D-branes and String Field Theory
by
Ilya Sigalov

Submitted to the Department of Physics
“in partial fulfillment of the requirements for the degree of

Doctor of Philosophy in Physics
| at the
MASSACHUSETTS INSTITUTE OF TECHNOLOGY
September 2006
© Ilya Sigalov, MMVI. All rights reserved.

The author hereby grants to MIT permission to reproduce and
distribute publicly paper and electronic copies of this thesis document
in whole or in part.

Author....... ... S s A
7Department of Physics
May 31, 2006

.
Certiﬁed by ...................... o AT Y T A
/ // Washington Taylor

Professor of Physics
Thesis Supervisor

-

omas reytak
Associate Department Head forEducation

MASSACHUSETTS INSTITUTE
OF TECHNOLOGY

JUL 0 2 2007

ARCHNES

LIBRARIES







D-branes and String Field Theory
by
Ilya Sigalov

Submitted to the Department of Physics
on May 31, 2006, in partial fulfillment of the
requirements for the degree of
Doctor of Philosophy in Physics

Abstract

In this thesis we study the D-brane physics in the context of Witten’s cubic string
field theory. We compute first few terms the low energy effective action for the non-
abelian gauge field A, from Witten'’s action. We show that after the appropriate field
redefinition which relates the string field theory variables to the worldsheet variables
one obtains the correct Born-Infeld terms. We then compute the rolling tachyon so-
lution in the context of string field theory. We show that after the appropriate field
redefinition we obtain the rolling tachyon solution of Sen.
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Chapter 1

Introduction

Modern physics classifies the observed forces of nature into four interactions: elec-
tromagnetic, weak, strong and gravitational. Three of them: electromagnetic, weak
and strong have fully consistent quantum-mechanical description as specific quantum
field theory with SU(3) x SU(2) x U(1) gauge symmetry. This quantum field theory,
describes all three interactions within one framework. Together with specific data
for particle spectra and fundamental constants it describes all observed accelerator
particle physics.

The fourth interaction: gravitation has only classical description. It is also a gauge
theory where the role of the gauge transformations is played by the reparametrizations
of the space time. However, the quantization of gravity has proven to be extremely
difficult problem. In the core of it is the issue of renormalizability of the quantum
theory. When a classical field theory is quantized, say, via path integral methods the
perturbative expansion of the observable quantities, such as scattering amplitudes,
around the non-interacting theory is obtained. In this perturbative expansion indi-
vidual terms are divergent, however for a class of QFT’s via a careful and systematic
procedure called renormalization, it was shown that the divergencies can be canceled
out between the individual terms, contributing to each order in perturbation theory.
While weak, strong and electromagnetic interactions have been shown to be renor-
malizable, it was also found that the gravity, beyond the second order in perturbation

theory, is not.
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One more attractive physical idea which has been extensively explored is that of
unification. It is known that electromagnetic, weak and strong interactions appear
in the low energy limit of a class of larger quantum field theories with bigger gauge
symmetry group. When going to the low energy limit, this large gauge symmetry
is spontaneously broken and some of the gauge bosons receive masses, with the re-
maining symmetry being SU(3) x SU(2) x U(1) of strong, weak and electromagnetic
forces. The unified description is attractive because it uses less fundamental constants
to specify the theory, and explains the family structure of the particle spectrum.

Probably one of the most challenging physics problems today is that of finding a
unifying theory that would describe all four fundamental forces as one interaction,
where the splitting into apparently different interactions would appear only in the
low energy limit. Although gravitation is not renormalizable, in this context it would
appear in the special regime of a bigger and self consistent theory. In the last 15 years

string theory has become the most prominent candidate for such a theory.

The string theory’s basic assumption is that instead of being pointlike objects,
the elementary particles are extended objects - strings. Strings can be open or closed.
While moving in spacetime a string spans a surface called the string worldsheet.
Elementary particles with different quantum numbers appear as various string exci-
tations as we look at strings from large distances. One of the very attractive features
of this point of view is that different particles appear as different excitations of one
fundamental string.

In mid-eighties it was found that in flat spacetime there are five consistent super-
symmetric string theories, which must live in 10-dimensional Minkowski space. All of
these theories are related by various duality transformations, and it is generally as-
sumed, that these are different limits of unique fundamental theory. The connection
to our 4-dimensional world is made via procedure called compactification, where 6 of
the 10 dimensions are assumed to span some compact manifold. Excitation of the
string in the compact direction would require large energies, leaving strings to move

freely in the four spacetime dimensions.

These five string theories are defined in a perturbative fashion, where the spectrs,
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of excited states in noninteracting theory are well defined, and scattering amplitudes
are computed order by order in perturbation theory. All of the five formulations are
related by so called duality transformations - which state that perturbative definition
of one string theory appear in a specific regime of another. It was then assumed that
these five apparently different string theories are perturbative expansions around

different backgrounds of some fundamental underlying theory.

With the research that followed the seminal paper of Polchinski [2] the importance
of D-branes in string theory has been fully realized. D-branes in string theory appear
as localized D + 1 dimensional objects, whose perturbations are described by the
open string degrees of freedom. Open strings are allowed to end on the D-brane only.
Different open string backgrounds correspond to D-branes with different geometry.
From the space time point of view, D-branes are classical solutions to the supergravity

equations of motion.

An important question is to find a theory, which would possess a so called back-
ground independence. Such theory should allow a description of different string
models as different backgrounds specified in terms of some fundamental variable.
Perturbative expansions around these backgrounds would give us the five string the-
ories and their compactifications. Different D-brane configurations would also be
described as open string backgrounds in the fundamental background independent
theory. The best known candidate for the background independent formulation of
string theory is String Field Theory (SFT). While there are SFT formulations for
some of the 10-dimensional supersymmetric string theories, most significant progress
in understanding different string backgrounds using string field theory was achieved
in Witten’s cubic string field theory (CSFT) which describes the 26-dimensional open
bosonic string. The lowest state of 26-dimensional bosonic string has negative mass
squared, which is the indication that the theory is unstable. Before the remarkable
paper of Sen [1] it was assumed that the presence of the tachyon presents fundamental
problems with open bosonic string. Witten’s cubic string field theory (CSFT) pro-
vided the action which describes the interaction of the tachyonic and all the excited

states. From this action one can compute the effective potential for the tachyonic
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state. Ashoke Sen in [1] has made three conjectures about the relationship between

open string vacua with dramatically different geometrical properties:

1. The effective potential for the tachyon has a minimum, furthermore, the energy
difference between the perturbative vacuum and the minimum of the tachyon

potential is exactly the energy of the space-filling 25 dimensional D-brane.

2. In the perturbative expansion around the tachyonic vacuum there are no open
string excitations. The minimum of the tachyonic potential corresponds to the
closed string vacuum where the D-brane has decayed and only closed string

excitations are remaining,.

3. The lower dimensional branes should be realized as the soliton configurations

of the tachyon and other string excitations.

These conjectures have been verified by numerical computations in CSFT in 3, 4, 5,
6, 7, 8, 9, 10] as well as in subsequent research (see [11, 12, 13, 14] for reviews of this
work).

Sen’s conjectures have made CSFT into an important tool for studying various
string backgrounds. In my work with Washington Taylor and Erasmo Coletti we
have concentrated on two aspects of string field theory. In Chapter 2, following [15]
we describe the calculation of the low energy effective action of the 25-dimensional
D-brane from CSFT. In the low energy limit there are two excitations of the open
bosonic string remaining: the tachyon ¢, which has negative mass squared and the
massless vector field A, which describes the perturbations of the D-brane. The gauge
field A, takes values from U(n) group. From earlier work analyzing string scattering
amplitudes and string partition function [16, 17, 18] it was known, that the low energy

effective action for the U(1) vector field A, is so called Born-Infeld action

1

SBI = -—m /dx\/— det (T,uy + 27rgYMFyu) (11)

The lowest term in the power expansion of (1.1) is the usual electromagnetic action.

It has also been assumed that for the U(n) models with n > 2 the resulting action
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must be a non-abelian generalization of (1.1). The leading terms in the expansion
of such action were computed by analyzing string scattering amplitudes and, in the
supersymmetric case by the analysis of restrictions imposed by supersymemtry. The

full form of the non-abelian vector field effective action is not known.

The development of SFT provided us with an alternative method of computation
of effective action. In the work of Taylor [19], the first calculation of the vector field
effective action from SFT was done, and it was shown, that in the abelian case, up
to terms of order A? the action is simply the standard electromagnetic term. Further
progress in the computation of effective action was made with [20] where the method
of computation of Feynman diagrams in string field theory was proposed. Using this
method in [15] we have computed the effective action for abelian and non-abelian
cases as the low energy effective action of string field theory up to terms of the order
A*. We have also checked by numerical computation that non gauge invariant terms
A" cancel for n > 4.

Probably the most important realization of [15] was that the variables in the
world sheet and string field theory formulations of string theory are not the same,
but rather related by a complicated field redefinition. In the worldsheet formulation
of string theory the vector A, has standard gauge transformation from the start, and
the resulting action is a function of the gauge invariant stress tensor F),, and it’s
derivatives.

In SFT, gauge invariance for A, is dictated by the gauge invariance of the string
field theory. After the higher energy excitations are eliminated using the equations of
motion, the gauge invariance for A, becomes rather complicated non-linear transfor-
mation. The field redefinition is required to bring the gauge transformation into the
standard form. Only after this field redefinition is made, do we obtain the Born-Infeld
action in the U(1) case and in the U(n) case it’s non-abelian generalization.

Another aspect of D-brane physics we study from string field theory point of
view is the rolling tachyon solution of Sen [22]. The rolling tachyon solution is the
string background which was proven by Sen to be exact solution of string field theory

equations of motion. In Chapter 3 following [21] we solve the CSFT equations of
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motion for the rolling tachyon initial condition. The initial condition for the tachyon
¢(z,t) is specified by the asymptotics ¢(z,t) ~ €' as t — —oo. The tachyon field
is assumed to stay constant along the spatial coordinates. The motivation for this
work comes from the works of Sen [22, 23, 24] on the rolling tachyon in worldsheet
formulation of string theory and the work of Moeller and Zwiebach [25] where the
rolling tachyon solution in CSFT was calculated in the level zero truncation (which
basically means that the theory is truncated to include the tachyon field only, all
other fields are forcibly set to zero). In [25] authors have found that the rolling
tachyon solution in the level 0 truncation develops evergrowing oscillations. This
picture is dramatically different from the worldsheet picture, where the worldsheet
tachyon T'(t) ~ €' was shown by Sen to be exact solution. Moeller and Zwiebach
conjectured that the situation might get amended by including massive string modes
into consideration. We show in [21] that this is not the case, and in fact the growing
oscillations are present in CSFT rolling tachyon solution even when we include the
massive string modes. The apparent contradiction is resolved by the field redefinition
T(¢) which relates the worldsheet tachyon into the CSFT one. We compute the field
redefinition to the leading order in power expansion in ¢ and show that it indeed

maps the rolling solution of Sen into the CSFT rolling solution.

20



Chapter 2

Abelian and nonabelian vector
field effective actions from string

field theory

2.1 Introduction

Despite major advances in our understanding of nonperturbative features of string
theory and M-theory over the last eight years, we still lack a fundamental nonper-
turbative and background-independent definition of string theory. String field theory
seems to incorporate some features of background independence which are missing in
other approaches to string theory. Recent work, following the conjectures of Sen [1],
has shown that Witten’s open bosonic string field theory successfully describes mul-
tiple distinct open string vacua with dramatically different geometrical properties, in
terms of the degrees of freedom of a single theory (see [11, 12, 13, 14| for reviews of
this work). An important feature of string field theory, which allows it to transcend
the usual limitations of local quantum field theories, is its essential nonlocality. String
field theory is a theory which can be defined with reference to a particular background
in terms of an infinite number of space-time fields, with highly nonlocal interactions.

The nonlocality of string field theory is similar in spirit to that of noncommutative
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field theories which have been the subject of much recent work [26], but in string
field theory the nonlocality is much more extreme. In order to understand how string
theory encodes a quantum theory of gravity at short distance scales, where geometry
becomes poorly defined, it is clearly essential to achieve a better understanding of the

nonlocal features of string theory.

While string field theory involves an infinite number of space-time fields, most
of these fields have masses on the order of the Planck scale. By integrating out the
massive fields, we arrive at an effective action for a finite number of massless fields.
In the case of a closed string field theory, performing such an integration would give
an effective action for the usual multiplet of gravity /supergravity fields. This action
will, however, have a complicated nonlocal structure which will appear through an
infinite family of higher-derivative terms in the effective action. In the case of the
open string, integrating out the massive fields leads to an action for the massless
gauge field. Again, this action is highly nonlocal and contains an infinite number
of higher-derivative terms. This nonlocal action for the massless gauge field in the
bosonic open string theory is the subject of this chapter. By explicitly integrating
out all massive fields in Witten’s open string field theory (including the tachyon), we
arrive at an effective action for the massless open string vector field. We compute
this effective action term-by-term using the level-truncation approximation in string

field theory, which gives us a very accurate approximation to each term in the action.

It is natural to expect that the effective action we compute for the massless vector
field will take the form of the Born-Infeld action, including higher-derivative terms.
Indeed, we show that this is the case, although some care must be taken in mak-
ing this connection. Early work deriving the Born-Infeld action from string theory
[16, 27] used world-sheet methods [17, 18, 18]. More recently, in the context of the
supersymmetric nonabelian gauge field action, other approaches, such as k-symmetry
and the existence of supersymmetric solutions, have been used to constrain the form
of the action (see [28] for a recent discussion and further references). In this work
we take a different approach. We start with string field theory, which is a manifestly

off-shell formalism. Our resulting effective action is therefore also an off-shell action.
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This action has a gauge invariance which agrees with the usual Yang-Mills gauge
invariance to leading order, but which has higher-order corrections arising from the
string field star product. A field redefinition analogous to the Seiberg-Witten map
[29, 30] is necessary to get a field which transforms in the usual fashion [31, 32]. We
identify the leading terms in this transformation and show that after performing the
field redefinition our action indeed takes the Born-Infeld form in the abelian theory.
In the nonabelian theory, there is an additional subtlety, which was previously en-
countered in related contexts in [31, 32]. Extra terms appear in the form of the gauge
transformation which cannot be removed by a field redefinition. These additional
terms, however, are trivial and can be dropped, after which the standard form of
gauge invariance can be restored by a field redefinition. This leads to an effective
action in the nonabelian theory which takes the form of the nonabelian Born-Infeld

action plus derivative correction terms.

