_{N-4}}+\\ -(20N-100)\alpha _{-3}^{[i_1}\alpha _{-1}^{i_3]}\alpha _{-3}^{[i_2}\alpha _{-1}^{i_4]}\alpha _{-1}^{i_{5}}\alpha _{-1}^{i_{6}}\dots \alpha _{-1}^{i_{N-4}}+\\ -24\bigg [\alpha _{-3}^{(i_5}\alpha _{-1}^{i_6}\dots \alpha _{-1}^{i_{N-4})}\alpha _{-2}^{[i_1}\alpha _{-1}^{i_3]}\alpha _{-2}^{[i_2}\alpha _{-1}^{i_4]}+\alpha _{-1}^{i_5}\alpha _{-1}^{i_6}\dots \alpha _{-1}^{i_{N-4}}(\alpha _{-2}^{[i_2}\alpha _{-3}^{i_4]}\alpha _{-2}^{[i_1}\alpha _{-1}^{i_3]}+\alpha _{-2}^{[i_1}\alpha _{-3}^{i_3]}\alpha _{-2}^{[i_2}\alpha _{-1}^{i_4]})\bigg ]+\\ +12\bigg [ \alpha _{-3}^{i_1}\alpha _{-2}^{[i_2}\alpha _{-1}^{i_4]}\alpha _{-2}^{(i_3}\alpha _{-1}^{i_5}\alpha _{-1}^{i_6}\dots \alpha _{-1}^{i_{N-4})} + \{ i_1\leftrightarrow i_2,\,i_3\leftrightarrow i_4 \} +\\ + \{ i_1\leftrightarrow i_4,\,i_2\leftrightarrow i_3 \} + \{ i_1\leftrightarrow i_3,\,i_2\leftrightarrow i_4 \} \bigg ], \end {split} \label {Xeqn174-D.17}\end {equation}


\begin {equation}\begin {split} (9N^2-135N+486)\bigg [\alpha _{-4}^{(i_1}\alpha _{-2}^{i_2)}\alpha _{-1}^{i_3}\alpha _{-1}^{i_4}-\{i_1\leftrightarrow i_3\}-\{i_2\leftrightarrow i_4\}+\\ +\{i_1\leftrightarrow i_3,\,i_2\leftrightarrow i_4\}\bigg ]\alpha _{-1}^{i_{5}}\alpha _{-1}^{i_{6}}\dots \alpha _{-1}^{i_{N-4}}+\\ -(12N^2-164N+504)\alpha _{-3}^{[i_1}\alpha _{-1}^{i_3]}\alpha _{-3}^{[i_2}\alpha _{-1}^{i_4]}\alpha _{-1}^{i_{5}}\alpha _{-1}^{i_{6}}\dots \alpha _{-1}^{i_{N-4}}+\\ -(24N-216)\bigg [\alpha _{-3}^{(i_5}\alpha _{-1}^{i_6}\dots \alpha _{-1}^{i_{N-4})}\alpha _{-2}^{[i_1}\alpha _{-1}^{i_3]}\alpha _{-2}^{[i_2}\alpha _{-1}^{i_4]}+\\ +\alpha _{-1}^{i_5}\alpha _{-1}^{i_6}\dots \alpha _{-1}^{i_{N-4}}(\alpha _{-2}^{[i_2}\alpha _{-3}^{i_4]}\alpha _{-2}^{[i_1}\alpha _{-1}^{i_3]}+\alpha _{-2}^{[i_1}\alpha _{-3}^{i_3]}\alpha _{-2}^{[i_2}\alpha _{-1}^{i_4]})\bigg ]+\\ +36 \alpha _{-2}^{[i_1}\alpha _{-1}^{i_3]}\alpha _{-2}^{[i_2}\alpha _{-1}^{i_4]}\alpha _{-2}^{(i_5}\alpha _{-2}^{i_6}\dots \alpha _{-1}^{i_{N-4})}, \end {split} \label {Xeqn175-D.18}\end {equation}


\begin {equation}\begin {split} (9N-9)\bigg [\alpha _{-4}^{(i_1}\alpha _{-2}^{i_2)}\alpha _{-1}^{i_3}\alpha _{-1}^{i_4}-\{i_1\leftrightarrow i_3\}-\{i_2\leftrightarrow i_4\}+\\ +\{i_1\leftrightarrow i_3,\,i_2\leftrightarrow i_4\}\bigg ]\alpha _{-1}^{i_{5}}\alpha _{-1}^{i_{6}}\dots \alpha _{-1}^{i_{N-4}}+\\ -(12N+20)\alpha _{-3}^{[i_1}\alpha _{-1}^{i_3]}\alpha _{-3}^{[i_2}\alpha _{-1}^{i_4]}\alpha _{-1}^{i_{5}}\alpha _{-1}^{i_{6}}\dots \alpha _{-1}^{i_{N-4}}+\\ -12\bigg [\alpha _{-3}^{(i_5}\alpha _{-1}^{i_6}\dots \alpha _{-1}^{i_{N-4})}\alpha _{-2}^{[i_1}\alpha _{-1}^{i_3]}\alpha _{-2}^{[i_2}\alpha _{-1}^{i_4]}+\\ +\alpha _{-1}^{i_5}\alpha _{-1}^{i_6}\dots \alpha _{-1}^{i_{N-4}}(\alpha _{-2}^{[i_2}\alpha _{-3}^{i_4]}\alpha _{-2}^{[i_1}\alpha _{-1}^{i_3]}+\alpha _{-2}^{[i_1}\alpha _{-3}^{i_3]}\alpha _{-2}^{[i_2}\alpha _{-1}^{i_4]})\bigg ]+\\ -18 \alpha _{-2}^{[i_1}\alpha _{-1}^{i_3]}\alpha _{-2}^{[i_2}\alpha _{-1}^{i_4]}(\alpha _{-1}\cdot \alpha _{-1})\alpha _{-1}^{i_5}\alpha _{-1}^{i_6}\dots \alpha _{-1}^{i_{N-4}}, \end {split} \label {Xeqn176-D.19}\end {equation}


$\{i_a\leftrightarrow i_b,\dots \}$


$t$


$t$


\begin {equation}\begin {split} (12 N^4-300 N^3+2760 N^2-11040 N+16128)\alpha _{-5}^{[i_1}\alpha _{-1}^{i_2]}\alpha _{-1}^{i_3}\alpha _{-1}^{i_4}\alpha _{-1}^{i_5}\dots \alpha _{-1}^{i_{N-4}}+\\ -(15 N^3-270 N^2+1515 N-2520)(\alpha _{-2}^{[i_1}\alpha _{-4}^{i_2]}\alpha _{-1}^{i_{3}}\alpha _{-1}^{i_{4}}\alpha _{-1}^{i_{5}}\dots \alpha _{-1}^{i_{N-4}} + \alpha _{-2}^{[i_1}\alpha _{-1}^{i_2]}\alpha _{-4}^{(i_{3}}\alpha _{-1}^{i_{4}}\alpha _{-1}^{i_{5}}\dots \alpha _{-1}^{i_{N-4})})+\\ -(30 N^3-585 N^2+3705 N-7560)(\alpha _{-4}^{i_1}\alpha _{-2}^{(i_2}\alpha _{-1}^{i_3}\alpha _{-1}^{i_4}\alpha _{-1}^{i_5}\dots \alpha _{-1}^{i_{N-4})} - \{ i_1 \leftrightarrow i_2 \})+\\ -(20 N^3-380 N^2+2320 N-4480)\alpha _{-3}^{[i_1}\alpha _{-1}^{i_2]}\alpha _{-3}^{(i_3}\alpha _{-1}^{i_4}\alpha _{-1}^{i_5}\dots \alpha _{-1}^{i_{N-4})}+\\ +(60 N^2-690 N+1680)(\alpha _{-2}^{[i_1}\alpha _{-3}^{i_2]}\alpha _{-2}^{(i_3}\alpha _{-1}^{i_4}\alpha _{-1}^{i_5}\dots \alpha _{-1}^{i_{N-4})} + \alpha _{-2}^{[i_1}\alpha _{-1}^{i_2]}\alpha _{-3}^{(i_3}\alpha _{-2}^{i_4}\alpha _{-1}^{i_5}\dots \alpha _{-1}^{i_{N-4})} )+\\ +(90 N^2-1140 N+3360)(\alpha _{-3}^{i_1}\alpha _{-2}^{(i_2}\alpha _{-2}^{i_3}\alpha _{-1}^{i_4}\alpha _{-1}^{i_5}\dots \alpha _{-1}^{i_{N-4})} - \{ i_1\leftrightarrow i_2 \})+\\ -(315 N-1260)\alpha _{-2}^{[i_1}\alpha _{-1}^{i_2]}\alpha _{-2}^{(i_3}\alpha _{-2}^{i_4}\alpha _{-2}^{i_5}\dots \alpha _{-1}^{i_{N-4})}, \end {split} \label {Xeqn177-D.20}\end {equation}


\begin {equation}\begin {split} (72 N^3-1044 N^2+4968 N-7776)\alpha _{-5}^{[i_1}\alpha _{-1}^{i_2]}\alpha _{-1}^{i_3}\alpha _{-1}^{i_4}\alpha _{-1}^{i_5}\dots \alpha _{-1}^{i_{N-4}}+\\ -(90 N^2-360 N+270)(\alpha _{-2}^{[i_1}\alpha _{-4}^{i_2]}\alpha _{-1}^{i_{3}}\alpha _{-1}^{i_{4}}\alpha _{-1}^{i_{5}}\dots \alpha _{-1}^{i_{N-4}} + \alpha _{-2}^{[i_1}\alpha _{-1}^{i_2]}\alpha _{-4}^{(i_{3}}\alpha _{-1}^{i_{4}}\alpha _{-1}^{i_{5}}\dots \alpha _{-1}^{i_{N-4})})+\\ -(180 N^2-990 N+810)(\alpha _{-4}^{i_1}\alpha _{-2}^{(i_2}\alpha _{-1}^{i_3}\alpha _{-1}^{i_4}\alpha _{-1}^{i_5}\dots \alpha _{-1}^{i_{N-4})} - \{ i_1 \leftrightarrow i_2 \})+\\ +(20 N^2+1160 N-4960)\alpha _{-3}^{[i_1}\alpha _{-1}^{i_2]}\alpha _{-3}^{(i_3}\alpha _{-1}^{i_4}\alpha _{-1}^{i_5}\dots \alpha _{-1}^{i_{N-4})}+\\ +(150 N-780)(\alpha _{-2}^{[i_1}\alpha _{-3}^{i_2]}\alpha _{-2}^{(i_3}\alpha _{-1}^{i_4}\alpha _{-1}^{i_5}\dots \alpha _{-1}^{i_{N-4})} + \alpha _{-2}^{[i_1}\alpha _{-1}^{i_2]}\alpha _{-3}^{(i_3}\alpha _{-2}^{i_4}\alpha _{-1}^{i_5}\dots \alpha _{-1}^{i_{N-4})} )+\\ +(120 N-120)(\alpha _{-3}^{i_1}\alpha _{-2}^{(i_2}\alpha _{-2}^{i_3}\alpha _{-1}^{i_4}\alpha _{-1}^{i_5}\dots \alpha _{-1}^{i_{N-4})} - \{ i_1\leftrightarrow i_2 \})+\\ -(210 N^2-2100 N+5040)\alpha _{-3}^{[i_1}\alpha _{-1}^{i_2]}(\alpha _{-1}\cdot \alpha _{-1})\alpha _{-1}^{i_3}\alpha _{-1}^{i_4}\alpha _{-1}^{i_5}\dots \alpha _{-1}^{i_{N-4}}+\\ +(315 N-1260)\alpha _{-2}^{[i_1}\alpha _{-1}^{i_2]}(\alpha _{-1}\cdot \alpha _{-1})\alpha _{-2}^{(i_3}\alpha _{-1}^{i_4}\alpha _{-1}^{i_5}\dots \alpha _{-1}^{i_{N-4})}, \end {split} \label {Xeqn178-D.21}\end {equation}


\begin {equation}\begin {split} (4 N^3+26 N^2-564 N+1584)\alpha _{-5}^{[i_1}\alpha _{-1}^{i_2]}\alpha _{-1}^{i_3}\alpha _{-1}^{i_4}\alpha _{-1}^{i_5}\dots \alpha _{-1}^{i_{N-4}}+\\ +(30 N^2+300 N-2430)(\alpha _{-2}^{[i_1}\alpha _{-4}^{i_2]}\alpha _{-1}^{i_{3}}\alpha _{-1}^{i_{4}}\alpha _{-1}^{i_{5}}\dots \alpha _{-1}^{i_{N-4}} + \alpha _{-2}^{[i_1}\alpha _{-1}^{i_2]}\alpha _{-4}^{(i_{3}}\alpha _{-1}^{i_{4}}\alpha _{-1}^{i_{5}}\dots \alpha _{-1}^{i_{N-4})})+\\ -(10 N^2+50 N-1110)(\alpha _{-4}^{i_1}\alpha _{-2}^{(i_2}\alpha _{-1}^{i_3}\alpha _{-1}^{i_4}\alpha _{-1}^{i_5}\dots \alpha _{-1}^{i_{N-4})} - \{ i_1 \leftrightarrow i_2 \})+\\ -(30 N^2+200 N-1280)\alpha _{-3}^{[i_1}\alpha _{-1}^{i_2]}\alpha _{-3}^{(i_3}\alpha _{-1}^{i_4}\alpha _{-1}^{i_5}\dots \alpha _{-1}^{i_{N-4})}+\\ -(50 N+300)(\alpha _{-2}^{[i_1}\alpha _{-3}^{i_2]}\alpha _{-2}^{(i_3}\alpha _{-1}^{i_4}\alpha _{-1}^{i_5}\dots \alpha _{-1}^{i_{N-4})} + \alpha _{-2}^{[i_1}\alpha _{-1}^{i_2]}\alpha _{-3}^{(i_3}\alpha _{-2}^{i_4}\alpha _{-1}^{i_5}\dots \alpha _{-1}^{i_{N-4})} )+\\ +(100 N+600)(\alpha _{-3}^{i_1}\alpha _{-2}^{(i_2}\alpha _{-2}^{i_3}\alpha _{-1}^{i_4}\alpha _{-1}^{i_5}\dots \alpha _{-1}^{i_{N-4})} - \{ i_1\leftrightarrow i_2 \})+\\ +(35 N^2-350 N+840)\alpha _{-3}^{[i_1}\alpha _{-1}^{i_2]}(\alpha _{-1}\cdot \alpha _{-1})\alpha _{-1}^{i_3}\alpha _{-1}^{i_4}\alpha _{-1}^{i_5}\dots \alpha _{-1}^{i_{N-4}}+\\ -(70 N^2-700 N+1680)\alpha _{-2}^{[i_1}\alpha _{-1}^{i_2]}(\alpha _{-2}\cdot \alpha _{-1})\alpha _{-1}^{i_3}\alpha _{-1}^{i_4}\alpha _{-1}^{i_5}\dots \alpha _{-1}^{i_{N-4}}. \end {split} \label {Xeqn179-D.22}\end {equation}


\begin {equation}\begin {split} (36 N^4-240 N^3-3492 N^2+36096 N-85680)\alpha _{-5}^{(i_1}\alpha _{-1}^{i_2}\alpha _{-1}^{i_3}\alpha _{-1}^{i_4}\dots \alpha _{-1}^{i_{N-4})}+\\ -(120 N^3-900 N^2-3540 N+27720)\alpha _{-4}^{(i_1}\alpha _{-2}^{i_2}\alpha _{-1}^{i_3}\alpha _{-1}^{i_4}\dots \alpha _{-1}^{i_{N-4})}+\\ -(80 N^3-160 N^2-8080 N+36960)\alpha _{-3}^{(i_1}\alpha _{-3}^{i_2}\alpha _{-1}^{i_3}\alpha _{-1}^{i_4}\dots \alpha _{-1}^{i_{N-4})}+\\ +(450 N^2-1230 N-13440)\alpha _{-3}^{(i_1}\alpha _{-2}^{i_2}\alpha _{-2}^{i_3}\alpha _{-1}^{i_4}\dots \alpha _{-1}^{i_{N-4})}+\\ +(60 N^3-1080 N^2+6420 N-12600)\alpha _{-3}^{(i_1}\alpha _{-1}^{i_2}\alpha _{-1}^{i_3}\alpha _{-1}^{i_4}\dots \alpha _{-1}^{i_{N-4})}(\alpha _{-1}\cdot \alpha _{-1})+\\ -(60 N^4-1320 N^3+10740 N^2-38280 N+50400)\alpha _{-1}^{i_1}\alpha _{-1}^{i_2}\alpha _{-1}^{i_3}\alpha _{-1}^{i_4}\dots \alpha _{-1}^{i_{N-4}}(\alpha _{-3}\cdot \alpha _{-1})+\\ -(2430 N+6210)\alpha _{-2}^{(i_1}\alpha _{-2}^{i_2}\alpha _{-2}^{i_3}\alpha _{-2}^{i_4}\dots \alpha _{-1}^{i_{N-4})}+\\ -(135 N^2-1755 N+5670)\alpha _{-2}^{(i_1}\alpha _{-2}^{i_2}\alpha _{-1}^{i_3}\alpha _{-1}^{i_4}\dots \alpha _{-1}^{i_{N-4})}(\alpha _{-1}\cdot \alpha _{-1})+\\ +(60 N^3-1080 N^2+6420 N-12600)\alpha _{-2}^{(i_1}\alpha _{-1}^{i_2}\alpha _{-1}^{i_3}\alpha _{-1}^{i_4}\dots \alpha _{-1}^{i_{N-4})}(\alpha _{-2}\cdot \alpha _{-1}), \end {split} \label {Xeqn180-D.23}\end {equation}


\begin {equation}\begin {split} (54 N^4-1044 N^3+7074 N^2-19044 N+15120)\alpha _{-5}^{(i_1}\alpha _{-1}^{i_2}\alpha _{-1}^{i_3}\alpha _{-1}^{i_4}\dots \alpha _{-1}^{i_{N-4})}+\\ -(180 N^3-3060 N^2+16920 N-30240)\alpha _{-4}^{(i_1}\alpha _{-2}^{i_2}\alpha _{-1}^{i_3}\alpha _{-1}^{i_4}\dots \alpha _{-1}^{i_{N-4})}+\\ -(80 N^3-400 N^2-4960 N+26880)\alpha _{-3}^{(i_1}\alpha _{-3}^{i_2}\alpha _{-1}^{i_3}\alpha _{-1}^{i_4}\dots \alpha _{-1}^{i_{N-4})}+\\ +(600 N^2-5640 N+10080)\alpha _{-3}^{(i_1}\alpha _{-2}^{i_2}\alpha _{-2}^{i_3}\alpha _{-1}^{i_4}\dots \alpha _{-1}^{i_{N-4})}+\\ +(120 N^3-2160 N^2+12840 N-25200)\alpha _{-3}^{(i_1}\alpha _{-1}^{i_2}\alpha _{-1}^{i_3}\alpha _{-1}^{i_4}\dots \alpha _{-1}^{i_{N-4})}(\alpha _{-1}\cdot \alpha _{-1})+\\ -(90 N^4-1980 N^3+16110 N^2-57420 N+75600)\alpha _{-1}^{i_1}\alpha _{-1}^{i_2}\alpha _{-1}^{i_3}\alpha _{-1}^{i_4}\dots \alpha _{-1}^{i_{N-4}}(\alpha _{-3}\cdot \alpha _{-1})+\\ -(3240 N-9720)\alpha _{-2}^{(i_1}\alpha _{-2}^{i_2}\alpha _{-2}^{i_3}\alpha _{-2}^{i_4}\dots \alpha _{-1}^{i_{N-4})}+\\ -(180 N^2-2340 N+7560)\alpha _{-2}^{(i_1}\alpha _{-2}^{i_2}\alpha _{-1}^{i_3}\alpha _{-1}^{i_4}\dots \alpha _{-1}^{i_{N-4})}(\alpha _{-1}\cdot \alpha _{-1})+\\ +(45 N^4-990 N^3+8055 N^2-28710 N+37800)\alpha _{-1}^{i_1}\alpha _{-1}^{i_2}\alpha _{-1}^{i_3}\alpha _{-1}^{i_4}\dots \alpha _{-1}^{i_{N-4}}(\alpha _{-2}\cdot \alpha _{-2}), \end {split} \label {Xeqn181-D.24}\end {equation}


\begin {equation}\begin {split} (36 N^4+216 N^3-11700 N^2+84888 N-181440)\alpha _{-5}^{(i_1}\alpha _{-1}^{i_2}\alpha _{-1}^{i_3}\alpha _{-1}^{i_4}\dots \alpha _{-1}^{i_{N-4})}+\\ -(40 N^4+80 N^3-2440 N^2-22640 N+154560)\alpha _{-3}^{(i_1}\alpha _{-3}^{i_2}\alpha _{-1}^{i_3}\alpha _{-1}^{i_4}\dots \alpha _{-1}^{i_{N-4})}+\\ +(120 N^3-4440 N-10080)\alpha _{-3}^{(i_1}\alpha _{-2}^{i_2}\alpha _{-2}^{i_3}\alpha _{-1}^{i_4}\dots \alpha _{-1}^{i_{N-4})}+\\ +(60 N^4-480 N^3-4380 N^2+51600 N-126000)\alpha _{-3}^{(i_1}\alpha _{-1}^{i_2}\alpha _{-1}^{i_3}\alpha _{-1}^{i_4}\dots \alpha _{-1}^{i_{N-4})}(\alpha _{-1}\cdot \alpha _{-1})+\\ -(180 N^4-3960 N^3+32220 N^2-114840 N+151200)\alpha _{-1}^{i_1}\alpha _{-1}^{i_2}\alpha _{-1}^{i_3}\alpha _{-1}^{i_4}\dots \alpha _{-1}^{i_{N-4}}(\alpha _{-3}\cdot \alpha _{-1})+\\ -(1080 N^2+2160 N-3240)\alpha _{-2}^{(i_1}\alpha _{-2}^{i_2}\alpha _{-2}^{i_3}\alpha _{-2}^{i_4}\dots \alpha _{-1}^{i_{N-4})}+\\ -(180 N^3-1800 N^2+540 N+22680)\alpha _{-2}^{(i_1}\alpha _{-2}^{i_2}\alpha _{-1}^{i_3}\alpha _{-1}^{i_4}\dots \alpha _{-1}^{i_{N-4})}(\alpha _{-1}\cdot \alpha _{-1})+\\ -(45 N^4-990 N^3+8055 N^2-28710 N+37800)\alpha _{-1}^{i_1}\alpha _{-1}^{i_2}\alpha _{-1}^{i_3}\alpha _{-1}^{i_4}\dots \alpha _{-1}^{i_{N-4}}(\alpha _{-1}\cdot \alpha _{-1})^2. \end {split} \label {Xeqn182-D.25}\end {equation}
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being such a tightly constrained object from kinematics, three-point amplitudes are ultimately a collection of numbers — how triplets 
of single-particle states couple to each other according to a finite menu of options [17]. 2

At finite string coupling, the spectrum of the string should reorganize itself in an interesting, currently unknown way. However we 
do expect many of these states to “look like” black holes from far away. Therefore it’s interesting to speculate that this property persists 
even at zero coupling for the very massive states of the string. A potential diagnosis of this is to look at the three-point amplitude of 
a highly massive and spinning particle to a massless probe. In the case of the graviton there is a “minimal coupling” that a black hole 
has, providing a diagnosis of whether a massive spinning particle behaves similarly to a black hole from far away [17–24]. There is 
a “single copy” version of this phenomenon, which can also be investigated within the open string, by looking at couplings of the 
massless gauge boson in the spectrum to massive higher-spin states [25]. These analyses also raised the question of whether chaos 
can be detected in string amplitudes [26–30].

Why is such a basic problem not already solved, despite the enormous body of work in string perturbation theory? It becomes 
quickly clear that, though in principle what needs to be done is obvious, doing it in practice is a different matter. In order to build 
the spectrum, we need two ingredients: first, a single-particle state is fully specified from its 26-momentum but also from the spin 
representation of its little group, 𝑆𝑂(25) (for massive particles). While in four dimensions the bosonic representations of the little 
group 𝑆𝑂(3) are labelled by their integer spin, a single number is insufficient for representations of 𝑆𝑂(25). These representations 
are instead neatly encoded by Young tableaux. The challenge then lies in writing all possible realizations of a single-particle state 
using the oscillators of the string. As we explain in Section 2, where we introduce the general setup and provide a short review of 
the quantization of the open string, in covariant form physical states must solve the Virasoro constraints as well as ensuring that 
the collection of oscillators realizes the spacetime symmetries of the Young tableau. It is the increasing complexity of the Virasoro 
constraints as one climbs up the spectrum what has mostly hindered progress in exploring the massive spectrum, limiting most 
approaches to level-by-level probes of the low-lying states [31–38], or to the analysis of the leading Regge trajectory [7,39–41]. 
A remarkable exception is the recent set of articles [42,43], where the authors develop a powerful method to solve the Virasoro 
constraints and access the deep string spectrum in an efficient way, finding structures and patterns reminiscent of the ones we 
observe.

Nonetheless, our strategy is to bypass the Virasoro constraint by working in light-cone gauge. This sacrifices covariance, but as our 
main interest is in three-particle amplitudes, which are fixed by kinematics, it is straightforward to identify the covariant amplitude. 
Moreover, we gain simplicity in working with physical oscillators and states with manifestly positive norm. The price to pay is that 
only a 𝑆𝑂(24) subgroup of the little group is manifest. We then need to apply Lorentz transformations to see how various 𝑆𝑂(24)
representations with the same mass correspond to branches of a single 𝑆𝑂(25) irreducible representation (irrep). A collection of 
oscillator representations with fixed mass and rotated into each other then furnishes a single-particle state of the open bosonic string. 
Implementing this in practice requires some work, which we explain in Section 3.

The string has a very orderly spectrum, so it is natural to try and exploit its regularities. For example, symmetrized products of 
light-cone gauge oscillators naturally organize in trajectories, where climbing a step corresponds to the insertion of an additional 
oscillator raising the mass level by one unit and contributing a free index. Level by level, these structures can be used to obtain 
single-particle 𝑆𝑂(25) irreps, which can be grouped into “Regge trajectories”. Intuitively, to climb up a Regge trajectory we should 
look at the particle that simultaneously has one more box in the top row of the Young tableau and has mass level increased by one. 
The catch is that such a Regge trajectory can bifurcate at some level, giving rise to degeneracies and making the notion seemingly 
ambiguous. We will show that bifurcations can only occur at finitely many levels as we climb up, so there are always finitely many 
Regge trajectories whose particles share the same Young tableau symmetry at the same mass level. We will call these trajectories 
“degenerate,” but we will nevertheless be able to unambiguously label them by their oscillator content.

How do we then “climb up” the spectrum, building such a Regge trajectory in terms of oscillators? In Section 4 we show a 
constructive algorithm to spin up a single-particle state by “adding a box” to its 𝑆𝑂(25) Young tableau, while increasing its mass one 
unit of string tension at a time. This shows that we do not have to work level by level, but we can rather access an entire Regge 
trajectory at once. Since every state in the spectrum is either the seed of a new trajectory or belongs to an existing one, this gives a 
systematic way of determining the full spectrum by focusing on all the infinitely many seeds.

Our method also shows that the spectrum can be sliced according to “generation”.3 In Section 5 we uncover patterns linking 
different particles within the same generation, providing access to infinite families of Regge trajectories in closed form. A complete 
treatment, potentially encompassing all trajectories at fixed generation, is left for future work. While our method can be carried out 
for any generation in principle, relating particles at different generations remains an important challenge. For an interesting recent 
development in this direction, we mention the construction in Markou and Skvortsov[42], Basile and Markou[43] which allows to 
connect states of different generation. It would be interesting to translate it to our light-cone language and try to exploit it.

We state our conclusions and an outlook in 6, and provide appendices with some details on string theory and light-cone quantiza-
tion, the required background on Young tableaux, as well as additional results on the spectrum of single-particle states at high levels 
and on Regge trajectories.

2 Strictly speaking, many three-point amplitudes (notably of massless particles) are zero in Lorentzian kinematics. As usual, we can complexify 
the momenta to assign a nonzero value to the amplitude.
3 We will define generation more carefully later in the text, but it amounts to the number of times the same Young tableau appeared before in the 

spectrum, when ordered by mass level. It is also referred to as “depth” in Markou and Skvortsov[42], Basile and Markou[43].
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Conventions:
Round brackets denote symmetrization between a set of indices, without any overall factor. For example, 𝑡(𝑖𝑗) ≡ 𝑡𝑖𝑗 + 𝑡𝑗𝑖. Square 

brackets denote antisymmetrization, 𝑡[𝑖𝑗] ≡ 𝑡𝑖𝑗 − 𝑡𝑗𝑖.
The dot product of two light-cone gauge oscillators is to be understood as

𝛼𝑛 ⋅ 𝛼𝑚 ≡
24
∑

𝑘=1
𝛼𝑘𝑛 ⋅ 𝛼

𝑘
𝑚 (1.1)

When discussing symmetric irreducible tensors, we will often not explicitly subtract the trace part, but this operation is completely 
non-ambiguous so it is left implicit. 

When ambiguities might arise, we specify the symmetry group associated to a given Young tableau as a subscript, for example 

 or .

2.  Setup and review

In this section we setup the problem, explain the various necessary steps, and also discuss how we organize the spectrum, also 
showing how much of it we manage to construct. Most of the review consists of textbook material, and is developed in more detail 
in any standard string theory textbook, such as Polchinski [44], Green et al. [45], Blumenhagen et al. [46].

2.1.  Single-particle states and regge trajectories

We consider the open bosonic string. Consistency of the theory requires the string to be in 26-dimensional Minkowski space, and 
therefore the single-particle states are classified using the isometries of this spacetime. They carry a 26−momentum which satisfies a 
constraint, fixing the mass of the particle, and they carry spin labels showing how they transform under Wigner’s little group.4 For 
the bosonic string, the little group is 𝑆𝑂(25) for massive particles and 𝑆𝑂(24) for massless particles, and their unitary representations 
are organized using Young tableaux, which in a sense provide a higher dimensional generalization of the spin label typical in 4-
dimensional kinematics. A given Young tableau is a collection of ordered boxes specified by the lengths of its rows and columns, each 
row being of arbitrary length, provided it does not exceed the length of the one above it. The length of the columns is constrained to 
be smaller than half the number of spatial dimensions, and thus for our case of interest we are limited to Young tableaux with up to 
12 rows. We provide further details on the Young tableaux in Appendix B.