It may seem surprising that we integrate out the tachyon as well as the fields in
the theory with positive mass squared. This is, however, what is implicitly done in
previous work such as [16, 27] where the Born-Infeld action is derived from bosonic
string theory. The abelian Born-Infeld action can similarly be derived from recent
proposals for the coupled tachyon-vector field action [33, 34, 35, 36] by solving the
equation of motion for the tachyon at the top of the hill. In the supersymmetric theory,
of course, there is no tachyon on a BPS brane, so the supersymmetric Born-Infeld
action should be derivable from a supersymmetric open string field theory by only
integrating out massive fields. Physically, integrating out the tachyon corresponds
to considering fluctuations of the D-brane in stable directions, while the tachyon
stays balanced at the top of its potential hill. While open string loops may give rise
to problems in the effective theory [37], at the classical level the resulting action is
well-defined and provides us with an interesting model in which to understand the
nonlocality of the Born-Infeld action. The classical effective action we derive here
must reproduce all on-shell tree-level scattering amplitudes of massless vector fields
in bosonic open string theory. To find a sensible action which includes quantum

corrections, it is probably necessary to consider the analogue of the calculation in
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this chapter in the supersymmetric theory, where there is no closed string tachyon.

The structure of this chapter is as follows: In Section 2 we review the formalism
of string field theory, set notation and make some brief comments regarding the
Born-Infeld action. In Section 3 we introduce the tools needed to calculate terms
in the effective action of the massless fields. Section 4 contains a calculation of the
effective action for all terms in the Yang-Mills action. Section 5 extends the analysis to
include the next terms in the Born-Infeld action in the abelian case and Section 6 does
the same for the nonabelian analogue of the Born-Infeld action. Section 7 contains
concluding remarks. Some useful properties of the Neumann matrices appearing in

the 3-string vertex of Witten'’s string field theory are included in the Appendix.

2.2 Review of formalism

Subsection 2.2.1 summarizes our notation and the basics of string field theory. In
subsection 2.2.2 we review the method of [20] for computing terms in the effective

action. The last subsection, 2.2.3, contains a brief discussion of the Born-Infeld action.

2.2.1 Basics of string field theory

In this subsection we review the basics of Witten’s open string field theory [38].
For further background information see the reviews [39, 40, 41, 13]. The degrees of
freedom of string field theory (SFT) are functionals ®[z(c); c(c),b(c)] of the string
configuration z*(c) and the ghost and antighost fields ¢(o) and b(¢) on the string
at a fixed time. String functionals can be expressed in terms of string Fock space
states, just as functions in £2(R) can be expressed as linear combinations of harmonic
oscillator eigenstates. The Fock module of a single string of momentum p is obtained
by the action of the matter, ghost and antighost oscillators on the (ghost number

one) highest weight vector |p). The action of the raising and lowering oscillators on
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|p) is defined by the creation/annihilation conditions and commutation relations

ahslp) =0, [ah,, aZ,] = 1" b pm,

pH|k) =k*[k), (2.1)
bnxolp) = 0, {bm,c-n} = dmpm,

ca>1lp) = 0.

Hermitian conjugation is defined by a#f = a*,, bl = b_,, ¢}, = c_,. The single-string
Fock space is then spanned by the set of all vectors |x) = - -+ @ny@n, - - - by by - < - ClC1 D)
with n;, k; < 0 and [; < 0. String fields of ghost number 1 can be expressed as linear
combinations of such states |x) with equal number of b’s and ¢’s, integrated over

momentum.

2) = [ % (80)+ Aup) oy = io@Pb-rc+ Bulpletsals +--) ). (22)

The Fock space vacuum |0) that we use is related to the SL(2,R) invariant vacuum
|1) by |0) = ¢1]1). Note that |0) is a Grassmann odd object, so that we should
change the sign of our expression whenever we interchange |0) with a Grassmann odd
variable. The bilinear inner product between the states in the Fock space is defined

by the commutation relations and
(k| co lp) = (2m)**6(k + p)- (23)
The SFT action can be written as
5= 3 %12,058) - L (| 2,2, 2) (24
where |V,,) € H". This action is invariant under the gauge transformation

512) = QslA) + g((2, Al V) — (A, @ V3)) (2.5)
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with A a string field gauge parameter at ghost number 0. Explicit oscillator repre-

sentations of (V| and (V4| are given by [42, 43, 44, 45]

(Va| = /d%p (p[(l)®(—p|(2) (cf,l)—}—cgz)) exp (a(l) C-a® ~pM .. 0. 0. C(z))
(2.6)

and

(Vs = N / fl (@pi el ) 53" p3)

1 1
X exp (Eam VT OV 0 4 LV 50 X c(s)) @7)

where all inner products denoted by - indicate summation from 1 to co except in
b - X, where the summation includes the index 0. The contracted Lorentz indices
in a% and p, are omitted. Cn = (—1)"0mn is the BPZ conjugation matrix. The
matrix elements V2 and X? are called Neumann coefficients. Explicit expressions
for the Neumann coefficients and some relevant properties of these coefficients are

summarized in the Appendix. The normalization constant N is defined by

= exp(— Z 39/2 (2.8)

so that the on-shell three-tachyon amplitude is given by 2g. We use units where

a =1.

2.2.2 Calculation of effective action

String field theory can be thought of as a (nonlocal) field theory of the infinite number
of fields that appear as coefficients in the oscillator expansion (2.2). In this chapter,
we are interested in integrating out all massive fields at tree level. This can be done
using standard perturbative field theory methods. Recently an efficient method of
performing sums over intermediate particles in Feynman graphs was proposed in [20].

We briefly review this approach here; an alternative approach to such computations
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has been studied recently in [46].

In this chapter, while we include the massless auxiliary field a appearing in the
expansion (2.2) as an external state in Feynman diagrams, all the massive fields we

integrate out are contained in the Feynman-Siegel gauge string field satisfying
bo|®) = 0, (2.9)

This means that intermediate states in the tree diagrams we consider do not have
a ¢p in their oscillator expansion. For such states, the propagator can be written in

terms of a Schwinger parameter 7 as

b, / dr el (2.10)
Lo 0

In string field theory, the Schwinger parameters can be interpreted as moduli for the

Riemann surface associated with a given diagram [47, 48, 49, 41, 50].

In field theory one computes amplitudes by contracting vertices with external
states and propagators. Using the quadratic and cubic vertices (2.6), (2.7) and the
propagator (2.10) we can do same in string field theory. To write down the contri-
bution to the effective action arising from a particular Feynman graph we include a
vertex (V3| € H*? for each vertex of the graph and a vertex |V;) for each internal

edge. The propagator (2.10) can be incorporated into the quadratic vertex through ?

IP) = — / dr eT<1—P2)|%>. (2.13)
0

!Consider the tachyon propagator as an example. We contract co|p1) and colp2) with (P to get

8o+

o0
(P| colp1)eolpa) = —/ dre™=PD§(p; + pg) = o (2.11)
0 1

This formula assumes that both momenta are incoming. Setting p; = —ps = p and using the metric
with (~,+,+, ..., +) signature we have
1 1

_ = 212
PP+m?  pf—p*—m? (212)

thus (2.11) is indeed the correct propagator for the scalar particle of mass m? = —1.

27



where in the modified vertex |V3(7)) the ghost zero modes c, are canceled by the b,

in (2.10) and the matrix C,y,, is replaced by
Conn(7) = €™ (=1)™81n - (2.14)

With these conventions, any term in the effective action can be computed by con-
tracting the three-vertices from the corresponding Feynman diagram on the left with
factors of | P) and low-energy fields on the right (or vice-versa, with |V3)’s on the right
and (P|’s on the left). Because the resulting expression integrates out all Feynman-
Siegel gauge fields along interior edges, we must remove the contribution from the
intermediate massless vector field by hand when we are computing the effective ac-
tion for the massless fields. Note that in [20], a slightly different method was used
from that just described; there the propagator was incorporated into the three-vertex
rather than the two-vertex. Both methods are equivalent; we use the method just

described for convenience.

States of the form

1
exp ()\ -al + 5a* -S- a*) |p) (2.15)

are called squeezed states. The vertex |V3) and the propagator |P) are (linear com-
binations of) squeezed states and thus are readily amenable to computations. The

inner product of two squeezed states is given by [51]

(Ol exp(A - a + -;—a -8 -a)exp(p - al + %a* -V -a")|0)
=Det(1-S-V) exp[A-(1-V-S)-u

+%>\-(1—V-S)‘1-V-A+-;—M-S-(1—V-S)‘l-u] (2.16)
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and (neglecting ghost zero-modes)

(O)exp(b- X — Ae-c—b-S-c)exp(d’ - o+ pe - ¢t + b1 -V - c')|0)
=Det(1—S-V)exp[—)\c‘(l—V-S)'l-ub—uc-(l—S-V)‘I-Ab
A 1=V V Xt pe-S-(1=V -8y (217)

Using these expressions, the combination of three-vertices and propagators associated
with any Feynman diagram can be simply rewritten as an integral over modular
(Schwinger) parameters of a closed form expression in terms of the infinite matrices

Ve Xam, C'nm(r). The schematic form of these integrals is

. : \ Det(1-CX)
VD (|P))* ~ /d I} —
((Val)*(1P)) (H T ) Darl =Gy
x ({0])* % exp (%a’f S-at+p-df+0 Ut pe- 40 -ub) (2.18)

where €, X,V are matrices with blocks of the form C, X,V arranged according to
the combinatorial structure of the diagram. The matrix C and the squeezed state

coefficients S, U, u, s, pi. depend implicitly on the modular parameters 7°.

2.2.3 The effective vector field action and Born-Infeld

In this subsection we describe how the effective action for the vector field is determined
from SFT, and we discuss the Born-Infeld action [52] which describes the leading terms
in this effective action. For a more detailed review of the Born-Infeld action, see [53]

As discussed in subsection 2.1, the string field theory action is a space-time action
for an infinite set of fields, including the massless fields A,(z) and a(z). This action
has a very large gauge symmetry, given by (2.5). We wish to compute an effective
action for A,(z) which has a single gauge invariance, corresponding at leading order
to the usual Yang-Mills gauge invariance. We compute this effective action in several
steps. First, we use Feynman-Siegel gauge (2.9) for all massive fields in the theory.

This leaves a single gauge invariance, under which A, and o have linear components
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in their gauge transformation rules. This partial gauge fixing is described more pre-
cisely in section 2.5.2. Following this partial gauge fixing, all massive fields in the
theory, including the tachyon, can be integrated out using the method described in

the previous subsection, giving an effective action
$[Au(2), a(x)] (2.19)

depending on A, and a. We can then further integrate out the field o, which has no

kinetic term, to derive the desired effective action
S[Au(z)]. (2.20)

The action (2.20) still has a gauge invariance, which at leading order agrees with the

Yang-Mills gauge invariance

54,(z) = () — igvulAu(2), M) + - - (2:21)

The problem of computing the effective action for the massless gauge field in open
string theory is an old problem, and has been addressed in many other ways in past
literature. Most methods used in the past for calculating the effective vector field
action have used world-sheet methods. While the string field theory approach we use
here has the advantage that it is a completely off-shell formalism, as just discussed the
resulting action has a nonstandard gauge invariance [32]. In world-sheet approaches
to this computation, the vector field has the standard gauge transformation rule
(2.21) with no further corrections. A general theorem [54] states that there are no
deformations of the Yang-Mills gauge invariance which cannot be taken to the usual
Yang-Mills gauge invariance by a field redefinition. In accord with this theorem, we
identify in this chapter field redefinitions which take the massless vector field A, in
the SFT effective action (2.20) to a gauge field A, with the usual gauge invariance.

We write the resulting action as

$(Au()]. (2.22)
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This action, written in terms of a conventional gauge field, can be compared to

previous results on the effective action for the open string massless vector field.

Because the mass-shell condition for the vector field A,(p) in Fourier space is
p? = 0, we can perform a sensible expansion of the action (2.20) as a double expansion

in p and A. We write this expansion as

S|A,] = i i st (2.23)

n=2 k=0

where S¥ contains the contribution from all terms of the form 8*A"™. A similar
expansion can be done for 3, and we similarly denote by S,Lk,],. 4n the sum of the terms

in S of the form & a™A™.

Because the action S[A] is a function of a gauge field with conventional gauge
transformation rules, this action can be written in a gauge invariant fashion; i.e. in
terms of the gauge covariant derivative ﬁ,, = 0, — igym [fi, .| and the field strength
f",,,,. For the abelian theory, f),, is just 9,,, and there is a natural double expansion of
S in terms of p and F. It was shown in [16, 27] that in the abelian theory the set of
terms in S which depend only on F', with no additional factors of p (i.e., the terms

in S'E‘l) take the Born-Infeld form (dropping hats)

1
Spr = _m /dz\/—det (v + 279ym F) (2.24)

where

F,, =0,A, —0,A, (2.25)

is the gauge-invariant field strength. Using log (det M) = tr (log(M)) we can expand
in F to get

2
Spr = ——1——/d$(1+(—2MF

- v
(2rgym)? 4 -

4
- B0 (B p s - L(FuF) + ). 29
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We expect that after the appropriate field redefinition, the result we calculate from
string field theory for the effective vector field action (2.20) should contain as a leading
part at each power of A terms of the form (2.26), as well as higher-derivative terms

of the form 0"** A™ with k > 0. We show in section 5 that this is indeed the case.

The nonabelian theory is more complicated. In the nonabelian theory we must
include covariant derivatives, whose commutators mix with field strengths through

relations such as

[Dyuy Dy)Fag = [Fup, Faol - (2.27)

In this case, there is no systematic double expansion in powers of D and F. It
was pointed out by Tseytlin in [56] that when F is taken to be constant, and both
commutators [F, F| and covariant derivatives of field strengths DF are taken to be
negligible, the noné,belian structure of the theory is irrelevant. In this case, the
action reduces to the Born-Infeld form (2.24), where the ordering ambiguity arising
from the matrix nature of the field strength F is resolved by the symmetrized trace
(STr) prescription whereby all possible orderings of the F’s are averaged over. While
this observation is correct, it seems that the symmetrized trace formulation of the
nonabelian Born-Infeld action misses much of the important physics of the full vector
field effective action. In particular, this simplification of the action gives the wrong
spectrum around certain background fields, including those which are T-dual to simple
intersecting brane configurations [57, 58, 59, 60]. It seems that the only systematic
way to deal with the nonabelian vector field action is to include all terms of order F™
at once, counting D at order F'/2. The first few terms in the nonabelian vector field
action for the bosonic theory were computed in [61, 62, 63]. The terms in the action

up to F* are given by

2 2 1
Shonabelian = —Zr-n' F? + ——Tr (F3) + U%JJ—STY (F4 - Z(F2)2) “+ .-
(2.28)
In section 6, we show that the effective action we derive from string field theory agrees

with (2.28) up to order F after the appropriate field redefinition .
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2.3 Computing the effective action

In this section we develop some tools for calculating low-order terms in the effective
action for the massless fields by integrating out all massive fields. Section 2.3.1
describes a general approach to computing the generating functions for terms in the
effective action and gives explicit expressions for the generating functions of cubic
and quartic terms. Section 2.3.2 contains a general derivation of the quartic terms in
the effective action for the massless fields. Section 2.3.3 describes the method we use

to numerically approximate the coefficients in the action.

2.3.1 Generating functions for terms in the effective action

A convenient way of calculating SFT diagrams is to first compute the off-shell ampli-

tude with generic external coherent states
|G> = €xp (Jmua‘:m - b—mjb'm, + t7cmc—m) lp) (229)

where the index m runs from 1 to oo in J% and J4, and from 0 to oo in Jpp.

Let Qum(p?, J, T, Ji; 1 < i < M) be the sum of all connected tree-level diagrams
with M external states |G*). € is a generating function for all tree-level off-shell
M-point amplitudes and can be used to calculate all terms we are interested in in
the effective action. Suppose that we are interested in a term in the effective action

whose j’th field w,(ﬁ),,_,,,m ) is associated with the Fock space state

IT etrbeacilo)- (2:30)

m,n.q

We can obtain the associated off-shell amplitude by acting on Qj,, with the corre-

sponding differential operator for each j

. 0 o 0
[ #42n0) T 555757 (231)
m,n,q im lm n q

and setting J7, J7, and J7 to 0. Thus, all the terms in the effective action which we
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are interested in can be obtained from ;.

When we calculate a certain diagram with external states |G*) by applying for-
mulae (2.16) and (2.17) for inner products of coherent and squeezed states the result

has the general form

Nprop

=5 7) [ 11 dnrtorm)
=1
X exp (%J,’nA",fm(T)JﬂL - pAY (1) + PilNG(T); + ghosts) . (2.32)

A remarkable feature is that (2.32) depends on the sources J7, J7, 77 only through
the exponent of a quadratic form. Wick’s theorem is helpful in writing the derivatives

of the exponential in an efficient way. Indeed, the theorem basically reads

= Sum over all contraction products  (2.33)
Ji=0

! 1
—— exp (-Jj A J")

where the sum is taken over all pairwise contractions, with the contraction between
(n,i) and (m, j) carrying the factor A% .
Note that Q) includes contributions from all the intermediate fields in Feynman-

Siegel gauge. To compute the effective action for A, we must project out the contri-

bution from intermediate A,’s.

Three-point generating function

Here we illustrate the idea sketched above with the simple example of the three-point
generating function. This generating function provides us with an efficient method
of computing the coefficients of the SFT action and the SFT gauge transformation.
Plugging |G*) , 1 < i < 3 into the cubic vertex (2.7) and using (2.16), (2.17) to
evaluate the inner products we find

N 1 1
Q; = __3_9 5(Zpr) exp(_é_prvo‘r(-)sps _ rvg;.: :_l_ 5‘]77‘"‘/7;;]75; - jcch;:an‘:t) (2.34)
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As an illustration of how this generating function can be used consider the three-
tachyon term in the effective action. The external tachyon state is [ dp ¢(p)|p). The
three-tachyon vertex is obtained from (2.34) by simple integration over momenta and
setting the sources to 0. No differentiations are necessary in this case. The three-

tachyon term in the action is then

——<V3|¢,¢ ¢) = / 5( Zp )Hdp’qﬂ pr) exp (—p” o’asp’) Agg / dz §(z)?
(2.35)

where
(o) = exp (-3 V") o). (236)

For on-shell tachyons, 8%¢(x) = —¢(z), so that we have

2 018,8,0) = -GN [asoep = -2 [asoep. (230

The normalization constant cancels so that the on-shell three-tachyon amplitude is

just 2g, in agreement with conventions used here and in [64].

Four-point generating function

Now let us consider the generating function for all quartic off-shell amplitudes (see

Figure 2-1). The amplitude €4 after contracting all indices can be written as

N2g?

Qu = / dr er0=027) (7, |R(1,2)) | R(3, 4) (2.38)
0

where

IRG, )N® = (GF|(&7] [Va)P. (2.39)
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Applying (2.16), (2.17) to the inner products in (2.39) we get

R(1,2)) = exp(2
+a® UB D 1 (J2, US - p2Us3)aY — g2 X328 78

+68) x32 g0 — g2 X233 — b X3 Deo|-pt - p?). (2.40)

peU P — peUse Jek + - J“ U I8

mn-n

Here a, 3 € 1,2 and

e V08 VR - VE AV V- Vi .
5= Vil Vi

Using (2.16), (2.17) one more time to evaluate the inner products in (2.38) we obtain
Zp)/ dre” Det ((11_—;:13)

X exp (—pﬂQ s -pr | JIk 4 Jz LT - T, iy T ) . (2.42)
Here i,7 € 1,2,3,4. the matrices V and X are defined by

Vien = € 2 Ve 27, Xon =€ 27 Xne 2. (2.43)
The matrices Q¥ and Q¥ are defined through the tilded matrices Q% and Q%

¥, = e FQEe G, = QT (244)
where the tilded matrices Q and Q are defined through V,U, X

~ 1
1 VU’o’ﬂ U“‘B, Q Xa3
1-V2 1- X2
2 = - (0 cvh) Flondor, 0 = X LOR (2.45)

Qaﬁ _ Ua3 XXsﬂ + Xaﬁ
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Figure 2-1: Twists T, T' and reflection R are symmetries of the amplitude.

with a, 8 € 1,2; o/, 8 € 3,4. The matrix U includes zero modes while V' does not,
so one has to understand UV in (2.45) as a product of U, where the first column is
dropped, and V. Similarly VU is the product of V and U with the first row of U
omitted.

The matrices Q¥ are not all independent for different i and j. The four-point
amplitude is invariant under the twist transformation of either of the two vertices
as well as under the interchange of the two (see Figure 2-1). In addition the whole
block matrix @%, has been defined in such a way that it is symmetric under the
simultaneous exchange of ¢ with j and m with n. Algebraically, we can use properties

(A.7a, A.7b, A.7c) of Neumann coefficients to show that the matrices Q¥ satisfy

(QaB)T — Qﬁa’ CQaﬂC — Q3—a 3—3’ Qaﬂ — Qa+2 ﬁ+2’
(Qa'ﬂ')T QB/ o CQO‘,BIC — Q7_al T_ﬂ’, QaIBI _ Qar__.z ﬂ/__2, (246)
(Qaa )T Qa o CQaa’C — Q3—a 7-—a” Qaa’ — Qa+2 a'—2.

The analogous relations are satisfied by ghost matrices Q.

Note that we still have some freedom in the definition of the zero modes of the
matter matrices (). Due to the momentum conserving delta function we can add to
the exponent in the integrand of (2.42) any expression proportional to 3 p;. To fix
this freedom we require that after the addition of such a term the new matrices Q
satisfy Qi = Q% = 0. This gives

—B]o = Q%o oo’ —f)J;z = :)Jn - oiu (2-47)
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and Q4 = Q% for m,n > 0. The addition of any term proportional to Y p; corre-
sponds in coordinate space to the addition of a total derivative. In coordinate space
we have essentially integrated by parts the terms 0,07%,,, ..., () and 039, .., .., ()
thus fixing the freedom of integration by parts.

To summarize, we have rewritten 4 in terms of Q’s as

N2g2 ; 00 . 1_)2‘2
= 2 5(;}’)\/0 dre” Det ((—1—-—{72—)5)
1, mii o s oo Lo Ao
exp (0" ~ QBT + 5T Qi = Tn Q) - (249

There are only three independent matrices Q. For later use we find it convenient to
denote the independent Q’s by A = Q'2, B = @3, C = Q'*. Then the matrix Q¥

can be written as

0 Amn an Cmn
—1)ming 0 —1)mnC, (=1)™B,
n = =1 =0 (=1) . (249)
Brn Crnn 0 Apn
(=1)™"Crn (=1)™" B (=1)™" A, 0

In the next section we derive off-shell amplitudes for the massless fields by differen-
tiating 4. The generating function 2, defined in (2.48) and supplemented with the
definition of the matrices V, X, Q, Q given in (2.41), (2.43), (2.44), (2.45), (2.47)
and (2.49) provides us with all information about the four-point tree-level off-shell

amplitudes.

2.3.2 Effective action for massless fields

In this subsection we compute explicit expressions for the general quartic off-shell
amplitudes of the massless fields, including derivatives to all orders. Our notation for

the massless fields is, as in (2.2),

| Brmaesess) = / d*p (A,(p)a", — ia(p)b_sco) Ip). (2.50)
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External states with A, and a in the k’th Fock space are inserted using

0
D = [ dpAo) e

1p

and D"‘k——z/dpa(p)a BJ
0

Jk=7k =0
(2.51)

Jk= jk

We can compute all quartic terms in the effective action S [A,, a] by computing quartic
off-shell amplitudes for the massless fields by acting on )4 with DA and D*. First
consider the quartic term with four external A’s. The relevant off-shell amplitude
is given by []i, D2y where € is given in (2.48) and Da* is given in (2.51).

Performing the differentiations we get
1 _
Sw =5 N*¢" / [1ép's (0" +5° + 5° + p*) A*(p1) A** (p2) A*3 (p3) A* (ps)

o 1- X2
X /0 dre” Det ((—1—_—‘/;)—1;> (124+I§4+IA4) exp (—p,,Q ) (2.52)

Here Z9,, I2%,, T}, are defined by

i1i2 Fyiata
E Q Q Muaay i Mitsgpaig o

zﬁézj

Atiiz 7'3.71 14]2 1
I24 E 11 I»h3pl1114 7];;11#12, (253)
z,#z_,

4 _ Ali 727 A3k A4 0
Tas =Q10Q10CQ10 prmpﬁzp,‘spm

Other amplitudes with a’s and A’s all have the same pattern as (2.52). The amplitude
with one o and three A’s is obtained by replacing A, (™) in formula (2.52) with
ia(p") and the sum of Zﬁ with the sum of

1 L
1 . 2111 Yizis Hlak, k
Toss = 3 E :Qm Q° QT P, iy pig»
i,;éi,

Zgun 22] zsk “lpf‘ puapim' (254)
z,#z]

39



The amplitude with two A’s and two a’s is obtained by replacing A, (p™)A,, (p?)

with —a(p)a(p) and the sum of Z37* with the sum of

- i1%1 2212 mz 2211 \ F)iate
a2A2 = E :(Q )@ Miigpig >
z,#z]

Th = 7 Y (Qh Q" — QU OO Qe (2.55)

z,;ézj
1t is straightforward to write down the analogous expressions for the terms of order
a®A and o?. However, as we shall see later, it is possible to extract all the information
about the coefficients in the expansion of the effective action for A, in powers of field

strength up to F* from the terms of order A%, A3, and A2%02.

The off-shell amplitudes (2.52), (2.53), (2.54) and (2.55) include contributions
from the intermediate gauge field. To compute the quartic terms in the effective
action we must subtract, if nonzero, the amplitude with intermediate A,. In the
case of the abelian theory this amplitude vanishes due to the twist symmetry. In the
nonabelian case, however, the amplitude with intermediate A, is nonzero. The level
truncation method in the next section makes it easy to subtract this contribution at

the stage of numerical computation.

As in (2.23), we expand the effective action in powers of p. As an example of a
particular term appearing in this expansion, let us consider the space-time indepen-
dent (zero-derivative) term of (2.52). In the abelian case there is only one such term:
A A*ALAY. The coefficient of this term is

LYV z/oodTeTDet 1-X7 (A}, + B: + C} (2.56)
v 2 g A (1—-172)13 1 11 11 :

where the matrices A, B and C are those in (2.49). In the nonabelian case there are
two terms, Tr(A4,A*A,A") and Tr (A, A, A*A”), which differ in the order of gauge
fields. The coefficients of these terms are obtained by keeping A2, + C% and B%

terms in (2.56) respectively.
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2.3.3 Level truncation

Formula (2.56) and analogous formulae for the coefficients of other terms in the ef-
fective action contain integrals over complicated functions of infinite-dimensional ma-
trices. Even after truncating the matrices to finite size, these integrals are rather
difficult to compute. To get numerical values for the terms in the effective action, we
need a good method for approximately evaluating integrals of the form (2.56). In this
subsection we describe the method we use to approximate these integrals. For the
four-point functions, which are the main focus of the computations in this chapter,
the method we use is equivalent to truncating the summation over intermediate fields
at finite field level. Because the computation is carried out in the oscillator formalism,
however, the complexity of the computation only grows polynomially in the field level

cutoff.