In string theory, furnishing a single-particle state requires building it from string excitations. These are constructed with oscillators 
corresponding to the string’s quantized vibrational modes. The oscillators at the same time determine the mass of the state, forcing 
it to be integer multiples of the string tension, and carry Lorentz indices. Therefore, the mass and spin labels are not independent: at 
a given mass level, only some Young tableau symmetries will be possible, those that can be realized with the available oscillators.

On the other hand, one might expect extra labels to be necessary in order to fully determine a string state. In fact, we find evidence 
of degeneracies in the spectrum -i.e. independent single-particle states at the same level with identical Young tableau symmetry, but 
realized with different oscillator structures- which suggests the possibility of extra quantum numbers required to distinguish them. 
These additional quantum numbers might correspond to the eigenvalue of the string states under the action of some hypothetical 
conserved charges. Yet, the nature of these charges is not a priori known, nor is it clear whether they generate a hitherto unidentified 
symmetry of the theory at zero string coupling. An interesting possibility would be that these charges are related to the infinite set 
of higher spin conserved charges that come from the free theory on the worldsheet5

In summary, to fully specify the string spectrum, one must determine, at every mass level, the list of Young tableaux that describe 
the spin labels of the single-particle states of that mass, as well as the multiplicity of each Young tableau, namely the number of 
particles in the spectrum with the same mass and transforming in the same representation of the Lorentz group. Furthermore, in 
order to distinguish among them, one should provide a labeling for the states sharing the same mass and spin quantum numbers. 
Assuming one needs 𝑁𝑄 additional quantum numbers to label a state, and given that a Young tableau is fully specified by giving 
the length 𝑠1,… , 𝑠12 of each of its rows, one would need 𝑁𝑄 + 12 + 1 numbers to fully characterize a single-particle state, where 
the last term corresponds to the mass of the particle. This can be represented in a plot as the one in Fig. 1, which corresponds to a 
2-dimensional projection of the full 𝑁𝑄 + 13-dimensional space describing the spectrum.

There are different ways of quantizing the string; each way makes some of its properties manifest, typically at a price. In covariant 
quantization, one introduces oscillators exciting the string along all 26 space-time directions. This approach, while keeping Lorentz 
symmetry manifest after quantization, introduces negative-norm states that must be projected out by requiring that physical states 
satisfy a set of infinitely many conditions known as the Virasoro constraints. Imposing these constraints systematically at high levels 
can be a daunting task, and this is the main reason why the excited string spectrum remained largely unexplored.

Our strategy to avoid the introduction of operators that create states of negative norm is to work in light-cone gauge. In that 
case, the time direction and one of the spatial directions define a light-front, with the other 24 spatial directions being treated 

4 The little group is defined by fixing a reference momentum satisfying the mass constraint, and looking at the subgroup of Lorentz transformations 
that do not change the reference momentum. See [47–50] for more details.
5 We thank the referee for suggesting this possibility.
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Fig. 1. The whole spectrum, divided into Regge trajectories. The top blue one is the leading Regge trajectory. The one right below is the empty 
trajectory which does not contain any particles. Except for the leading Regge trajectory, we only draw the seed of each trajectory, and we leave it 
implicit that, climbing the trajectory, new particles are found with greater mass and number of boxes in the first row of the Young tableau. For 

example, at level 4 there is a  (implicit) originating from the  (explicit) at level 3. Lastly, notice that at level 6 there is not only 

the (red)  coming from the scalar at level 4, but also a new (gray)  . This is an example of a degeneracy, which we will see is 
ubiquitous in the string spectrum. (For interpretation of the references to colour in this figure legend, the reader is referred to the web version of 
this article.)

democratically. The advantage of such a method is that all states created by the action of string creation operators in the vacuum 
are physical. The disadvantage is that the oscillators transform covariantly only under an 𝑆𝑂(24) subgroup of the little group, and 
therefore various structures of 𝑆𝑂(24) oscillators must be combined in order to build a complete 𝑆𝑂(25) representation, causing the 
single-particle states built in this formalism to be made of many parts. We will find it nonetheless useful to work in this quantiza-
tion, as the number of unknown coefficients to fix is much smaller. The main problem to solve is to identify, among the various 
structures that are 𝑆𝑂(24) covariant and carry the same 26−momentum, which ones are different polarizations of the same particle, 
or—mathematically—branchings of the same 𝑆𝑂(25) irrep. To give a concrete example where the reader can contrast covariant and 
light-cone gauge expressions, Sasaki and Yamanaka[51] works out a representative of the scalar particle at level 4 in covariant gauge, 
finding

{

(

𝜂𝜇𝜈 +
13
3
𝑘𝜇𝑘𝜈

)

𝛼𝜇−2𝛼
𝜈
−2 +

( 20
9
𝑘𝜇𝑘𝜈𝑘𝜌 +

2
3
𝑘𝜇𝜂𝜈𝜌 +

13
3
𝑘𝜌𝜂𝜇𝜈

)

𝛼𝜇−1𝛼
𝜈
−1𝛼

𝜌
−2

+
( 23
81
𝑘𝜇𝑘𝜈𝑘𝜌𝑘𝜎 +

32
27
𝑘𝜇𝑘𝜈𝜂𝜌𝜎 +

19
18
𝜂𝜇𝜈𝜂𝜌𝜎

)

𝛼𝜇−1𝛼
𝜈
−1𝛼

𝜌
−1𝛼

𝜎
−1

}

|0⟩ .

(2.1)

The same particle in light-cone gauge quantization can be written more economically as
{(𝛼−1 ⋅ 𝛼−1))2 + 7(𝛼−2 ⋅ 𝛼−2) − 10(𝛼−1 ⋅ 𝛼−3)}|0⟩. (2.2)

We provide a systematic method to find all single-particle states at a given level in terms of 𝑆𝑂(24) oscillators, which corresponds 
to filling the spectrum by moving vertically in Fig. 1, finding all single-particles at constant mass at each given step. This not only 
gives the particle content at a given level, but also provides an explicit realization in terms of oscillators that can be used to compute 
their scattering amplitudes. However, while this level-by-level procedure allows us to go pretty far and excavate all single-particle 
states and their oscillator representations—we went explicitly up to level 15—, the exponential increase in the density of states with 
the energy calls for other ways of exploring the spectrum, as at large enough levels the problem becomes intractable even with a 
computer.

In this direction, we also find a way to obtain families of infinitely many states in the spectrum belonging to the same “Regge 
trajectory,” or rather a generalization of this concept. A natural extension of the idea of a Regge trajectory when one deals with the 
spectrum is to group states by starting from a seed state (characterized by a given mass, Young tableau and potentially other quantum 
numbers) that corresponds to the bottom of the trajectory, and then to climb up the trajectory by adding one unit of mass and one 
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unit of spin at each step. Implementing this idea, we define “Regge trajectories” to be given by states belonging to contiguous levels 
corresponding to Young tableaux that differ by one box in the first row. For instance, we could consider a trajectory generated by an 
antisymmetric rank 2 state at the bottom:

In terms of oscillators, the operation of adding a box to the top row of a diagram when going up one level corresponds to adding 
an 𝛼𝑖−1 oscillator and symmetrizing 𝑖 with the Lorentz indices corresponding to the top row of the original Young tableau. Note that 
the operation of adding a box to a given Young tableau makes sense both when considering 𝑆𝑂(24) and 𝑆𝑂(25) indices, so apart 
from defining Regge trajectories this way for physical 𝑆𝑂(25) particles, we can think of the trajectory generated by a given 𝑆𝑂(24)
oscillator structure, even if it does not correspond to a single-particle state. However, it was mentioned that a single-particle state is 
built by a linear combination of many 𝑆𝑂(24) oscillator structures, and simply adding an 𝛼−1 to all of them will generically not yield 
a single-particle state one level higher. An important result presented here is that we find a way to, for a given seed state, obtain the 
level dependence of the coefficients determining all single-particle states on its Regge trajectory, thus providing at once the oscillator 
representation of infinitely many states in the spectrum. In terms of the plot in Fig. 1, this allows to explore the spectrum along 
infinite lines of constant 𝑑 ≡ 𝑁 − 𝑠1, where we define 𝑑 as the depth of the trajectory.

In fact, we can do more than this. When analyzing the string spectrum in terms of light-cone gauge oscillators, we found numerous 
patterns relating states connected by the addition of oscillators not only on the first row, but also when adding oscillators in various 
rows simultaneously. Possibly the simplest example of this phenomenon is when one considers the family of states generated by 
starting from a seed single-particle state and adding simultaneously an 𝛼−1 oscillator to the first row and an 𝛼−2 to the second. This 
would correspond to a “tilted Regge trajectory,”6 and the particular example in which the seed state is a scalar would look like

We show that the techniques that allowed us to obtain all the single-particle states in a Regge trajectory as a function of the level 
can be generalized to deal with these types of families of states forming tilted trajectories, and therefore allow us to work out the 
spectrum along lines of constant 𝑁 −

∑𝑘
𝑗=1 𝑗𝑠𝑗 , with the previous case corresponding to the line 𝑁 − 𝑠1 − 2𝑠2 = 0.

One last relevant concept to chart the spectrum is what we call the generation of a given state at level 𝑁 , and it refers to the 
number of levels lower than 𝑁 that contain a state with the same Young tableau as the state in consideration. This concept gives 
a measure of the complexity of the state. States at generation zero7 correspond to Young tableaux filled with oscillators in a way 
that the 𝑘-th row contains 𝛼−𝑘 oscillators only, and therefore correspond to the lightest state with that given Young tableau in the 
spectrum. These states are the easiest to deal with: In covariant language they satisfy the Virasoro constraint almost for free, and in 
light-cone language the matching between 𝑆𝑂(24) structures and the single-particle state is automatic, without the need of considering 
linear combinations of various structures with the same 𝑆𝑂(24) Young tableau symmetry. As generation rises, one goes deeper in the 
spectrum and the oscillator content of single-particle states becomes increasingly complicated. In terms of light-cone technology, the 
amount of different 𝑆𝑂(24) structures building a single state becomes bigger and bigger, and their analysis becomes hard, even if in 
principle doable at any finite generation.

At present we do not have a systematic way of moving in generation while keeping the shape of the Young tableau defining the 
states fixed. What we can do is work out the expression of a given state at non-zero generation in terms of 𝑆𝑂(24) oscillators, and 
then use it as a seed to move along generalized Regge trajectories with finite generation.8

With the setup in mind, in the rest of this section we will recall some basics of quantization of the open string, to establish notation 
and also highlight some important formulas, and to make the paper self-contained. A more detailed discussion is done in Appendix A.

6 This specific family of states was studied in Alessio et al. [52] in connection to black hole scattering.
7 These states are sometimes called Weinberg states, as Weinberg studied them in Weinberg [53], or principally embedded states in Markou and 

Skvortsov[42].
8 In Markou and Skvortsov[42], Basile and Markou[43] the authors work in covariant quantization and propose a way of climbing up the 

generation for fixed Young tableau by the action of suitably defined raising operators and the posterior projection into the physical Hilbert space. 
While in this approach one needs to solve a system of equations that becomes increasingly complex as the generation grows, it provides a systematic 
way of exploring an independent direction in the spectrum and it would be very interesting to investigate if these ideas can be exploited in our 
language.
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2.2.  Review of light-cone quantization

At the classical level, dynamics in string theory are dictated by the Polyakov action

𝑆𝑃 = − 1
4𝜋𝛼′ ∫

𝑑2𝜎
√

−ℎℎ𝛼𝛽𝜕𝛼𝑋𝜇𝜕𝛽𝑋𝜇 , (2.3)

with ℎ𝛼𝛽 being the worldsheet metric, and subject to the additional constraint of having a vanishing stress tensor:

𝑇𝛼𝛽 = 1
√

−ℎ

𝛿𝑆
𝛿ℎ𝛼𝛽

= 0. (2.4)

The quantization of constrained systems is a delicate issue, as one must deal with the unphysical degrees of freedom corresponding 
to configurations that do not satisfy the constraints.

One possibility to do so is to quantize the system ignoring the constraints, and then imposing them at the quantum level as 
conditions that states in the Hilbert space must satisfy in order to be physical. This is the approach taken in covariant quantization 
mentioned in the previous subsection, in which the classical requirement (2.4) becomes the Virasoro constraints that project negative 
norm states out of the spectrum.

Another approach is to solve for the constraints at the classical level to find the physical phase space from the start, and then 
proceed to quantize these degrees of freedom only. This is what is achieved in light-cone quantization, which has the advantage of 
allowing to deal directly with the physical Hilbert space, without the need of imposing any supplementary constraints. This comes 
however with the drawback of spoiling the manifest Lorentz invariance of the theory, as the method requires the choice of a specific 
reference frame.

The basic idea of light-cone quantization is to use the gauge freedom in (2.3) to choose a gauge in which the constraints 𝑇𝛼𝛽 = 0
are easily solved9. Introducing the spacetime light-cone coordinates as

𝑋± = 𝑋0 ±𝑋25
√

2
, (2.5)

and the open string mode expansion

𝑋𝜇(𝜎, 𝜏) = 𝑥𝜇 + 2𝛼′𝑝𝜇𝜏 + 𝑖
√

2𝛼′
∑

𝑛≠0

1
𝑛
𝛼𝜇𝑛 cos 𝑛𝜎 𝑒−𝑖𝑛𝜏 , (2.6)

the convenient gauge choice consists of setting the worldsheet metric ℎ𝛼𝛽 to be flat and fixing 𝑋+(𝜎, 𝜏) to be
𝑋+ = 𝑥+ + 2𝛼′𝑝+𝜏, (2.7)

which defines the light-cone gauge, trivializing the string excitations along the+direction.
To see the value of this gauge choice, note that in 𝜎± = 𝜏 ± 𝜎 worldsheet coordinates, the constraints (2.4) become

𝜕+𝑋
𝜇𝜕+𝑋𝜇 = 𝜕−𝑋

𝜇𝜕−𝑋𝜇 = 0, (2.8)

which in light-cone coordinates implies

2𝜕+𝑋−𝜕+𝑋
+ =

24
∑

𝑖=1
𝜕+𝑋

𝑖𝜕+𝑋
𝑖, 2𝜕−𝑋−𝜕−𝑋

+ =
24
∑

𝑖=1
𝜕−𝑋

𝑖𝜕−𝑋
𝑖. (2.9)

Since from the gauge choice (2.7) we have 𝜕+𝑋+ = 𝜕−𝑋+ = 𝛼′𝑝+, these become

𝜕+𝑋
− = 1

2𝛼′𝑝+

24
∑

𝑖=1
𝜕+𝑋

𝑖𝜕+𝑋
𝑖, 𝜕−𝑋

− = 1
2𝛼′𝑝+

24
∑

𝑖=1
𝜕−𝑋

𝑖𝜕−𝑋
𝑖, (2.10)

showing that 𝑋−(𝜎+, 𝜎−) is completely fixed by the other fields 𝑋𝑖, 𝑋+, up to an integration constant.
In terms of the mode expansion for 𝑋−

𝑋− = 𝑥− + 2𝛼′𝑝−𝜏 + 𝑖
√

2𝛼′
∑

𝑛≠0

1
𝑛
𝛼−𝑛 cos 𝑛𝜎 𝑒−𝑖𝑛𝜏 , (2.11)

𝑥− corresponds to the integration constant, and 𝑝− and 𝛼−𝑛  are fixed by the constraints to be

𝛼−𝑛 = 1

2
√

2𝛼′𝑝+

∞
∑

𝑚=−∞

24
∑

𝑖=1
𝛼𝑖𝑛−𝑚𝛼

𝑖
𝑚, 𝑝− = 1

√

2𝛼′
𝛼−0 , (2.12)

and are thus expressed in terms of oscillators made up of indices pointing along the 𝑖 = 1,… , 24, directions only. These transverse 
directions determine the physical excitations of the string and the oscillators along them correspond to the degrees of freedom that 
must be quantized in order to build the physical Hilbert space.

9 The Polyakov action is invariant under reparametrizations of the worldsheet 𝜎𝛼 → 𝜎̃𝛼(𝜎) and Weyl transformations ℎ𝛼𝛽 (𝜎) → Ω2(𝜎)ℎ𝛼𝛽 (𝜎).
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As standard, canonically quantizing the system amounts to promoting the Poisson brackets between the Fourier modes of the 
classical mode expansion by commutators between the quantum oscillators. For the transverse oscillators this gives

[𝛼𝑖𝑛, 𝛼
𝑗
𝑚] = [𝛼̃𝑖𝑛, 𝛼̃

𝑗
𝑚] = 𝑛𝛿𝑖𝑗𝛿𝑛+𝑚,0, (2.13)

and for the zero-modes

[𝑥𝑖, 𝑝𝑗 ] = 𝑖𝛿𝑖𝑗 , [𝑥−, 𝑝+] = −𝑖, [𝑥+, 𝑝−] = −𝑖, (2.14)

The Fock space is built by acting on the string vacuum with transverse oscillators10, with generic states being of the form

𝛼𝑖1𝑛1𝛼
𝑖2
𝑛2 … |0; 𝑝⟩, 𝑛1, 𝑛2,⋯ < 0, 𝑖1, 𝑖2,⋯ = 1,… , 24. (2.15)

Any such state is physical by construction, but transforms naturally only under an 𝑆𝑂(24) subgroup of the full little group: those 
rotations pointing along the transverse directions. This is the main drawback of working in light-cone quantization: as will be explained 
in detail in the next section, in order to build single-particle states corresponding to irreducible representations of the full little group 
𝑆𝑂(25) we will need to combine various states of the form (2.15).

To finish this review we provide a table of relevant commutation relations in light-cone gauge which shall be useful along the 
text. The commutators are written in the form [𝑟, 𝑐] with 𝑟 being the row entry, 𝑐 being the column entry:

[𝑟 , 𝑐 ] 𝑝+ 𝑝− 𝑝𝑗 𝑥+ 𝑥− 𝑥𝑗 𝛼𝑗𝑚 𝛼−𝑚
𝑝+ 0 0 0 0 𝑖 0 0 0
𝑝− 0 0 0 𝑖 −𝑖 𝑝

−

𝑝+ −𝑖 𝑝
𝑗

𝑝+ − 1
2𝛼′𝑝+𝑚𝛼

𝑗
𝑚 − 1

𝛼′𝑝+𝑚𝛼
−
𝑚

𝑝𝑖 0 0 0 0 0 −𝑖𝛿𝑖𝑗 0 0
𝑥+ 0 −𝑖 0 0 0 0 0 0
𝑥− −𝑖 𝑖 𝑝

−

𝑝+ 0 0 0 0 0 𝑖 𝛼
−
𝑚
𝑝+

𝑥𝑖 0 𝑖 𝑝
𝑖

𝑝+ 𝑖𝛿𝑖𝑗 0 0 0 𝑖
√

2𝛼′𝛿𝑖𝑗𝛿𝑚 𝑖 𝛼
𝑖
𝑚
𝑝+

𝛼𝑖𝑛 0 1
2𝛼′𝑝+ 𝑛𝛼

𝑖
𝑛 0 0 0 −𝑖

√

2𝛼′𝛿𝑖𝑗𝛿𝑛 𝑛𝛿𝑖𝑗𝛿𝑛+𝑚
1

√

2𝛼′𝑝+
𝑛𝛼𝑖𝑛+𝑚

𝛼−𝑛 0 1
𝛼′𝑝+ 𝑛𝛼

−
𝑛 0 0 −𝑖 𝛼

−
𝑛
𝑝+ −𝑖 𝛼

𝑗
𝑛
𝑝+ − 1

√

2𝛼′𝑝+
𝑚𝛼𝑖𝑛+𝑚

[

𝛼−𝑛 , 𝛼
−
𝑚
]

with
[

𝛼−𝑛 , 𝛼
−
𝑚
]

= 2
√

2𝛼′𝑝+
(𝑚 − 𝑛)𝛼−𝑚+𝑛 +

1
𝛼′(𝑝+)2

𝑚(𝑚2 − 1)𝛿𝑚+𝑛.

Note that the modes along the - direction do not commute with the modes along the other directions nor with the center of mass 
degrees of freedom. This is another price to pay for working in a non-covariant framework.

3.  Building a single-particle state

In the previous section we reviewed the method of light-cone quantization and showed how it can be used to remove all the 
unphysical degrees of freedom from the Hilbert space. However, even if every state created by the resulting transverse oscillators is 
physical by construction, they generically do not correspond to the single-particle states that we are interested in, but rather different 
states created by light-cone oscillators must be combined to build a single-particle state. In this section we present a systematic way 
of obtaining single-particle states from light-cone oscillators at a given level.

Single-particle states are irreducible, unitary representations of the 26 −𝐷 Poincaré group, and are labeled by their mass and spin. 
The spin labels are organized as irreps of the little group, which for the massive spectrum is 𝑆𝑂(25)11 However, the states obtained by 
exciting the vacuum with light-cone gauge transverse oscillators as in (2.15) are labeled by indices 𝑖 that run from 𝑖 = 1 to 𝑖 = 24, and 
therefore furnish representations of the group 𝑆𝑂(24). This means that a string of light-cone oscillators on their own, such as (2.15), 
does not furnish a complete single-particle state. Instead, various combinations of states created by transverse oscillators must be 
grouped together to create a given single-particle state12

10 Oscillators 𝛼𝑖𝑛 with 𝑛 < 0 correspond to creation operators, while those with 𝑛 > 0 to annihilation operators.
11 In arbitrary dimensions, the corresponding little groups are 𝑆𝑂(𝑑 − 2, 1) for tachyons, 𝐼𝑆𝑂(𝑑 − 2) for massless particles and 𝑆𝑂(𝑑 − 1) for massive 
particles, where 𝑆𝑂(𝑑 − 2, 1) is the homogeneous Lorentz group with one spatial dimension less, 𝐼𝑆𝑂(𝑑 − 2) corresponds to the isometry group of 
(𝑑 − 2)-dimensional Euclidean space, and 𝑆𝑂(𝑑 − 1) is simply the rotation group in (𝑑 − 1) spatial dimensions. In the massless case, the group 
𝐼𝑆𝑂(𝑑 − 2) allows representations labeled by a continuous parameter, sometimes referred to as continuous spin representations. If one demands that 
the action of the little group generators that correspond to this continuous parameter is trivial, the little group becomes 𝑆𝑂(𝑑 − 2).
12 The only exceptions to this are the tachyon and the massless vector at level 1. Since for massless particles the little group is 𝑆𝑂(24), the state 
created by 𝛼𝑖−1 acting on the vacuum has the right number of degrees of freedom to furnish a single-particle on its own.
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3.1.  Warm-up examples

Let us illustrate the problem with simple examples, which will then pave the way for a general method to build a single-particle 
state.

The first example is of a massive spin-2 particle at level 2. It should be described by a rank 2, traceless, symmetric tensor 𝜇𝜈 that 
satisfies the transversality condition 𝜇𝜈𝑝𝜇 = 0. Choosing the particle to be at rest in the frame that we used to define the light-cone 
gauge in Eq. (2.5), transversality is satisfied by setting to zero all components involving the time direction in this frame. Denoting 𝑋𝓁

the spatial coordinate used to define 𝑋±13, we see that the non-trivial components of the tensor are 𝑖𝑗 , 𝑖𝓁 , 𝓁𝓁 , where 𝑖, 𝑗 = 1,… , 24
correspond to transverse directions.

Now let us consider the states created from light-cone oscillators at level two. In terms of their transformation properties with 
respect to 𝑆𝑂(24), they are a symmetric-traceless rank 2 tensor, a vector and a scalar, given by

(

𝛼𝑖−1𝛼
𝑗
−1 −

𝛿𝑖𝑗

24
(𝛼−1 ⋅ 𝛼−1)

)

|0⟩, 𝛼𝑖−2|0⟩, (𝛼−1 ⋅ 𝛼−1)|0⟩. (3.1)

Throughout the remainder of the paper, traces will not be subtracted explicitly from tensors; this operation is unambiguous and 
understood implicitly. As anticipated, these different structures combine to furnish the degrees of freedom of a single massive spin-2 
𝑆𝑂(25) irreducible representation, respectively 𝑖𝑗 , 𝑖𝓁 , and 𝓁𝓁 . The three structures provide the 324 polarization degrees of freedom 
of a massive spin-2 particle as 324 = 299 + 24 + 1. Therefore, we see that the single-particle state is made up of a combination of 
different light-cone states.

This branching rule is efficiently expressed diagrammatically, using Young tableaux. Each representation is encoded by an ar-
rangement of boxes encoding the symmetries of the representation. Each box corresponds to an index of the tensor characterizing the 
representation, and each (row/column) of boxes corresponds to (symmetrization/antisymmetrization) of the corresponding indices. 
We review this in detail in Appendix B. For the case at hand, the decomposition of the spin-2 particle at level 2 into light-cone states 
reads

In mathematical terms, this corresponds to the restriction of a representation of the larger group 𝑆𝑂(25) into representations of 
its subgroup 𝑆𝑂(24), with the spin-2 representation of 𝑆𝑂(25) being decomposed into the direct sum of the spin-2, spin-1 and spin-0 
𝑆𝑂(24) representations. In general, the decomposition of the irreducible representations of a group 𝐺 into irreducible representations 
of one of its subgroups 𝐻 are described by the branching rules from 𝐺 to 𝐻 . See Appendix B and references therein of more details.

Let us now work out the spectrum at level 3. From the light-cone oscillator point of view we have three possible structures acting 
on the vacuum which can be decomposed into the following 𝑆𝑂(24) irreducible representations:

(3.2)

(3.3)

(3.4)

where in the first row the product of three 𝛼−1 𝑆𝑂(24) oscillators is decomposed into a symmetric and traceless part (𝛼𝑖−1𝛼
𝑗
−1𝛼

𝑘
−1 −

Trace) and a vector (𝛼−1 ⋅ 𝛼−1)𝛼𝑖−1, and in the second row the different combinations are obtained by symmetrizing, antisymmetrizing 
and tracing over the indices respectively.

To find out the 𝑆𝑂(25) irreducible representations at this level we need the simple but crucial observation that the 𝑆𝑂(24)
representations with the largest number of indices and a given symmetry pattern must trivially translate to the corresponding 𝑆𝑂(25)
representation, as there is no larger representation of which they could be a part of. In this case, the rank 3 tensor 𝛼𝑖−1𝛼

𝑗
−1𝛼

𝑘
−1 necessarily 

implies the existence of a rank 3 symmetric single-particle state of which this oscillator combination gives the fully transverse part. 
Similarly, the antisymmetric rank 2 tensor 𝛼[𝑖−2𝛼

𝑗]
−1 implies the existence of the corresponding 𝑆𝑂(25) representation, and we see that 

the single-particle states

(3.5)

13 In Eq. (2.5) we had 𝓁 = 25, but here we keep 𝓁 generic, as any spatial direction is equally good for our purposes.
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are part of the spectrum at level 3. However, we must still determine whether all three remaining 𝑆𝑂(24) structures also belong 
to these two 𝑆𝑂(25) representations, or if some of them create a new single-particle state of its own. For this it is enough to look at 
the branching rules of 𝑆𝑂(25) → 𝑆𝑂(24) for the two particles we already found:

This exhausts all the 𝑆𝑂(24) structures, and therefore the single-particle states at level 3 are just the rank 3 fully symmetric and 
the rank 2 antisymmetric tensors.

This characterizes the spectrum at level 3, but raises another question. If we want to find the combinations of oscillators that give 
the polarizations of the single-particle states along non-transverse directions as we did in the level 2 example, we need to understand 
which 𝑆𝑂(24) vector is inside each 𝑆𝑂(25) irreducible representation.

The way to proceed, which will be at the basis of our general method to obtain the spectrum at any given level, is to use the fact 
that 𝑆𝑂(24) states belonging to the same 𝑆𝑂(25) irreducible representation must mix exclusively among themselves under little group 
transformations14. Therefore, we can start with the 𝑆𝑂(24) structures that can be trivially located inside an 𝑆𝑂(25) irrep and rotate 
them by acting with the combinations of Lorentz generators spanning the little group to obtain the remaining 𝑆𝑂(24) structures. 
We will refer to these special 𝑆𝑂(24) states that map directly to single-particle states as highest spinning states or highest spinning 
structures, and they will play an essential role in what follows. 1516

Using the mode expansion (2.6) we can express the Lorentz generators in terms of oscillators as

𝐽𝜇𝜈 = 𝑥𝜇𝑝𝜈 − 𝑝𝜈𝑥𝜇 + 𝑖
2
∑

𝑛≠0

𝛼𝜇𝑛 𝛼𝜈−𝑛 − 𝛼
𝜈
𝑛𝛼

𝜇
−𝑛

𝑛
, (3.6)

In this expression the relevant part is the sum over oscillators, as this is the one that will mix the different 𝑆𝑂(24) structures, while 
the contribution from the center of mass variables must vanish by definition if the transformation belongs to the little group. This 
point is subtle in light-cone gauge, as the center-of-mass degrees of freedom do not commute with 𝛼−𝑛 ; nonetheless, one can check 
that the contribution from the center-of-mass terms drops.

Let us show that the center-of-mass part of the angular momentum operators does not contribute. We will focus on the example 
of the light-cone state 𝛼𝑖−3|0⟩, but the computation is analogous in every case.