Tree diagrams with four external fields have a single internal propagator with

Schwinger parameter 7. It is convenient to do a change of variables
oc=¢". (2.57)

We then truncate all matrices to size L x L and expand the integrand in powers of o
up to oM~2, dropping all terms of higher order in 0. We denote this approximation
scheme by {L,M}. The o™ term of the series contains the contribution from all
intermediate fields at level ¥ = n+2, so in this approximation scheme we are keeping
all oscillators ay¢;, in the string field expansion, and all intermediate particles in
the diagram of mass m?> < M — 1. We will use the approximation scheme {L, L}
throughout this chapter. This approximation really imposes only one restriction—
the limit on the mass of the intermediate particle. It is perhaps useful to compare the
approximation scheme we are using here with those used in previous work on related
problems. In [20] analogous integrals were computed by numerical integration. This
corresponds to {L, 0o} truncation. In earlier papers on level truncation in string field
theory, such as [3, 4, 5] and many others, the (L, M) truncation scheme was used, in

which fields of mass up to L — 1 and interaction vertices with total mass of fields in
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the vertex up to M — 3 are kept. Our {L, L} truncation scheme is equivalent to the

(L, L + 2) truncation scheme by that definition.

To explicitly see how the o expansion works let us write the expansion in o of a

generic integrand and take the integral term by term

1d‘7p200 i n_oo cn(Pi)
/0 prid ; cn(pt)o™ = nzzo prop— (2.58)
Here p = p1+p2 = p3+ps is the intermediate momentum. This is the expansion of the
amplitude into poles corresponding to the contributions of (open string) intermediate
particles of fixed level. We can clearly see that dropping higher powers of ¢ in the
expansion means dropping the contribution of very massive particles. We also see that
to subtract the contribution from the intermediate fields A, and o we can simply omit

the term ¢, (p)o® ! in (2.58).

While the Taylor expansion of the integrand might seem difficult, it is in fact
quite straightforward. We notice that V"*, and X" are both of order o. Therefore
we can simply expand the integrand in powers of matrices V and X. For example,

the determinant of the matter Neumann coefficients is
Det(1 — V%)™ = exp (—13TrLog(1 - Vz)) : (2.59)

Looking again at (2.52) we notice that the only matrix series’ that we will need are
Log(1 — V?2) for the determinant (and the analogue for X) and 1/(1 — V?2) for Q%.

Computation of these series is straightforward.

It is also easy to estimate how computation time grows with L and M. The
most time consuming part of the Taylor expansion in ¢ is the matrix multiplication.
Recall that V is an L x L matrix whose coefficients are proportional to " at leading
order. Elements of V* are polynomials in o with M terms. To construct a series ag +
aV+---+ayVM™ +O(cM+!) we need M matrix multiplications V*. V. Each matrix
multiplication consists of L3 multiplications of its elements. Each multiplication of the

elements has on the average M /2 multiplications of monomials. The total complexity
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therefore grows as L3M2.

The method just described allows us to compute approximate coefficients in the
effective action at any particular finite level of truncation. In [20], it was found
empirically that the level truncation calculation gives approximate results for finite
on-shell and off-shell amplitudes with errors which go as a power series in 1/L. Based
on this observation, we can perform a least-squares fit on a finite set of level truncation
data for a particular term in the effective action to attain a highly accurate estimate
of the coefficient of that term. We use this method to compute coefficients of terms in

the effective action which are quartic in A throughout the remainder of this chapter.

2.4 The Yang-Mills action

In this section we assemble the Yang-Mills action, picking the appropriate terms from

the two, three and four-point Green functions. We write the Yang-Mills action as

Syas = / d“x’l‘r(—%a,,A,,a“A” + %BMAVB”A“

. 1
+ igymBuAL A, ')+ S0l Ay, AIA%, A7) (2:60)

In section 2.4.1 we consider the quadratic terms of the Yang-Mills action. In section
2.4.2 consider the cubic terms and identify the Yang-Mills coupling constant gy, in
terms of the SFT (three tachyon) coupling constant g. This provides us with the
expected value for the quartic term. In section 2.4.3 we present the results of a
numerical calculation of the (space-time independent) quartic terms and verify that

we indeed get the Yang-Mills action.

2.4.1 Quadratic terms

The quadratic term in the action for massless fields, calculated from (2.4), and (2.6)
is

Sao = / d' Tr(—%apA,, PA” ~a® + Viad,A). (2.61)
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Completing the square in o and integrating the term (9A)? by parts we obtain
S d 1 v 1 v 2
Sa= [ & zTr(—EauA,, A +50,A, 04" ~ B ) (2.62)

where we denote

1
B=a= 20,4, (2.63)

Eliminating o using the leading-order equation of motion, B = 0, leads to the
quadratic terms in (2.60). Subleading terms in the equation of motion for a lead
to higher-order terms in the effective action, to which we return in the following

sections.

2.4.2 Cubic terms

The cubic terms in the action for the massless fields are obtained by differentiating

(2.34). The terms cubic in A are given by

X N 1 ry{/rr, T
Sps = =2 dpid () ;) Tr( Au(p1) Au(p2) Ax(ps) ) exp (50" Voo 0)
3 ; . 2
x (P VGV + P ViRV + gV ViR)
+ VIR VAV (264)

To compare with the Yang-Mills action we perform a Fourier transform and use the

properties of the Neumann coefficients to combine similar terms. We then get
Spe = —iNg / me&c(VllfVle (8,A,[A*, A*])
1 L o - - -
+ 5(1/0112)3 (8,A*9,A"9,A* - 8,A*9,A"8,A*) + (Vollz)s{A,,, OAAM]B"B"AA) (2.65)
where, following the notation introduced in (2.36), we have

= 1
A, = exp(—§V010162)AM. (2.66)
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To reproduce the cubic terms in the Yang-Mills action, we are interested in the
terms in (2.65) of order A3. The remaining terms and the terms coming from the
expansion of the exponential of derivatives contribute to higher-order terms in the
effective action, which we discuss later. The cubic terms in the action involving the

o field are

S par = —INGV2 (X22)? / dz Te(A* (8,4, &), (2.67)

SAza = vaa = O

Saz, vanishes because X3! = 0, and S,s is zero because [a,a] = 0. After a is

eliminated using its equation of motion, (2.67) first contributes terms at order 93A3.

The first line of (2.65) contributes to the cubic piece of the F? term. Substituting

the explicit values of the Neumann coefficients:

Vio = —log(27/16), V2 = 16/21, (2.68)
Vi = —2v2/3V3, X2 = 4/(3V3).

we write the lowest-derivative term of (2.65) as

sil = z% / Ty (3,4, 4%, A”]) | (2.69)

We can now predict the value of the quartic amplitude at zero momentum. From
(2.60) and (2.69) we see that the Yang-Mills constant is related to the SFT coupling

constant by

1
= —q. 2.70

This is the same relation between the gauge boson and tachyon couplings as the one
given in formula (6.5.14) of Polchinski [64]. We expect the nonderivative part of the

quartic term in the effective action to add to the quadratic and cubic terms to form
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the full Yang-Mills action, so that
S = ZGhulAu A (2.71)

2.4.3 Quartic terms

As we have just seen, to get the full Yang-Mills action the quartic terms in the effective
action at p = 0 must take the form (2.71). We write the nonderivative part of the

SFT quartic effective action as

SU=g / (m(A AF)? 4 —7_Tr[A“,A"]) (2.72)

We can use the method described in section 2.3.3 to numerically approximate the
coefficients v and «y_ in level truncation. In the limit L — oo we expect that v, — 0
and that v~ — g¢%,,/¢> = 1/2. As follows from formula (2.56) and the comment

below it vy, are given by:

— e [P erare (22X ) (2,4 By 42
T+ =T | erarDe A (A1, + By + Ch),

= N? m’th 1-X? B? 2.73
= A e at ve -(—1—_—"72—)'5 11 ( )

We have calculated these integrals including contributions from the first 100 levels.
We have found that as the level L increases the coefficients 7, and . indeed converge
to their expected values 2. The leading term in the deviation decays as 1/L as
expected. Figure 2-2 shows the graphs of v.(L) vs L. Table 2.1 explicitly lists the
results from the first 10 levels. At level 100 we get v, = 0.0037, v- = 0.4992 which is
within 0.5% of the expected values. One can improve precision even more by doing
a least-squares fit of y4(L) with an expansion in powers of 1/L with indeterminate
coefficients. The contributions to v+ from the even and odd level fields are oscillatory.

Thus, the fit for only even or only odd levels works much better. The least-squares

2We were recently informed of an analytic proof of this result in SFT, which will appear in [65]
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Figure 2-2: Deviation of the coefficients of quartic terms in the effective action from the expected
values, as a function of the level of truncation L. The coefficient v+ is shown with crosses and
7. —1/2 is shown with stars. The curves given by fitting with a power series in 1/L are graphed in

both cases.

Lovel | 72 (n) [ 7-() [ 7-() — L
0 -0.844 0 -0.500
2 -0.200 | 0.592 0.092
3 -0.200 | 0.417 -0.083
4 -0.097 | 0.504 0.004
5 -0.097 | 0.468 -0.032
6 -0.063 | 0.495 -0.005
7 -0.063 | 0.483 -0.017
8 -0.047 | 0.494 -0.006
9 -0.047 | 0.487 -0.013
10 -0.037 | 0.494 -0.006

Table 2.1: Coefficients of the constant quartic terms in the action for the first 10 levels.
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fit for the last 25 even levels gives

g 0.35807 0.0091 1.6 15

v+(L) =~ =5-10~ i 12 ——L—s--i'-ﬁ‘l""
1 _g 0.0795838 0.1212 1.02 1.24
v-(L) = 2 2.-107° — i + Iz + 75 4 + (2.74)

We see that when L — oo the fitted values of . are in agreement with the Yang-Mills
quartic term to 7 digits of precision 3.

The calculations we have described so far provide convincing evidence that the
SFT effective action for A, reproduces the nonabelian Yang-Mills action. This is en-
couraging in several respects. First, it shows that our method of computing Feynman
diagrams in SFT is working well. Second, the agreement with on-shell calculations is
another direct confirmation that cubic SFT provides a correct off-shell generalization
of bosonic string theory. Third, it encourages us to extend these calculations further

to get more information about the full effective action of A4,.

2.5 The abelian Born-Infeld action

In this section we consider the abelian theory, and compute terms in the effective
action which go beyond the leading Yang-Mills action computed in the previous sec-
tion. As discussed in Section 2.3, we expect that the effective vector field theory
computed from string field theory should be equivalent under a field redefinition to a
theory whose leading terms at each order in A take the Born-Infeld form (2.26). In
this section we give evidence that this is indeed the case. In the abelian theory, the
terms at order A® vanish identically, so the quartic terms are the first ones of interest
beyond the quadratic Yang-Mills action. In subsection 2.5.1 we use our results on
the general quartic term from 2.3.2 to explicitly compute the terms in the effective

action at order 8°A*. We find that these terms are nonvanishing. We find, however,

3Note that in [19], an earlier attempt was made to calculate the coefficients v+ from SFT. The
results in that paper are incorrect; the error made there was that odd-level fields, which do not
contribute in the abelian action due to twist symmetry, were neglected. As these fields do contribute
in the nonabelian theory, the result for y_ obtained in [19] had the wrong numerical value. Our
calculation here automatically includes odd-level fields, and reproduces correctly the expected value.
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that the gauge invariance of the effective action constrains the terms at this order to
live on a one-parameter family of terms related through field redefinitions, and that
the terms we find are generated from the Yang-Mills terms F? with an appropriate
field redefinition. We discuss general issues of field redefinition and gauge invariance
in subsection 2.5.2; this discussion gives us a framework with which to analyze more
complicated terms in the effective action. In subsection 2.5.3 we analyze terms of the
form %A%, and show that these terms indeed take the form predicted by the Born-
Infeld action after the appropriate field redefinition. In subsection 2.5.4 we consider
higher-order terms with no derivatives, and give evidence that terms of order (A- A)"

vanish up to n = 5 in the string field theory effective action.

2.5.1 Terms of the form %44

In the abelian theory, all terms in the Born-Infeld action have the same number of
fields and derivatives. If we assume that the effective action for A, calculated in SFT
directly matches the Born-Infeld action (plus higher-order derivative corrections) we
would expect the 8?A* terms in the expansion of the effective action to vanish. The

most general form of the quartic terms with two derivatives is parameterized as *

S2i=¢° / d*°z(c1 A AP0, A0 A” + A A0, AO AY + c3 AL A, 04 A0 A°

+ c4ALA0 A O AP + cs A AL A0 A7 + cs AL A0, AY0,A%). (2.75)

When « is eliminated from the massless effective action S using the equation of
motion, we might then expect that all coefficients ¢, in the resulting action (2.75)
should vanish. Let us now compute these terms explicitly. From (2.62) and (2.67)

we see that the equation of motion for « in the effective theory of the massless fields

4Recall that in section 2.3.1 we fixed the integration by parts freedom by integrating by parts all
terms with 824, and 8- A. Formula (2.75) gives the most general combination of terms with four
A’s and two derivatives that do not have 824, and 9 - A.
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reads (in the abelian theory)

1
a=—7=0"A,+O((A,a)). 2.76
750 At O((4,0)°) (276)
The coefficients c;,...,cs thus get contributions from the two-derivative term of

(2.52), the one-derivative term of (2.54) and the zero-derivative term of (2.55). We
first consider the contribution from the four-gauge boson amplitude (2.52). All the

expressions for these contributions, which we denote (d¢;) 44, are of the form

1 oo 1- X2
51: :_j\ﬂ/ d " Det | ——=—— ] Py 4,;A,B,C. 2.77
(6¢;) as 5 A Te" De ((1—V2)13) 02443 ) (2.77)

Here Py 44 ; are polynomials in the elements of the matrices A, B and C which were
defined in (2.49). It is straightforward to derive expressions for the polynomials P2 44 ;

from (2.52) and (2.53), so we just give the result here

Py ey = —2(A% Ago + B2, Boo + C1Coo),

Py2 415 = —2(A3,(Boo + Coo) + B3 (Ago + Coo) + C21(Ago + Buo)),

Pyzpa 3 = 2(An (B3, + Ch) — Bu(4Y, + C%) + Cu (A% + BY)), (2.78)
Ps2a8.4 = 4(AnA1o(Bio + Cro) = BuBio(Aro + Cro) + CraCro(Aro + Buo)),
Py2pas 4(A11B10010 — B11A410Cy0 + C’uAmBm),

Pypeg = 2(AnA%, — BuB% + CyyC%).