In the rest frame, 𝑝+ = 𝑝−, which together with the mass shell condition fixes both of them to be

𝑝+ = 𝑝− =
√

𝑁 − 1
2𝛼′

, 𝑁 = 3. (3.7)

Since 𝑝+ commutes with the oscillators, the value of 𝑝+ of the excited state is the same as for the tachyonic vacuum:
𝑝̂+𝛼𝑖−3|0⟩ = 𝑝+𝛼𝑖−3|0⟩ = 𝛼𝑖−3𝑝̂

+
|0⟩ = 𝛼𝑖−3𝑝

+
𝑡𝑎𝑐 |0⟩ = 𝑝+𝑡𝑎𝑐𝛼

𝑖
−3|0⟩, (3.8)

where we exceptionally use the hat notation to distinguish the operators from the eigenvalues.
Naively one would expect a decoupling between the momentum and the internal degrees of freedom; this is not the case for 𝑝−, 

as exciting internal degrees of freedom must turn the spacelike momentum of the tachyon into a timelike momentum. Indeed, with 
essentially the same logic,

𝑝̂−𝛼𝑖−3|0⟩ = 𝑝−𝛼𝑖−3|0⟩ =

(

3
𝛼𝑖−3
2𝛼′𝑝+

+ 𝛼𝑖−3𝑝̂
−

)

|0⟩ (3.9)

thus

𝑝̂−|0⟩ = 𝑝− − 3
2𝛼′𝑝+

|0⟩ = 1
√

𝛼′
(1 − 3

2
)|0⟩ = − 1

2
√

𝛼′
|0⟩. (3.10)

14 This observation is also at the basis of Pesando’s approach in Pesando[37].
15 The name highest spinning structures makes reference to the fact that they are the 𝑆𝑂(24) structures that have the same number of indices as 
the 𝑆𝑂(25) irreducible representation where they are embedded, while all the other components have fewer. It does not necessarily mean that these 
are the objects with the highest number of indices at a specific level.
16 An alternative approach that we explored consisted in considering a generic state obtained by linearly combining all oscillator structures that 
share the same 𝑆𝑂(24) symmetry, and to compute its 𝑆𝑂(25) symmetry by evaluating all 12 Casimir operators of the 𝑆𝑂(25) group on the state. 
States belonging to irreducible representations must be eigenstates of these Casimirs, and the set of eigenvalues completely determines the 𝑆𝑂(25)
representation. The question is then turned into an eigenvalue problem. While attempting to develop this approach, we noticed that combining the 
quadratic Casimir with arguments on the size of representations would often be enough to completely classify oscillator structures at each level, but 
computations are nevertheless more complex than in the previous approach because the operator employed is quadratic in the Lorentz generators, 
instead of being linear.
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Since the particle is at rest, the little group is simply the 𝑆𝑂(25) corresponding to spatial rotations generated by the 𝐽 𝑖𝑗 and 𝐽𝓁𝑖, 
where the 𝐽 𝑖𝑗 are rotations involving purely transverse directions, and 𝐽𝓁𝑖 includes the light-cone spatial direction, denoted 𝑋𝓁 . As the 
light-cone states are by construction representations of 𝑆𝑂(24) already, acting with the rotation generators 𝐽 𝑖𝑗 along the transverse 
directions will not yield new information, and we must instead rotate them using the remaining little group element 𝐽𝓁𝑖. To express 
this operator in terms of transverse oscillators, note that the light-cone coordinates are defined by

𝑋± = 𝑋0 ±𝑋𝓁
√

2
, (3.11)

therefore

𝐽+𝑖 = 1
√

2
(𝐽 0𝑖 + 𝐽𝓁𝑖), 𝐽−𝑖 = 1

√

2
(𝐽 0𝑖 − 𝐽𝓁𝑖), (3.12)

and therefore we can express 𝐽𝓁𝑖 as

𝐽𝓁𝑖 = 𝐽+𝑖 − 𝐽−𝑖
√

2
. (3.13)

Now we write these generators in light-cone gauge, where we have effectively set to zero all the oscillators along the+direction, 
as can be seen from Eq. (2.7). A subtlety is that since 𝑝− does not commute with 𝑥𝑖, to promote the classical expression for the rotation 
generators (see Eq. (A.45) in the appendix) to a hermitian operator we must symmetrize the term 𝑥𝑖𝑝− → (𝑥𝑖𝑝− + 𝑝−𝑥𝑖)∕2. This yields

𝐽+𝑖 = 𝑥+𝑝𝑖 − 𝑥𝑖𝑝+, 𝐽−𝑖 = 𝑥−𝑝𝑖 −
𝑥𝑖𝑝− + 𝑝−𝑥𝑖

2
+ 𝐽−𝑖

𝑖𝑛𝑡 (3.14)

where 𝐽𝑖𝑛𝑡 is the part of (A.45) involving the oscillator internal degrees of freedom.
We are now ready act with 𝐽𝓁𝑖 on 𝛼𝑗−3|0⟩. In the rest frame, the action of the center-of-mass part 𝐽𝓁𝑖

𝐶𝑜𝑀  is

𝐽𝓁𝑖
𝐶𝑜𝑀 𝛼𝑗−3|0⟩ =

1
√

2

(

−𝑥𝑖𝑝+ +
𝑥𝑖𝑝− + 𝑝−𝑥𝑖

2

)

𝛼𝑗−3|0⟩, (3.15)

Now 𝑥
𝑖𝑝− + 𝑝−𝑥𝑖

2
𝛼𝑗−3|0⟩ =

𝑥𝑖(𝑁̂ − 1)
2𝛼′𝑝+

𝛼𝑗−3|0⟩, and since 𝑝+ = 𝛼′−1∕2 the contribution from 𝐽𝐶𝑜𝑀  vanishes as claimed.
We see that the relevant part of the generator 𝐽𝓁𝑖 that corresponds to the excitations of the string is proportional to the corre-

sponding part of 𝐽−𝑖. Splitting the center-of-mass and the oscillator contributions as 𝐽 = 𝐽𝐶𝑜𝑀 + 𝐽𝑖𝑛𝑡, we have

𝐽𝓁𝑖
𝑖𝑛𝑡 = − 1

√

2
𝐽−𝑖
𝑖𝑛𝑡 , (3.16)

and therefore we can equivalently act with 𝐽−𝑖
𝑖𝑛𝑡 on the 𝑆𝑂(24) structures to group them into 𝑆𝑂(25) representations. Explicitly, 𝐽−𝑖

𝑖𝑛𝑡 is 
given by

𝐽−𝑖
𝑖𝑛𝑡 =

𝑖
2
∑

𝑛≠0

𝛼−𝑛 𝛼
𝑖
−𝑛 − 𝛼

𝑖
𝑛𝛼

−
−𝑛

𝑛
, (3.17)

whose commutator with a transverse oscillator is
[𝐽−𝑖
𝑖𝑛𝑡 , 𝛼

𝑗
𝑙 ] = −𝑖𝛿𝑖𝑗𝛼−𝑙 − 𝑖 𝑙

√

2𝛼′𝑝+

∑

𝑛≠0

1
𝑛

(

𝛼𝑖−𝑛𝛼
𝑗
𝑛+𝑙 − 𝛼

𝑖
𝑛𝛼

𝑗
𝑙−𝑛

)

, (3.18)

as can be worked out using the commutators in table (2.2).
Armed with these commutators, we can simply act with 𝐽−𝑖

𝑖𝑛𝑡 on the states 𝛼𝑖−1𝛼
𝑗
−1𝛼

𝑘
−1|0⟩

17 and (𝛼𝑖−2𝛼
𝑗
−1 − 𝛼

𝑗
−2𝛼

𝑖
−1)|0⟩ to find the 

𝑆𝑂(24) vector belonging to each single-particle state. It turns out that it is a linear combinations of both structures that go into each 
representation, namely

(3.19)

(3.20)

Note that the states are not normalized, as the relevant information is simply the relative weight of the two structures.

17 Strictly speaking we should also account for the term that makes this state traceless. However, one can just choose all the indices to be different 
and use 𝛼𝑖−1𝛼𝑗−1𝛼𝑘−1 to determine uniquely the composition of the single-particle states. The terms proportional to Kronecker deltas that ensure we 
have traceless states can be reconstructed a posteriori if desired, but in practice this is never needed.
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Fig. 2. Action of the Lorentz generator 𝐽−𝑖 on fully symmetric 𝑆𝑂(24) structures at level 4. When acting on lower-spinning components of a 
single-particle state it increases the number of free indices by one, while it annihilates maximally spinning components.

Instead of acting on the highest-spinning states 𝛼𝑖−1𝛼
𝑗
−1𝛼

𝑘
−1|0⟩ and 𝛼

[𝑖
−2𝛼

𝑗]
−1|0⟩ with 𝐽−𝑖

𝑖𝑛𝑡 , we could have used a little group element 
𝐽−𝑚
𝑖𝑛𝑡  pointing along a direction 𝑚 ≠ {𝑖, 𝑗, 𝑘}. In this case we would have got a vanishing result, as otherwise the resulting 𝑆𝑂(24)
structure would have had an extra index with respect to the highest-spinning ones, which is impossible by construction.

The previous example at level 3 is especially simple, because for each 𝑆𝑂(25) particle the highest-spinning states can be accessed 
by symmetrizing some strings of 𝑆𝑂(24) oscillators, and non-trivial linear combinations of 𝑆𝑂(24) oscillators are only required to 
describe the remaining polarizations. More generally, even highest-spinning states could be given by linear combinations of such 
symmetrized products. However, it remains true that combinations of 𝑆𝑂(24) oscillators that yield the highest-spinning component 
of an 𝑆𝑂(25) single-particle are annihilated by little group elements that involve a new transverse 𝑚 direction.

For example, at level 4 there is a rank 2, fully symmetric particle in the spectrum, while there are three rank 2 fully symmetric 
𝑆𝑂(24) structures. As is displayed in Fig. 2, acting with 𝐽−𝑘 on the rank 2 structure sitting inside the rank 4 particle simply moves 
one polarization direction from the light-cone direction to the transverse direction 𝑘, producing a rank 3 structure. In contrast, the 
combination of 𝑆𝑂(24) structures that describes the rank 2 particle at rest with polarizations 𝑗, 𝑘 fully in the transverse directions is 
annihilated when acted upon by 𝐽−𝑖.

The diagram in Fig. 2 shows that the oscillator structures that form a given single-particle state behave in a way reminiscent of 
a highest weight representation, with 𝐽−𝑖 acting like a raising operator and the highest spinning states being the highest weights 
annihilated by it. Following this analogy, at a given level we can find the highest spinning 𝑆𝑂(24) states that map directly to single-
particle states by looking at the kernel of 𝐽−𝑖

𝑖𝑛𝑡 . Since these completely characterize the spectrum at any given level, this information 
would be enough if we were only interested in knowing the single-particle content. If in addition we want to understand how the 
remaining 𝑆𝑂(24) structures accommodate themselves inside the different particles, we proceed as in the example and act on the 
highest spinning states with 𝐽−𝑖

𝑖𝑛𝑡 , with 𝑖 coinciding with one of the indices already appearing in the state, which in this analogy plays 
the role of the lowering operator18

3.2.  General method

Having seen how the 𝑆𝑂(24) states organize into single-particle states from a few examples, we proceed to generalize the approach 
to find the single-particle content at an arbitrary level 𝑁 :

• The first step is to find all the possible light-cone oscillator structures that contribute at level 𝑁 . Since the sum of all the Virasoro 
indices of the oscillators at level 𝑁 must be 𝑁 , this is simply given by all the partitions of 𝑁 , namely all the different combi-
nations of integers that give 𝑁 when summed. For example, at level 4 we would have {4, 3 + 1, 2 + 2, 2 + 1 + 1, 1 + 1 + 1 + 1}, 
corresponding to structures with oscillator content 𝛼−4, 𝛼−3 𝛼−1, (𝛼−2)2, 𝛼−2 (𝛼−1)2, (𝛼−1)4.

• For each structure, consider all possible non-equivalent pairings of oscillators, where two pairings are equivalent if they group 
oscillators with the same Virasoro index. These pairings will correspond to 𝑆𝑂(24) traces in the light-cone structures. For example, 
the 𝛼−2 (𝛼−1)2 structure at level 4 can be paired as 𝛼𝑖−2 𝛼−1 ⋅ 𝛼−1, in which corresponds to tracing over the −1 oscillators, as 𝛼−2 ⋅

18 Actually the result is a combination of the 𝑆𝑂(24) structure without the 𝑖 index, and a structure where the index 𝑖 appears twice. As the latter 
is already known, it can be disentangled from the former.
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𝛼−1 𝛼𝑖−1, where the trace is taken between a −1 and the −2 oscillators, and 𝛼𝑖−2𝛼
𝑗
−1𝛼

𝑘
−1, where no traces are taken. Note that the 

second trace is counted only once, even if there are two possible −1 oscillators. The transverse indices are just dummy variables 
at this stage, so either option corresponds to the same state.

• For each pairing, write all possible symmetry structures that can be built up with the remaining free transverse indices, charac-
terized by Young tableaux. Each group of oscillators with the same Virasoro index will form a fully symmetric substructure, and 
therefore we can obtain all the possible Young tableaux by taking tensor products of fully symmetric, one-row Young tableaux as

In the previous example, the trivial pairing without traces will produce the Young tableaux given by the tensor product

where the numbers inside the Young tableaux show the Virasoro index of the corresponding oscillator.19 The set of all Young 
tableaux obtained this way yields all the 𝑆𝑂(24) irreducible representations at level 𝑁

• After obtaining all possible Young tableaux with Virasoro indices placed, we must turn these blueprints to actual symmetrized 
structures of oscillators with transverse Lorentz indices. The algorithm to go from a Young tableau to oscillator structures with 
the corresponding symmetry consists first in placing Lorentz indices in each box of the given Young tableau. Then, the indices 
in all rows are symmetrized, and the result is antisymmetrized over the indices in all columns. In the previous example, the 

 tableau corresponds to the oscillator structure 𝛼𝑖−2𝛼
𝑗
−1𝛼

𝑘
−1 + 𝛼

𝑖
−1𝛼

𝑗
−1𝛼

𝑘
−2 + 𝛼

𝑖
−1𝛼

𝑗
−1𝛼

𝑘
−2, while  corresponds to 

(𝛼𝑖−2𝛼
𝑗
−1 − 𝛼

𝑖
−1𝛼

𝑗
−2)𝛼

𝑘
−1.

• To find the single-particle content at the required level, we must obtain the highest spinning 𝑆𝑂(24) structures that map to single-
particle states. This is done by writing an arbitrary linear combination of all the 𝑆𝑂(24) structures corresponding to a given Young 
tableau, and demanding that it is annihilated by the action of 𝐽−𝑖, where 𝑖 is different from all the indices of the 𝑆𝑂(24) structures. 
This yields a linear system where the coefficients of the linear combination are the unknowns, and non-trivial solutions correspond 
to single-particle states furnishing 𝑆𝑂(25) representations with the same Young tableau as the 𝑆𝑂(24) structures. If no solutions 
are found, then this specific Young tableau is not present in the spectrum, and all the 𝑆𝑂(24) structures with this symmetry must 
be embedded in a larger 𝑆𝑂(25) representation. Performing this procedure for all the 𝑆𝑂(24) Young tableaux determined in the 
previous step, we completely characterize the single-particle content at the required level.

If apart from the spectrum one is interested in understanding how the different 𝑆𝑂(24) structures that do not correspond to highest 
spinning structures fill the remaining polarizations in the rest frame, one can proceed to act on the highest spinning structures with 
𝐽−𝑖, with 𝑖 repeated in the structures, to climb down the ladder and find the different components of the representation.

The procedure above can be automated; we implemented this algorithm in both Mathematica and Python to obtain the single-
particle content and its oscillator representations. The method is very efficient and allows to excavate the single-particle states from 
the spectrum up to levels that were not accessible before.

As an example we present the data at level 4, and we include higher levels in Appendix C.
The single-particle content at level 4 in terms of Young tableaux together with its decomposition into 𝑆𝑂(24) states is the following:

It is given by a spin 4 state, namely a fully symmetric, traceless rank 4 tensor, a rank 3 tensor with mixed symmetry, a spin 2 
state and a scalar. While the highest spinning 𝑆𝑂(24) structures that yield the spin 4 and the mixed symmetry tensor are trivially 

19 Note that while the relevant group for us is 𝑆𝑂(24), we can use the simpler tensor product rules of 𝑆𝑈 (24), as the (anti)symmetrization patterns 
are the same. The difference is that in orthogonal groups we need to remove the traces from the irreducible representations, but his can be dealt 
with after the oscillator structures with their given symmetry are obtained.

Nuclear Physics, Section B 1025 (2026) 117397 

12 



B. Bucciotti, F. Figueroa and G.L. Pimentel

𝛼𝑖−1𝛼
𝑗
−1𝛼

𝑘
−1𝛼

𝓁
−1 and (𝛼𝑖−2𝛼

𝑗
−1 − 𝛼

𝑖
−1𝛼

𝑗
−2)𝛼

𝑘
−1 respectively, as they are the only structures having this 𝑆𝑂(24) Young tableaux, the spin 2 

and the scalar are not obvious.
It turns out that the linear combination of light-cone oscillators that gives the scalar is

∙
25

=
(

((𝛼−1 ⋅ 𝛼−1))2 + 7(𝛼−2 ⋅ 𝛼−2) − 10(𝛼−1 ⋅ 𝛼−3)
)

|0⟩, (3.21)

while the 𝑆𝑂(24) structures associated to the spin 2 state are

(3.22)

(3.23)

(3.24)

with  corresponding to the massive spin 2 state at rest and polarized along the 𝑖, 𝑗 directions,  to the state 
polarized along the 𝑖,𝓁 directions, with 𝓁 still corresponding to the spatial light-cone component, and ∙

24
 to the state with both indices 

polarized along 𝓁.

3.3.  Validity of the results in arbitrary frames

All our computations were carried in the reference frame in which the massive particles are at rest. Yet, one may wonder if the 
results therefore are only valid in this specific frame. The spectrum cannot depend on the reference frame, and therefore the set of 
Young tableaux characterizing the 𝑆𝑂(25) irreducible representations at a given level that we found in the previous section is on solid 
ground. However, it could be that the specific oscillator structures furnishing the states are frame-dependent, since we computed 
them in the rest frame. In this section we bridge this gap and show that the same oscillator structures that define single-particle states 
in the rest frame also define single-particle states in boosted reference frames.

To generalize the analysis performed in the rest frame of the massive particle to arbitrary reference frames, we must determine 
single-particle states by rotating the oscillator structures using the elements of the little group of the massive particle in this frame. 
Since the particle is not at rest, its little group will not be given by pure spatial rotations anymore, but it will still correspond to an 
𝑆𝑂(25) subgroup of the full Lorentz group. Thus, a basis for its algebra can be written as linear combinations of the Lorentz generators 
𝐽𝜇𝜈 , and must have the required dimension  = 25 × 24

2
.

We can determine the coefficients in this linear combination by requiring that the algebra elements annihilate the momentum 𝑘𝜇
of the massive particle, and a convenient choice is the following:

𝐽 𝑖𝑗 (𝑘) =𝐽 𝑖𝑗 − 𝑘𝑗

𝑘+
𝐽 𝑖+ + 𝑘𝑖

𝑘+
𝐽 𝑗+, 𝑖, 𝑗  transverse,

𝐽 𝑖−(𝑘) =𝐽 𝑖− − 𝑁
2𝛼′(𝑘+)2

𝐽 𝑖+ + 𝑘𝑖

𝑘+
𝐽−+,

(3.25)

where 𝑁 is the level of the state, 𝑁 = 𝛼′𝑘2 + 1.
This set of generators has the right dimensionality to span the little group and maps to {𝐽 𝑖𝑗 , 𝐽 𝑖−} in the rest frame20. It has the 

advantage that when used to classify particles, the terms containing+directions do not contribute (as all 𝛼+𝑛  oscillators are required 
to vanish and the zero modes encoding the center of mass degrees of freedom act trivially, as necessary to annihilate 𝑘𝜇). Thus, these 
operators act on the oscillators in exactly the same way as in the rest frame. In particular, the only little group element that has a 
non-trivial action is 𝐽 𝑖−. Therefore the single-particle states are still classified by it, showing that the oscillator structures that we 
identified with 𝑆𝑂(25) representations in the rest frame also constitute single-particle states when acting on a vacuum state with 
non-trivial spatial momentum.

It is important to note that the same oscillator structure, when viewed in the rest frame and in a generic frame, generally cor-
responds to different physical polarizations of a given single-particle state. In other words, identical oscillator configurations can 
acquire distinct physical interpretations depending on the frame. This subtlety does not arise for maximally spinning representations 
for a broad class of center-of-mass momenta-specifically, for momenta aligned along the 𝓁 direction or lying in the transverse plane 
orthogonal to all 𝑆𝑂(24) indices of the oscillator structure. In these cases, one can reach the desired frame by boosting with generators 
𝐽 𝑡𝓁 , 𝐽 𝑡𝑖 ∝ 𝐽+−, 𝐽+𝑖, 𝐽−𝑖, all of which leave the oscillator structure acting on the vacuum invariant. (For 𝐽+− and 𝐽+𝑖 this is immediate, 
and for 𝐽−𝑖 the action would add an extra index-but this vanishes for maximal spin.) Hence, whenever 𝐽𝑖𝑛𝑡 acts trivially, the oscillator 
structure remains unchanged.

20 Strictly speaking, it maps to {𝐽 𝑖𝑗 , 𝐽 𝑖𝓁}, but since 𝐽 𝑖𝓁 = 𝐽 𝑖+−𝐽 𝑖−
√

2
 and 𝐽 𝑖+ acts trivially on the oscillators, 𝐽 𝑖𝓁 ∝ 𝐽 𝑖−.
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4.  Building a Regge trajectory

In this section we provide a method to obtain the oscillator representation of infinite families of states at arbitrary level, all of 
them belonging to a suitable “Regge trajectory,” which we define below. While this approach still does not suffice to provide the full 
spectrum, it allows to probe interesting infinite subsectors of the particle content at any mass. Therefore, it is a useful complement 
of the method outlined in the previous section, which exhausts all single-particle states at fixed level, but becomes inefficient as the 
level grows.

In Section 2 we presented our working definition of a Regge trajectory: it is specified by a seed state. The seed is generated by 
acting on the vacuum with a set of oscillators carrying a given symmetry that determines the bottom of the trajectory. From the seed, 
one climbs up the trajectory by adding 𝛼−1 oscillators corresponding to boxes in the first row of its Young tableau. This adds a unit 
of mass and a free index per level, which naturally connects with the standard notion of Regge trajectory.

Naively adding a string of 𝛼−1’s to a seed state is not enough to determine a Regge trajectory. As in the previous section, we 
must ensure that we obtain single-particle states at every rung of the ladder. Technically, a single-particle state is associated to a 
linear combination of 𝑆𝑂(24) structures, and the coefficients in the linear combination determining different particles on the same 
trajectory will depend on the level.

Since the number of possible oscillator combinations grows with the level, it is plausible that the number of terms in the linear 
combination of a given particle grows as one climbs up its Regge trajectory, hindering the possibility of accessing the high energy 
states.

We show that this is not the case: the number of terms making up a single-particle is constant along a given trajectory, and most 
importantly we provide a mechanism to obtain the level dependence of the coefficients in the linear combination, allowing us to 
write in a single formula all the infinitely many single-particle states in the trajectory.

Each trajectory, comprising infinitely many particles, can then be determined by a finite amount of work. The existence of infinitely 
many trajectories prevents us from solving for the entire spectrum. In Section 5 we will show how infinite families of Regge trajectories, 
though not spanning the whole spectrum, can similarly be uncovered all at once.

To solve for full Regge trajectories we adapt the method of the previous section. The requirement of an oscillator string being a 
single-particle state can be expressed as finding the null space of the matrix representing the action of 𝐽 𝑖− on a suitable basis. The null 
vectors correspond to the coefficients in the linear combination of 𝑆𝑂(24) structures yielding single-particle states. It turns out that 
the level dependence of the entries in this matrix are very simple: they depend linearly on the level. This linearity fixes the matrix 
completely by computing it at two different levels, and in this way the full Regge trajectory can be obtained without much effort.

As in the previous section, we illustrate our approach in examples, before outlining the general strategy.

4.1.  Some examples of trajectories

In this section we show a couple of examples of construction of Regge trajectories. Several additional examples are shown in 
Appendix D.

Fully symmetric subleading trajectory: to begin, let us revisit the method presented in Section 3 and reformulate it to obtain the 
oscillator content of full Regge trajectories.

Consider the fully symmetric rank 2 single-particle state at level 𝑁 = 4, whose expression in terms of 𝑆𝑂(24) oscillators was given 
in Eq. (3.22) In particular, its highest-spinning component is

(

7𝛼𝑖−2𝛼
𝑗
−2 − 4(𝛼𝑖−1𝛼

𝑗
−3 + 𝛼

𝑗
−1𝛼

𝑖
−3) + 𝛼

𝑖
−1𝛼

𝑗
−1(𝛼−1 ⋅ 𝛼−1)

)

|0⟩. (4.1)

Recall that we obtained the coefficients in (4.1) by writing the most general linear combination of 𝑆𝑂(24) oscillators at level 4, 
symmetric in 2 indices, and demanding that it was annihilated by the action of the Lorentz generator 𝐽−𝑘.

We will now rederive this result in a slightly more abstract way by representing the action of the Lorentz generator 𝐽−𝑘 as a matrix 
in a suitable basis, and we will solve for the coefficients by finding the null space of this matrix. While at this stage this might sound 
as a trivial reformulation of the problem, its power will become clear soon.

Since acting with 𝐽−𝑘 on any of the terms in Eq. (4.1) will produce an oscillator structure with an extra index without changing 
the level, we can think of 𝐽−𝑘 as a map between the set of oscillator structures with 2 indices at level 4 to the set of structures with 
3 indices at the same level. Focusing on the structures in Eq. (4.1), the action of 𝐽−𝑘 is

𝐽−𝑘
(

𝛼𝑖−2𝛼
𝑗
−2

)

= 2𝑖
√

2𝛼′𝑝+
2𝛼(𝑖−2𝛼

𝑗)
−1𝛼

𝑘
−1,

𝐽−𝑘
(

𝛼(𝑖−3𝛼
𝑗)
−1

)

= 2𝑖
√

2𝛼′𝑝+
3𝛼(𝑖−2𝛼

𝑗
−1𝛼

𝑘)
−1,

𝐽−𝑘
(

(𝛼−1 ⋅ 𝛼−1)𝛼𝑖−1𝛼
𝑗
−1

)

= 2𝑖
√

2𝛼′𝑝+

(

−14𝛼(𝑖−2𝛼
𝑗)
−1𝛼

𝑘
−1 + 12𝛼(𝑖−2𝛼

𝑗
−1𝛼

𝑘)
−1

)

,

(4.2)

and thus is a map between the sets
{

𝛼𝑖−2𝛼
𝑗
−2, 𝛼(𝑖−3𝛼

𝑗)
−1, (𝛼−1 ⋅ 𝛼−1)𝛼𝑖−1𝛼

𝑗
−1

}

→
{

𝛼(𝑖−2𝛼
𝑗)
−1𝛼

𝑘
−1, 𝛼(𝑖−2𝛼

𝑗
−1𝛼

𝑘)
−1

}

, (4.3)
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which can be represented by the matrix

(4.4)

The null space of this matrix will thus encode all the single-particle spin 2 states at level 4. It is easy to check that it is one 
dimensional and spanned by (7 − 4 1)𝑇 , the already known coefficients in Eq. (4.1).21

The reason why this reformulation is useful is the crucial observation that the coefficients of the matrix representing the action 
of 𝐽−𝑘 on the oscillator structures associated to the single-particle states on a given trajectory depend linearly on the level. Thus, 
it suffices to compute this matrix at two different levels to determine it for the full trajectory, allowing to find its null space—and 
therefore the linear combination of oscillators building single-particle states—for the whole trajectory at once.

While we postpone the proof of this fact to Sections 4.2 and 4.3, we finish this example by performing the previous analysis at 
level 5, fixing the matrix as a function of the level and determining the oscillator representation of the full Regge trajectory.

The next state in the Regge trajectory having as a seed the rank 2 fully symmetric state at level 4 is a fully symmetric rank 3 state 
at level 5. In this case, the action of 𝐽−𝑘 provides a map between the sets

{

𝛼(𝑖−2𝛼
𝑗
−2𝛼

𝓁)
−1, 𝛼(𝑖−3𝛼

𝑗
−1𝛼

𝓁)
−1, (𝛼−1 ⋅ 𝛼−1)𝛼𝑖−1𝛼

𝑗
−1𝛼

𝓁
−1

}

→
{

𝛼(𝑖−2𝛼
𝑗
−1𝛼

𝓁)
−1𝛼

𝑘
−1, 𝛼(𝑖−2𝛼

𝑗
−1𝛼

𝓁
−1𝛼

𝑘)
−1

}

, (4.5)

which can be represented by the matrix

(4.6)

Admitting that these matrices depend linearly on 𝑁 , we can use the values at 𝑁 = 4 and 𝑁 = 5 to solve for the action of 𝐽−𝑘 at 
an arbitrary level. The solution is

(4.7)

and its null space as a function of 𝑁 is spanned by

1
6

⎛

⎜

⎜

⎝

6𝑁 + 18
−2𝑁2 − 10𝑁 + 48
3𝑁2 − 15𝑁 + 18

⎞

⎟

⎟

⎠

. (4.8)

This yields the oscillator structure associated to any state in the Regge trajectory originated by the spin 2 particle at level 4. At 
level 𝑁 it corresponds to a fully symmetric rank 𝑁 − 2 state whose highest spinning component is given by

1
6

(

(6𝑁 + 18)𝛼(𝑖1−2𝛼
𝑖2
−2 … 𝛼𝑖𝑁−2)

−1 + (−2𝑁2 − 10𝑁 + 48)𝛼(𝑖1−3𝛼
𝑖2
−1 … 𝛼𝑖𝑁−2)

−1

+ (3𝑁2 − 15𝑁 + 18)𝛼(𝑖1−1𝛼
𝑖2
−1 … 𝛼𝑖𝑁−2)

−1 (𝛼−1 ⋅ 𝛼−1)
)

|0⟩.
(4.9)

We see now that reformulating the problem of finding the spectrum at a fixed level paid off: Eq. (4.9) condenses the information 
of infinitely many particles in the spectrum of arbitrarily high mass, something that a priori was unthinkable in a level-by-level 
approach.

An important remark about this particular example is that all types of oscillator structures appearing in the linear combination 
forming the single-particle states were already present in the seed state generating the trajectory. This will generically not be the 
case, and for a given seed state we might need to go higher in the trajectory before the number of oscillator structures stabilizes. 
Since the number of oscillator structures determines the size of the matrix associated to 𝐽−𝑘, we can only carry out this strategy for 
the full trajectory when we reach the final number of oscillator structures.

The fact that the number of oscillator structures always reaches a value independent of the level at high enough levels in any 
Regge trajectory is the other key ingredient—together with the matrix’s linear dependence in the level—to apply this technique. 
Before demonstrating this claim, let us look at the simplest example where the seed state does not possess all the relevant oscillator 
structures for determining its trajectory.

21 The reader might be surprised that we chose as a basis for the image of 𝐽 𝑖𝑘 structures that do not correspond to irreducible 𝑆𝑂(24) representations. 
The reason for this is that the null space of the map 𝐽−𝑘 is independent of the choice of basis, and in practice it is easier to use the set of structures 
that appears directly in the image of 𝐽−𝑘, rather than decomposing them into irreducible parts.

Nuclear Physics, Section B 1025 (2026) 117397 

15 



B. Bucciotti, F. Figueroa and G.L. Pimentel

Mixed symmetry subleading trajectory: the simplest example of the phenomenon mentioned above is the Regge trajectory having 
the antisymmetric rank 2 state at level 𝑁 = 4 as a seed. At this level, the only possible oscillator structure with this symmetry is 
𝛼[𝑖−3𝛼

𝑗]
−1, and therefore the highest spinning component of the associated state is simply

𝛼[𝑖−3𝛼
𝑗]
−1|0⟩. (4.10)

However, at level 5 there exist two possible oscillator structures with the Young symmetry required for the next state in the Regge 

trajectory, namely  , these being 𝛼[𝑖−3𝛼
𝑗]
−1𝛼

𝑘
−1 and 𝛼

[𝑖
−2𝛼

𝑗]
−1𝛼

𝑘
−2, and therefore the single-particle state at level 5 will in principle 

be composed of a linear combination of both structures.
In this example, these two type of structures are the only ones that will contribute to the rest of the Regge trajectory at any level. 

Applying the same logic as before, we have that at generic level 𝑁 the relevant structures are

𝛼[𝑖−3𝛼
𝑗]
−1𝛼

𝑙
−1 …

⏟⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏟⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏟
𝑁−2

, 𝛼[𝑖−2𝛼
𝑗]
−1(𝛼

𝑙
−2𝛼

𝑚
−1 …

⏟⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏟⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏟
𝑁−2

+𝛼𝑙−1𝛼
𝑚
−2⋯ +…) (4.11)

which upon the action of 𝐽−𝑘 get respectively mapped to
6𝑖

√

2𝛼′𝑝+
𝛼[𝑖−2𝛼

𝑗]
−1𝛼

𝑘
−1𝛼

𝓁
−1 … ,

4(𝑁 − 4)𝑖
√

2𝛼′𝑝+
𝛼[𝑖−2𝛼

𝑗]
−1𝛼

𝑘
−1𝛼

𝓁
−1 … , (4.12)

which shows that in this case the image of the structures forming the single-particle state under 𝐽−𝑘 is one-dimensional, and thus 𝐽−𝑘

can be represented as the row vector

(4.13)

whose null space is spanned by
(

2𝑁 − 8
−3

)

, (4.14)

and therefore the single-particle states in the full Regge trajectory are given by
(

(2𝑁 − 8)(𝛼[𝑖1−3𝛼
𝑖2]
−1𝛼

𝑖3
−1 … 𝛼𝑖𝑁−2

−1 ) − 3(𝛼[𝑖1−2𝛼
𝑖2]
−1(𝛼

𝑖3
−2𝛼

𝑖4
−1⋯ + 𝛼𝑖3−1𝛼

𝑖4
−2 …)

)

|0⟩, 𝑁 ≥ 5. (4.15)

The previous example shows that while the method introduced in this section allows to solve for the coefficients of any Regge 
trajectory, care must be taken when considering the first levels of the trajectory, as the structure allowing to apply this construction 
might not have emerged fully yet.22

Having presented these examples, we now demonstrate the two results that we mentioned without proof: the number of structures 
contributing to the single-particle states in a given trajectory becomes constant at high enough levels; and the matrix associated to 
𝐽−𝑘 on a given trajectory depends only linearly on the level.

4.2.  Finite number of structures

We want to argue that the number of oscillator structures in any 𝑆𝑂(24) Regge trajectory can increase at first, but eventually 
saturates to a finite value. The construction of tensor structures is done in two steps: first we list the oscillator monomials with the 
appropriate mass and number of free Lorentz indices, and then we symmetrize them. The outline of the argument is that, to stick to 
a given Regge trajectory, the number of monomials saturates to a constant, and the number of ways of symmetrizing also saturates.

The first step has a simple proof. We look for all monomials at level 𝑁 and with number of free Lorentz indices 𝑆. In a given 
Regge trajectory, these are linearly related as 𝑑 = 𝑁 − 𝑆 where 𝑑 is a constant we call ‘depth’, characterizing the trajectory. Let 𝑛𝑗 be 
the number of oscillators 𝛼𝑗 that appear in the monomial. Then

𝑁 =
∞
∑

𝑗=1
𝑗 𝑛𝑗 , 𝑆 + 2𝑘 =

∞
∑

𝑗=1
𝑛𝑗 , 𝑑 = 𝑁 − 𝑆 (4.16)

22 Note that while for this example we only needed to climb up one step in the trajectory to uncover all types of structures, for more complicated 
Young tableaux the number of structures in a trajectory can take various levels to stabilize.
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where 𝑘 ≥ 0 is the number of contractions of the oscillators. Solving for 𝑛1 from the second equation we get

𝑁 = 𝑆 + 2𝑘 +
∞
∑

𝑗=2
(𝑗 − 1) 𝑛𝑗 ⇒

∞
∑

𝑗=2
(𝑗 − 1) 𝑛𝑗 = 𝑑 − 2𝑘 (4.17)

Thus for each 𝑘 = 0,… , ⌊ 𝑑2 ⌋ we get an integer partition problem with weights (𝑗 − 1). These equations admit finitely many solutions. 
𝑛1 remains unconstrained, in agreement with the idea of a Regge trajectory being obtained by allowing the number of 𝛼1 oscillators 
to vary.

Now we select one of these monomials and symmetrize it. As we did when constructing the spectrum level-by-level, neglecting 
traces we can view the product of 𝑛 oscillators with the same Virasoro index as a single row Young tableau with 𝑛 boxes. The full 
monomial then translates to the tensor product of single row Young tableaux, each with 𝑛𝑗 boxes. For example,

(4.18)

having 𝑛1 = 4, 𝑛2 = 2, 𝑛3 = 3 etc. as solutions to the system of equations in (4.16). We then have to decompose this product and find 
the irreducible representations with the correct symmetry for our 𝑆𝑂(24) trajectory. To account for traces, for each pair of dotted 
oscillators, say 𝛼𝑝 ⋅ 𝛼𝑞 , we must erase one box from the 𝑝-th and 𝑞-th single line Young tableaux before taking the tensor product.

It is convenient to first take the tensor product of all Young tableaux corresponding to Virasoro indices 𝑗 ≥ 2, because their 𝑛𝑗 are 
level-independent. This step clearly gives finitely many Young tableaux. Considering one of them, the final step is to take the tensor 
product with the remaining single line Young tableau with 𝑛1 indices, whose length depends on the level. This step also generates 
finitely many tableaux, actually a fixed number for large enough level, because boxes from the 𝛼1 tableau can eventually only be 
added to the top row, else they end up on the same column giving zero because of antisymmetry.

This concludes the proof, which also provides a constructive method for obtaining the desired oscillator structures. As a final 
remark, let us mention that the reasons why this regularity is not manifest at low levels is that oscillators with large Virasoro index 
might not be allowed, or that more 𝛼1 oscillators might be needed to properly symmetrize the structure.

4.3.  Level dependence of the matrices

We now prove that the coefficients in the matrix associated to the action 𝐽−𝑖 on the oscillator structures in a given Regge trajectory 
are either constant in the level or scale linearly with it. Throughout, we assume that the oscillator structures are normalized so that 
the coefficient of each monomial is ±1.

The first step is to generalize the choice of bases in which we represent the action of 𝐽−𝑖 viewed as a linear transformation between 
the sets of 𝑆𝑂(24) oscillator structures with 𝑘 Lorentz indices to the set of oscillator structures with 𝑘 + 1 indices, at fixed level.

As in the examples from the previous sections, the natural choice for a basis of the domain is the set of oscillator structures carrying 
the symmetry of the Young tableau defining the trajectory. For the image, however, we saw that it was more convenient to use the 
sets of structures that do not correspond to 𝑆𝑂(24) irreps.

For any tensor resulting from the application of 𝐽−𝑖 the following decomposition is always possible:
𝑁
∑

𝑘=1
𝛼𝑖−𝑘𝑇

𝑖1…
(𝑘) , (4.19)

where 𝑇(𝑘) are oscillator structures that depend on the original structure we transform and carry its indices. The 𝑇 ’s can then be 
further decomposed into irreducible representations. Thus, our choice of basis for the image if 𝐽−𝑖 is the set {𝛼−𝑘𝑡(𝑘)}, with 𝑘 generic 
and 𝑡(𝑘) any 𝑆𝑂(24) trajectory sharing the symmetry of the original one, but at depth decreased by 𝑘.23

To proceed, we need to characterize the states relevant for climbing along a Regge trajectory, keeping the level as a free parameter. 
They are built from a fixed product of oscillators defining the trajectory’s seed, multiplied by a variable number of 𝛼−1 oscillators that 
extend the first row of the Young tableau, with their number scaling proportionally to the level. This product is then to be symmetrized 
and then antisymmetrized according to the Young tableau under consideration. In particular, symmetrizing the first row of the Young 
tableau gives rise to a symmetric tail, a sum of terms whose number can depend on the level, multiplying the oscillators sitting in 
the other rows. After antisymmetrizing, one is left with a sum of such terms, each possessing a symmetric tail. As an example, the 

product 𝛼𝑖−3𝛼
𝑗
−2𝛼

𝑘
−1 can be given the symmetry of the Young tableau  by first symmetrizing 𝑗, 𝑘, and then antisymmetrizing 

𝑖, 𝑗, resulting in
𝛼𝑖−3𝛼

𝑗
−2𝛼

𝑘
−1 → 𝛼𝑖−3𝛼

(𝑗
−2𝛼

𝑘)
−1 → 𝛼𝑖−3𝛼

(𝑗
−2𝛼

𝑘)
−1 − 𝛼

𝑗
−3𝛼

(𝑖
−2𝛼

𝑘)
−1 (4.20)

23 This basis spans a bigger space than what we obtain by applying 𝐽−𝑖, but this is not a problem.
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where the symmetric tails 𝛼(𝑗−2𝛼
𝑘)
−1, 𝛼

(𝑖
−2𝛼

𝑘)
−1 are clearly displayed, each being the sum of two terms. By increasing the level and the 

number of boxes in the first row of the Young tableau, we increase the number of 𝛼−1 oscillators and the length of the symmetric 
tails.

We will show that the image of 𝐽−𝑖 acting on this class of states can be decomposed in the basis introduced in Eq. (4.19), and that 
the coefficients in the resulting state are either independent of the level 𝑁 or scale linearly with it. Choosing the bases of oscillator 
structures for the domain and image of 𝐽−𝑖 as explained, this implies that the matrix associated to 𝐽−𝑖 in a given Regge trajectory 
depends only linearly in 𝑁 .

Individual oscillators carry no information about the level of the full structure, hence the only level dependence comes from the 
length of the symmetric tail corresponding to the top row of the Young tableau, specifically those boxes extending beyond the second 
row that are never antisymmetrized. More precisely, level dependence arises because the symmetric tail is in general a sum of many 
terms, whose number increases with the level, many of which can collapse to identical expressions when 𝐽−𝑖 is applied. As a simple 
example, symmetrizing 𝛼−2 with 𝑛 oscillators 𝛼−1 gives a sum of 𝑛 + 1 terms, each of which rotates to a product of 𝛼−1. These terms 
sum to give an overall coefficient proportional to 4(𝑛 + 1)

𝐽−𝑖𝛼𝑗−2|0⟩ = 4 𝑖
√

2𝛼′𝑝+
𝛼𝑖−1𝛼

𝑗
−1|0⟩ ,

𝐽−𝑖𝛼(𝑗−2𝛼
𝑘)
−1|0⟩ = 8 𝑖

√

2𝛼′𝑝+
𝛼𝑖−1𝛼

𝑗
−1𝛼

𝑘
−1|0⟩ ,

𝐽−𝑖𝛼(𝑗−2𝛼
𝑘
−1𝛼

𝑙)
−1|0⟩ = 12 𝑖

√

2𝛼′𝑝+
𝛼𝑖−1𝛼

𝑗
−1𝛼

𝑘
−1𝛼

𝑙
−1|0⟩ .

(4.21)

To derive this level dependence in full generality, we write the original oscillator structure as some level-independent structure 
 times the fully symmetric tail 𝑡 (whose length will depend on the level) which we assume is obtained from the full symmetrization 
of a set of oscillators containing 𝑛𝑗 oscillators 𝛼−𝑗 , for each value of the Virasoro index 𝑗. Because Young tableaux involve antisym-
metrization, the most general case is actually a linear combination of such products ∑𝜆 𝜆𝑡𝜆, but our argument straightforwardly 
generalizes to this case as the number of terms in this linear combination is determined by the number of antisymmetric indices, 
which is finite and fixed by the seed state, and in particular cannot scale with 𝑁 . Out of all the 𝑛𝑗 , only 𝑛1 scales linearly with 𝑁 , 
while the rest are constant and define the type of structure appearing in the Regge trajectory.

Restricting our attention to a single 𝜆𝑡𝜆, we see that 𝑡 upon symmetrization is the sum of

𝑁𝑖 =
(
∑

𝑗 𝑛𝑗 )!
∏

𝑗 𝑛𝑗 !
(4.22)

different terms.
The action of 𝐽−𝑖 can be decomposed as

𝐽−𝑖( ⋅ 𝑡)|0⟩ = [𝐽−𝑖,]𝑡|0⟩ + [𝐽−𝑖, 𝑡]|0⟩. (4.23)

Let us start analyzing second term. Assuming 𝛼𝑗−𝑚 appears in 𝑡, recall that
[𝐽−𝑖, 𝛼𝑗−𝑚] ∼

∑

𝑘
𝛼𝑖−𝑘𝛼

𝑗
−𝑚+𝑘 (4.24)

for 𝑖 ≠ 𝑗 and up to numerical coefficients that will be irrelevant for our purposes. We assume as before that we can choose all Lorentz 
indices to be different, so only creators are allowed in the sum. From [𝐽−𝑖, 𝑡]|0⟩ we can extract the tensor structure multiplying 𝛼𝑖−𝑘 for 
any fixed 𝑘 > 0. We see from (4.24) that we are trading one 𝛼𝑗−𝑚 for a 𝛼𝑗−𝑚+𝑘 (𝑚 generic), but the overall sum is still fully symmetric, 
and actually described by 𝑛′𝑚 = 𝑛𝑚 − 1, 𝑛′𝑚−𝑘 = 𝑛𝑚−𝑘 + 1, while the number of the other oscillators is unchanged 𝑛′𝑗 = 𝑛𝑗 , 𝑗 ≠ 𝑚,𝑚 − 𝑘. 
The number of terms in this new sum is

𝑁𝑓 =
(
∑

𝑗 𝑛
′
𝑗 )!

∏

𝑗 𝑛
′
𝑗 !

(4.25)

so that the coefficient in front of the sum representing [𝐽−𝑖, 𝑡]|0⟩ is, up to a level-independent constant coming from the precise 
expression for (4.24), given by the ratio 𝑁𝑖𝑁𝑓

, given by (4.22) and (4.25). This ratio represents the number of terms that collapsed onto 
the same expression, as in (4.21), and evaluates to

𝑁𝑖
𝑁𝑓

=
𝑛𝑚−𝑘 + 1
𝑛𝑚

. (4.26)

The only cases in which this ratio can depend on the level are 𝑚 − 𝑘 = 1 or 𝑚 = 1, else it will be level-independent. Actually our 
argument does not quite apply to 𝑚 = 1 because we see from (4.24) that the sum only contains annihilators (or terms proportional to 
the transverse momentum, here zero), so no terms are actually produced. The other case 𝑚 − 𝑘 = 1 gives a ratio that scales with 𝑛1
and therefore with the level 𝑁 , as we wanted to show.

A similar argument applies to the first term [𝐽−𝑖,]𝑡|0⟩ in (4.23). The only way this term can contribute something that scales 
with the level is if it produces annihilators 𝛼>0 that collapse many terms in 𝑡 into a single one, as 𝐽−𝑖 was doing in the second term 
of (4.23). Actually, if  does not contain any dotted Lorentz indices then the annihilators will have no Lorentz indices in common 
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with 𝑡, and therefore will commute with it giving no contribution. The only important case is if  contains a dot product 𝛼−𝑛 ⋅ 𝛼−𝑚, 
in which case schematically

[𝐽−𝑖, 𝛼−𝑛 ⋅ 𝛼−𝑚] ⊃ 𝛼𝑖−𝑘(𝛼𝑘−𝑛 ⋅ 𝛼−𝑚), 𝛼
𝑖
−𝑘(𝛼𝑘−𝑚 ⋅ 𝛼−𝑛) (4.27)

where 𝛼𝑘−𝑛, 𝛼𝑘−𝑚 can be annihilators and not commute with 𝑡. Their action on 𝑡 is then trading an oscillator 𝛼𝑗𝑛−𝑘, 𝛼
𝑗
𝑚−𝑘 for an oscillator 

𝛼𝑗−𝑚, 𝛼
𝑗
−𝑛. The counting arguments provided before can then be repeated, showing once more linear scaling.

5.  Exploring the spectrum

In this section we present additional results which allow for further exploration of the string spectrum in an efficient and systematic 
way.

First we describe a method to count the single-particle states at an arbitrary level and fixed depth based solely on group-theoretical 
considerations. We demonstrate the procedure with the single-particle content at depth 3. This method does not provide the oscillator 
realizations of the single-particle states and therefore is not suitable for amplitude computations. Nonetheless, it provides the most 
direct way of obtaining the single-particle content of the theory depth by depth. While carrying out this analysis, we observe surprising 
relations that would be interesting to prove.

Next, we generalize the framework of the previous section to obtain the oscillator representation of other types of Regge trajectory. 
They are parametrized not just by the length of the first row of the corresponding Young tableau, but rather by the length of arbitrarily 
many rows. This method hints at a connection among families of states beyond the notion of Regge trajectories; it is very reminiscent 
of the observations in Markou and Skvortsov[42], Basile and Markou[43] when solving for the Virasoro constraints in the covariant 
formalism.

We have not studied these generalized Regge trajectories in full generality, as in section (4). However we observed that the con-
struction works in various examples. We show in detail the case where the lengths 𝑠1 and 𝑠2 of the first and second rows in the 
Young tableau associated to the states are variable, obtaining a closed form formula for all the states in the generalized trajectory as 
functions of 𝑠1 and 𝑠2. Similarly, we study 𝐿−shaped trajectories with first column of variable length.

5.1.  Listing single-particle states depth by depth

Group theory can take us a long way toward understanding the physical spectrum, at least at the level of counting particles, if we 
do not require explicit expressions in terms of oscillators for the single-particle states. In this subsection we present a method based 
on simple Young tableau manipulations to recursively compute the single-particle content at a given level in the first place, and then 
to the single-particle content of entire 𝑆𝑂(24) and 𝑆𝑂(25) (physical) Regge trajectories.24

For the version of the method at fixed level 𝑁 , our strategy will be to first list all oscillator structures at that level. This step 
does involve oscillators, but only to determine the 𝑆𝑂(24) group theoretic properties of the level 𝑁 states: Every other step will 
never involve oscillators explicitly. We will be able to immediately identify the 𝑆𝑂(24) structures that correspond to highest spinning 
representatives of 𝑆𝑂(25) representations, thus discovering part of the physical spectrum. We will then use branching rules 𝑆𝑂(25) →
𝑆𝑂(24) to recursively understand how many 𝑆𝑂(24) representations are particular polarizations of the known physical particles, 
declaring that the remaining ones must be highest spinning representatives of new particles.25

This strategy extends in a straightforward way to all the states at arbitrary level and fixed depth, allowing to find the single-particle 
states at depth 𝑑 assuming that the ones at depth 𝑑 − 1 are already known. Notice that this allows us to recursively obtain all the 
states in full Regge trajectories at once, as all states in a given trajectory have the same depth.

Both procedures are best illustrated through explicit examples, which we provide below. We summarize our results in Table 1, 
where we list all 𝑆𝑂(24) and 𝑆𝑂(25) Regge trajectories with their multiplicities for various values of 𝑑.

5.1.1.  The spectrum at fixed level
In this subsection we present the method to determine the single-particle content at a fixed level by working out explicitly the 

spectrum of physical particles at level 5 as an example, only using group theory and without ever applying 𝐽−𝑖.
The basic building block for any state at a given level is the list of all possible monomials of oscillators with the right mass, which 

at level 5 can be written schematically as
(𝛼−1)5, (𝛼−1)3𝛼−2, 𝛼−1(𝛼−2)2, (𝛼−1)2𝛼−3, 𝛼−2𝛼−3, 𝛼−1𝛼−4, 𝛼−5, (5.1)

where we omitted Lorentz indices in the oscillators, as they can be either free or contracted among pairs of oscillators depending on 
the Young symmetry of the required state.

As before, the first step is to classify all possible 𝑆𝑂(24) irreps that can be built from each of these monomials. To do so in a 
systematic way note that each monomial is given by products of factors of the type (𝛼𝑘)𝑛, built of 𝑛 copies of the same oscillator.

From a group theory perspective (𝛼𝑘)𝑛 is necessarily a fully symmetric 𝑆𝑂(24) tensor, so we can decompose it into irreducible 
components by removing the various possible traces among its indices, which is equivalent to specifying the number of contractions 
among pairs of oscillators in (𝛼𝑘)𝑛. In Young tableau notation this is represented by

24 For an alternative approach based on partition functions, see [54–56].
25 To recall the notion of highest spinning representative, see the beginning of Section (3).

Nuclear Physics, Section B 1025 (2026) 117397 

19 



B. Bucciotti, F. Figueroa and G.L. Pimentel

(5.2)

where the process goes all the way down to either a vector or a scalar depending on the parity of the initial number of oscillators 
of type 𝑘. In our current example the structure (𝛼−1)5 is of this kind, and it decomposes into the following 𝑆𝑂(24) irreps:

(𝛼−1)5 ⟶ 𝛼𝑖1−1𝛼
𝑖2
−1𝛼

𝑖3
−1𝛼

𝑖4
−1𝛼

𝑖5
−1,

(

𝛼−1 ⋅ 𝛼−1
)

𝛼𝑖1−1𝛼
𝑖2
−1𝛼

𝑖3
−1,

(

𝛼−1 ⋅ 𝛼−1
)2𝛼𝑖1−1. (5.3)

To decompose generic structures into irreducible 𝑆𝑂(24) components we simply need to consider the tensor product of the fully 
symmetric objects coming from the factors corresponding to a single oscillator. For example, to decompose the structure (𝛼−1)3𝛼−2
we must consider the tensor product between the decomposition of (𝛼−1)3 into irreducible 𝑆𝑂(24) components and a single vector 
corresponding to 𝛼−2:

(5.4)

Note that in the second line we used the fact that the tensor product of 𝑆𝑂(𝑁) tensors differs from the usual one for 𝐺𝐿(𝑁) in 
that one must consider possibly index contractions.

Repeating this procedure for all products in (5.1), we obtain the list of all 𝑆𝑂(24) irreps at level 5:

(5.5)

(5.6)

As was explained in Section (3), at each level there exist 𝑆𝑂(24) tensors which immediately imply the existence of their 𝑆𝑂(25)
analog in the spectrum, being these the simplest examples of highest spinning structures. In the current example, the 𝑆𝑂(24) tensors 

 and  determine the presence of identical 𝑆𝑂(25) representations in the physical spectrum.
To determine which of the remaining 𝑆𝑂(24) structures furnish new single-particle states we must subtract the ones that correspond 

to components of these 𝑆𝑂(25) irreps from the list (5.5). The branching rules from 𝑆𝑂(25) to 𝑆𝑂(24) for these representations are

(5.7)

(5.8)

and therefore we can account for the presence of many 𝑆𝑂(24) representations in (5.5).
The remaining 𝑆𝑂(24) irreps

(5.9)
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Analogously to the  and  irreps, we can deduce the presence of the 𝑆𝑂(25) representations 

 and  Indeed, once the 𝑆𝑂(24) structures associated with components of the former representations are 
removed, no higher-rank objects remain to which the latter could belong as subcomponents.

We can now iterate the procedure, removing from the list of 𝑆𝑂(24) irreps the ones corresponding to the branching of 

 and  from 𝑆𝑂(25) to 𝑆𝑂(24). As before, the highest spinning objects that remain necessarily correspond 
to their analogous 𝑆𝑂(25) irreps, whose 𝑆𝑂(24) components can then be subtracted. Repeating this process systematically exhausts 
the list, yielding the single-particle content at level 5:

(5.10)

To summarize, the procedure to obtain the spectrum at a given level consists of the following steps:
1. List all possible 𝑆𝑂(24) oscillator structures with the right mass, without any symmetry.
2. Obtain all 𝑆𝑂(24) irreps by considering the tensor product of the fully symmetric 𝑆𝑂(24) irreps corresponding to each kind of 
oscillator.

3. From the list of 𝑆𝑂(24) irreps not yet identified with a given particle, identify the highest spinning ones that can be lifted directly 
to their 𝑆𝑂(25) analog. Add these states to the list of single-particle states, and use their 𝑆𝑂(25) → 𝑆𝑂(24) branching rules to 
remove all their components from the list.

4. Iterate the last step until there are no more unclassified 𝑆𝑂(24) irreps. Once the process is finished, the obtained single-particle 
states yield the full spectrum at this given level.

5.1.2.  Working out the spectrum at fixed depth
We now show how the method from the previous subsection can be generalized to go beyond working at fixed levels, and use it 

to obtain the single-particle spectrum at fixed depth 𝑑, namely all the particles at arbitrary level 𝑁 satisfying 𝑁 − 𝑠1 = 𝑑. To better 
illustrate the procedure, we obtain as an example the contribution of depth 𝑑 = 3 single-particle states to the spectrum.

In Section (4.2) we showed that the possible oscillator structures at fixed depth can be found by solving (4.17) for arbitrary 𝑁 . In 
the case of depth 𝑑 = 3, the resulting structures are

(

𝛼𝑖1−4
)

𝛼𝑖2−1 … 𝛼𝑖𝑁−3
−1 ,

(

𝛼𝑖1−3𝛼
𝑖2
−2

)

𝛼𝑖3−1 … 𝛼𝑖𝑁−3
−1 ,

(

𝛼𝑖1−2𝛼
𝑖2
−2𝛼

𝑖3
−2

)

𝛼𝑖4−1 … 𝛼𝑖𝑁−3
−1 ,

(

𝛼−2 ⋅ 𝛼−1
)

𝛼𝑖1−1 … 𝛼𝑖𝑁−3
−1 ,

(

(𝛼−1 ⋅ 𝛼−1)𝛼
𝑖1
−2

)

𝛼𝑖2−1 … 𝛼𝑖𝑁−3
−1 ,

(5.11)

where we used parentheses to separate the seed structures from the additional 𝛼−1 oscillators with free Lorentz indices that must 
dress them so that they have the required mass to belong to the level 𝑁 . Note also that the first level for which all possible structures 
at depth 3 are present is 𝑁 = 6.

Using the techniques from the previous subsection we can decompose these products into irreducible 𝑆𝑂(24) tensor structures. 
The resulting tableaux with their total multiplicity are:

(5.12)

(5.13)
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where the overbrace indicates the number of boxes in the top row as a function of the level 𝑁 . In particular, each 𝑆𝑂(24) structure 
produces the following 𝑆𝑂(24) irreps:

(

𝛼𝑖1−4
)

𝛼𝑖2−1 … 𝛼𝑖𝑁−3
−1 ⟶ {𝐴,𝐵},

(

𝛼𝑖1−3𝛼
𝑖2
−2

)

𝛼𝑖3−1 … 𝛼𝑖𝑁−3
−1 ⟶ {𝐴,𝐵 × 2, 𝐶, 𝐸},

(

𝛼𝑖1−2𝛼
𝑖2
−2𝛼

𝑖3
−2

)

𝛼𝑖4−1 … 𝛼𝑖𝑁−3
−1 ⟶ {𝐴,𝐵, 𝐶,𝐷},

(

𝛼−2 ⋅ 𝛼−1
)

𝛼𝑖1−1 … 𝛼𝑖𝑁−3
−1 ⟶ {𝐴},

(

(𝛼−1 ⋅ 𝛼−1)𝛼
𝑖1
−2

)

𝛼𝑖2−1 … 𝛼𝑖𝑁−3
−1 ⟶ {𝐴,𝐵}.

(5.14)

As before we determine the spectrum iteratively, obtaining the spectrum at depth 𝑑 from the spectrum at depth 𝑑 − 1. For the 
example at hand, we require the spectrum of depth 2 states at level 𝑁 . While we could have worked it out as the chosen example for 
the method, starting all the way from the depth 0 states consisting of the leading Regge trajectory, we choose to give it as an input 
and determine the spectrum at depth 3 instead, as the examples for physical 𝑆𝑂(25) irreps at 𝑑 = 0, 1, 2 are somewhat trivial.

The spectrum of physical single-particle states at depth 𝑑 = 2 is given by

(5.15)

Starting from the knowledge of the 𝑑 − 2 single-particle states, we proceed with the same logic as in the fixed level case from the 
previous subsection. For example, the first four 𝑆𝑂(25) tableaux (𝑎, 𝑏, 𝑐, 𝑑) in (5.12) all give the (𝐴) tableau in (5.12), leaving only 
one of the (𝐴) tableaux as a new 𝑆𝑂(25) representation. Similarly, (𝑏, 𝑑, 𝑒) all branch into (𝐵), leaving only two physical (𝐵). Applying 
the same logic repeatedly, we discover all 𝑑 = 3 single-particle states, with their given multiplicity. This procedure can be iterated to 
increase the depth and uncover deeper single-particle states in the spectrum. In Table 1 we provide the full spectrum at arbitrary 𝑁
for depths 𝑑 = 0,… , 4.

Notice that, when determining if a given 𝑆𝑂(24) trajectory is physical, we only need to check the part of the physical spectrum 
where tableaux have more boxes, with equal level. These, by definition, are particles at lower depth, meaning we only need to know 
the physical spectrum up to depth 𝑑 − 1 in order to determine it at depth 𝑑. This is one of the reasons why exploring the spectrum at 
a fixed depth is useful: It provides a systematic way of accessing states deeper in the spectrum.