The terms in the effective action S which contain a’s and contribute to S[A] at order

02 A* can similarly be computed from (2.54) and are given by (2.55)

S g g / P2 (010A, A A" + 020 0 A A A + o3P A, AR (2.79)

50



where the coefficients o; are given by

Paoas, = 494 (An(Blo + Cio) — B11(Ayo + Cho) + Cr1(Bro + AlO));
Pyonsz = 4Qq; (A11Aio — BiyByo + C11Cho) (2.80)
Ppage =2((Q51)” — (Q1)*)Au — ((Qa1)? — (261)*) B + ((Qa1)* — (Q51)%) Ca.-

Computation of the integrals up to level 100 and using a least-squares fit gives us

(bci) s = —2.1513026,  (6cg) e ~ 0.9132288, o, ~ —0.4673613,
(6ca)as ~ —4.3026050,  (dcs)as &~ —2.0134501,  op &~ 0.2171165,  (2.81)
(5cs)as ~ —2.0134501,  (Gcg)as ~ 1.4633393, o3~ 1.6829758.

Elimination of @ with (2.76) gives

o ~ —2.1513026, ca = 4.302605,
¢y ~ —4.302605, s = 0, (2.82)
3 =0, ¢ ~ 2.1513026.

These coefficients are not zero, so that the SFT effective action does not reproduce the
abelian Born-Infeld action in a straightforward manner. Thus, we need to consider a
field redefinition to put the effective action into the usual Born-Infeld form. To under-
stand how this field redefinition Works, it is useful to study the gauge transformation
in the effective theory. Without directly computing this gauge transformation, we
can write the general form that the transformation must take; the leading terms can

be parameterized as

§A, = O + 2 1 (1A20,) + 64,8, A
+ A" AN+ G ALD - AN+ A, A,0"N) + O(03A%)). (2.83)

The action (2.75) must be invariant under this gauge transformation. This gauge
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invariance imposes a number of a priori restrictions on the coefficients ¢;, ;. When we
vary the F? term in the effective action (2.60) the nonlinear part of (2.83) generates
03A3) terms. Gauge invariance requires that these terms cancel the terms arising
from the linear gauge transformation of the 82A* terms in (2.75). This cancellation
gives homogeneous linear equations for the parameters c; and ;. The general solution

of these equations depends on one free parameter v:

€ = —C = —%, 1=
Cy = —cy4 = —27, S5 = —27, (284)
c3=1c¢5=0, G =¢ =¢ =0.

The coefficients c; calculated above satisfy these relations to 7 digits of precision.

From the numerical values of the ¢;’s, we find

v ~ 2.1513026 + 0.0000005. (2.85)

We have thus found that the 52 A* terms in the effective vector field action derived
from SFT lie on a one-parameter family of possible combinations of terms which have a
gauge invariance of the desired form. We can identify the degree of freedom associated
with this parameter as arising from the existence of a family of field transformations

with nontrivial terms at order A%

A, = A, + ¢yA%A,, (2.86)
A=

We can use this field redefinition to relate a field A with the standard gauge trans-
formation 5/1# = 6,}\ to a field A transforming under (2.83) with ¢; and ~ satisfying
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(2.84). Indeed, plugging this change of variables into

6A, = d), (2.87)
Spr = —i / dzF? + O(F3).

gives (2.83) and (2.75) with ¢;, ; satisfying (2.84).

We have thus found that nonvanishing §2A* terms arise in the vector field effective
action derived from SFT, but that these terms can be removed by a field redefinition.
We would like to emphasize that the logic of this subsection relies upon using the fact
that the effective vector field theory has a gauge invariance. The existence of this
invariance constrains the action sufficiently that we can identify a field redefinition
that puts the gauge transformation into standard form, without knowing in advance
the explicit form of the gauge invariance in the effective theory. Knowing the field
redefinition, however, in turn allows us to identify this gauge invariance explicitly.
This interplay between field redefinitions and gauge invariance plays a key role in
understanding higher-order terms in the effective action, which we explore further in

the following subsection.

2.5.2 Gauge invariance and field redefinitions

In this subsection we discuss some aspects of the ideas of gauge invariance and field
redefinitions in more detail. In the previous subsection, we determined a piece of the
field redefinition relating the vector field A in the effective action derived from string
field theory to the gauge field A in the Born-Infeld action by using the existence of
a gauge invariance in the effective theory. The rationale for the existence of the field
transformation from A to A can be understood based on the general theorem of the
rigidity of the Yang-Mills gauge transformation [54, 55]. This theorem states that any
deformation of the Yang-Mills gauge invariance can be mapped to the standard gauge

invariance through a field redefinition. At the classical level this field redefinition can
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be expressed as

A=A, ). (2.88)

This theorem explains, for example, why noncommutative Yang-Mills theory, which
has a complicated gauge invariance involving the noncommutative star product, can
be mapped through the Seiberg-Witten map (field redefinition) to a gauge theory
written in terms of a gauge field with standard transformation rules [29, 66]. Since
in string field theory the parameter o (which we have set to unity) parameterizes
the deformation of the standard gauge transformation of A,, the theorem states that
some field redefinition exists which takes the effective vector field theory arising from
SFT to a theory which can be written in terms of the field strength E . and covariant

derivative bu of a gauge field flu with the standard transformation rule®.

There are two ways in which we can make use of this theorem. Given the explicit
expression for the effective action from SFT, one can assume that such a transforma-
tion exists, write the most general covariant action at the order of interest, and find a
field redefinition which takes this to the effective action computed in SFT. Applying
this approach, for example, to the 9>A% terms discussed in the previous subsection,
we would start with the covariant action F72, multiplied by an unknown overall co-
efficient ¢, write the field redefinition (2.86) in terms of the unknown +, plug in the
field redefinition, and match with the effective action (2.75), which would allow us to
fix v and ¢ = —1/4.

A more direct approach can be used when we have an explicit expression for the
gauge invariance of the effective theory. In this case we can simply try to construct
a field redefinition which relates this invariance to the usual Yang-Mills gauge in-
variance. When finding the field redefinition relating the deformed and undeformed
theories, however, a further subtlety arises, which was previously encountered in re-

lated situations [31, 32]. Namely, there exists for any theory a class of trivial gauge

5In odd dimensions there would also be a possibility of Chern-Simons terms
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invariances. Consider a theory with fields ¢; and action S(¢;). This theory has trivial

gauge transformations of the form

0S
8b; = Lhii—v .
0= g (2:89)
where p;; = —pj;. Indeed, the variation of the action under this transformation is

0S = uijl;%% = (0. These transformations are called trivial because they do not cor-
respond to a constraint in the Hamiltonian picture. The conserved charges associated
with trivial transformations are identically zero. In comparing the gauge invariance
of the effective action S[A] to that of the Born-Infeld action, we need to keep in mind
the possibility that the gauge invariances are not necessarily simply related by a field
redefinition, but that the invariance of the effective theory may include additional
terms of the form (2.89). In considering this possibility, we can make use of a theo-
rem (theorem 3.1 of [67]), which states that under suitable regularity assumptions on
the functions gffi any gauge transformation that vanishes on shell can be written in
the form (2.89). Thus, when identifying the field redefinition transforming the effec-
tive vector field A to the gauge field A, we allow for the possible addition of trivial
terms.

The benefit of the first method described above for determining the field redefi-
nition is that we do not need to know the explicit form of the gauge transformation.
Once the field redefinition is known we can find the gauge transformation law in the
effective theory of A, up to trivial terms by plugging the field redefinition into the
standard gauge transformation law of A,. In the explicit example of §2A* terms

considered in the previous subsection we determined that the gauge transformation

of the vector field A, is given by
6A, = 0 — Gv(A%9,\ — 24,A,0")) (2.90)

plus possible trivial terms which we did not consider. We have found the numerical
value of v in (2.85). If we had been able to directly compute this gauge transformation

law, finding the field redefinition (2.86) would have been trivial. Unfortunately, as
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we shall see in a moment, the procedure for computing the higher-order terms in the
gauge invariance of the effective theory is complicated to implement, which makes
the second method less practical in general for determining the field redefinition. We
can, however, at least compute the terms in the gauge invariance which are of order
AN directly from the definition (2.5). Thus, for these terms the second method just
outlined for computing the field redefinition can be used. We use this method in
section 2.6.1 to compute the field redefinition including terms at order 4% and 6?A

in the nonabelian theory.

Let us note that the field redefinition that makes the gauge transformation stan-
dard is not unique. There is a class of field redefinitions that preserves the gauge

structure and mass-shell condition

A=A, + T,(F) + D,&(A),
N =X+06¢(A,). (2.91)

In this field redefinition Tu(f’) depends on A, only through the covariant field strength
and its covariant derivatives. The term & is a trivial (pure gauge) field redefinition,
which is essentially a gauge transformation with parameter £(A). The resulting am-
biguity in the effective Lagrangian has a field theory interpretation based on the
equivalence theorem [68]. According to this theorem, different Lagrangians give the
same S-matrix elements if they are related by a change of variables in which both

fields have the same gauge variation and satisfy the same mass-shell condition.

Let us now describe briefly how the different forms of gauge invariance arise in the
world-sheet and string field theory approaches to computing the vector field action.
We primarily carry out this discussion in the context of the abelian theory, although
similar arguments can be made in the nonabelian case. In a world-sheet sigma model

calculation one introduces the boundary interaction term

G
A, —=—dr. .
f; pdr (2.92)
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This term is explicitly invariant under
A, — A+ 0 (2.93)

Provided that one can find a systematic method of calculation that respects this
gauge invariance, the resulting effective action will possess this gauge invariance as
well. This is the reason calculations such as those in [16, 27] give an effective action
with the usual gauge invariance.

In the cubic SFT calculation, on the other hand, the gauge invariance is much more
complicated. The original theory has an infinite number of gauge invariances, given by
(2.5). We have fixed all but one of these gauge symmetries; the remaining symmetry
comes from a gauge transformation that may change the field a, but which keeps all
other auxiliary fields at zero. A direct construction of this gauge transformation in
the effective theory of A, is rather complicated, but can be described perturbatively

in three steps:

1. Make an SFT gauge transformation (in the full theory with an infinite number
of fields) with the parameter

) = %A(x)b_llo). (2.94)

This gauge transformation transforms o and A, as

(SA,J = 6“/\ + ig)/M(' .. ),
8o =V20° X +igym(---), (2.95)

and transforms all fields in the theory in a computable fashion.

2. The gauge transformation |A’) takes us away from the gauge slice we have fixed
by generating fields associated with states containing ¢y at all higher levels.
We now have to make a second gauge transformation with a parameter |A”(\))

that will restore our gauge of choice. The order of magnitude of the auxiliary
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fields we have generated at higher levels is O(gA®). Therefore |A”())) is of
order gA®. Since we already used the gauge parameter at level zero, we will
choose |A”) to have nonvanishing components only for massive modes. Then
this gauge transformation does not change the massless fields linearly, so the
contribution to the gauge transformation at the massless level will be of order
O(g*\®?). The gauge transformation generated by |A”()\)) can be computed as
a perturbative expansion in g. Combining this with our original gauge transfor-
mation generated by |A) gives us a new gauge transformation which transforms
the massless fields linearly according to (2.95), but which also keeps us in our

chosen gauge slice.

3. In the third step we eliminate all the fields besides A, using the classical equa-

tions of motion. The SFT equations of motion are
QB|®) = —g(2, &|V3). (2.96)

The BRST operator preserves the level of fields; therefore, the solutions for

massive fields and « in terms of A, will be of the form

Vs, = O(9A?), (2.97)
o= —\}—ia - A+ 0O(gA?) (2.98)

where 9, .., iS a generic massive field. Using these EOM to eliminate the

massive fields and a in the gauge transformation of A, will give terms of order
O(g%A?).

To summarize, the gauge transformation in the effective theory for A, is of the

form
0A, = A+ R,(A, ), (2.99)

where R, is a specific function of A and )\ at order g2A%)\, which can in principle be
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computed using the method just described. In the nonabelian theory, there will also
be terms at order gA\ arising directly from the original gauge transformation |A);
these terms are less complicated and can be computed directly from the cubic string
field vertex.

In this subsection, we have discussed two approaches to computing the field re-
definition which takes us from the effective action S{A] to a covariant action written
in terms of the gauge field A, which should have the form of the Born-Infeld action
plus derivative corrections. In the following sections we use these two approaches to
check that various higher-order terms in the SF'T effective action indeed agree with

known terms in the Born-Infeld action, in both the abelian and nonabelian theories.

2.5.3 Terms of the form §*A*

The goal of this subsection is to verify that after an appropriate field redefinition
the 8*A* terms in the abelian effective action derived from SFT transform into the
F* — 1(F?)? terms of the Born-Infeld action (including the correct constant factor of
(2mgym)?/8). To demonstrate this, we use the first method discussed in the previous
subsection. Since the total number of §*A* terms is large we restrict attention to a
subset of terms: namely those terms where indices on derivatives are all contracted
together. These terms are independent from other terms at the same order in the
effective action. By virtue of the equations of motion (2.76) the diagrams with o do
not contribute to these terms. This significant simplification is the reason why we
choose to concentrate on these terms. Although we only compute a subset of the
possible terms in the effective action, however, we find that these terms are sufficient
to fix both coefficients in the Born-Infeld action at order F*.

The terms we are interested in have the general form

Sty oy us = & / 5 (dy (0,409 AP + 0y, ArD, A9 A,0" A°

+ ds A8, A*0, A, 08" A% + d40, A\, A A, 0P A°
+ d5 ArA*,8, A, 000" A° + dgA0,0,A* A,0"8” A°). (2.100)
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The coefficients for these terms in the effective action are given by

1 e 1- XZ (4)
d’i = 5/\[2 / dTeT Det (—~ PZ (A, .B7 C) (2101)
0

1-V2)B

with

P1(4) = Ps(4) = A%lAgO + Blego + C121030>

P{" = P{" = A%, (B3 + C3y) + B}y (A3 + Cy) + Ch (43, + BY)

P = 442 Ay (Boo + Coo) + 4B% Bao (Ago + Coo) +4C% Coo (Ago + Boo),  (2.102)
P4(4) = 4A}, BooCoo + 4B}, AowCoo + 4C7; AgoBoo-

Computation of the integrals gives us

dy = ds =~ 3.14707539, d3 ~ 18.51562023,

dy = dg =~ 2.96365920, ds =~ 0.99251621. (2.103)

To match these coefficients with the BI action we need to write the general field

redefinition to order 9*A® (again, keeping only terms with all derivatives contracted)

A, = A, + P (YA2A, + 01 AL A0 A7 + 0, AP A,

+ OégAua)\Aga)\AU + a4A08AAu8’\A°). (2104)

Using the general theorem quoted in the previous subsection, we know that there is a
field redefinition relating the action containing the terms (2.100) to a covariant action
written in terms of a conventional field strength . The coefficients of £2 and £ are

already fixed, so the most generic action up to F4 is
Tr / do(~3F2+ g (aF* +5(F?)°) + O(F°) ). (2.105)

We plug the change of variables (2.104) into this equation and collect 9*A* terms
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with derivatives contracted together:

7 / P (o — a3 + 46) (0,00 4)?

+ (0q + 209 — ay + 20)9, 4,0, AN A,0" A°
+ (4a; + day — 203 — aq) A0, A0, A,000" A°
+ (201 + 20 — 04)0,Ax0, A* A, 00" A°
+ 0y Ay A*0,0,A,0" A + alAAaua,,AAAGB“a”A").
(2.106)

The assumption that (2.100) can be written as (2.106) translates into a system of
linear equations for a, b and ay,... a4 with the right hand side given by di,...ds.

This system is non-degenerate and has a unique solution

ay = dg ~ 2.9636592,
Qg = d5 ~ 31470754,

1
o3 = 5(—d3 + dy + 2d5 + 2dg) = —2.6508174,

ay = —dy + 2ds + 2dg ~ 11.2289530, (2.107)
1
a= §(d2 - d4 -+ dﬁ) ~ 24674011,

1

This determines the coefficients a and b in the effective action (2.105) to 8 digits of
precision. These values agree precisely with those that we expect from the Born-Infeld

action, which are given by

a =

A 2.4674011,

2
b= -% ~ —0.6168502. (2.108)

IR

Thus, we see that after a field redefinition, the effective vector theory derived from

string field theory agrees with Born-Infeld to order F*, and correctly fixes the coeffi-
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cients of both terms at that order. This calculation could in principle be continued
to compute higher-derivative corrections to the Born-Infeld action of the form 9°A4*

and higher, but we do not pursue such calculations further here.

Note that, assuming we know that the Born-Infeld action takes the form

Spr = —T/da:\/— det (77‘“’ + T—%Fuv). (2.109)

with undetermined D-brane tension, we can fix T = 1/(2ma’gyar)? from the coeffi-
cients at F? and F*. We may thus think of the calculations done so far as providing

another way to determine the D-brane tension from SFT.

2.5.4 Terms of the form A®"

In the preceding discussion we have focused on terms in the effective action which
are at most quartic in the vector field A,. It is clearly of interest to extend this
discussion to terms of higher order in A. A complete analysis of higher-order terms,
including all momentum dependence, involves considerable additional computation.
We have initiated analysis of higher-order terms by considering the simplest class of
such terms: those with no momentum dependence. As for the quartic terms of the
form (A*A,)? discussed in Section 4.2, we expect that all terms in the effective action
of the form

(AFA,)" (2.110)

should vanish identically when all diagrams are considered. In this subsection we
consider terms of the form (2.110). We find good numerical evidence that these

terms indeed vanish, up to terms of the form A°.

In Section 4.2 we found strong numerical evidence that the term (2.110) vanishes
for n = 2 by showing that the coeflicient v, in (2.72) approaches 0 in the level-
truncation approximation. This A* term involves only one possible diagram. As n
increases, the number of diagrams involved in computing A?" increases exponentially,

and the complexity of each diagram also increases, so that the primary method used
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in this chapter becomes difficult to implement. To study the terms (2.110) we have
used a somewhat different method, in which we directly truncate the theory by only
including fields up to a fixed total oscillator level, and then computing the cubic terms
for each of the fields below the desired level. This was the original method of level
truncation used in [3] to compute the tachyon 4-point function, and in later work
[4, 5] on level truncation on the problem of tachyon condensation. As discussed in
Section 3.3, the method we are using for explicitly calculating the quartic terms in
the action involves truncating on the level of the intermediate state in the 4-point
diagram, so that the two methods give the same answers. While level truncation on
oscillators is very efficient for computing low-order diagrams at high level, however,
level truncation on fields is more efficient for computing high-order diagrams at low

level.

In [5], a recursive approach was used to calculate coefficients of ¢™ in the effective
tachyon potential from string field theory using level truncation on fields. Given a

cubic potential

V=3 diity + ) gtin ity (2.111)
tJ

i3k
for a finite number of fields ¥;,7 = 1,..., N at p = 0, the effective action for a = i,

when all other fields are integrated out is given by
1
Ve (a) = 2 ~v,_10"" (2.112)

where v/, represents the summation over all graphs with n external a edges and a

single external v°, with no internal a’s. The v's satisfy the recursion relations

i - 8

_ gnl

'U:l = izdl]t]'kl{}fnﬁiz—m (2113)
m=1
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where d¥ is the inverse matrix to d;; and

0, i=landn>1
= (2.114)

vi, otherwise

43
: -~.

has been defined to project out internal a edges.

We have used these relations to compute the effective action for A, at p = 0. We
computed all quadratic and cubic interactions between fields up to level 8 associated
with states which are scalars in 25 of the space-time dimensions and which include an
arbitrary number of matter oscillators a?®,. Plugging the resulting quadratic and cubic
coefficients into the recursion relations (2.113) allows us to compute the coefficients

Con = U3,_1/2n in the effective action for the gauge field A,

0
3 g (A AL (2.115)
n=1

for small values of n . We have computed these coefficients up to n = 7 at different

levels of field truncation up to L = 8. The results of this computation are given in

Table 2.2 up to n = 5, including the predicted value at L = oo from a 1/L fit to the

data at levels 2, 4, 6 and 8. The results in Table 2.2 indicate that, as expected, all

Level C4 Ce Cg C10

2 0.200 | 1.883 | 6.954 | 28.65
4 0.097 | 1.029 | 6.542 | 37.49
6 0.063 | 0.689 | 5.287 | 37.62
8 0.046 | 0.517 | 4.325 | 34.18
oo ] 0.001]0.014 [-0.229 | 1.959

Table 2.2: Coefficients of A2" at various levels of truncation

coefficients cs, will vanish when the level is taken to infinity. The initial contribution
at level 2 is canceled to within 0.6% for terms A*, within 0.8% for terms A%, within
4% for terms A8, and within 7% for terms A'°. It is an impressive success of the
level-truncation method that for c;q, the cancellation predicted by the 1/L expansion

is so good, given that the coefficients computed in level truncation increase until level
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L = 8. We have also computed the coefficients for larger values of n, but for n > 5
the numerics are less compelling. Indeed, the approximations to the coefficients c;2
and beyond continue to grow up to level 8. We expect that a good prediction of the

cancellation of these higher-order terms would require going to higher level.

The results found here indicate that the method of level truncation in string field
theory seems robust enough to correctly compute higher-order terms in the vector
field effective action. Computing terms with derivatives at order A® and beyond
would require some additional work, but it seems that a reasonably efficient computer
program should be able to do quite well at computing these terms, even to fairly high

powers of A.

2.6 The nonabelian Born-Infeld action

We now consider the theory with a nonabelian gauge group. As we discussed in
section 2.2.3, the first term beyond the Yang-Mills action in the nonabelian analogue
of the Born-Infeld action has the form Tr F3. As in the previous section, we expect
that a field redefinition is necessary to get this term from the effective nonabelian
vector field theory derived from SFT. In this section we compute the terms in the
effective vector field theory to orders A% and 82A4%, and we verify that after a field
redefinition these terms reproduce the corresponding pieces of the £3 term, with the
correct coefficients. In section 2.6.1 we analyze 93A3 terms, and in subsection 2.6.2

we consider the 82 A?* terms.

2.6.1 0°A3 terms

In section 2.4.2 we showed that the terms of the form 9A% in the nonabelian SFT
effective action for A contribute to the F2 term after a field redefinition. We now

consider terms at order 9*A%. Recall from (2.65) and (2.67) that the full effective
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action for o and A at this order is given by

- 1 ~ - ~ ~ - -
SAS [A, a] = igYM / dx TI'(-6- (6)\‘4“6#141/8,#4/\ - ODA”GAA"E?“A’\)
S 1. - - -
- 0, A A", A + S[A,, 4,00 Ay + A4 (9,6 a]) (2.116)
where A, = exp(—1VH6%)A,, and similarly for &. After eliminating o using (2.61)

and (2.116) and integrating by parts to remove terms containing 9A, we find that the

complete set of terms at order 83A3 is given by

SBI[A] 48 = igynmr / d:rTir(g(aAA“auA”&,A* — 9,A"0,A70,A*)

1 v v
+ 5Vl (3,07 AL A%, 4] + 0,4, [0° 4%, A + 0, A, |4, 8 A ])). (2.117)

Note that unlike the quartic terms in A, our expressions for these terms are exact.

Let us now consider the possible terms that we can get after the field redefinition
to the field A with standard gauge transformation rules. Following the analysis of
[63], we write the most general covariant action to order F3 (keeping D at order F'/2

as discussed above)
1. . P .
—3F? +igyaab? + XD, FM DV + O(F), (2.118)

where

~ A

Dﬂ = 8u - igYM[A,uv - ] (2119)

The action (2.118) is not invariant under field redefinitions which keep the gauge

invariance unchanged. Under the field redefinition

Al = A, +vD,Fs. (2.120)



we have

a =a,

X =x-—v. (2.121)

Thus, the coefficient a is defined unambiguously, while x can be set to any chosen

value by a field redefinition.

Just as we have an exact formula for the cubic terms in the SFT action, we can
also compute the gauge transformation rule exactly to quadratic order in A using
(2.5). After some calculation, we find that the gauge variation for A, to order A%\ is

given by (before integrating out a)

§A, = O\ — igyu ([A“, N = [0u4v, 8N + [A”, 8,0, \u+
1
V2

L

[0.B, Al — 7

B, a,,,\]*). (2.122)
where B = a— \—}-58;,/1“ as in section (2.4.1). The commutators are taken with respect

to the product
f@)* g(z) = f(z)e W (@+38+325() (2.123)

The equation of motion for a at leading order is simply B = 0. Eliminating a we

therefore have
SA, = 3\ — igYM([A,,, Ne+10°X, 8,40, +[4,,0,)).). (2.124)

We are interested in considering the terms at order 824\ in this gauge variation.
Recall that in section 2.5.2 we observed that the gauge transformation may include
extra trivial terms which vanish on shell. Since the leading term in the equation of
motion for A arises at order 824, it is possible that (2.124) may contain a term of
the form

8A, =p[) 0%A, — 8,0 - Al + O(\A?) (2.125)
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in addition to a part which can be transformed into the standard nonabelian gauge
variation through a field redefinition. Thus, we wish to consider the one-parameter

family of gauge transformations

0A = 8,)\ - iQYM([A#, )\] - 1/'0101[62A,‘, )\]
— Vi [8, A 0N — Vi [A,, 8N + p [\, 8°A, — 0,0 - A] + O(\A2, 03" 4)), (2.126)

where p is an as-yet undetermined constant. We now need to show, following the
second method discussed in subsection 2.5.2, that there exists a field redefinition which
takes a field A with action (2.117) and a gauge transformation of the form (2.126) to
a gauge field A with an action of the form (2.118) and the standard nonabelian gauge

transformation rule.

The leading terms in the field redefinition can be parameterized as

A=Ay +010,0 - A+ v A, + igyar (vslAs, 0A7) + vaA,, 8 - Al + vs[0,A,, A°)),
A=A+ u®®A +igyn (vr[0 - A, N + vs[A,, 87N)). (2.127)

The coefficient v; can be chosen arbitrarily through a gauge transformation, so we
simply choose v, = —v,. The requirement that the RHS of (2.127) varied with (2.126)
and rewritten in terms of fl, ) gives the standard transformation law for /1, A up to
terms of order 0(5\212) gives a system of linear equations with solutions depending

on one free parameter v.

vy =~ = U, p=Vu,
v3=1——;—Vo101+v, ve =0,

Vg = — 0101 + v, vr = Volol, (2'128)
vs = =V + 2v, vg = %VOIOI .

It is easy to see that the parameter v generates the field redefinition (2.120). For
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simplicity, we set v = 0. The field redefinition is then given by

~

N 1 o o
Ap = A= igvar ((5V8 = 1), 0,A7) + ViH [4,,0 - A] + ViR 9,4, 4°)) . (2129)

We can now plug in the field redefinition (2.129) into the action (2.118) and compare
with the 9> A* term in the SFT effective action (2.117). We find agreement when the

coefficients in (2.118) are given by
2
a=3, x =0. (2.130)

Thus, we have shown that the terms of order 8343 in the effective nonabelian vector
field action derived from SFT are in complete agreement with the first nontrivial term
in the nonabelian analogue of the Born-Infeld theory, including the overall constant.
Note that while the coefficient of a agrees with that in (2.28), the condition x = 0
followed directly from our choice v = 0; other choices of v would lead to other values

of x, which would be equivalent under the field redefinition (2.120).

2.6.2 0%A* terms

In the abelian theory, the 9>A* terms disappear after the field redefinition. In the
nonabelian case, however, the term proportional to F3 contains terms of the form
82A%. In this subsection, we show that these terms are correctly reproduced by
string field theory after the appropriate field redefinition. Just as in section 2.5.3,
for simplicity we shall concentrate on the §?A* terms where the Lorentz indices on
derivatives are contracted together.