5.2.  Relating different trajectories

Looking at Table 1, where we list 𝑆𝑂(24) and physical 𝑆𝑂(25) trajectories for small values of depth, we notice some patterns. The 
most obvious one is that if a 𝑆𝑂(24) Young tableau appears for the first time at some depth, it does so with multiplicity one, and since 
it has never appeared at lower depth that structure also corresponds to a physical particle. This corresponds to the fact that given a 
Young tableau we can construct an oscillator structure by replacing each box at row 𝑘 with an oscillator 𝛼𝑘, all free Lorentz indices, 
and then antisymmetrizing the columns as prescribed by the Young tableau. This oscillator structure obviously respects the symmetry 
of the given Young tableau, but it also realizes the symmetry at the lowest possible level allowed in the string spectrum, implying that 
the trajectory cannot appear at lower depth. These states are sometimes called ‘Weinberg states’, because Weinberg investigated them 
in Weinberg[53]. In our language, these trajectories belong to generation 𝐺 = 0, and are the simplest possible states to construct in 
our formalism.26 The generation of a particle is in general defined as 𝐺 = 𝑁 −

∑

𝑗
𝑗 𝑠𝑗 , where 𝑁 is the level of the particle and 𝑠𝑗 is 

the length of the 𝑗−th row of the Young tableau. Intuitively, 𝐺 measures the number of times the same Young tableau has already 
appeared in the spectrum at lower levels, because 𝐺 scales linearly with 𝑁 once we fix all the {𝑠𝑗} and is zero for Weinberg states.

5.2.1.  Adding boxes to the second row
One more easily noticeable pattern is that we can observe families of states at different depth that have the same number of 

𝑆𝑂(24) structures and correspond to a single 𝑆𝑂(25) trajectory. For example, the 𝐿−shaped representation at depth 𝑑 = 2 and the 
representations at depth 𝑑 = 2 + 𝑘 obtained from the one at depth 𝑑 = 2 by removing 2𝑘 boxes from the top row of the Young tableau, 

26 These states are referred to as principally embedded states in Markou and Skvortsov[42], and are also the simplest ones to deal with in their 
construction.
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Table 1 
For each depth 𝑑 up to 4, we list all 𝑆𝑂(24) and 𝑆𝑂(25) trajectories indicating how many copies of each trajectory appear in brackets.

and adding instead 𝑘 boxes to the second row (at fixed level 𝑁) all share the same 𝑆𝑂(24) multiplicities and correspond to a single 
𝑆𝑂(25) trajectory, albeit different ones. We will now make some statements about this family of Regge trajectories.

Trajectories are labelled by representations with Young tableaux  . The depth parametrizes which trajec-
tory of the family we are discussing, but crucially all of them sit at generation 𝐺 = 𝑁 − (𝑠1 + 2𝑠2) ≡ 1. This possibility of trading two 
boxes in the top row for one in the second is simple to understand at generation 𝐺 = 0 in the string spectrum, where we can easily 
see the relation as coming from trading two 𝛼−1 oscillators for one 𝛼−2, an operation that takes Weinberg states to Weinberg states at 
higher depth. However, at non-zero generation the explicit relation among the oscillators realizing these trajectories might be more 
involved than this simple replacement.

Even more strikingly, similar relations hold for more complicated trajectories. In order to test this idea of trading two boxes in the 
top row of the representation for a single box in the second row, we restrict our attention to representations consisting of only two 

rows, which can be generically parametrized as  , 𝑑 ≥ 𝐺, where 𝑑 is the depth and 𝐺 the generation. 
Looking at Table 2 for the 𝑆𝑂(24) trajectories and at Table 3 for the physical 𝑆𝑂(25) trajectories, we see that for all generations 𝐺
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Table 2 
Number of 𝑆𝑂(24) trajectories at depth 𝑑 and generation 𝐺 whose Young tableaux have only two lines. These 

tableaux are all of the form  with 𝑁 + 𝐺 − 2𝑑 boxes in the first row and 𝑑 − 𝐺 boxes in 
the second row in general.

𝐺
𝑑 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15

0 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
1 0 1 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
2 0 0 3 5 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 6
3 0 0 0 5 10 12 13 13 13 13 13 13 13 13 13 13
4 0 0 0 0 11 21 27 29 30 30 30 30 30 30 30 30
5 0 0 0 0 0 18 39 51 57 59 60 60 60 60 60 60
6 0 0 0 0 0 0 35 74 101 114 120 122 123 123 123 123
7 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 57 131 182 211 224 230 232 233 233

Table 3 
Number of 𝑆𝑂(25) physical trajectories at depth 𝑑 and generation 𝐺 whose Young tableaux have 

only two lines. These tableaux are all of the form  with 𝑁 + 𝐺 − 2𝑑 boxes in 
the first row and 𝑑 − 𝐺 boxes in the second row in general.

𝐺
𝑑 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15

0 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
1 0 0 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
2 0 0 1 2 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3
3 0 0 0 1 3 4 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5
4 0 0 0 0 3 6 9 10 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11
5 0 0 0 0 0 3 9 13 16 17 18 18 18 18 18 18
6 0 0 0 0 0 0 7 16 25 30 33 34 35 35 35 35
7 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 8 24 37 47 52 55 56 57 57

these families of trajectories have a multiplicity that, although initially increasing with depth, quickly saturates to some finite value 
for large enough depth. Once more, hidden structure is revealed when we look at states deep in the string spectrum. The fact that 
the number of 𝑆𝑂(24) structures saturates to a constant for large depth is reminiscent of what we observed while climbing a given 
Regge trajectory at large level. There, we were able to exploit this feature to compare the matrices determining the highest spinning 
representatives at different levels, and we observed and proved a linear scaling for the coefficients. In the next subsection, we will 
again exploit the finite and constant number of structures, this time at high depth, to compare matrices determining entire Regge 
trajectories. Once more, we will observe a linear scaling of the coefficients of the matrices, this time in depth, will will allow us to 
extract the maximally spinning states for generic depth.

5.2.2.  Oscillator content
The strategy to look for the highest spinning 𝑆𝑂(24) oscillator structures at fixed level was to write down a matrix representing 

𝐽−𝑖 on the relevant structures, as we did in (4.7), and look for its null space. This strategy was extended to entire Regge trajectories 
in (4.13) where the matrix was made level-dependent, leveraging that the number of structures is constant (at high level) and the 
level-dependence is very simple.

In this subsection, we will further extend the strategy to two infinite families of Regge trajectories, leveraging the constant number 
of structures that was shown in the previous sections using group-theoretic means. 

The first example we look at is the family of trajectories discussed at the beginning of Section (5.2.1), specifically the generation 
1 trajectories parametrized by their depth 𝑑

(5.16)
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These trajectories contain two types of oscillator structures for each 𝑁 and 𝑑, given by
(𝛼(𝑖1−3𝛼

𝑖2
−2 … 𝛼𝑖𝑑−1)−2 𝛼𝑖𝑑−1 … 𝛼𝑖2𝑑−2−1 − antisym.)𝛼𝑖2𝑑−1−1 … 𝛼𝑖𝑁−𝑑

−1 ,

(𝛼(𝑖1−2𝛼
𝑖2
−2 … 𝛼𝑖𝑑−1)−2 𝛼𝑖𝑑−1 … 𝛼𝑖2𝑑−2−1 − antisym.)𝛼(𝑖2𝑑−1−2 … 𝛼𝑖𝑁−4)

−1 ,
(5.17)

where antisym. means that one should antisymmetrize 𝑖1 ↔ 𝑖𝑑 , 𝑖2 ↔ 𝑖𝑑+1,… , 𝑖𝑑−1 ↔ 𝑖2𝑑−2. We compute the matrix, which turns out 
to be 2 × 1, representing 𝐽−𝑖 precisely as we did in (4.13) for 𝑑 = 2 to 5, and we notice a linear dependence on 𝑑 which can be 
summarized as

𝐽𝑁, 𝑑 ≡
(

6 − 6𝑑, −8 + 12𝑑 − 4𝑁
)

(5.18)

The null space is then 
(

−4 + 6𝑑 − 2𝑁
−3 + 3𝑑

)

. These coefficients describe how to linearly combine the two oscillator structures in (5.17) in 
order to get a single-particle state, for generic level and depth, aside from very small values of either. 

Similarly, we also explore the second generation of the same Young tableaux, meaning

(5.19)

In this case we find a 6 × 3 matrix

𝐽𝑁, 𝑑 ≡
⎛

⎜

⎜

⎝

8 −18 + 6𝑑 −4 20 − 12𝑑 + 4𝑁 0 −8
8 − 4𝑑 0 −6 + 6𝑑 − 3𝑁 −6 + 3𝑑 0 −24 + 4𝑑 − 2𝑁

0 0 −6 12 − 6𝑑 −12 + 12𝑑 − 4𝑁 4

⎞

⎟

⎟

⎠

(5.20)

The null space is then spanned by three vectors. They are

⎛

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎝

2𝑑−𝑁−7
𝑑−2

4(−2𝑑+3𝑁+13)
9
(

𝑑2−5𝑑+6
)

2
3
0
0
1

⎞

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎠

,

⎛

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎝

(2𝑑−𝑁−2)(3𝑑−𝑁−3)
2(𝑑−2)

− 2(4𝑑−3𝑁−2)(3𝑑−𝑁−3)
9
(

𝑑2−5𝑑+6
)

2
3 (3𝑑 −𝑁 − 3)

0
1
0

⎞

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎠

,

⎛

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎝

− 3
4 (2𝑑 −𝑁 − 3)
5(2𝑑−𝑁−3)

3(𝑑−3)
2 − 𝑑
1
0
0

⎞

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎠

(5.21)

The number of physical particles in these two examples turned out to be 1 and 3 respectively, in agreement with the group theoretic 
prediction seen for 𝐺 = 1, 2 in (3).

5.3.  Some further explorations

In this section we further explore the string spectrum, focusing on counting the number of structures generalizing what we did in 
Section (5.2.1) to tableaux with more than two rows.

5.3.1.  Exploring Young tableaux with three rows
We increase the number of rows of the Young tableaux to three, letting 𝑠3 be the length of the third row. Fixing 𝑠3, we can 

parametrize the number of particles and 𝑆𝑂(24) tensors again using the generation and the depth. In particular, we will look at 
Young tableaux of the form

(5.22)

Our first motivation is to test if the idea, suggested in Section (5.2.1), of trading boxes in the top row for boxes in the lower rows 
of a Young tableau can be applied in this case. In this case, we would expect to be able to exchange three boxes in the top row for 
one box in the third row, since this transformation would preserve the generation and clearly works for Weinberg states. Our second 
motivation is that we already established in Section (5.2.1) that the most interesting features of the string spectrum are revealed for 
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Table 4 
Number of 𝑆𝑂(24) trajectories at depth 𝑑 and generation 𝐺 whose Young tableaux have three lines, and the third has strictly one 

box. These tableaux are all of the form  with 𝑁 + 𝐺 − 2𝑑 + 1 boxes in the first row and 𝑑 − 𝐺 − 2 boxes in 
the second row in general.

𝐺
𝑑 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18

0 0 0 0 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
1 0 0 0 0 2 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3
2 0 0 0 0 0 6 8 9 9 9 9 9 9 9 9 9 9 9 9
3 0 0 0 0 0 0 12 19 21 22 22 22 22 22 22 22 22 22 22
4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 27 42 49 51 52 52 52 52 52 52 52 52
5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 51 86 102 109 111 112 112 112 112 112 112
6 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 101 171 209 225 232 234 235 235 235 235
7 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 182 325 403 442 458 465 467 468 468

Table 5 
Each entry lists, separated by a comma, the number of 
𝑆𝑂(24) and 𝑆𝑂(25) trajectories whose Young tableau 
has three rows, with the third row of length 𝑠3. We 
present results for each generation 𝐺 but only in the 
large depth limit. These tableaux have row lengths 𝑠1 =
𝑁 + 𝐺 − 2𝑑 + 𝑠3, 𝑠2 = 𝑑 − 𝐺 − 2𝑠3. The values for 𝑠3 = 0
coincide with the large depth limit reported in Tables 2 
and 3, while the 𝑆𝑂(24) large-depth results for 𝑠3 = 1
can also be found in Table 4.

𝐺
𝑠3 0 1 2 3

0 1, 1 1, 1 1, 1 1, 1
1 2, 1 3, 2 3, 2 3, 2
2 6, 3 9, 5 10, 6 10, 6
3 13, 5 22, 10 25, 12 26, 13
4 30, 11 52, 21 62, 27 65, 29
5 60, 18 112, 39 137, 51 147, 57
6 123, 35 235, 74 297, 101 323, 114
7 233, 57 468, 131 605, 182 670, 211

large depth, where the number of 𝑆𝑂(24) structures and the number of particles both saturated to constant values for 𝑠3 = 0, as seen 
from Tables 2 and 3. We want to confirm that this is still the case even for 𝑠3 > 0.

The number of 𝑆𝑂(24) structures when 𝑠3 = 1 is reported in Table 4, as a function of the generation and depth. This table mirrors 
Table 2, which instead focused on 𝑠3 = 0. In all examples, for every generation there is a value of depth above which these numbers 
remain constant. Our first observation when comparing Tables 2 and 4 is that our naive idea of trading three boxes in the top row for 
a single box in the third row fails already at 𝐺 = 1 for 𝑠3 = 0 → 𝑠3 = 1. The reason is that the number of 𝑆𝑂(24) structures increases 
from 2 to 3, even for large depth, so they cannot be matched.

Regarding our second question, we do see saturation in the number of 𝑆𝑂(24) structures at large depth even for 𝑠3 = 1. We 
checked that this remains true in all examples with 𝑠3 > 1 as well, for both 𝑆𝑂(24) structures and for the number of particles. We will 
not report the whole table (generation×depth) for more complicated representations with 𝑠3 > 1, but we will rather limit ourselves 
to summarizing the asymptotic large-depth limits in Table 5, where we counted the number of 𝑆𝑂(24) structures and particles for 
tableaux of the form (5.22), letting 𝐺 and 𝑠3 vary. In our next section, we will reveal very non-trivial properties one can notice in 
Table 5.

5.3.2.  Regularities for large 𝑠3
The first observation we can draw from Table 5 is that, while at 𝐺 = 1 the number of 𝑆𝑂(24) and 𝑆𝑂(25) structures increases when 

going from 𝑠3 = 0 to 𝑠3 = 1, constant values are reached for 𝑠3 ≥ 1. This appears to remain true even at generation 𝐺 = 2, although 
we could not explore 𝑠3 large enough to perform the same check at higher generations.

Another less apparent feature can also be noticed in Table 5. For both 𝑆𝑂(24) and 𝑆𝑂(25) multiplicities 𝑀𝑆𝑂(24)(𝐺, 𝑠3) and 
𝑀𝑆𝑂(25)(𝐺, 𝑠3) as functions of 𝐺 and 𝑠3 in the large depth limit, the following relation holds

𝑀(𝐺, 𝑠3) =𝑀(𝐺, 𝑠3 − 1) +𝑀(𝐺 − 𝑠3, 𝑠3) (5.23)
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Table 6 
Precisely the same as Table 5, but values extrapolated using (5.23). Each entry lists the number of 𝑆𝑂(24) and 𝑆𝑂(25)
trajectories, separated by a comma, whose Young tableau has three rows in the large depth limit.

𝐺
𝑠3 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8

0 1, 1 1, 1 1, 1 1, 1 1, 1 1, 1 1, 1 1, 1 1, 1
1 2, 1 3, 2 3, 2 3, 2 3, 2 3, 2 3, 2 3, 2 3, 2
2 6, 3 9, 5 10, 6 10, 6 10, 6 10, 6 10, 6 10, 6 10, 6
3 13, 5 22, 10 25, 12 26, 13 26, 13 26, 13 26, 13 26, 13 26, 13
4 30, 11 52, 21 62, 27 65, 29 66, 30 66, 30 66, 30 66, 30 66, 30
5 60, 18 112, 39 137, 51 147, 57 150, 59 151, 60 151, 60 151, 60 151, 60
6 123, 35 235, 74 297, 101 323, 114 333, 120 336, 122 337, 123 337, 123 337, 123
7 233, 57 468, 131 605, 182 670, 211 696, 224 706, 230 709, 232 710, 233 710, 233

where it is convenient to define 𝑀 ≡ 0 when either argument is negative. This relation, while empirically found, can be postulated to 
reconstruct the whole Table 5 only from the first column 𝑠3 = 0. Actually, if the first column is known only up to a given generation 
𝐺, then the whole table can be recovered up to that generation. To show this, it is important to observe that the first row 𝐺 = 0
is known to be identically (1, 1), because Weinberg states are unique. The result of the extrapolation is in Table 6. The new table 
makes it apparent that saturation is indeed achieved for large 𝑠3, and it can be readily shown from (5.23) that this should happen for 
𝑠3 ≥ 𝐺 because the 𝑀(𝐺 − 𝑠3, 𝑠3) term becomes zero. This is significant because it means that there could be a closed formula for the 
coefficients of all particles described by Young tableaux with three rows at given generation, at least for 𝑠3 large enough. We leave 
this important check for future work. In a very surprising twist, the number of 𝑆𝑂(25) particles in the large 𝑠3 limit precisely matches 
the number of 𝑆𝑂(24) structures at 𝑠3 = 0, for every generation.

5.3.3.  Adding boxes to the first column
Motivated by the study of Weinberg states, we first conjectured that two boxes in the top row of a Young tableau could be traded 

for a single box in the second row. We checked that the number of structures would match in Tables 2 and 2 , and in Section (5.2.2) 
we substantiated our claim by showing that a single closed formula could describe the coefficients of the 𝑆𝑂(24) structures for any 
length of the second row. In the previous section, we extended the counting of structures and particles to Young tableaux with three 
rows, showing that three boxes in the top row could be traded for a single box in the third row, at least for Young tableaux whose third 
row has enough boxes. In this section we want to test this idea further, by trading 𝑘 boxes in the first row for a box in the 𝑘−th row. 
We will do this by recursively adding boxes to the first column of a given tableau. These transformations preserve the generation, as 
for all previous examples, but they increase the depth by 𝑘 − 1. We could start checking the leading Regge trajectory, but this would 
be trivially true, as all these checks are at generation 𝐺 = 0. We thus start from the generation 𝐺 = 1 clone of the Regge trajectory. 
Adding boxes to the first column we obtain representations with 𝑟 many rows shaped as follows

(5.24)

Running our counting algorithms, we see that the number of (𝑆𝑂(24), 𝑆𝑂(25)) trajectories begins as (1, 0) for the fully symmetric 
𝑟 = 1 representation, and equals (2, 1) for all 𝑟 ≥ 2. In this case, the two structures are given by

(

𝛼[𝑖1−(𝑟+1)𝛼
𝑖2
−(𝑟−1)𝛼

𝑖3
−(𝑟−2) … 𝛼𝑖𝑟]−1

)

𝛼𝑖𝑟+1−1 … 𝛼𝑖𝑁−𝑑
−1 ,

(

𝛼[𝑖1−𝑟𝛼
𝑖2
−(𝑟−1)𝛼

𝑖3
−(𝑟−2) … 𝛼𝑖𝑟]−1

)

𝛼(𝑖𝑟+1−2 … 𝛼𝑖𝑁−𝑑 )
−1 .

(5.25)

This shows that saturation is reached even in this very peculiar way of slicing the spectrum, and that we can attempt to find a closed 
formula for all the states in the family defined by (5.24) for 𝑟 ≥ 2, as for 𝑟 = 1 the number of structures in the family is not yet 
stabilized. The reader should notice that there is no large depth limit here, the depth is finite and a function of 𝑟.

When writing the matrices describing the action of the Lorentz generator on the two aforementioned 𝑆𝑂(24) structures, we notice 
that this family of matrices can be expressed in closed form as

𝐽 ≡
(

−2𝑟 − 2, −4𝑠1 + 4
)

. (5.26)

so that the scaling is found to be linear in 𝑟 for the first structure, but actually quadratic in 𝑟 for the second (because 𝑠1 = 𝑁 − 𝑟(𝑟 +
1)∕2). However this quadratic dependence in 𝑟 can actually be rephrased as a linear dependence in 𝑠1, hinting at the fact that in more 
general settings we might expect linear scalings in the length of each row 𝑠𝑖 of the Young tableau. The null space of this matrix is

(

2 − 2𝑠1
1 + 𝑟

)

(5.27)
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When 𝑟 = 2 the L-shaped structures under consideration overlap with the structures with two rows scrutinized in Section (5.2.1). In 
particular, at generation 1 the 𝑑 = 2 tableau there is the 𝑟 = 2 tableau here. Indeed, the matrix (5.18) can be shown to coincide with 
the matrix (5.26) in this case, providing a good consistency check.

6.  Outlook

Building the whole spectrum of the open string is in principle understood, but in practice still an outstanding problem. We made 
some progress in constructing it explicitly. Many outstanding questions remain, as well as future work that will utilize these explicit 
constructions. We list some interesting directions for future work below:

• Other string theories: One obvious direction is to study the spectrum of other string theories, close, with and without supersym-
metry. In particular, the simplest example would be closed bosonic string theory, which contains gravitons at tree level and could 
be used to study possible relations between black holes and string microstates. It would also be interesting to understand how the 
spectrum gets reorganized if the target space has four large directions, with the others being compactified.

• The spectrum level by level: The method we propose can be implemented numerically in a simple and efficient way, allowing us 
to obtain oscillator representations of single-particle states to, as far as we know, higher-than-ever levels. These can be used to study 
different properties of the spectrum (couplings, symmetries, degeneracies, etc). If we forget about the oscillator representations 
and we only care about the particle content, we can go even further on a level-by-level basis using simple counting arguments, 
and we are able to obtain the full spectrum of single-particle states generation by generation.

• Towards the full spectrum: Building the full spectrum is a herculean task: the number of states grows exponentially with the 
level, and simply working out all states level by level is an impossible task. Moreover there exist degeneracies among states (many 
states with the same mass and spin quantum numbers) that should be understood, as they also obscure the choice of a “good basis” 
for the spectrum, as any linear combination of these states would also be a good single-particle state. While we do not manage to 
solve the problem fully, we are able to go beyond the level-by-level paradigm by exploiting the observation that we can relate the 
action of Lorentz transformations on states belonging to infinite families that generalize the notion of Regge trajectories, allowing 
to obtain the oscillator representations for the single-particle states of a given family all at once. This permits to slice the spectrum 
depth by depth—or generation by generation—and while we still need infinitely many steps to count the full spectrum, at each 
step we have access to an infinite number of states. We show that this can be done rigorously for families of states differing by 
adding boxes on the first row -i.e. adding one unit of spin per mass, as in a typical Regge trajectory- but observe that we can 
generalize this to more complicated examples in which we add boxes to various rows/columns simultaneously. We conjecture 
that all states at fixed generation can be expressed in closed form using the techniques we developed, with the exception of those 
states lying at the bottom of generalized Regge trajectories for which the number of oscillator structures has not stabilized, and 
therefore do not fit the general formula for their corresponding family.

• Amplitudes: Our main goal in building the spectrum is to determine the basic building block of perturbation theory: the three-
point amplitudes. As these amplitudes have a kinematic structure that is quite rigid, a computation of amplitudes essentially fixes 
the sizes of each such structure. With such amplitudes in hand we hope to uncover much of the dynamical structure of string 
theory, its relation to black holes at weak coupling, and potentially further applications. The use of the machinery developed here 
to the exploration of the interaction among three single-particle states will be the focus of an upcoming paper.

• Further questions about the spectrum: Our results confirm the expectation that degeneracies in the string spectrum are generic. 
It would be interesting to find a way of understanding the multiplicities of particles with given mass and Young symmetry without 
explicitly going through the counting. Even more interesting would be to understand what distinguishes these particles. It is 
natural to imagine that that the degeneracies might be resolved by computing loop corrections, or that degenerate particles could 
be distinguished by their couplings or their charge under some yet-unknown symmetry of the theory, which resonates with our 
findings revealing non-trivial relations among infinite families of states, as well as the mysterious relation between single-particle 
states and 𝑆𝑂(24) irreps at higher generation described in the last section. While these questions are intriguing, we leave their 
further investigation to future work.

String theory has advanced tremendously in the past decades. We believe that its intricate spectrum of excitations and interactions 
still hides much valuable information, which should explain its remarkable properties at low and high energies.
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Appendix A.  String theory and light-cone quantization

In this appendix we provide a review on string theory basics and light-cone gauge quantization, to make the treatment self-
contained. This is standard material, and the interested reader is referred to any introductory book on the topic, such as Polchinski [44],
Green et al. [45], Blumenhagen et al. [46].

A.1.  The classical string

String Theory describes the quantum dynamics of fundamental one-dimensional objects, i.e. strings, rather than the zero-
dimensional particles from Quantum Field Theory. When a classical particle propagates through spacetime, we can describe its 
dynamics by considering an action that extremizes the proper time along the worldline swept by the particle. Analogously, a string 
propagating through spacetime will swipe a two-dimensional worldsheet, and its dynamics are dictated by an action that extremizes 
the area swept by it. The action that performs this task is called the Nambu-Goto action. Denoting the string’s spacetime coordinates 
as 𝑋𝜇 , 𝜇 = 0,… , 𝑑 − 1, and parametrizing the worldsheet with variables 𝜏 and 𝜎, it reads

𝑆NG = −𝑇 ∫ 𝑑𝜏𝑑𝜎
√

−det(𝛾𝑎𝑏), (A.1)

where

𝛾𝛼𝛽 = 𝜕𝑋𝜇

𝜕𝜎𝛼
𝜕𝑋𝜈

𝜕𝜎𝛽
𝜂𝜇𝜈 , (A.2)

is the induced metric on the worldsheet, 𝜎𝛼 = (𝜏, 𝜎), 𝛼 = 0, 1, and 𝑇  is the string tension related to 𝛼′ by 𝑇 = 1
2𝜋𝛼′ .

While the Nambu-Goto action already allows to describe the dynamics of the string moving in 𝑑 dimensional spacetime as a 
2-dimensional field theory living on the worldsheet, with string coordinates 𝑋𝜇(𝜎, 𝜏) seen as scalar fields, its non-linear nature makes 
it hard to work with at the quantum level. The standard trick is to introduce an auxiliary dynamical metric ℎ𝛼𝛽 on the worldsheet to 
obtain an action that eliminates the square-root and has the same equations of motion as the Nambu-Goto action. This is the Polyakov 
action, given by

𝑆𝑃 = − 1
4𝜋𝛼′ ∫

𝑑2𝜎
√

−ℎℎ𝛼𝛽𝜕𝛼𝑋𝜇𝜕𝛽𝑋
𝜈𝜂𝜇𝜈 , (A.3)

with ℎ = detℎ𝛼𝛽 , and simply solving the equations of motion for ℎ𝛼𝛽 and plugging the solution back into the Polyakov action yields 
the Nambu-Goto action. What is more, this action enjoys Weyl invariance which can be used to fix the worldsheet metric to be flat, 
in which case the Polyakov action becomes simply a 2-dimensional free theory of 𝑑 scalar fields.

However, this simplification does not comes for free, as now we need to impose that the equations of motion for the auxiliary 
metric are satisfied. Since there is no kinetic term for the worldsheet metric, its equation of motion simply reads

1
√

−ℎ

𝛿𝑆
𝛿ℎ𝛼𝛽

= 0 ⟺ 𝑇𝛼𝛽 = 0. (A.4)

Thus, we see that the equations of motion for ℎ𝛼𝛽 imply that the worldsheet theory is constrained to have a vanishing stress tensor.
The best way to appreciate the consequences of the vanishing of the stress tensor is to look at the mode expansions for the 𝑋𝜇 . 

Recall that the most general solution to the free wave equation 𝜕𝛼𝜕𝛼𝑋𝜇 = 0 is given by a superposition of left and right-moving waves:
𝑋𝜇(𝜎, 𝜏) = 𝑋𝜇

𝐿(𝜎
+) +𝑋𝜇

𝑅(𝜎
−), with 𝜎± = 𝜏 ± 𝜎, (A.5)

as in these coordinates the free wave equation becomes 𝜕−𝜕+𝑋𝜇 = 0.
The most general solution can be expanded in Fourier modes. In this work we focus on open strings, which require the choice of 

boundary conditions to specify a solution. We will use Neumann boundary conditions,
𝜕𝜎𝑋

𝜇 = 0 at 𝜎 = 0, 𝜋, (A.6)

which correspond to a string moving freely through spacetime. The open string mode expansion reads

𝑋𝜇
𝐿(𝜎

+) = 1
2
𝑥𝜇 + 𝛼′𝑝𝜇𝜎+ + 𝑖

√

𝛼′
2

∑

𝑛≠0

1
𝑛
𝛼̃𝜇𝑛 𝑒

−𝑖𝑛𝜎+ , (A.7)
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𝑋𝜇
𝑅(𝜎

−) = 1
2
𝑥𝜇 + 𝛼′𝑝𝜇𝜎− + 𝑖

√

𝛼′
2

∑

𝑛≠0

1
𝑛
𝛼𝜇𝑛 𝑒

−𝑖𝑛𝜎− , (A.8)

where 𝑥𝜇 and 𝑝𝜇 correspond to the position and momentum of the string’s center of mass.
From the mode expansion we see that Neumann boundary conditions relate the left and right-moving modes of the open string by

𝛼𝜇𝑛 = 𝛼̃𝜇𝑛 , (A.9)

and therefore the open string depends on a single set of oscillators. Moreover, the reality of 𝑋𝜇 requires that the positive and negative 
frequency modes are related by

𝛼𝜇𝑛 = (𝛼𝜇−𝑛)
∗, 𝛼̃𝜇𝑛 = (𝛼̃𝜇−𝑛)

∗. (A.10)

Combining the left and right-moving waves in the case of the open string gives

𝑋𝜇(𝜎, 𝜏) = 𝑥𝜇 + 2𝛼′𝑝𝜇𝜏 + 𝑖
√

2𝛼′
∑

𝑛≠0

1
𝑛
𝛼𝜇𝑛 cos 𝑛𝜎 𝑒−𝑖𝑛𝜏 . (A.11)

Using the 𝜎± = 𝜏 ± 𝜎 worldsheet coordinates, the constraints from requiring a vanishing stress tensor become
(𝜕+𝑋)2 = (𝜕−𝑋)2 = 0, (A.12)

which can be expressed in terms of the oscillators 𝛼𝜇𝑛  as

(𝜕−𝑋)2 = 𝛼′
∞
∑

𝑛=−∞
𝐿𝑛 𝑒

−𝑖𝑛𝜎− , 𝐿𝑛 =
1
2

∞
∑

𝑚=∞
𝛼𝑛−𝑚 ⋅ 𝛼𝑚, (A.13)

where we have defined the Virasoro generators 𝐿𝑛 corresponding to the Fourier modes of the 𝑇−− component of the stress tensor, and 
we identified the zero mode 𝛼𝜇0  with the center of mass momentum as 𝛼𝜇0 ≡

√

2𝛼′𝑝𝜇 .
The analogous formula for the 𝑇++ component gives the corresponding relation for the left-moving modes:

(𝜕+𝑋)2 = 𝛼′
∞
∑

𝑛=−∞
𝐿̃𝑛 𝑒

−𝑖𝑛𝜎− , 𝐿̃𝑛 =
1
2

∞
∑

𝑚=∞
𝛼̃𝑛−𝑚 ⋅ 𝛼̃𝑚, (A.14)

and 𝛼̃𝜇0 ≡
√

2𝛼′𝑝𝜇 for the open string.27
The vanishing stress tensor constraint expressed in terms of its Fourier modes says that any classical solution of the string must 

obey the infinitely many constraints
𝐿𝑛 = 𝐿̃𝑛 = 0, ∀ 𝑛 ∈ ℤ. (A.15)

Expressed this way these are called the Virasoro constraints, and are the ones that we will enforce upon quantization.

A.2.  The quantum string

To quantize the string we will use the method of canonical quantization, in which we promote the Fourier modes of the string 
to creation and annihilation operators. There exist basically two approaches to canonically quantize a constrained theory as the one 
we are facing: either one quantizes the systen first, and then imposes the constraints as operator equations to define the physical 
states of the system, or one solves the constraints at the classical level to determine the space of physical solutions and then quantizes 
these. An example of the second approach is the method of light-cone quantization that we use in this work. However, for illustrative 
purposes let us describe briefly what happens when using the first approach, usually called covariant quantization.

As standard, to canonically quantize a theory of 𝑑 free scalar fields 𝑋𝜇 we promote them and their conjugate momenta 𝜋𝜇 =
𝜕𝐿∕𝜕𝑋̇𝜇 to field operators satisfying canonical equal-time commutation relations. Translating these into commutation relations for 
the Fourier modes using the mode expansion we obtain

[𝑥𝜇 , 𝑝𝜈 ] = 𝑖𝛿𝜇𝜈 , [𝛼𝜇𝑛 , 𝛼
𝜈
𝑚] = [𝛼̃𝜇𝑛 , 𝛼̃

𝜈
𝑚] = 𝑛𝜂𝜇𝜈𝛿𝑛+𝑚,0, (A.16)

with all other commutators being zero.
For Eq. (A.16) we see that the Fourier modes 𝛼𝜇𝑛  and 𝛼̃𝜇𝑛  are nothing but harmonic oscillators up to a rescaling, and therefore the 

scalar fields give rise to infinite towers of creation and annihilation operators, with 𝛼𝑛>0 corresponding to creation operators and 𝛼𝑛<0
to annihilation operators. Naturally, the left-moving modes satisfy identical properties.

Armed with these relations we can easily build the Fock space of the theory by acting on the vacuum with creation operators. 
From now on we will focus for simplicity on the case of the open string, so we will only deal with the 𝛼𝜇𝑛  oscillators.

The vacuum state of the theory corresponds to a string without excited modes and center of mass momentum 𝑝𝜇 , and is defined 
to obey

𝛼𝜇𝑛 |0; 𝑝⟩ = 0 for 𝑛 > 0, 𝑝̂𝜇 |0; 𝑝⟩ = 𝑝𝜇 |0; 𝑝⟩, (A.17)

27 Note that since left and right-moving oscillators are identified in the case of the open string, we have that 𝐿𝑛 = 𝐿̃𝑛. This is would not be the case 
for the closed string.

Nuclear Physics, Section B 1025 (2026) 117397 

30 



B. Bucciotti, F. Figueroa and G.L. Pimentel

and a generic state corresponding to an excited state of the string is obtained by the action of oscillators with 𝑛 < 0 on the vacuum as
𝛼𝜇1𝑛1 𝛼

𝜇2
𝑛2 … |0; 𝑝⟩, 𝑛1, 𝑛2,⋯ < 0. (A.18)

We immediately see that there is a problem with our Fock space. The fact that the commutation relations for the oscillators shown 
in Eq. (A.16) depend on the metric gives rise to negative norm states when we excite the timelike oscillators. For instance, the norm 
of the state created by acting with 𝛼0−1 on the vacuum is

|𝛼0−1|0; 𝑝⟩|
2 = ⟨0; 𝑝|𝛼01 𝛼

0
−1|0; 𝑝⟩ = ⟨0; 𝑝|[𝛼01 , 𝛼

0
−1]|0; 𝑝⟩ = −1, (A.19)

explicitly showing the presence of ghosts in the Fock space generated by the string modes.
In covariant quantization, the way to get rid of the ghosts is to impose the Virasoro constraints, as demanding that the physical 

Hilbert space is the one annihilated by the Virasoro generators projects out the ghost excitations. More concretely, we demand that 
the matrix element of the Virasoro generators between physical states yield zero in the quantum theory. In fact, since 𝐿† = 𝐿𝑛, 
demanding that the constraints are satisfied inside matrix elements only requires that physical states are annihilated by half of the 
Virasoro generators, namely

𝐿𝑛|𝜓⟩ = 0, for 𝑛 > 0  and |𝜓⟩ ∈ phys. (A.20)

The constraint associated to 𝐿0 is more delicate, as in this case each term in the sum is made of a pair of non-commuting oscillators, 
and therefore when going from the classical definition in terms of Fourier modes to the quantum mechanical one we face an ambiguity 
in the ordering of the oscillators. To deal with this ambiguity we simply define 𝐿0 to be normal-ordered, and add an arbitrary constant 
𝑎 to the Virasoro constraint, namely

𝐿0 =
∞
∑

𝑚=1
𝛼−𝑚 ⋅ 𝛼𝑚 + 1

2
𝛼20 , (𝐿0 − 𝑎)|𝜓⟩ = 0, for |𝜓⟩ ∈ phys. (A.21)

It turns out that the decoupling of the ghosts from the spectrum requires that the constant arising from the ordering ambiguity 
must be related to the spacetime dimension by 𝑎 = (𝑑 − 2)∕24. While we refer the reader to the references mentioned earlier for details, 
let us say that this Virasoro constraint has a very important interpretation. Since 𝛼𝜇0  is proportional to the momentum of the string, 
we find that the 0th Virasoro constraint corresponds to the on-shell condition determining the mass of the physical string states. For 
the open string 𝛼𝜇0 =

√

2𝛼′𝑝𝜇 , and therefore

𝑀2 = 1
𝛼′

( ∞
∑

𝑚=1
𝛼−𝑚 ⋅ 𝛼𝑚 − 𝑑 − 2

24

)

, (A.22)

where the sum over oscillators sums the number of excited modes of the string weighted by their Virasoro index, defining the mass 
level 𝑁 . In particular, by enforcing the 𝐿0 constraint on the (level 0) vacuum we recover the known fact that the string’s ground state 
is a tachyon, and since the vacuum is annihilated by all the Virasoro generators with 𝑛 > 0 by construction we find that as expected 
it belongs to the physical Hilbert space.

To work with states at higher levels as was our original goal one needs to enforce an increasingly large number of Virasoro 
constraints. To see how this would work, let us consider the first non-trivial example of a state at the first level, given by

 ⋅ 𝛼−1|0; 𝑝⟩, (A.23)

where  is a 𝑑-dimensional polarization tensor.
The non-trivial Virasoro generators in this case are 𝐿0 and 𝐿1. Acting on it with 𝐿0 we find that the mass of the state is 𝑀2 =

1 − (𝑑 − 2)∕24, which already points to the fact that 𝑑 = 26 is relevant, as in this case we have a massless spin 1 state in the spectrum. 
In fact, as is well known this is precisely the critical dimension of bosonic String Theory, which is the required one for the theory to 
be consistent when quantized in Minkowski space.

Acting on the level 1 state with 𝐿1 we obtain

𝐿1
(

 ⋅ 𝛼−1|0; 𝑝⟩
)

=
√

2𝛼′ ⋅ 𝑝 |0; 𝑝⟩ ≡ 0, (A.24)

which implies that the polarization vector must be transverse to the momentum for the state to be physical.
In principle, we could proceed the same way for states at higher levels. Consider an arbitrary state at level 𝑁 of the form

∑

𝑖
 (𝑖)
𝜇(𝑖)1 …𝜇(𝑖)𝑘

𝛼
𝜇(𝑖)1
𝑛(𝑖)1

… 𝛼
𝜇(𝑖)𝑘
𝑛(𝑖)𝑘

|0; 𝑝⟩, 𝑛(𝑖)1 +⋯ + 𝑛(𝑖)𝑘 = 𝑁, (A.25)

where 𝑖 sums over all possible combinations of oscillators consistent with the level and  (𝑖) are arbitrary tensors of the required rank 
to contract all the indices at each given term. In this case we would need to act with the relevant Virasoro generators, 𝐿0,… , 𝐿𝑁 , 
to obtain the constraints that the polarization tensors  (𝑖) need to satisfy for the state to be physical. Thus, finding the spectrum of 
physical states in covariant quantization amounts to solving the Virasoro constraints at each level. As mentioned in the main text, 
while this is in principle doable, in practice can be a very hard task, this being the main reason why the massive string spectrum 
remained largely unexplored for so long.
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A.3.  Light-cone quantization

In light-cone quantization rather than imposing the Virasoro consraints as operator equations on the states, we solve the constraints 
at the classical level to find the physical phase space of the theory, and then we quantize it, keeping only the physical degrees of 
freedom by construction. As explained in Section 2, the idea is to use the residual gauge freedom remaining after fixing the gauge to 
set the worldsheet metric to be 𝜂𝛼𝛽 to chose a gauge in which the constraints are simple to solve.

As mentioned previously, apart from Poincaré and reparametrization invariance, the Polyakov action is Weyl invariant, which 
means that the action is invariant under local rescalings of the form

ℎ𝛼𝛽 (𝜎) → Ω2(𝜎)ℎ𝛼𝛽 (𝜎), (A.26)

for an arbitrary function Ω(𝜎) and where the 𝑋𝜇(𝜎) are left unchanged.
Both reparametrization and Weyl invariance are gauge symmetries of the worldsheet that can be used to fix the worldsheet metric 

to be flat, bring the Polyakov action to that of a set of free scalar fields in 2 dimensions:

𝑆𝑃 = − 1
4𝜋𝛼′ ∫

𝑑2𝜎 𝜕𝛼𝑋 ⋅ 𝜕𝛼𝑋. (A.27)

However, after gauge fixing there remains a residual gauge freedom given by any transformation 𝜎 → 𝜎̃ that changes the flat 
metric by

𝜂𝛼𝛽 → Ω2(𝜎)𝜂𝛼𝛽 , (A.28)

as this can be compensated by a Weyl transformation. In terms of the 𝜎± worlsheet coordinates, the gauge fixed metric on the 
worldsheet reads

𝑑𝑠2 = −𝑑𝜎+𝑑𝜎−, (A.29)

and therefore any transformation of the form 𝜎+ → 𝜎̃+(𝜎+), 𝜎− → 𝜎̃−(𝜎−) is a remaining gauge freedom, as this would simply multiply 
the metric by a factor removable by a Weyl rescaling.

The way to best exploit this remaining freedom is to go to the light-cone gauge. For this, let us define the spacetime light-cone 
coordinates as

𝑋± = 𝑋0 ±𝑋𝑑−1
√

2
, (A.30)

in which the spacetime metric reads

𝑑𝑠2 = −2𝑑𝑋−𝑑𝑋+ +
𝑑−2
∑

𝑖=1
𝑑𝑋𝑖𝑑𝑋𝑖. (A.31)

As in the last section we focus on the open string, but the story is completely analogous in the case of the closed string. The 
light-cone gauge is defined by using our remaining gauge freedom to impose

𝑋+ = 𝑥+ + 2𝛼′𝑝+𝜏, (A.32)

which fixes the residual reparametrization invariance.
The virtue of this gauge choice is that it makes solving the Virasoro constraints trivial. To see this, remember that the equations 

of motion are solved by a sum of right and left-moving waves. For 𝑋− we have
𝑋− = 𝑋−

𝐿 (𝜎
+) +𝑋−

𝑅(𝜎
−). (A.33)

We will see that 𝑋− is completely fixed by the Virasoro constraints in this gauge. To see this, note that the constraint (𝜕+𝑋)2 = 0
in light-cone coordinates reads

2𝜕+𝑋−𝜕+𝑋
+ =

𝑑−2
∑

𝑖=1
𝜕+𝑋

𝑖𝜕+𝑋
𝑖. (A.34)

Since from our gauge choice (A.32) we have 𝜕+𝑋+ = 𝛼′𝑝+, this constraint becomes

𝜕+𝑋
− = 1

2𝛼′𝑝+

𝑑−2
∑

𝑖=1
𝜕+𝑋

𝑖𝜕+𝑋
𝑖, (A.35)

while the constraint (𝜕−𝑋)2 = 0 implies

𝜕−𝑋
− = 1

2𝛼′𝑝+

𝑑−2
∑

𝑖=1
𝜕−𝑋

𝑖𝜕−𝑋
𝑖, (A.36)

which shows that 𝑋−(𝜎+, 𝜎−) is completely fixed by the other fields 𝑋𝑖, 𝑋+, up to an integration constant. In terms of the mode 
expansion for 𝑋−

𝑋− = 𝑥− + 2𝛼′𝑝−𝜏 + 𝑖
√

2𝛼′
∑

𝑛≠0

1
𝑛
𝛼−𝑛 cos 𝑛𝜎 𝑒−𝑖𝑛𝜏 , (A.37)
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𝑥− corresponds to the integration constant, and 𝑝− and 𝛼−𝑛  are fixed by the constraints to

𝛼−𝑛 = 1

2
√

2𝛼′𝑝+

∞
∑

𝑚=−∞

𝑑−2
∑

𝑖=1
𝛼𝑖𝑛−𝑚𝛼

𝑖
𝑚, 𝑝− = 1

√

2𝛼′
𝛼−0 . (A.38)

While as before 𝑝− will suffer from an ordering ambiguity when we quantize, the important point is that now all the excitations of 
the string are expressed in terms of oscillators made up of indices pointing along the 𝑖 = 1,… , 𝑑 − 2, directions only, in contrast to the 
previous case where the indices run from 0 to 𝑑 and excited negative norm states in the quantum theory. The remaining oscillators are 
the transverse modes of the string, which correspond to the physical excitations solving the Virasoro constraints. This accomplishes 
our first objective of restricting to the physical phase space at the classical level. Now, the next step is quantizing.

As before, the way to canonically quantize is to take the mode expansions from the classical theory and replace the Poisson 
brackets by commutators. For the transverse oscillators this gives

[𝛼𝑖𝑛, 𝛼
𝑗
𝑚] = [𝛼̃𝑖𝑛, 𝛼̃

𝑗
𝑚] = 𝑛𝛿𝑖𝑗𝛿𝑛+𝑚,0, (A.39)

and for the zero-modes
[𝑥𝑖, 𝑝𝑗 ] = 𝑖𝛿𝑖𝑗 , [𝑥−, 𝑝+] = −𝑖, [𝑥+, 𝑝−] = −𝑖, (A.40)

The Fock space is built in the same way as in covariant quantization except that now we only act on the vacuum with the 
transverse oscillators carrying spatial indices only, and therefore the Hilbert space is free of negative norm states by construction 
and the Virasoro constraints are automatically satisfied. This permits to bypass the cumbersome problem of determining the allowed 
polarization tensors for physical states that we described in the previous section, as any state of the form

𝛼𝑖1𝑛1𝛼
𝑖
𝑛2
… |0; 𝑝⟩, 𝑛1, 𝑛2,⋯ < 0, 𝑖1, 𝑖2,⋯ = 1,… , 𝑑 − 2, (A.41)

is physical in this setup, no matter the polarization tensor that comes with it.
As explained in the main text, to organize states created by light-cone oscillators into 𝑆𝑂(25) irreducible representations need an 

expression for the Lorentz generators in terms of string oscillators, which we now derive. The Lorentz generators correspond to the 
conserved charges associated to Lorentz Transformations, and we can express them in terms of the oscillators by integrating the time 
component of the corresponding conserved current along the spatial direction of the worldsheet.

The conserved current associated to Lorentz transformations is
𝑋𝜇𝑃 𝜈,𝛼 −𝑋𝜈𝑃 𝜇,𝛼 , (A.42)

where

𝑃 𝜇𝛼 = 1
2𝜋𝛼′

𝜕𝛼𝑋
𝜇 , (A.43)

is the conserved current associated to translations. Integrating its 𝜏 component along the space direction of the worldsheet we get

𝐽𝜇𝜈 = ∫

𝜋

0
𝑑𝜎 𝑋𝜇𝑃 𝜈,𝜏 −𝑋𝜈𝑃 𝜇,𝜏 , (A.44)

which can be evaluated using the mode expansion (A.11) to give

𝐽𝜇𝜈 = 𝑥𝜇𝑝𝜈 − 𝑝𝜈𝑥𝜇 + 𝑖
2
∑

𝑛≠0

𝛼𝜇𝑛 𝛼𝜈−𝑛 − 𝛼
𝜈
𝑛𝛼

𝜇
−𝑛

𝑛
, (A.45)

which is independent of 𝜏 as expected, and where the relevant part is the sum over oscillators, as this is the one that will mix the 
different 𝑆𝑂(24) structures, while the contribution from the center of mass variables must vanish if the transformation belongs to the 
little group. This point is more subtle than one would think in the light-cone gauge, as here the center of mass degrees of freedom 
do not commute with the 𝛼−𝑛 , but it can be checked with an explicit computation that the contribution from the center of mass terms 
drops.

To conclude this review of the light-cone gauge formalism, let us mention some subtleties that arise in quantization. As in the 
case of covariant quantization, the mass-shell constraint suffers also from an ordering ambiguity in the quantization of the operator 
𝑝− from its classical definition (A.39) that can be represented by an a priori unkwown constant 𝑎.

𝑀2 = 1
𝛼′

(𝑑−2
∑

𝑖=1

∑

𝑛>0
𝛼𝑖𝑛𝛼

𝑖
𝑛 − 𝑎

)

, (A.46)

as can be seen from inserting Eq. (A.39) in 𝑝2. Even more worrisome is the fact that by choosing the light-cone gauge we broke the 
manifest Lorentz invariance of the classical theory, and while at the classical level this is only a cosmetic change and the theory 
remains Lorentz invariant, upon quantization there is no guarantee that Lorentz symmetry does not become anomalous. It turns out 
that these two issues are related, and it can be seen that requiring that Lorentz invariance is mantained at the quantum level requires 
simultaneously that the normal ordering constant is 𝑎 = 1 and that the spacetime dimension is 𝑑 = 26, the critical dimension of the 
bosonic string 28

28 We point the reader to the original reference [57] for details.
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Appendix B.  Young tableaux

In this appendix we review how Young tableaux can be used to characterize the irreducible representations of 𝑆𝑂(𝑁) groups. A 
more detailed treatment can be found in most standard group theory books, see for example [58–60].

B.1.  Basics

A rank 𝑘 tensor 𝑇 𝑖1…𝑖𝑘  transforms under an 𝑆𝑂(𝑁) transformation as
𝑇 𝑖1…𝑖𝑘 → 𝑇 ′𝑖1…𝑖𝑘 = 𝑅𝑖1 𝑗1 …𝑅𝑖𝑘 𝑗𝑘𝑇

𝑗1…𝑗𝑘 , (B.1)

where 𝑅𝑖𝑗 is such that 𝑅𝑅𝑇 = 1 and det𝑅 = 1.
It is not hard to convince oneself that if 𝑇 𝑖1…𝑖𝑘  possesses some symmetry under permutations of some of its indices, then this 

symmetry is preserved under the action of 𝑆𝑂(𝑁). For example, if a rank 4 tensor 𝑇 𝑖𝑗𝑘𝓁 is symmetric under the exchange of 𝑖, 𝑗 and 
antisymmetric under the exchange of 𝑘𝓁, then the tensor 𝑇 ′𝑖𝑗𝑘𝓁 = 𝑅𝑖𝑖′ …𝑅𝓁

𝓁′𝑇 𝑖
′𝑗′𝑘′𝓁′  obtained upon acting on 𝑇  with the 𝑆𝑂(𝑁)

transformation 𝑅 has the same symmetries under permutations of its indices.
Therefore, if we decompose a tensor into different components carrying distinct properties under the permutations of some subset 

of indices, then these are not mixed under the action of 𝑆𝑂(𝑁). This teaches us that a generic tensor is reducible under 𝑆𝑂(𝑁), and 
that in order to decompose it into irreducible representations we must split it into components carrying all possible inequivalent 
permutation symmetries among the indices. This provides a link between the tensor representations of 𝑆𝑂(𝑁) and the irreducible 
representations of the permutation group, which are encoded by objects called Young diagrams.

A Young diagram is a collection of boxes arranged into rows of non-decreasing length. For example, the diagram

(B.2)

consists of three rows of lengths 𝑠1 = 5, 𝑠2 = 3 and 𝑠3 = 2. A standard way of denoting a generic Young diagram with 𝑘 rows is 
𝐘(𝑠1, 𝑠2,… , 𝑠𝑘), where 𝑠𝑖 is the length of the 𝑖th row, and thus the diagram in the previous example is 𝐘(5, 3, 2). It is also usual to 
denote a Young diagram by the length of its columns. If the length of the 𝑖th column is ℎ𝑖, a diagram with 𝑛 columns can be denoted 
by 𝐘[ℎ1,… , 𝑘𝑛], where ℎ1 ≥ ℎ2 ≥ ⋯ ≥ ℎ𝑛. Note that when referring to the length of the columns, the notation uses square brackets. 
Continuing with the same example, the Young diagram (B.2) can be denoted as 𝐘[3, 3, 2, 1, 1].

Young diagrams can be used to encode the symmetries of a tensor using different conventions: the antisymmetric convention and 
the symmetric convention.

In both conventions, the first step to give the symmetry of a Young diagram 𝐘 with 𝑘 boxes to a rank 𝑘 tensor 𝑇  is to associate 
each index in 𝑇  to a box in the diagram, yielding a Young tableau. Then, in the antisymmetric convention one defines 𝑇  to have 
the symmetry of the Young tableau 𝐘 if it is antisymmetric under permutations of indices associated to the same column of 𝐘, and 
if the antisymmetrization of all the indices in column 𝑎 with any single index in column 𝑏, with 𝑎 < 𝑏, vanishes. Similarly, in the 
symmetric convention we require that 𝑇  be symmetric under the exchange of indices belonging to the same row of 𝐘, and that the 
symmetrization of all the indices in row 𝑎 with any single index in row 𝑏, with 𝑎 < 𝑏, yields zero identically. We choose to work in the 
antisymmetric convention.

There is an algorithmic way to create a tensor with the symmetry of a Young tableau starting from a tensor without any per-
mutation symmetry: First one symmetrizes over all groups of indices corresponding to the rows of the Young tableau, and then 
antisymmetrizes over the groups of indices corresponding to columns. This yields a tensor with the desired symmetry in the antisym-
metric convention.29

For example, let us consider a rank 3 tensor 𝑇 𝑖𝑗𝑘 without any symmetry and the Young tableau

(B.3)

Carrying out this procedure we obtain a tensor 𝑌 𝑖𝑗𝑘 with the right symmetry in the following way:
𝑇 𝑖𝑗𝑘 → 𝑇 𝑖𝑗𝑘 + 𝑇 𝑗𝑖𝑘 → 𝑇 𝑖𝑗𝑘 + 𝑇 𝑗𝑖𝑘 − 𝑇 𝑘𝑗𝑖 − 𝑇 𝑗𝑘𝑖

⏟⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏟⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏟
∶=𝑌 𝑖𝑗𝑘

. (B.4)

29 Antisymmetrizing over the columns first, and then symmetrizing over the rows yields a tensor with the symmetry of the Young tableau in the 
symmetric convention.
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The same algorithm can be performed to construct tensors with any desired Young symmetry. Moreover, this procedure should make 
it clear that the length of the columns in a Young tableau is bounded by 𝑁 , since antisymmetrizing over a number of indices larger 
than the dimension of the space in which the tensors live yields identically zero.

The above construction in terms of Young tableaux allows to characterize all possible permutation symmetries carried by 𝑆𝑂(𝑁)
tensors, but is not enough to decompose an arbitrary tensor into irreducible 𝑆𝑂(𝑁) components. The reason for this is that the Eu-
clidean metric 𝛿𝑖𝑗 is invariant under 𝑆𝑂(𝑁) by definition, and therefore index contraction is preserved under 𝑆𝑂(𝑁) transformations. 
This implies that we can further decompose a tensor with a given symmetry by extracting its traces with respect to all possible pairs 
of indices. This exhausts the 𝑆𝑂(𝑁) invariant operations we can perform on a tensor, and thus irreducible tensors under 𝑆𝑂(𝑁) are 
traceless in all pairs of indices and carry a specific Young symmetry under permutations of their indices. 

As a further remark let us mention that another 𝑆𝑂(𝑁) invariant is the 𝑁-dimensional Levi-Civita tensor 𝜖𝑖1…𝑖𝑁 . This means that 
an antisymmetric tensor of rank 𝑘 can be fully contracted with 𝜖𝑖1…𝑖𝑁  to yield an equivalent representation of rank 𝑁 − 𝑘. In turn, 
this allows us to work with Young tableaux with columns of length up to 𝑁∕2, since indices corresponding to longer columns can be 
contracted with 𝜖𝑖1…𝑖𝑁  to yield a smaller, equivalent representation.

B.2.  Tensor product of irreducible representations and branching rules

We briefly discuss the tensor product of two Young tableaux and the branching rules from the representations of a group to the 
ones of one of its subgroups. While both can be discussed within abstract group theory as a set of rules for manipulating Young 
tableaux, we will find it more convenient to think of Young tableaux as a language to describe concrete operations on tensors.

The tensor product of two Young tableaux 𝑌1 ⊗ 𝑌2 encodes the decomposition of two tensors 𝑇 𝑖1…𝑖𝑛
1 , 𝑇 𝑗1…𝑗𝑚

2  with symmetries 𝑌1, 𝑌2
into irreducible representations. The set of Young tableaux associated to this decomposition (with their multiplicities) are the result 
of 𝑌1 ⊗ 𝑌2, and can be computed in an algorithmic way by means of operations over the boxes building up 𝐘1 and 𝐘2.30

Lastly, in this paper we often go back and forth between 𝑆𝑂(24) and 𝑆𝑂(25) representations. The two can be connected via 
branching rules, that prescribe how a 𝑆𝑂(25) irreducible representation decomposes into irreducible representations of 𝑆𝑂(24). 
Intuitively, because the group becomes smaller, some states are not connected by a group transformation anymore. A simple concrete 
example is a 𝑆𝑂(25) vector, which branches into a 𝑆𝑂(24) vector and a scalar. More generally, given a 𝑆𝑂(25) tensor 𝑇 𝜇1…𝜇𝑛 , each 
index can either be put in the preserved 24-dimensional hyperplane, or in the broken 25-th direction. This produces the full set of 
𝑆𝑂(24) tensors that can be obtained from branching 𝑇 , and the Young tableaux branching rules describe this decomposition. For a 
review on branching rules as well as an extensive list of the branching rules between several groups, including the 𝑆𝑂(25) → 𝑆𝑂(24)
case relevant for us, see [62].

Appendix C.  List of single-particle states

In this appendix we provide the one-particle states in the first seven levels for the open bosonic string. For each particle we 
provide the 𝑆𝑂(25) Young tableau and the oscillator structure exciting the maximally spinning states. For the particles of the first 
five levels, we also provide the branching rule 𝑆𝑂(25) → 𝑆𝑂(24), listing all 𝑆𝑂(24) Young tableaux one can obtain by considering 
different polarizations; we also explicitly write the tensor structure exciting each one. More complete results can be found in the 
Mathematica notebooks.

C.1.  Level up to 2

The string spectrum begins with a scalar tachyon, a massless vector 𝛼𝑖−1, and a massive spin two  at level 2 that has the 

additional polarizations  and ∙ ∶ 𝛼−1 ⋅ 𝛼−1.

C.2.  Level 3

There is a spin three and an antisymmetric rank two

(C.1)

The other polarizations of the spin three are

30 See for instance [61].
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(C.2)

and, aside from the maximally spinning one, they are excited by
𝛼(𝑖−2𝛼

𝑗)
−1, 26𝛼𝑖−3 + 3𝛼𝑖−1(𝛼−1 ⋅ 𝛼−1), 𝛼−2 ⋅ 𝛼−1. (C.3)

For the antisymmetric combination, we have instead

(C.4)

and the extra vector is given by 2𝛼𝑖−3 − 𝛼𝑖−1(𝛼−1 ⋅ 𝛼−1).

C.3.  Level 4

There are four particles. The spin four belongs to the leading Regge trajectory, the  belongs to the trajectory that started 

with  at the previous level, and then there are two seeds of new trajectories.

(C.5)

The spin four has polarizations

(C.6)

excited by (omitting the maximally spinning structure, listed above)

𝛼(𝑖−2𝛼
𝑗
−1𝛼

𝑘)
−1, 21𝛼(𝑖−3𝛼

𝑗)
−1 + 14𝛼𝑖−2𝛼

𝑗
−2 + 2𝛼𝑖−1𝛼

𝑗
−1(𝛼−1 ⋅ 𝛼−1),

416𝛼𝑖−4 + 21𝛼𝑖−2(𝛼−1 ⋅ 𝛼−1) + 68𝛼𝑖−1(𝛼−2 ⋅ 𝛼−1), 104𝛼−1 ⋅ 𝛼−3 + 52𝛼−2 ⋅ 𝛼−2 + (𝛼−1 ⋅ 𝛼−1)2.
(C.7)

The mixed symmetry has

(C.8)

and additional oscillator structures
2𝛼𝑖−2𝛼

𝑗
−2 − 𝛼

𝑖
−1𝛼

𝑗
−1(𝛼−1 ⋅ 𝛼−1), 𝛼[𝑖−3𝛼

𝑗]
−1, 46𝛼𝑖−4 − 3𝛼𝑖−2(𝛼−1 ⋅ 𝛼−1) − 20𝛼𝑖−1(𝛼−2 ⋅ 𝛼−1). (C.9)

The spin two has oscillators
4𝛼𝑖−4 − 9𝛼𝑖−2(𝛼−1 ⋅ 𝛼−1) + 4𝛼𝑖−1(𝛼−2 ⋅ 𝛼−1), 20𝛼−1 ⋅ 𝛼−3 − 19𝛼−2 ⋅ 𝛼−2 + 8(𝛼−1 ⋅ 𝛼−1)2. (C.10)

Nuclear Physics, Section B 1025 (2026) 117397 

36 



B. Bucciotti, F. Figueroa and G.L. Pimentel

C.4.  Level 5

We have two seeds of new trajectories,  and  , plus four particles that extend previously existing trajectories.