The terms of interest in the effective nonabelian vector field action can be written

in the form

S = g2, / d*z ( F10, A ARD A, A + foB, AL AR AV A, + f3APD, A, A, B A

F [10,A,07 AFALAY 1 f50,A,0° A, APAY + fsaaA”A”aaAuA”> (2.131)
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where the coefficients f; will be determined below. The coefficients of the terms in
the field redefinition which are linear and quadratic in A were fixed in the previous
subsection. The relevant terms in the field redefinition for computing the terms we
are interested in here are generic terms of order A® with no derivatives, as well as
those from (2.129) that do not have J,’s contracted with A,’s. Keeping only these

terms we can parametrize the field redefinition as

R ) Vll
Ay = Autigya (1= —30) A0, 0 A1+ G (P AALA" + 02 A Ayt p3 A, A7) (2132)

In the abelian case this formula reduces to (2.86) with p; + p2 + p3 = 2. Plugging

this field redefinition into the action
&1 A Lrg 20 /3 all
S[A#] = Tr —ZF + EQYMF + O(F ) . (2133)

and collecting 92A* terms with indices on derivatives contracted together we get

1
P / da:[(é%lgl — 1 = p3)Bp Ay AR A, A — (po + ps + Vi )0, A, AP A, A
1
+ GVl = 1= ) A0 AFAD A = (pa + p0) D, A7 AFA A

+ (2 = 2p1)0, A, 07 A, AP AY — pla(,A,,Auac’A“A,,]. (2.134)

Comparing (2.134) and (2.131) we can write the unknown coefficients in the field

redefinition in terms of the f;’s through

1
P = —fe, P2 = p3 = —§f4. (2.135)

We also find a set of constraints on the f;’s which we expect the values computed

from the SFT calculation to satisfy, namely

1 1
fi -§f4 :_1+§V0101’ fa—fa= -V, fs—2fs=2. (2.136)
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On the string field theory side the coeflicients f; are given by

1 o 1— X2
i: — A T —_— 2 42‘ A, L U .
f 2J\f2/0 dre” Det ((1 — V2)13> Py2p1,(A, B, C) (2.137)

where, in complete analogy with the previous examples, the polynomials P2 44 ; de-

rived from (2.52) and (2.53) have the form

Ppeqay = —2(A3Boo + Cf1 Boo), Py pay = —4(A% Ago + CF1Coo),
Pprpsp = —4(A},Co0 + C1Aw), Po2ass = —4B3; (Ago + Coo), (2.138)
P32A4,3 — —2(14%1300 + CIZIBO()), P82A4,6 = —4.8121300.

Numerical computation of the integrals gives

fi ~ —2.2827697, f1 & —2.0422916,
fo & —1.5190433, s &~ —2.5206270, (2.139)
fy A~ —2.2827697, fo ~ —2.2603135.

As one can easily check, the relations (2.136) are satisfied with high accuracy. This
verifies that the 924 terms we have computed in the effective vector field action are

in agreement with the F* term in the nonabelian analogue of the Born-Infeld action.

2.7 Conclusions

In this chapter we have computed the effective action for the massless open string
vector field by integrating out all other fields in Witten’s cubic open bosonic string
field theory. We have calculated the leading terms in the off-shell action S[A] for the
massless vector field A,, which we have transformed using a field redefinition into an
action S [A] for a gauge field A which transforms under the standard gauge transfor-
mation rules. For the abelian theory, we have shown that the resulting action agrees

with the Born-Infeld action to order £, and that zero-momentum terms vanish to
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order A, For the nonabelian theory, we have shown agreement with the nonabelian
effective vector field action previously computed by world-sheet methods to order £'3.
These results demonstrate that string field theory provides a systematic approach to
computing the effective action for massless string fields. In principle, the calculation
in this chapter could be continued to determine higher-derivative corrections to the

abelian Born-Infeld action and higher-order terms in the nonabelian theory.

As we have seen in this chapter, comparing the string field theory effective action
to the effective gauge theory action computed using world-sheet methods is com-
plicated by the fact that the fields defined in SFT are related through a nontrivial
field redefinition to the fields defined through world-sheet methods. In particular,
the massless vector field in SFT has a nonstandard gauge invariance, which is only
related to the usual Yang-Mills gauge invariance through a complicated field redef-
inition. This is a similar situation to that encountered in noncommutative gauge
theories, where the gauge field in the noncommutative theory—whose gauge transfor-
mation rule is nonstandard and involves the noncommutative star product—is related
to a gauge field with conventional transformation rules through the Seiberg-Witten
map. In the case of noncommutative Yang-Mills theories, the structure of the field
redefinition is closely related to the structure of the gauge-invariant observables of the
theory, which in that case are given by open Wilson lines [69]. A related construc-
tion recently appeared in [70], where a field redefinition was used to construct matrix
objects transforming naturally under the D4-brane gauge field in a matrix theory of
DO-branes and D4-branes. An important outstanding problem in string field theory
is to attain a better understanding of the observables of the theory (some progress
in this direction was made in [71, 72]). It seems likely that the problem of finding
the field redefinition between SF'T and world-sheet fields is related to the problem of

understanding the proper observables for open string field theory.

While we have focused in this chapter on calculations in the bosonic theory, it
would be even more interesting to carry out analogous calculations in the super-
symmetric theory. There are currently several candidates for an open superstring

field theory, including the Berkovits approach [73] and the (modified) cubic Witten
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approach {74, 75, 76]. (See [77] for further references and a comparison of these ap-
proaches.) In the abelian case, a superstring calculation should again reproduce the
Born-Infeld action, including all higher-derivative terms. In the nonabelian case, it
should be possible to compute all the terms in the nonabelian effective action. Much
recent work has focused on this nonabelian action, and at this point the action is con-
strained up to order F*® [28]. It would be very interesting if some systematic insight

into the form of this action could be gained from SFT.

The analysis in this chapter also has an interesting analogue in the closed string
context. Just as the Yang-Mills theory describing a massless gauge field can be ex-
tended to a full stringy effective action involving the Born-Infeld action plus derivative
corrections, in the closed string context the Einstein theory of gravity becomes ex-
tended to a stringy effective action containing higher order terms in the curvature.
Some terms in this action have been computed, but they are not yet understood in the
same systematic sense as the abelian Born-Infeld theory. A tree-level computation in
closed string field theory would give an effective action for the multiplet of massless
closed string fields, which should in principle be mapped by a field redefinition to the
Einstein action plus higher-curvature terms [31]. Lessons learned about the nonlo-
cal structure of the effective vector field theory discussed in this chapter may have

interesting generalizations to these nonlocal extensions of standard gravity theories.

Another direction in which it would be interesting to extend this work is to carry
out an explicit computation of the effective action for the tachyon in an unstable
brane background, or for the combined tachyon-vector field effective action. Some
progress on the latter problem was made in [32]. Because the mass-shell condition
for the tachyon is p? = 1, it does not seem to make any sense to consider an effective
action for the tachyon field, analogous to the Born-Infeld action, where terms of higher
order in p are dropped. Indeed, it can be shown that when higher-derivative terms are
dropped, any two actions for the tachyon which keep only terms 8*¢™+* m > 0, can
be made perturbatively equivalent under a field redefinition (which may, however,

have a finite radius of convergence in p). Nonetheless, a proposal for an effective
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tachyon + vector field action of the form

§ = V(6)y/~ det(ny, + Fpu + 8,60,0) (2.140)

was given in [34, 35, 36] (see also [33]). Quite a bit of recent work has focused on
this form of effective action (see [78] for a recent summary with further references),
and there seem to be many special properties for this action with particular forms of
the potential function V(). It would be very interesting to explicitly construct the
tachyon-vector action using the methods of this chapter. A particularly compelling
question related to this action is that of closed string radiation during the tachyon
decay process. In order to understand this radiation process, it is necessary to un-
derstand back-reaction on the decaying D-brane [79], which in the open string limit
corresponds to the computation of loop diagrams. Recent work [37] indicates that
for the superstring, SFT loop diagrams on an unstable Dp-brane with p < 7 should
be finite, so that it should be possible to include loop corrections in the effective
tachyon action in such a theory. The resulting effective theory should shed light on

the question of closed string radiation from a decaying D-brane.

Ultimately, however, it seems that the most important questions which may be
addressed using the type of effective field theory computed in this chapter have to do
with the nonlocal nature of string theory. The full effective action for the massless
fields on a D-brane, given by the Born-Infeld action plus derivative corrections, or by
the nonabelian vector theory on multiple D-branes, has a highly nonlocal structure.
Such nonlocal actions are very difficult to make sense of from the point of view of
conventional quantum field theory. Nonetheless, there is important structure hidden
in the nonlocality of open string theory. For example, the instability associated with
contact interactions between two parts of a D-brane world-volume which are separated
on the D-brane but coincident in space-time is very difficult to understand from the
point of view of the nonlocal theory on the D-brane, but is implicitly contained in
the classical nonlocal D-brane action. At a more abstract level, we expect that in any

truly background-independent description of quantum gravity, space-time geometry
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and topology will be an emergent phenomenon, not manifest in any fundamental
formulation of the theory. A nongeometric formulation of the theory is probably
necessary for addressing questions of cosmology and for understanding very early
universe physics before the Planck time. It seems very important to develop new
tools for grappling with such issues, and it may be that string field theory may
play an important role in developments in this direction. In particular, the way in
which conventional gauge theory and the nonlocal structure of the D-brane action
is encoded in the less geometric variables of open string field theory may serve as a
useful analogue for theories in which space-time geometry and topology emerge from

a nongeometric underlying theory.
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Chapter 3

Taming the Tachyon
in Cubic String Field Theory

3.1 Introduction

The tachyon of the open bosonic string has played an important role in recent years
in the development of string field theory as a background-independent formulation
of string theory. Following Sen’s conjectures regarding this tachyon [1], significant
progress has been made towards demonstrating that both the unstable vacuum con-
taining the tachyon and the “true” vacuum where the tachyon has condensed are
well-defined states in Witten’s cubic open string field theory (CSFT) [38]. This is
important evidence that string field theory is capable of describing multiple distinct
vacuum configurations using a single set of degrees of freedom, as one would expect
for a background-independent formulation of the theory. Some of the work in this
area is reviewed in [80, 81].

An important aspect of the open string tachyon which is not yet fully understood,
however, is the dynamical process through which the tachyon rolls from the unstable
vacuum to the stable vacuum. A review of previous work on this problem is given
in [81]. Computations using CFT, boundary states, RG flow analysis and boundary
string field theory (BSFT) [82, 83, 84, 85] show that the tachyon should monotoni-

cally roll towards the true vacuum, but should not arrive at the true vacuum in finite
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time [22]-[90]. In BSFT variables, where the tachyon 7" goes to T — oo in the stable
vacuum, the time-dependence of the tachyon field goes as T'(t) = e'. This dynamics is
intuitively fairly transparent, and follows from the fact that e’ is a marginal boundary
operator [91, 92, 93, 22, 90]. Other approaches to understanding the rolling tachyon
from a variety of viewpoints including DBI-type actions [94]-[96], S-branes and time-
like Liouville theory [97]-[101], matrix models [102]-[107], and fermionic boundary

CFT [108] lead to a similar picture of the time dynamics of the tachyon.

In CSFT, on the other hand, the rolling tachyon dynamics appears much more
complicated. In [25], Moeller and Zwiebach used level truncation to analyze the time
dependence of the tachyon. They found that at low levels of truncation, the tachyon
rolls well past the minimum of the potential, then turns around and begins to oscillate
with ever increasing amplitude. It was further argued by Fujita and Hata in [109]
that such oscillations are a natural consequence of the form of the CSFT equations of

motion, which include an exponential of time derivatives acting on the tachyon field.

These two apparently completely different pictures of the tachyon dynamics raise
an obvious puzzle. Which picture is correct? Does the tachyon converge monotoni-
cally to the true vacuum, or does it undergo wild oscillations? Is there a problem with
the BSFT approach? Does the CSFT analysis break down for some reason such as a
branch point singularity at a finite value of ¢? Does the dynamics in CSFT behave
better when higher-level states are included? Is CSFT an incomplete formulation of

the theory?

In this chapter we resolve this puzzle. We carry out a systematic level-truncation
analysis of the tachyon dynamics for a particular solution in CSFT. We compute
the trajectory ¢(t) as a power series in e at various levels of truncation. We show
that indeed the dynamics in CSFT has wild oscillations. We find, however, that the
trajectory ¢(t) is well-defined in the sense that increasing both the level of truncation
in CSFT and the number of terms retained in the power series in ¢! leads to a
convergent value of ¢(t) for any fixed ¢, at least below an upper bound t < t; associated

with the limit of our computational ability.

We reconcile this apparent discrepancy with the results of BSFT by demonstrating
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that a field redefinition which takes the CSFT action to the BSFT action also maps
the wildly oscillating CSFT solution to the well-behaved BSFT exponential solution.
This qualitative change in behavior through the field redefinition is possible because
the field redefinition relating the tachyon in the two formulations is nonlocal and
includes terms with arbitrarily many time derivatives. Such field redefinitions are
generically expected to be necessary when relating the background-independent CSE'T
degrees of freedom to variables appropriate for a particular background [31]. A similar
field redefinition involving higher derivatives was shown in [43] to be necessary to
relate the massless vector field A,L of CSFT on a D-brane with the usual gauge field
A, appearing in the Yang-Mills and Born-Infeld actions. Other approaches to the
rolling tachyon using CSFT appear in [110]-[113]; related approaches which have been
studied include p-adic SFT [114, 115], open-closed SFT [116], and vacuum string field
theory [117, 118]. Closed string production during the rolling process is described in
[119, 120, 121].

The chapter is organized as follows. Section 3.2 describes the general approach
that we use to find the rolling tachyon solution and gives the leading order terms in
the solution explicitly. Section 3.3 describes the results of numerically solving the
equations of motion in level-truncated CSFT. Section 3.4 is dedicated to finding the
leading terms in the field redefinition that relates the effective tachyon actions in
Boundary and Cubic String Field Theory. Section 3.5 contains conclusions and a
discussion of our results. Some technical details regarding our methods of calculation

are relegated to Appendices.

As this the research described in this chapter was being completed the paper [122]
appeared, which treats the same system, although without considering massive fields.
The analysis of [122] is carried out using analytic methods which give an approximate
rolling tachyon solution when all fields other than the tachyon are neglected. The
solution in their paper shares some qualitative features with our results—in particular,
they find a solution which has similar behavior for negative time, and their solution
also rolls past the naive minimum of the tachyon potential. Their solution has a cusp

at t = 0 where the solution has a discontinuous first derivative; we believe that their
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solution breaks down at this point, but that their solution is good for ¢ < 0 and that
the analytic methods they use in deriving their results are of interest and may help

in understanding the dynamics of the system.