(C.11)

The spin five has polarizations

(C.12)

excited by

𝛼(𝑖−2𝛼
𝑗
−1𝛼

𝑘
−1𝛼

𝑙)
−1, 90𝛼(𝑖−3𝛼

𝑗
−1𝛼

𝑘)
−1 + 70𝛼(𝑖−2𝛼

𝑗
−2𝛼

𝑘)
−1 + 7𝛼𝑖−1𝛼

𝑗
−1𝛼

𝑘
−1(𝛼−1 ⋅ 𝛼−1),

224𝛼(𝑖−4𝛼
𝑗)
−1 + 126𝛼(𝑖−3𝛼

𝑗)
−2 + 9(𝛼−1 ⋅ 𝛼−1)𝛼

(𝑖
−2𝛼

𝑗)
−1 + 32(𝛼−2 ⋅ 𝛼−1)𝛼𝑖−1𝛼

𝑗
−1,

45500𝛼𝑖−5 + 1260𝛼𝑖−3(𝛼−1 ⋅ 𝛼−1) + 5796𝛼𝑖−1(𝛼−3 ⋅ 𝛼−1) + 3136𝛼𝑖−2(𝛼−2 ⋅ 𝛼−1)+

+3024𝛼𝑖−1(𝛼−2 ⋅ 𝛼−2) + 33𝛼𝑖−1(𝛼−1 ⋅ 𝛼−1)
2,

2912𝛼−4 ⋅ 𝛼−1 + 3042𝛼−3 ⋅ 𝛼−2 + 55(𝛼−2 ⋅ 𝛼−1)(𝛼−1 ⋅ 𝛼−1).

(C.13)

The long L-shaped has polarizations

(C.14)
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excited by
2𝛼[𝑖−3𝛼

𝑗]
−1𝛼

𝑘
−1 + 𝛼

[𝑖
−2𝛼

𝑗]
−1𝛼

𝑘
−1, 206𝛼[𝑖−4𝛼

𝑗]
−1 + 26𝛼[𝑖−3𝛼

𝑗]
−2 + 5𝛼[𝑖−2𝛼

𝑗]
−1(𝛼−1 ⋅ 𝛼−1),

2𝛼(𝑖−3𝛼
𝑗
−1𝛼

𝑘)
−1 − 4𝛼(𝑖−2𝛼

𝑗
−2𝛼

𝑘)
−1 + 3𝛼𝑖−1𝛼

𝑗
−1𝛼

𝑘
−1(𝛼−1 ⋅ 𝛼−1),

6𝛼(𝑖−3𝛼
𝑗)
−2 − (𝛼−1 ⋅ 𝛼−1)𝛼

(𝑖
−2𝛼

𝑗)
−1 − 4(𝛼−2 ⋅ 𝛼−1)𝛼𝑖−1𝛼

𝑗
−1,

5980𝛼𝑖−5 − 180𝛼𝑖−3(𝛼−1 ⋅ 𝛼−1) − 1660𝛼𝑖−1(𝛼−3 ⋅ 𝛼−1) − 320𝛼𝑖−2(𝛼−2 ⋅ 𝛼−1)+

−784𝛼𝑖−1(𝛼−2 ⋅ 𝛼−2) − 23𝛼𝑖−1(𝛼−1 ⋅ 𝛼−1)
2.

(C.15)

The symmetric spin three is excited by
56𝛼(𝑖−4𝛼

𝑗)
−1 − 46𝛼(𝑖−3𝛼

𝑗)
−2 − 21(𝛼−1 ⋅ 𝛼−1)𝛼

(𝑖
−2𝛼

𝑗)
−1 + 8(𝛼−2 ⋅ 𝛼−1)𝛼𝑖−1𝛼

𝑗
−1,

1300𝛼𝑖−5 − 2444𝛼𝑖−3(𝛼−1 ⋅ 𝛼−1) + 364𝛼𝑖−1(𝛼−3 ⋅ 𝛼−1) − 1696𝛼𝑖−2(𝛼−2 ⋅ 𝛼−1)+

+1128𝛼𝑖−1(𝛼−2 ⋅ 𝛼−2) − 201𝛼𝑖−1(𝛼−1 ⋅ 𝛼−1)
2,

152𝛼−4 ⋅ 𝛼−1 − 118𝛼−3 ⋅ 𝛼−2 + 67(𝛼−2 ⋅ 𝛼−1)(𝛼−1 ⋅ 𝛼−1).

(C.16)

The vector has a scalar excitation
848𝛼−4 ⋅ 𝛼−1 − 502𝛼−3 ⋅ 𝛼−2 − 125(𝛼−2 ⋅ 𝛼−1)(𝛼−1 ⋅ 𝛼−1). (C.17)

The short L-shaped is excited by
16𝛼(𝑖−4𝛼

𝑗)
−1 − 14𝛼(𝑖−3𝛼

𝑗)
−2 + 3(𝛼−1 ⋅ 𝛼−1)𝛼

(𝑖
−2𝛼

𝑗)
−1 − 8(𝛼−2 ⋅ 𝛼−1)𝛼𝑖−1𝛼

𝑗
−1,

10𝛼[𝑖−3𝛼
𝑗]
−2 − 3𝛼[𝑖−2𝛼

𝑗]
−1(𝛼−1 ⋅ 𝛼−1),

460𝛼𝑖−5 + 28𝛼𝑖−3(𝛼−1 ⋅ 𝛼−1) + 340𝛼𝑖−1(𝛼−3 ⋅ 𝛼−1) − 640𝛼𝑖−2(𝛼−2 ⋅ 𝛼−1)+

−96𝛼𝑖−1(𝛼−2 ⋅ 𝛼−2) + 69𝛼𝑖−1(𝛼−1 ⋅ 𝛼−1)
2.

(C.18)

Lastly, the antisymmetric spin two has a vector polarization
4𝛼𝑖−5 + 36𝛼𝑖−3(𝛼−1 ⋅ 𝛼−1) − 4𝛼𝑖−1(𝛼−3 ⋅ 𝛼−1) − 32𝛼𝑖−2(𝛼−2 ⋅ 𝛼−1) + 8𝛼𝑖−1(𝛼−2 ⋅ 𝛼−2) − 5𝛼𝑖−1(𝛼−1 ⋅ 𝛼−1)

2. (C.19)

C.5.  Level 6

From this level onward, we only list the particles and the maximally spinning 𝑆𝑂(24) representative oscillator structure. The 

seeds of new trajectories are  Notice that one  comes from extending 
the Regge trajectory of the scalar at level four up two levels, but now this trajectory splits into two degenerate ones: there are two 

 particles at level 6, indistinguishable in mass and symmetry. Because any linear combination of them has the same mass 
and symmetry, the distinction of which combination is the new seed and which is the extension of the existing trajectory is quite 
arbitrary.
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(C.20)

The new seeds are
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(C.21)

C.6.  Level 7

We have six new seeds,  As a result of  and ∙ appearing at the 

previous level, the degeneracy of  and  is two. Lastly,  inherits the degeneracy (×2) of  at 
level 6.
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(C.22)
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(C.23)
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(C.24)

C.7.  Level 8

At level 8, these are the particles. Their oscillator structures can be recovered from the ancillary Mathematica notebooks.
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Appendix D.  List of full Regge trajectories

In this appendix we provide the maximally spinning representative for each particle in the open bosonic string spectrum at depth 
up to 4, where the depth of a trajectory is defined as

𝑑 = level − (number of boxes in the Young tableau) , (D.1)

constant for all particles belonging to the same trajectory. Expressions are written as functions of the level 𝑁 , and they hold only at 
a level sufficiently large so that all the tensor structures involved exist. This sufficiently high level is specified for each trajectory. 
Trajectories could start at a lower level, but our formulas will in general involve oscillator structures that do not exist yet, so they will 
not apply. Dots indicate that oscillators with free Lorentz index and Virasoro index −1 have been omitted. This allows us to specify 
the tensor structure keeping the level on the Regge trajectory arbitrary.

D.1.  Depth 0

We only have the leading Regge trajectory, that starts from level 0 with the tachyon

(D.2)

and the expression for the oscillator structure is
𝛼𝑖1−1 … 𝛼𝑖𝑁−1 . (D.3)

D.2.  Depth 1

We have a single 𝐿−shaped trajectory, that starts from level 3 with the spin 2 antisymmetric 

(D.4)
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and the expression for the oscillator structure is

𝛼[𝑖1−2𝛼
𝑖2]
−1 … 𝛼𝑖𝑁−2

−1 . (D.5)

D.3.  Depth 2

We have three trajectories, one fully symmetric  starting from level 4 (generation 2), one thin 𝐿−shaped  

starting at level 5 (generation 1), and one thick 𝐿−shaped  that starts at level 6 (generation 0).
The fully symmetric trajectory is given by

(2𝑁2 + 10𝑁 − 48)𝛼(𝑖1−3 … 𝛼𝑖𝑁−2)
−1 − (6𝑁 + 18)𝛼(𝑖1−2𝛼

𝑖2
−2 … 𝛼𝑖𝑁−2)

−1 +

−(3𝑁2 − 15𝑁 + 18)𝛼𝑖1−1 … 𝛼𝑖𝑁−2
−1 (𝛼−1 ⋅ 𝛼−1).

(D.6)

The thin 𝐿−shaped is given by

(2𝑁 − 8)𝛼[𝑖1−3𝛼
𝑖2]
−1 … 𝛼𝑖𝑁−2

−1 − 3𝛼[𝑖1−2𝛼
𝑖2]
−1𝛼

(𝑖3
−2 … 𝛼𝑖𝑁−2)

−1 . (D.7)

The thick 𝐿−shaped is given by

𝛼[𝑖1−2𝛼
𝑖2]
−1𝛼

[𝑖3
−2𝛼

𝑖4]
−1 … 𝛼𝑖𝑁−4

−1 . (D.8)

D.4.  Depth 3

We have two trajectories of Weinberg states (generation 0), one  starting from level 6, and one  starting at level 

9. In addition, there are four higher generation trajectories: one  that starts at level 8 (generation 1), two  

(generation 2) starting at level 7, and one  (generation 3) starting at level 6.

The  is given by

𝛼[𝑖1−3𝛼
𝑖2
−2𝛼

𝑖3]
−1 … 𝛼𝑖𝑁−3

−1 , (D.9)

while the  is given by

𝛼[𝑖1−2𝛼
𝑖2]
−1𝛼

[𝑖3
−2𝛼

𝑖4]
−1𝛼

[𝑖5
−2𝛼

𝑖6]
−1 … 𝛼𝑖𝑁−3

−1 . (D.10)

 is given by

(𝑁 − 7)𝛼[𝑖1−3𝛼
𝑖2]
−1𝛼

[𝑖3
−2𝛼

𝑖4]
−1𝛼

𝑖5
−1 … 𝛼𝑖𝑁−2

−1 − 3𝛼[𝑖1−2𝛼
𝑖2]
−1𝛼

[𝑖3
−2𝛼

𝑖4]
−1𝛼

𝑖5
−2 … 𝛼𝑖𝑁−2

−1 . (D.11)
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The two  are given by
(2𝑁3 − 36𝑁2 + 198𝑁 − 324)𝛼[𝑖1−4𝛼

𝑖2]
−1𝛼

𝑖3
−1𝛼

𝑖4
−1 … 𝛼𝑖𝑁−3

−1 +

−(2𝑁3 − 2𝑁2 − 108𝑁 + 288)(𝛼(𝑖2−3𝛼
𝑖3
−1𝛼

𝑖4
−1 … 𝛼𝑖𝑁−3)

−1 𝛼𝑖1−2 − 𝛼
(𝑖1
−3𝛼

𝑖3
−1𝛼

𝑖4
−1 … 𝛼𝑖𝑁−3)

−1 𝛼𝑖2−2)+

+(6𝑁2 − 4𝑁 − 42)𝛼[𝑖1−2𝛼
𝑖2]
−1𝛼

(𝑖3
−2𝛼

𝑖4
−2 … 𝛼𝑖𝑁−3)

−1 +

+(3𝑁3 − 37𝑁2 + 144𝑁 − 180)𝛼[𝑖1−2𝛼
𝑖2]
−1𝛼

𝑖3
−1𝛼

𝑖4
−1 … 𝛼𝑖𝑁−3

−1 (𝛼−1 ⋅ 𝛼−1),

(D.12)

and
(𝑁4 − 7𝑁3 − 27𝑁2 + 279𝑁 − 486)𝛼[𝑖1−4𝛼

𝑖2]
−1𝛼

𝑖3
−1𝛼

𝑖4
−1 … 𝛼𝑖𝑁−3

−1 +

−(2𝑁3 − 2𝑁2 − 108𝑁 + 288)(𝛼(𝑖2−2𝛼
𝑖3
−1𝛼

𝑖4
−1 … 𝛼𝑖𝑁−3)

−1 𝛼𝑖1−3 − 𝛼
(𝑖1
−2𝛼

𝑖3
−1𝛼

𝑖4
−1 … 𝛼𝑖𝑁−3)

−1 𝛼𝑖2−3)+

+(𝑁2 + 26𝑁 − 87)𝛼[𝑖1−2𝛼
𝑖2]
−1𝛼

(𝑖3
−2𝛼

𝑖4
−2 … 𝛼𝑖𝑁−3)

−1 +

−(2𝑁3 − 23𝑁2 + 81𝑁 − 90)𝛼[𝑖1−2𝛼
𝑖2]
−1𝛼

𝑖3
−1𝛼

𝑖4
−1 … 𝛼𝑖𝑁−3

−1 (𝛼−1 ⋅ 𝛼−1).

(D.13)

The  is given by
(2𝑁3 + 12𝑁2 − 230𝑁 + 600)𝛼(𝑖1−4𝛼

𝑖2
−1𝛼

𝑖3
−1 … 𝛼𝑖𝑁−3)

−1 − (6𝑁2 + 18𝑁 − 240)𝛼(𝑖1−3𝛼
𝑖2
−2𝛼

𝑖3
−1 … 𝛼𝑖𝑁−3)

−1 +

+(24𝑁 + 120)𝛼(𝑖1−2𝛼
𝑖2
−2𝛼

𝑖3
−2 … 𝛼𝑖𝑁−3)

−1 + (3𝑁2 − 27𝑁 + 60)𝛼(𝑖1−2𝛼
𝑖2
−1𝛼

𝑖3
−1 … 𝛼𝑖𝑁−3)

−1 (𝛼−1 ⋅ 𝛼−1)+

−(4𝑁3 − 48𝑁2 + 188𝑁 − 240)𝛼𝑖1−1𝛼
𝑖2
−1𝛼

𝑖3
−1 … 𝛼𝑖𝑁−3

−1 (𝛼−2 ⋅ 𝛼−1)

(D.14)

D.5.  Depth 4

We have two trajectories of Weinberg states (generation 0), one  starting from level 9, and one  

starting at level 12. In addition, there are eleven higher generation trajectories: one  that starts at level 11 (gen-

eration 1), one  that starts at level 8 (generation 1), three  that start at level 10 (generation 2), three 

 that start at level 9 (generation 3), and three  that start at level 8 (generation 4).

The  is given by
𝛼[𝑖1−3𝛼

𝑖2
−2𝛼

𝑖3]
−1𝛼

[𝑖4
−2𝛼

𝑖5]
−1 … 𝛼𝑖𝑁−4

−1 (D.15)

while the  is given by
𝛼[𝑖1−2𝛼

𝑖2]
−1𝛼

[𝑖3
−2𝛼

𝑖4]
−1𝛼

[𝑖5
−2𝛼

𝑖6]
−1𝛼

[𝑖7
−2𝛼

𝑖8]
−1 … 𝛼𝑖𝑁−4

−1 . (D.16)

The  is given by
(2𝑁 − 20)(𝛼(𝑖1−3𝛼

𝑖2
−2𝛼

𝑖3)
−2𝛼

𝑖4
−1𝛼

𝑖5
−1𝛼

𝑖6
−1 − antisym.)𝛼

𝑖7
−1 … 𝛼𝑖𝑁−4

−1 − 9𝛼[𝑖1−2𝛼
𝑖4]
−1𝛼

[𝑖2
−2𝛼

𝑖5]
−1𝛼

[𝑖3
−2𝛼

𝑖6]
−1𝛼

(𝑖7
−2 … 𝛼𝑖𝑁−4)

−1 , (D.17)
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where antisym. means that one should antisymmetrize 𝑖1 ↔ 𝑖4, 𝑖2 ↔ 𝑖5, 𝑖3 ↔ 𝑖6.

 is given by

(𝑁 − 7)𝛼[𝑖1−4𝛼
𝑖2
−2𝛼

𝑖3]
−1 … 𝛼𝑖𝑁−4

−1 − 2𝛼[𝑖1−3𝛼
𝑖2
−2𝛼

𝑖3]
−1𝛼

(𝑖4
−2 … 𝛼𝑖𝑁−4)

−1 . (D.18)

The three  are given by

(9𝑁 − 45)
[

𝛼(𝑖1−4𝛼
𝑖2)
−2𝛼

𝑖3
−1𝛼

𝑖4
−1 − {𝑖1 ↔ 𝑖3} − {𝑖2 ↔ 𝑖4} + {𝑖1 ↔ 𝑖3, 𝑖2 ↔ 𝑖4}

]

𝛼𝑖5−1𝛼
𝑖6
−1 … 𝛼𝑖𝑁−4

−1 +

−(20𝑁 − 100)𝛼[𝑖1−3𝛼
𝑖3]
−1𝛼

[𝑖2
−3𝛼

𝑖4]
−1𝛼

𝑖5
−1𝛼

𝑖6
−1 … 𝛼𝑖𝑁−4

−1 +

−24
[

𝛼(𝑖5−3𝛼
𝑖6
−1 … 𝛼𝑖𝑁−4)

−1 𝛼[𝑖1−2𝛼
𝑖3]
−1𝛼

[𝑖2
−2𝛼

𝑖4]
−1 + 𝛼

𝑖5
−1𝛼

𝑖6
−1 … 𝛼𝑖𝑁−4

−1 (𝛼[𝑖2−2𝛼
𝑖4]
−3𝛼

[𝑖1
−2𝛼

𝑖3]
−1 + 𝛼

[𝑖1
−2𝛼

𝑖3]
−3𝛼

[𝑖2
−2𝛼

𝑖4]
−1)

]

+

+12
[

𝛼𝑖1−3𝛼
[𝑖2
−2𝛼

𝑖4]
−1𝛼

(𝑖3
−2𝛼

𝑖5
−1𝛼

𝑖6
−1 … 𝛼𝑖𝑁−4)

−1 + {𝑖1 ↔ 𝑖2, 𝑖3 ↔ 𝑖4}+

+{𝑖1 ↔ 𝑖4, 𝑖2 ↔ 𝑖3} + {𝑖1 ↔ 𝑖3, 𝑖2 ↔ 𝑖4}
]

,

(D.19)

and

(9𝑁2 − 135𝑁 + 486)
[

𝛼(𝑖1−4𝛼
𝑖2)
−2𝛼

𝑖3
−1𝛼

𝑖4
−1 − {𝑖1 ↔ 𝑖3} − {𝑖2 ↔ 𝑖4}+

+{𝑖1 ↔ 𝑖3, 𝑖2 ↔ 𝑖4}
]

𝛼𝑖5−1𝛼
𝑖6
−1 … 𝛼𝑖𝑁−4

−1 +

−(12𝑁2 − 164𝑁 + 504)𝛼[𝑖1−3𝛼
𝑖3]
−1𝛼

[𝑖2
−3𝛼

𝑖4]
−1𝛼

𝑖5
−1𝛼

𝑖6
−1 … 𝛼𝑖𝑁−4

−1 +

−(24𝑁 − 216)
[

𝛼(𝑖5−3𝛼
𝑖6
−1 … 𝛼𝑖𝑁−4)

−1 𝛼[𝑖1−2𝛼
𝑖3]
−1𝛼

[𝑖2
−2𝛼

𝑖4]
−1+

+𝛼𝑖5−1𝛼
𝑖6
−1 … 𝛼𝑖𝑁−4

−1 (𝛼[𝑖2−2𝛼
𝑖4]
−3𝛼

[𝑖1
−2𝛼

𝑖3]
−1 + 𝛼

[𝑖1
−2𝛼

𝑖3]
−3𝛼

[𝑖2
−2𝛼

𝑖4]
−1)

]

+

+36𝛼[𝑖1−2𝛼
𝑖3]
−1𝛼

[𝑖2
−2𝛼

𝑖4]
−1𝛼

(𝑖5
−2𝛼

𝑖6
−2 … 𝛼𝑖𝑁−4)

−1 ,

(D.20)

and

(9𝑁 − 9)
[

𝛼(𝑖1−4𝛼
𝑖2)
−2𝛼

𝑖3
−1𝛼

𝑖4
−1 − {𝑖1 ↔ 𝑖3} − {𝑖2 ↔ 𝑖4}+

+{𝑖1 ↔ 𝑖3, 𝑖2 ↔ 𝑖4}
]

𝛼𝑖5−1𝛼
𝑖6
−1 … 𝛼𝑖𝑁−4

−1 +

−(12𝑁 + 20)𝛼[𝑖1−3𝛼
𝑖3]
−1𝛼

[𝑖2
−3𝛼

𝑖4]
−1𝛼

𝑖5
−1𝛼

𝑖6
−1 … 𝛼𝑖𝑁−4

−1 +

−12
[

𝛼(𝑖5−3𝛼
𝑖6
−1 … 𝛼𝑖𝑁−4)

−1 𝛼[𝑖1−2𝛼
𝑖3]
−1𝛼

[𝑖2
−2𝛼

𝑖4]
−1+

+𝛼𝑖5−1𝛼
𝑖6
−1 … 𝛼𝑖𝑁−4

−1 (𝛼[𝑖2−2𝛼
𝑖4]
−3𝛼

[𝑖1
−2𝛼

𝑖3]
−1 + 𝛼

[𝑖1
−2𝛼

𝑖3]
−3𝛼

[𝑖2
−2𝛼

𝑖4]
−1)

]

+

−18𝛼[𝑖1−2𝛼
𝑖3]
−1𝛼

[𝑖2
−2𝛼

𝑖4]
−1(𝛼−1 ⋅ 𝛼−1)𝛼

𝑖5
−1𝛼

𝑖6
−1 … 𝛼𝑖𝑁−4

−1 ,

(D.21)

where the appearance of {𝑖𝑎 ↔ 𝑖𝑏,…} after some explicit tensor structure 𝑡 indicates that 𝑡 should be added again, up to a relabeling 
of the indices as prescribed inside the curly brackets.
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The three  are given by

(12𝑁4 − 300𝑁3 + 2760𝑁2 − 11040𝑁 + 16128)𝛼[𝑖1−5𝛼
𝑖2]
−1𝛼

𝑖3
−1𝛼

𝑖4
−1𝛼

𝑖5
−1 … 𝛼𝑖𝑁−4

−1 +

−(15𝑁3 − 270𝑁2 + 1515𝑁 − 2520)(𝛼[𝑖1−2𝛼
𝑖2]
−4𝛼

𝑖3
−1𝛼

𝑖4
−1𝛼

𝑖5
−1 … 𝛼𝑖𝑁−4

−1 + 𝛼[𝑖1−2𝛼
𝑖2]
−1𝛼

(𝑖3
−4𝛼

𝑖4
−1𝛼

𝑖5
−1 … 𝛼𝑖𝑁−4)

−1 )+

−(30𝑁3 − 585𝑁2 + 3705𝑁 − 7560)(𝛼𝑖1−4𝛼
(𝑖2
−2𝛼

𝑖3
−1𝛼

𝑖4
−1𝛼

𝑖5
−1 … 𝛼𝑖𝑁−4)

−1 − {𝑖1 ↔ 𝑖2})+

−(20𝑁3 − 380𝑁2 + 2320𝑁 − 4480)𝛼[𝑖1−3𝛼
𝑖2]
−1𝛼

(𝑖3
−3𝛼

𝑖4
−1𝛼

𝑖5
−1 … 𝛼𝑖𝑁−4)

−1 +

+(60𝑁2 − 690𝑁 + 1680)(𝛼[𝑖1−2𝛼
𝑖2]
−3𝛼

(𝑖3
−2𝛼

𝑖4
−1𝛼

𝑖5
−1 … 𝛼𝑖𝑁−4)

−1 + 𝛼[𝑖1−2𝛼
𝑖2]
−1𝛼

(𝑖3
−3𝛼

𝑖4
−2𝛼

𝑖5
−1 … 𝛼𝑖𝑁−4)

−1 )+

+(90𝑁2 − 1140𝑁 + 3360)(𝛼𝑖1−3𝛼
(𝑖2
−2𝛼

𝑖3
−2𝛼

𝑖4
−1𝛼

𝑖5
−1 … 𝛼𝑖𝑁−4)

−1 − {𝑖1 ↔ 𝑖2})+

−(315𝑁 − 1260)𝛼[𝑖1−2𝛼
𝑖2]
−1𝛼

(𝑖3
−2𝛼

𝑖4
−2𝛼

𝑖5
−2 … 𝛼𝑖𝑁−4)

−1 ,

(D.22)

and

(72𝑁3 − 1044𝑁2 + 4968𝑁 − 7776)𝛼[𝑖1−5𝛼
𝑖2]
−1𝛼

𝑖3
−1𝛼

𝑖4
−1𝛼

𝑖5
−1 … 𝛼𝑖𝑁−4

−1 +

−(90𝑁2 − 360𝑁 + 270)(𝛼[𝑖1−2𝛼
𝑖2]
−4𝛼

𝑖3
−1𝛼

𝑖4
−1𝛼

𝑖5
−1 … 𝛼𝑖𝑁−4

−1 + 𝛼[𝑖1−2𝛼
𝑖2]
−1𝛼

(𝑖3
−4𝛼

𝑖4
−1𝛼

𝑖5
−1 … 𝛼𝑖𝑁−4)

−1 )+

−(180𝑁2 − 990𝑁 + 810)(𝛼𝑖1−4𝛼
(𝑖2
−2𝛼

𝑖3
−1𝛼

𝑖4
−1𝛼

𝑖5
−1 … 𝛼𝑖𝑁−4)

−1 − {𝑖1 ↔ 𝑖2})+

+(20𝑁2 + 1160𝑁 − 4960)𝛼[𝑖1−3𝛼
𝑖2]
−1𝛼

(𝑖3
−3𝛼

𝑖4
−1𝛼

𝑖5
−1 … 𝛼𝑖𝑁−4)

−1 +

+(150𝑁 − 780)(𝛼[𝑖1−2𝛼
𝑖2]
−3𝛼

(𝑖3
−2𝛼

𝑖4
−1𝛼

𝑖5
−1 … 𝛼𝑖𝑁−4)

−1 + 𝛼[𝑖1−2𝛼
𝑖2]
−1𝛼

(𝑖3
−3𝛼

𝑖4
−2𝛼

𝑖5
−1 … 𝛼𝑖𝑁−4)

−1 )+

+(120𝑁 − 120)(𝛼𝑖1−3𝛼
(𝑖2
−2𝛼

𝑖3
−2𝛼

𝑖4
−1𝛼

𝑖5
−1 … 𝛼𝑖𝑁−4)

−1 − {𝑖1 ↔ 𝑖2})+

−(210𝑁2 − 2100𝑁 + 5040)𝛼[𝑖1−3𝛼
𝑖2]
−1(𝛼−1 ⋅ 𝛼−1)𝛼

𝑖3
−1𝛼

𝑖4
−1𝛼

𝑖5
−1 … 𝛼𝑖𝑁−4

−1 +

+(315𝑁 − 1260)𝛼[𝑖1−2𝛼
𝑖2]
−1(𝛼−1 ⋅ 𝛼−1)𝛼

(𝑖3
−2𝛼

𝑖4
−1𝛼

𝑖5
−1 … 𝛼𝑖𝑁−4)

−1 ,

(D.23)

and

(4𝑁3 + 26𝑁2 − 564𝑁 + 1584)𝛼[𝑖1−5𝛼
𝑖2]
−1𝛼

𝑖3
−1𝛼

𝑖4
−1𝛼

𝑖5
−1 … 𝛼𝑖𝑁−4

−1 +

+(30𝑁2 + 300𝑁 − 2430)(𝛼[𝑖1−2𝛼
𝑖2]
−4𝛼

𝑖3
−1𝛼

𝑖4
−1𝛼

𝑖5
−1 … 𝛼𝑖𝑁−4

−1 + 𝛼[𝑖1−2𝛼
𝑖2]
−1𝛼

(𝑖3
−4𝛼

𝑖4
−1𝛼

𝑖5
−1 … 𝛼𝑖𝑁−4)

−1 )+

−(10𝑁2 + 50𝑁 − 1110)(𝛼𝑖1−4𝛼
(𝑖2
−2𝛼

𝑖3
−1𝛼

𝑖4
−1𝛼

𝑖5
−1 … 𝛼𝑖𝑁−4)

−1 − {𝑖1 ↔ 𝑖2})+

−(30𝑁2 + 200𝑁 − 1280)𝛼[𝑖1−3𝛼
𝑖2]
−1𝛼

(𝑖3
−3𝛼

𝑖4
−1𝛼

𝑖5
−1 … 𝛼𝑖𝑁−4)

−1 +

−(50𝑁 + 300)(𝛼[𝑖1−2𝛼
𝑖2]
−3𝛼

(𝑖3
−2𝛼

𝑖4
−1𝛼

𝑖5
−1 … 𝛼𝑖𝑁−4)

−1 + 𝛼[𝑖1−2𝛼
𝑖2]
−1𝛼

(𝑖3
−3𝛼

𝑖4
−2𝛼

𝑖5
−1 … 𝛼𝑖𝑁−4)

−1 )+

+(100𝑁 + 600)(𝛼𝑖1−3𝛼
(𝑖2
−2𝛼

𝑖3
−2𝛼

𝑖4
−1𝛼

𝑖5
−1 … 𝛼𝑖𝑁−4)

−1 − {𝑖1 ↔ 𝑖2})+

+(35𝑁2 − 350𝑁 + 840)𝛼[𝑖1−3𝛼
𝑖2]
−1(𝛼−1 ⋅ 𝛼−1)𝛼

𝑖3
−1𝛼

𝑖4
−1𝛼

𝑖5
−1 … 𝛼𝑖𝑁−4

−1 +

−(70𝑁2 − 700𝑁 + 1680)𝛼[𝑖1−2𝛼
𝑖2]
−1(𝛼−2 ⋅ 𝛼−1)𝛼

𝑖3
−1𝛼

𝑖4
−1𝛼

𝑖5
−1 … 𝛼𝑖𝑁−4

−1 .

(D.24)

Lastly, the three  are given by

(36𝑁4 − 240𝑁3 − 3492𝑁2 + 36096𝑁 − 85680)𝛼(𝑖1−5𝛼
𝑖2
−1𝛼

𝑖3
−1𝛼

𝑖4
−1 … 𝛼𝑖𝑁−4)

−1 +

−(120𝑁3 − 900𝑁2 − 3540𝑁 + 27720)𝛼(𝑖1−4𝛼
𝑖2
−2𝛼

𝑖3
−1𝛼

𝑖4
−1 … 𝛼𝑖𝑁−4)

−1 +

−(80𝑁3 − 160𝑁2 − 8080𝑁 + 36960)𝛼(𝑖1−3𝛼
𝑖2
−3𝛼

𝑖3
−1𝛼

𝑖4
−1 … 𝛼𝑖𝑁−4)

−1 +

+(450𝑁2 − 1230𝑁 − 13440)𝛼(𝑖1−3𝛼
𝑖2
−2𝛼

𝑖3
−2𝛼

𝑖4
−1 … 𝛼𝑖𝑁−4)

−1 +

+(60𝑁3 − 1080𝑁2 + 6420𝑁 − 12600)𝛼(𝑖1−3𝛼
𝑖2
−1𝛼

𝑖3
−1𝛼

𝑖4
−1 … 𝛼𝑖𝑁−4)

−1 (𝛼−1 ⋅ 𝛼−1)+

−(60𝑁4 − 1320𝑁3 + 10740𝑁2 − 38280𝑁 + 50400)𝛼𝑖1−1𝛼
𝑖2
−1𝛼

𝑖3
−1𝛼

𝑖4
−1 … 𝛼𝑖𝑁−4

−1 (𝛼−3 ⋅ 𝛼−1)+

−(2430𝑁 + 6210)𝛼(𝑖1−2𝛼
𝑖2
−2𝛼

𝑖3
−2𝛼

𝑖4
−2 … 𝛼𝑖𝑁−4)

−1 +

−(135𝑁2 − 1755𝑁 + 5670)𝛼(𝑖1−2𝛼
𝑖2
−2𝛼

𝑖3
−1𝛼

𝑖4
−1 … 𝛼𝑖𝑁−4)

−1 (𝛼−1 ⋅ 𝛼−1)+

+(60𝑁3 − 1080𝑁2 + 6420𝑁 − 12600)𝛼(𝑖1−2𝛼
𝑖2
−1𝛼

𝑖3
−1𝛼

𝑖4
−1 … 𝛼𝑖𝑁−4)

−1 (𝛼−2 ⋅ 𝛼−1),

(D.25)
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and

(54𝑁4 − 1044𝑁3 + 7074𝑁2 − 19044𝑁 + 15120)𝛼(𝑖1−5𝛼
𝑖2
−1𝛼

𝑖3
−1𝛼

𝑖4
−1 … 𝛼𝑖𝑁−4)

−1 +

−(180𝑁3 − 3060𝑁2 + 16920𝑁 − 30240)𝛼(𝑖1−4𝛼
𝑖2
−2𝛼

𝑖3
−1𝛼

𝑖4
−1 … 𝛼𝑖𝑁−4)

−1 +

−(80𝑁3 − 400𝑁2 − 4960𝑁 + 26880)𝛼(𝑖1−3𝛼
𝑖2
−3𝛼

𝑖3
−1𝛼

𝑖4
−1 … 𝛼𝑖𝑁−4)

−1 +

+(600𝑁2 − 5640𝑁 + 10080)𝛼(𝑖1−3𝛼
𝑖2
−2𝛼

𝑖3
−2𝛼

𝑖4
−1 … 𝛼𝑖𝑁−4)

−1 +

+(120𝑁3 − 2160𝑁2 + 12840𝑁 − 25200)𝛼(𝑖1−3𝛼
𝑖2
−1𝛼

𝑖3
−1𝛼

𝑖4
−1 … 𝛼𝑖𝑁−4)

−1 (𝛼−1 ⋅ 𝛼−1)+

−(90𝑁4 − 1980𝑁3 + 16110𝑁2 − 57420𝑁 + 75600)𝛼𝑖1−1𝛼
𝑖2
−1𝛼

𝑖3
−1𝛼

𝑖4
−1 … 𝛼𝑖𝑁−4

−1 (𝛼−3 ⋅ 𝛼−1)+

−(3240𝑁 − 9720)𝛼(𝑖1−2𝛼
𝑖2
−2𝛼

𝑖3
−2𝛼

𝑖4
−2 … 𝛼𝑖𝑁−4)

−1 +

−(180𝑁2 − 2340𝑁 + 7560)𝛼(𝑖1−2𝛼
𝑖2
−2𝛼

𝑖3
−1𝛼

𝑖4
−1 … 𝛼𝑖𝑁−4)

−1 (𝛼−1 ⋅ 𝛼−1)+

+(45𝑁4 − 990𝑁3 + 8055𝑁2 − 28710𝑁 + 37800)𝛼𝑖1−1𝛼
𝑖2
−1𝛼

𝑖3
−1𝛼

𝑖4
−1 … 𝛼𝑖𝑁−4

−1 (𝛼−2 ⋅ 𝛼−2),

(D.26)

and

(36𝑁4 + 216𝑁3 − 11700𝑁2 + 84888𝑁 − 181440)𝛼(𝑖1−5𝛼
𝑖2
−1𝛼

𝑖3
−1𝛼

𝑖4
−1 … 𝛼𝑖𝑁−4)

−1 +

−(40𝑁4 + 80𝑁3 − 2440𝑁2 − 22640𝑁 + 154560)𝛼(𝑖1−3𝛼
𝑖2
−3𝛼

𝑖3
−1𝛼

𝑖4
−1 … 𝛼𝑖𝑁−4)

−1 +

+(120𝑁3 − 4440𝑁 − 10080)𝛼(𝑖1−3𝛼
𝑖2
−2𝛼

𝑖3
−2𝛼

𝑖4
−1 … 𝛼𝑖𝑁−4)

−1 +

+(60𝑁4 − 480𝑁3 − 4380𝑁2 + 51600𝑁 − 126000)𝛼(𝑖1−3𝛼
𝑖2
−1𝛼

𝑖3
−1𝛼

𝑖4
−1 … 𝛼𝑖𝑁−4)

−1 (𝛼−1 ⋅ 𝛼−1)+

−(180𝑁4 − 3960𝑁3 + 32220𝑁2 − 114840𝑁 + 151200)𝛼𝑖1−1𝛼
𝑖2
−1𝛼

𝑖3
−1𝛼

𝑖4
−1 … 𝛼𝑖𝑁−4

−1 (𝛼−3 ⋅ 𝛼−1)+

−(1080𝑁2 + 2160𝑁 − 3240)𝛼(𝑖1−2𝛼
𝑖2
−2𝛼

𝑖3
−2𝛼

𝑖4
−2 … 𝛼𝑖𝑁−4)

−1 +

−(180𝑁3 − 1800𝑁2 + 540𝑁 + 22680)𝛼(𝑖1−2𝛼
𝑖2
−2𝛼

𝑖3
−1𝛼

𝑖4
−1 … 𝛼𝑖𝑁−4)

−1 (𝛼−1 ⋅ 𝛼−1)+

−(45𝑁4 − 990𝑁3 + 8055𝑁2 − 28710𝑁 + 37800)𝛼𝑖1−1𝛼
𝑖2
−1𝛼

𝑖3
−1𝛼

𝑖4
−1 … 𝛼𝑖𝑁−4

−1 (𝛼−1 ⋅ 𝛼−1)2.

(D.27)

References

[1] S. Weinberg, Feynman rules for any spin, Phys. Rev. 133 (1964) B1318–B1332. https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRev.133.B1318
[2] D. Amati, M. Ciafaloni, G. Veneziano, Superstring collisions at Planckian energies, Phys. Lett. B 197 (1987) 81. https://doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(87)90346-7
[3] D.J. Gross, P.F. Mende, String theory beyond the Planck scale, Nucl. Phys. B 303 (1988) 407–454. https://doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(88)90390-2
[4] D.J. Gross, P.F. Mende, The high-energy behavior of string scattering amplitudes, Phys. Lett. B 197 (1987) 129–134. https://doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(87)

90355-8
[5] J. Scherk, J.H. Schwarz, Dual models for nonhadrons, Nucl. Phys. B 81 (1974) 118–144. https://doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(74)90010-8
[6] D. Amati, M. Ciafaloni, G. Veneziano, Can space-time be probed below the string size?, Phys. Lett. B 216 (1989) 41–47. https://doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(89)

91366-X
[7] A. Sagnotti, M. Taronna, String lessons for higher-Spin interactions, Nucl. Phys. B 842 (2011) 299–361. arXiv:1006.5242 [hep-th]. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.

nuclphysb.2010.08.019
[8] E. Del Giudice, P. Di Vecchia, S. Fubini, General properties of the dual resonance model, Annal. Phys. 70 (1972) 378–398. https://doi.org/10.1016/

0003-4916(72)90272-2
[9] M. Ademollo, E. Del Giudice, P. Di Vecchia, S. Fubini, Couplings of three excited particles in the dual-resonance model, Nuovo Cim. A 19 (1974) 181–203. 

https://doi.org/10.1007/BF02801846
[10] M. Bianchi, M. Firrotta, DDF operators, open string coherent states and their scattering amplitudes, Nucl. Phys. B 952 (2020) 114943. arXiv:1902.07016 [hep-th]. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysb.2020.114943
[11] M. Firrotta, V. Rosenhaus, Photon emission from an excited string, JHEP 09 (2022) 211. arXiv:2207.01641 [hep-th]. https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP09(2022)211
[12] M. Firrotta, E. Kiritsis, V. Niarchos, Scattering, absorption and emission of highly excited strings, JHEP 01 (2025) 051. arXiv:2407.16476 [hep-th]. https:

//doi.org/10.1007/JHEP01(2025)051
[13] M. Firrotta, Veneziano and Shapiro-Virasoro amplitudes of arbitrarily excited strings, JHEP 06 (2024) 115. arXiv:2402.16183 [hep-th]. https://doi.org/10.1007/

JHEP06(2024)115
[14] D. Biswas, R. Marotta, I. Pesando, The reggeon vertex for DDF states, JHEP 04 (2025) 073. arXiv:2410.17093 [hep-th]. https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP04(2025)

073
[15] D. Biswas, I. Pesando, Framed DDF operators and the general solution to Virasoro constraints, Eur. Phys. J. C 84 (7) (2024) 657. arXiv:2402.13066 [hep-th]. 

https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-024-12883-7
[16] H. Elvang, Y.-t. Huang, Scattering Amplitudes in Gauge Theory and Gravity, Cambridge University Press, 2015.
[17] N. Arkani-Hamed, T.-C. Huang, Y.-t. Huang, Scattering amplitudes for all masses and spins, JHEP 11 (2021) 070. arXiv:1709.04891 [hep-th]. https://doi.org/

10.1007/JHEP11(2021)070
[18] A. Guevara, A. Ochirov, J. Vines, Black-hole scattering with general spin directions from minimal-coupling amplitudes, Phys. Rev. D 100 (10) (2019) 104024. 

arXiv:1906.10071 [hep-th]. https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.100.104024
[19] N. Arkani-Hamed, Y.-t. Huang, D. O’Connell, Kerr black holes as elementary particles, JHEP 01 (2020) 046. arXiv:1906.10100 [hep-th]. https://doi.org/10.

1007/JHEP01(2020)046
[20] M.-Z. Chung, Y.-T. Huang, J.-W. Kim, S. Lee, The simplest massive S-matrix: from minimal coupling to black holes, JHEP 04 (2019) 156. arXiv:1812.08752 

[hep-th]. https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP04(2019)156
[21] L. Cangemi, M. Chiodaroli, H. Johansson, A. Ochirov, P. Pichini, E. Skvortsov, Kerr black holes from massive higher-spin gauge symmetry, Phys. Rev. Lett. 131 

(22) (2023) 221401. arXiv:2212.06120 [hep-th]. https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.131.221401
[22] L. Cangemi, M. Chiodaroli, H. Johansson, A. Ochirov, P. Pichini, E. Skvortsov, Compton amplitude for rotating black hole from QFT, Phys. Rev. Lett. 133 (7) 

(2024) 071601. arXiv:2312.14913 [hep-th]. https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.133.071601
[23] L. Cangemi, P. Pichini, Classical limit of higher-spin string amplitudes, JHEP 06 (2023) 167. arXiv:2207.03947 [hep-th]. https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP06(2023)

167

Nuclear Physics, Section B 1025 (2026) 117397 

49 

https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRev.133.B1318
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRev.133.B1318
https://doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(87)90346-7
https://doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(87)90346-7
https://doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(88)90390-2
https://doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(88)90390-2
https://doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(87)90355-8
https://doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(87)90355-8
https://doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(87)90355-8
https://doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(87)90355-8
https://doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(74)90010-8
https://doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(74)90010-8
https://doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(89)91366-X
https://doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(89)91366-X
https://doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(89)91366-X
https://doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(89)91366-X
http://arxiv.orgabs.arXiv:1006.5242 [hep-th]
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysb.2010.08.019
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysb.2010.08.019
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysb.2010.08.019
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysb.2010.08.019
https://doi.org/10.1016/0003-4916(72)90272-2
https://doi.org/10.1016/0003-4916(72)90272-2
https://doi.org/10.1016/0003-4916(72)90272-2
https://doi.org/10.1016/0003-4916(72)90272-2
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF02801846
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF02801846
http://arxiv.orgabs.arXiv:1902.07016 [hep-th]
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysb.2020.114943
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysb.2020.114943
http://arxiv.orgabs.arXiv:2207.01641 [hep-th]
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP09(2022)211
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP09(2022)211
http://arxiv.orgabs.arXiv:2407.16476 [hep-th]
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP01(2025)051
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP01(2025)051
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP01(2025)051
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP01(2025)051
http://arxiv.orgabs.arXiv:2402.16183 [hep-th]
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP06(2024)115
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP06(2024)115
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP06(2024)115
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP06(2024)115
http://arxiv.orgabs.arXiv:2410.17093 [hep-th]
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP04(2025)073
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP04(2025)073
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP04(2025)073
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP04(2025)073
http://arxiv.orgabs.arXiv:2402.13066 [hep-th]
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-024-12883-7
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-024-12883-7
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0550-3213(26)00105-7/sbref0016
http://arxiv.orgabs.arXiv:1709.04891 [hep-th]
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP11(2021)070
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP11(2021)070
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP11(2021)070
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP11(2021)070
http://arxiv.orgabs.arXiv:1906.10071 [hep-th]
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.100.104024
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.100.104024
http://arxiv.orgabs.arXiv:1906.10100 [hep-th]
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP01(2020)046
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP01(2020)046
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP01(2020)046
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP01(2020)046
http://arxiv.orgabs.arXiv:1812.08752 [hep-th]
http://arxiv.orgabs.arXiv:1812.08752 [hep-th]
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP04(2019)156
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP04(2019)156
http://arxiv.orgabs.arXiv:2212.06120 [hep-th]
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.131.221401
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.131.221401
http://arxiv.orgabs.arXiv:2312.14913 [hep-th]
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.133.071601
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.133.071601
http://arxiv.orgabs.arXiv:2207.03947 [hep-th]
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP06(2023)167
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP06(2023)167
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP06(2023)167
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP06(2023)167


B. Bucciotti, F. Figueroa and G.L. Pimentel

[24] P. Pichini, A Kerr-full study of higher-spin amplitudes : an on-shell construction of higher-spin amplitudes for black holes and strings, Ph.D. thesis, Uppsala U., 
2023.

[25] L. Cangemi, M. Chiodaroli, H. Johansson, A. Ochirov, P. Pichini, E. Skvortsov, From higher-spin gauge interactions to compton amplitudes for root-Kerr, JHEP 
09 (2024) 196. arXiv:2311.14668 [hep-th]. https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP09(2024)196

[26] D.J. Gross, V. Rosenhaus, Chaotic scattering of highly excited strings, JHEP 05 (2021) 048. arXiv:2103.15301 [hep-th]. https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP05(2021)
048

[27] M. Bianchi, M. Firrotta, J. Sonnenschein, D. Weissman, Measure for chaotic scattering amplitudes, Phys. Rev. Lett. 129 (26) (2022) 261601. arXiv:2207.13112 
[hep-th]. https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.129.261601

[28] M. Bianchi, M. Firrotta, J. Sonnenschein, D. Weissman, Measuring chaos in string scattering processes, Phys. Rev. D 108 (6) (2023) 066006. arXiv:2303.17233 
[hep-th]. https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.108.066006

[29] M. Firrotta, The chaotic emergence of thermalization in highly excited string decays, JHEP 04 (2023) 052. arXiv:2301.04069 [hep-th]. https://doi.org/10.1007/
JHEP04(2023)052

[30] I. Pesando, No ”chaos” in bosonic string massive scalar amplitudes (2025). arXiv:2502.03539 [hep-th].
[31] I.G. Koh, W. Troost, A. Van Proeyen, Covariant higher spin vertex operators in the Ramond sector, Nucl. Phys. B 292 (1987) 201–221. https://doi.org/10.1016/

0550-3213(87)90642-0
[32] W.-Z. Feng, D. Lust, O. Schlotterer, S. Stieberger, T.R. Taylor, Direct production of lightest Regge resonances, Nucl. Phys. B 843 (2011) 570–601. arXiv:1007.5254 

[hep-th]. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysb.2010.10.013
[33] M. Bianchi, L. Lopez, R. Richter, On stable higher spin states in heterotic string theories, JHEP 03 (2011) 051. arXiv:1010.1177 [hep-th]. https://doi.org/10.

1007/JHEP03(2011)051
[34] W.-Z. Feng, T.R. Taylor, Higher level string resonances in four dimensions, Nucl. Phys. B 856 (2012) 247–277. arXiv:1110.1087 [hep-th]. https://doi.org/10.

1016/j.nuclphysb.2011.11.004
[35] K. Benakli, N. Berkovits, C.A. Daniel, M. Lize, Higher-spin states of the superstring in an electromagnetic background, JHEP 12 (2021) 112. arXiv:2110.07623 

[hep-th]. https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP12(2021)112
[36] D. Lüst, C. Markou, P. Mazloumi, S. Stieberger, A stringy massive double copy, JHEP 08 (2023) 193. arXiv:2301.07110 [hep-th]. https://doi.org/10.1007/

JHEP08(2023)193
[37] I. Pesando, The bosonic string spectrum and the explicit states up to level 10 from the lightcone and the chaotic behavior of certain string amplitudes, Eur. Phys. 

J. C 85 (4) (2025) 371. arXiv:2405.09987 [hep-th]. https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-025-13955-y
[38] J.L. Manes, M.A.H. Vozmediano, A simple construction of string vertex operators, Nucl. Phys. B 326 (1989) 271–284. https://doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(89)

90444-6
[39] M. Taronna, Higher Spins and String Interactions, Other thesis, 2010. arXiv:1005.3061.
[40] R. Rahman, M. Taronna, From higher spins to strings: a primer, Lect. Note. Phys. 1028 (2024) 1–119. arXiv:1512.07932 [hep-th]. https://doi.org/10.1007/

978-3-031-59656-8_1
[41] O. Schlotterer, Higher spin scattering in superstring theory, Nucl. Phys. B 849 (2011) 433–460. arXiv:1011.1235 [hep-th]. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysb.

2011.03.026
[42] C. Markou, E. Skvortsov, An excursion into the string spectrum, JHEP 12 (2023) 055. arXiv:2309.15988 [hep-th]. https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP12(2023)055
[43] T. Basile, C. Markou, On the deep superstring spectrum, JHEP 07 (2024) 184. arXiv:2405.18467 [hep-th]. https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP07(2024)184
[44] J. Polchinski, String theory. Vol. 1: an introduction to the bosonic string, Cambridge Monographs on Mathematical Physics, Cambridge University Press, 2007. 

https://doi.org/10.1017/CBO9780511816079
[45] M.B. Green, J.H. Schwarz, E. Witten, Superstring Theory. Vol. 1: Introduction, Cambridge Monographs on Mathematical Physics, 1988.
[46] R. Blumenhagen, D. Lüst, S. Theisen, Basic concepts of string theory, Theoretical and Mathematical Physics, Springer, Heidelberg, Germany, Heidelberg, Germany, 

2013. https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-642-29497-6
[47] E.P. Wigner, On unitary representations of the inhomogeneous Lorentz group, Annal. Math. 40 (1939) 149–204. https://doi.org/10.2307/1968551
[48] V. Bargmann, E.P. Wigner, Group theoretical discussion of relativistic wave equations, Proc. Nat. Acad. Sci. 34 (1948) 211. https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.34.5.

211
[49] S. Weinberg, The Quantum Theory of Fields. Vol. 1: Foundations, Cambridge University Press, 2005. https://doi.org/10.1017/CBO9781139644167
[50] X. Bekaert, N. Boulanger, The unitary representations of the Poincaré group in any spacetime dimension, SciPost Phys. Lect. Note. 30 (2021) 1. arXiv:hep-

th/0611263. https://doi.org/10.21468/SciPostPhysLectNotes.30
[51] R. Sasaki, I. Yamanaka, Vertex operators for a bosonic string, Phys. Lett. B 165 (1985) 283–288. https://doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(85)91231-6
[52] F. Alessio, P. Di Vecchia, M. Firrotta, P. Pichini, Searching for Kerr in string amplitudes (2025). arXiv:2506.15529 [hep-th].
[53] S. Weinberg, Coupling constants and vertex functions in string theories, Phys. Lett. B 156 (1985) 309–314. https://doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(85)91615-6
[54] A. Hanany, D. Forcella, J. Troost, The covariant perturbative string spectrum, Nucl. Phys. B 846 (2011) 212–225. arXiv:1007.2622 [hep-th]. https://doi.org/10.

1016/j.nuclphysb.2011.01.002
[55] D. Lüst, N. Mekareeya, O. Schlotterer, A. Thomson, Refined partition functions for open superstrings with 4, 8 and 16 supercharges, Nucl. Phys. B 876 (2013) 

55–146. arXiv:1211.1018 [hep-th]. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysb.2013.08.003
[56] M. Bianchi, J.F. Morales, H. Samtleben, On stringy AdS(5) x S**5 and higher spin holography, JHEP 07 (2003) 062. arXiv:hep-th/0305052. https://doi.org/10.

1088/1126-6708/2003/07/062
[57] P. Goddard, J. Goldstone, C. Rebbi, C.B. Thorn, Quantum dynamics of a massless relativistic string, Nucl. Phys. B 56 (1973) 109–135. https://doi.org/10.1016/

0550-3213(73)90223-X
[58] W. Fulton, J. Harris, Representation Theory, Graduate Texts in Mathematics, Springer, New York, New York, 2004. https://doi.org/10.1007/978-1-4612-0979-9
[59] H. Georgi, Lie Algebras in Particle Physics,  54, Perseus Books, Reading, MA, 2nd ed. edition, Reading, MA, 1999.
[60] A. Zee, Group Theory in a Nutshell for Physicists, Princeton University Press, USA, USA, 2016.
[61] L. Frappat, P. Sorba, A. Sciarrino, Dictionary on Lie algebras and superalgebras, Academic Press (London), 2000. https://hal.science/hal-00376660.
[62] N. Yamatsu, Finite-dimensional lie algebras and their representations for unified model building (2015). arXiv:1511.08771.

Nuclear Physics, Section B 1025 (2026) 117397 

50 

http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0550-3213(26)00105-7/sbref0024
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0550-3213(26)00105-7/sbref0024
http://arxiv.orgabs.arXiv:2311.14668 [hep-th]
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP09(2024)196
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP09(2024)196
http://arxiv.orgabs.arXiv:2103.15301 [hep-th]
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP05(2021)048
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP05(2021)048
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP05(2021)048
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP05(2021)048
http://arxiv.orgabs.arXiv:2207.13112 [hep-th]
http://arxiv.orgabs.arXiv:2207.13112 [hep-th]
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.129.261601
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.129.261601
http://arxiv.orgabs.arXiv:2303.17233 [hep-th]
http://arxiv.orgabs.arXiv:2303.17233 [hep-th]
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.108.066006
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.108.066006
http://arxiv.orgabs.arXiv:2301.04069 [hep-th]
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP04(2023)052
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP04(2023)052
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP04(2023)052
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP04(2023)052
http://arxiv.orgabs.arXiv:2502.03539 [hep-th]
https://doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(87)90642-0
https://doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(87)90642-0
https://doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(87)90642-0
https://doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(87)90642-0
http://arxiv.orgabs.arXiv:1007.5254 [hep-th]
http://arxiv.orgabs.arXiv:1007.5254 [hep-th]
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysb.2010.10.013
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysb.2010.10.013
http://arxiv.orgabs.arXiv:1010.1177 [hep-th]
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP03(2011)051
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP03(2011)051
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP03(2011)051
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP03(2011)051
http://arxiv.orgabs.arXiv:1110.1087 [hep-th]
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysb.2011.11.004
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysb.2011.11.004
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysb.2011.11.004
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysb.2011.11.004
http://arxiv.orgabs.arXiv:2110.07623 [hep-th]
http://arxiv.orgabs.arXiv:2110.07623 [hep-th]
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP12(2021)112
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP12(2021)112
http://arxiv.orgabs.arXiv:2301.07110 [hep-th]
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP08(2023)193
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP08(2023)193
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP08(2023)193
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP08(2023)193
http://arxiv.orgabs.arXiv:2405.09987 [hep-th]
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-025-13955-y
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-025-13955-y
https://doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(89)90444-6
https://doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(89)90444-6
https://doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(89)90444-6
https://doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(89)90444-6
http://arxiv.orgabs.arXiv:1005.3061
http://arxiv.orgabs.arXiv:1512.07932 [hep-th]
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-031-59656-8_1
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-031-59656-8_1
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-031-59656-8_1
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-031-59656-8_1
http://arxiv.orgabs.arXiv:1011.1235 [hep-th]
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysb.2011.03.026
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysb.2011.03.026
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysb.2011.03.026
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysb.2011.03.026
http://arxiv.orgabs.arXiv:2309.15988 [hep-th]
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP12(2023)055
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP12(2023)055
http://arxiv.orgabs.arXiv:2405.18467 [hep-th]
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP07(2024)184
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP07(2024)184
https://doi.org/10.1017/CBO9780511816079
https://doi.org/10.1017/CBO9780511816079
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0550-3213(26)00105-7/sbref0045
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-642-29497-6
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-642-29497-6
https://doi.org/10.2307/1968551
https://doi.org/10.2307/1968551
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.34.5.211
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.34.5.211
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.34.5.211
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.34.5.211
https://doi.org/10.1017/CBO9781139644167
https://doi.org/10.1017/CBO9781139644167
http://arxiv.orgabs.arXiv:hep-th/0611263
http://arxiv.orgabs.arXiv:hep-th/0611263
https://doi.org/10.21468/SciPostPhysLectNotes.30
https://doi.org/10.21468/SciPostPhysLectNotes.30
https://doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(85)91231-6
https://doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(85)91231-6
http://arxiv.orgabs.arXiv:2506.15529 [hep-th]
https://doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(85)91615-6
https://doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(85)91615-6
http://arxiv.orgabs.arXiv:1007.2622 [hep-th]
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysb.2011.01.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysb.2011.01.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysb.2011.01.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysb.2011.01.002
http://arxiv.orgabs.arXiv:1211.1018 [hep-th]
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysb.2013.08.003
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysb.2013.08.003
http://arxiv.orgabs.arXiv:hep-th/0305052
https://doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2003/07/062
https://doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2003/07/062
https://doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2003/07/062
https://doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2003/07/062
https://doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(73)90223-X
https://doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(73)90223-X
https://doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(73)90223-X
https://doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(73)90223-X
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-1-4612-0979-9
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-1-4612-0979-9
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0550-3213(26)00105-7/sbref0059
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0550-3213(26)00105-7/sbref0060
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0550-3213(26)00105-7/sbref0061
https://hal.science/hal-00376660
http://arxiv.orgabs.arXiv:1511.08771

	Unraveling the spectrum of the open string
	1 Introduction
	2 Setup and review
	2.1 Single-particle states and regge trajectories
	2.2 Review of light-cone quantization

	3 Building a single-particle state
	3.1 Warm-up examples
	3.2 General method
	3.3 Validity of the results in arbitrary frames

	4 Building a Regge trajectory
	4.1 Some examples of trajectories
	4.2 Finite number of structures
	4.3 Level dependence of the matrices

	5 Exploring the spectrum
	5.1 Listing single-particle states depth by depth
	5.1.1 The spectrum at fixed level
	5.1.2 Working out the spectrum at fixed depth

	5.2 Relating different trajectories
	5.2.1 Adding boxes to the second row
	5.2.2 Oscillator content

	5.3 Some further explorations
	5.3.1 Exploring Young tableaux with three rows
	5.3.2 Regularities for large s3
	5.3.3 Adding boxes to the first column


	6 Outlook
	A String theory and light-cone quantization
	A.1 The classical string
	A.2 The quantum string
	A.3 Light-cone quantization

	B Young tableaux
	B.1 Basics
	B.2 Tensor product of irreducible representations and branching rules

	C List of single-particle states
	C.1 Level up to 2
	C.2 Level 3
	C.3 Level 4
	C.4 Level 5
	C.5 Level 6
	C.6 Level 7
	C.7 Level 8

	D List of full Regge trajectories
	D.1 Depth 0
	D.2 Depth 1
	D.3 Depth 2
	D.4 Depth 3
	D.5 Depth 4