3.2 Solving the CSFT equations of motion

We are interested in finding a solution to the complete open string field theory equa-
tions of motion. The full CSFT action contains an infinite number of fields, coupled
through cubic terms which contain exponentials of derivatives (see [80] for a detailed
review). Thus, we have a nonlocal action in which it is difficult to make sense of an
initial value problem (see [123, 124, 125, 126] for some discussion of such equations
with infinite time derivatives).

Nonetheless, we can systematically develop a solution valid for all times by assum-
ing that as ¢ — —oo the solution approaches the perturbative vacuum at ¢ = 0. In
this limit the equation of motion is the free equation for the tachyon field ¢(t) = ¢(t),
with solution ¢(t) = ce!. For t < 0, we can perform a perturbative expansion in
the small parameter e!. The computations carried out in this chapter indicate that
this power series indeed seems convergent for all ¢. A related approach was taken in
[25, 109], where an expansion in cosht was proposed. This allows a one-parameter
family of solutions with ¢(0) = 0, but is more technically involved due to the more
complicated structure of cosh nt compared with e™. We restrict attention here to the
simplest case of solutions which can be expanded in €, but we expect that a more
general class of solutions can be constructed using this approach. Note that in most
previous work on this problem, solutions have been constructed using Wick rotation
of periodic solutions; in this chapter we work directly with the real solution which is
a sum of exponentials.

The infinite number of fields of CSFT represents an additional complication. We
can, however, systematically integrate out any finite set of fields to arrive at an
effective action for the tachyon field which we can then solve using the method just

described. We do this using the level-truncation approximation to CSFT including
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fields up to a fixed level. We find that the resulting trajectory ¢(t) converges well for
fixed t as the level of truncation is increased.

We thus compute the solution ¢(¢) with the desired behavior ef as t — —oo in
two steps. In the first step, described in subsection 3.2.1, we compute the tachyon
effective action, eliminating all the other modes using equations of motion. Some
technical details of this calculation are relegated to Appendix A. In the second step,
described in subsection 3.2.2, we write down the equation of motion for the effective

theory and solve it perturbatively in powers of €’.

3.2.1 Computing the effective action

We are interested in a spatially homogeneous rolling tachyon solution. One can
compute such a solution by solving the equations of motion for the infinite family
of string fields with all the spatial derivatives set to 0. Labeling string fields v;, the
cubic string field theory equations of motion (in the Feynman-Siegel gauge) take the

schematic form
(82 — m2)y(t) = g0 OHOEF0PICIR (G D) 4 (5)hp ()] smumt (3.1)

where all possible pairs of fields appear on the RHS. The coefficients C;;; multiplying
each term may contain a finite order polynomial in the derivatives d;, 0,. Plugging
in the Ansatz ¢(t) = v¥o(t) = €' + --- with all other fields vanishing at order e’ it is
clear that we can systematically solve the equations for all fields order by order in €.
This is one way of systematically solving order by order for ¢(t).

We will find it convenient to think of the perturbative solution for ¢(t) in terms
of an effective action S[¢] which arises by integrating out all the massive string fields
at tree level. Perturbatively, we can solve the equations of motion (3.1) for all fields
except ¢ = 1o as power series in @, by recursively plugging in the equations of motion
for all fields except ¢ on the RHS until all that remains is a perturbative expansion
in terms of ¢(¢) and its derivatives. We have used two approaches to compute the

effective action S[¢]. One approach is to explicitly use the equations (3.1) for all
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fields up to a fixed level. This approach is useful for generating terms to high powers
in g but becomes unwieldy for fields at high levels. The second approach we use is
to compute the effective action as a diagrammatic sum using the level truncation on
oscillator method developed in [20]. This approach is useful for calculating low-order
terms in the effective potential where high-level fields are included. Some details of

the oscillator approach are described in Appendix A.

The leading terms in the tachyon action are the quadratic and cubic terms coming

directly from the CSFT action

Sl¢] = %/dt B(t) (_af + 1) B(t) — % (e%v01§(63—1)¢(t))3 e (3.2)

where
27
Vi = —1 — .
00 0g (16) (3.3)
is the Neumann coefficient for the three tachyon vertex.

Integrating out the massive fields at tree level gives rise to higher-order terms
g*#*,... with even more complicated derivative structures. The resulting effective

action can be written in terms of the (temporal) Fourier modes ¢(w) of ¢(t) as

n!
n = [

szzgn— / [T dw: (2#)"5(Zwi)ESSFT(w1,...,wn)¢(w1)...¢(wn) (3.4)

where the functions 255 (wy, . . ., w,) determine the derivative structure of the terms

at order g"2¢". The quadratic and cubic terms following from (3.2) are

ESSFT(’wl, UJQ) = (1 - wlwz), (35)
=55 (wr, wa, w3) = —2 e~ 3 Voo (witwituies) (3.6)

One way to obtain the approximate classical effective action for the tachyon field
is to use the equations of motion for a few low level massive fields to eliminate these
fields explicitly from the action. The higher level massive fields are set to zero (level

truncation).
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As an example, we now explicitly compute the quartic term in the effective action
(3.4) in the level 2 truncation. In the case of CSFT for a single D-brane the combined
level of fields coupled by a cubic interaction must be even. For example, there is no
vertex coupling two tachyons (level zero) with the gauge boson (level 1). It follows
that there are no tree level Feynman diagrams with all external tachyons and internal
fields of odd level. Thus, in calculating the tachyonic effective action we may set
odd level fields to 0. Fixing Feynman-Siegel gauge, the only fields involved are the
tachyon ¢ and three level 2 massive fields with m? = 1: 3, B, and B,,. The terms

in the action contributing to the four-tachyon term in the effective action are

%/dt B(8? +1)8 — B (6} + 1)B* — B,(6? + 1)B*+

0 / dt a8 BY + (30,08 — 0,30:8) B + as?B + asdd3B° (3.7)

where f = e300 (%-1) f Other interaction terms involving level 2 fields, for example
B or B,B*¢, would contribute to the effective action at higher powers of ¢. The
coefficients a;, ... a4 are real numbers and can be expressed via the appropriate

matter and ghost Neumann coefficients,

Vll
a; = ——L ~0.130946, ay = V2(V{2)? ~ 0.419026,
V2
a3 = X} ~ 0.407407, ag = —6V,3 = 0.628539. (3.8)

Following the procedure described above we write down the equations of motion
for the massive fields, and plug them into (3.7). We then obtain a quartic term in

the tachyonic effective action,

4
— Ve [w? + wi + w? + w? + wiws + wiwy))
2 —3Vi O rduws Y ' exp( 00 (W1 2 3 4 1
e [ ] Crduotm)s(3w) T

(b1 + by UJQ(’UJQ — wl) + b3 w1w4(wg — wl)(w4 — wg) + by w2w4), (39)
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where we have denoted

1
b =5 (13(VV)* = (X11)°), by = = Vi1 (Vor' )%,

bs = (Vor')*, by = 18(Vyy')’. (3.10)

We have explicitly computed the terms to order ¢” in the effective tachyon action in
the L = 2 truncation. One can in principle continue the procedure further, increasing
both the level of truncation and the powers of ¢ in the effective action. Explicit
calculation, however, becomes laborious as we take into account more and more string
field components; the oscillator method [20], described in the appendix C is more
efficient for high-level computations. In the next section we proceed to find the

solution of the equations of motion from the effective tachyon action.

3.2.2 Solving the equations of motion in the effective theory

We now outline the process for solving the tachyon equation of motion for the effective
theory, and we compute the first perturbative corrections to the free solution. The

variation of the effective action (3.4) gives equations of the form

o0

@ -1p=> g 'Kn(d,...,9) (3.11)

n=2

where the nonlinear terms of order ¢" are denoted by K,. The specific form of the
K, follow by differentiating (3.4) with respect to ¢(t). The functions =, appearing in
(3.4), and thus the corresponding K,_;’s can in principle be explicitly computed for
arbitrary n at any finite level of truncation using the method described in the previous
subsection. An alternate approach which is more efficient for computing K,, at small
n but large truncation level is reviewed in Appendix A. In general, independently
of the method used to compute it, K, will be a complicated momentum-dependent
function of its arguments.

The solution of the linearized equations of motion which satisfies the boundary

condition ¢ — 0 as t — —oc is ¢(t) = c1et. As discussed above, we wish to use
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perturbation theory to find a rolling solution which is defined by this asymptotic
condition as ¢ — —oo. Note that this asymptotic form places a condition on all
derivatives of ¢ in the limit ¢ — —oo, as appropriate for a solution of an equation
with an unbounded number of time derivatives. If we now assume that the full
solution can be computed by solving (3.11) using perturbation theory, at least in
some region t < tnax, it can be easily seen that the successive corrections to the

nt

asymptotic solution ¢;(t) = cie* are of the form ¢,(t) = c,e™. In other words, to
solve the equations of motion using perturbation theory we expand ¢(g,t) in powers
of g

9(g,t) = d1(t) + gda(t) + g°da(t) + . .. (3.12)

where

Bn(t) = cpe™. (3.13)

As we will see, our assumption leads to a power series which seems to be convergent
for all ¢t and all g. Note that since g"e™ = ¢™+1°6(9)  the coupling constant can be
set to 1 by translating the time variable and rescaling ¢, so convergence for fixed g
and all ¢ implies convergence for all ¢ and for all g. Plugging (3.12) into (3.11) we
find

(ai) - 1)¢n = (Tl? — I)Cnent = Z Z Kp((j)m” quz’ ce ’¢mp)' (3'14)

p mit+me+..mp=n

These equations allow us to solve for ¢, iteratively in n. Having solved the equations
for cy,...,c,—1 we can plug them in via (3.13) on the right hand side of (3.14) to

determine c,.

As an example, let us consider the first correction ¢,(t) = cye* to the linearized

solution ¢;(t) = ¢ie’. The equation of motion at quadratic order arising from K is

02 —1)¢ = _eévolol(af—l)(eév&ol(af—l)qg)z‘ (3.15)
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Plugging in ¢; = ci€, ¢y = cpe® we find

(0} — 1)e* = —cfe%‘/"lf}(a'?_l)(e%V(’lol(‘r’?_l)et)2 (3.16)
and therefore
1
Co = —gegv&}cf. (3.17)

If we normalize ¢; = 1 then the solution to order e? is

64 ,,

$(t) =e' - YW

(3.18)

The quartic interaction term in the effective action would contribute to coefficients
cne™ with n > 3 with the leading order contribution being cze. From equation

(3.14) we have

e—3t

e = =5 (2aKal(e, €) + Ka(e! ¢!, €)).. (3.19)

where K3 is obtained by differentiating (3.9) with respect to ¢(¢). The two summands
in (3.19) represent contributions from the cubic and quartic terms in the effective

action. The numerical values of these contributions are
(0¢3)cubic = 0.0021385, (0¢3)quartic = 0.0000492826. (3.20)

It is perhaps surprising that the contribution to c; from the quartic term in the
effective action is merely 0.2% of the contribution from the cubic term. Adding the
contributions we get the rolling solution to second order in perturbation theory in

level 2 truncation

B(t) = €' — 0.152059¢%* + 0.002187€** + ... . (3.21)

In this section we have explicitly demonstrated our procedure for the calculation of
the rolling tachyon solution. We considered the CSF'T action truncated to fields with

level less or equal than two and computed the first two corrections to the solution of
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the linearized equations of motion. The next section is dedicated to the more detailed

numerical analysis of the rolling tachyon solution.

3.3 Numerical results

In this section we describe the results of using the level-truncated effective action S{¢]
to compute approximate perturbative solutions to the equation of motion through
(3.14). We are testing the convergence of the solution in two respects. In subsection
3.3.1 we check that the solution converges nicely at fixed ¢ when we take into account
successively higher powers of ¢ in a perturbative expansion of the effective action
while keeping the truncation level fixed at L = 2. In subsection 3.3.2 we check that
the solution converges well for fixed ¢ when we keep the order of perturbation theory

fixed while increasing the truncation level.

3.3.1 Convergence of perturbation theory at L =2

The equation (3.14) allows us to find the successive perturbative contributions to the
solution of the equations of motion, given an explicit expression for the terms in the

effective action. The solution takes the form
B(t) =D cae™. (3.22)

Since all the derivatives of €™ are straightforward to compute, as in (3.17), we can
replace these derivatives in any operator through f(&;)e™ — f(n)e™. This manipu-

lation is justified as long as f is regular at n.

—CSFT

We have computed the functions =;>*" and the resulting K,_;’s by solving the
equations of motion up to n = 7 and integrating out all fields at truncation level
L = 2 as described in subsection 2.1. We have used these K,’s to compute the
resulting approximate coefficients ¢,, with n < 6. To compute the coefficient ¢, one
needs the effective tachyon action computed to order n+ 1; higher terms in the action

contribute only to higher order coefficients. The L = 2 approximation to the solution
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Figure 3-1: The solution ¢(t) including the first two turnaround points, including fields up to level
L = 2. The solid line graphs the approximation ¢(t) = e’ + cze?. The long dashed line graphs
&(t) = €t +c2e? +c3e3. The approximate solutions computed up to e%, e and e® are very close in
this range of t and are all represented in the short dashed line. One can see that after going through
the first turnaround point with coordinates (¢, ¢(t)) ~ (1.27, 1.8) the solution decreases, reaching the
second turnaround at around (t, ¢(t)) ~ (3.9, -81). The function f(4(t)) = sign(é(t))log(1 + |¢(¢)])
is graphed to show both turnaround points clearly on the same scale.

88



for the tachyon field is

~ i 64 et st
o(t) = e 2133 +0.002187 ¢

3.9258107%e* +4.940710710 e + 6.3227 1072 %, (3.23)

Plotting the result we observe that for small enough ¢ the term e* dominates and the
solution decays as e' at —oo. Then, as t grows, the second term in (3.23) becomes
important. The solution turns around and ¢(t) becomes negative, with the major
contribution coming from e?. Then the next mode, €* becomes dominating and so
on. The solution ¢(¢) around the first two turnaround points is shown on the figure
3-1. Note that the trajectory passes through the minimum of the static potential,
which is at ¢ ~ 0.545 [127, 5], well before the first turnaround point. The positions of

1.75f" : : | &

1.1 1.2 1.3 1.4 1.5

Figure 3-2: First turnaround point for the solution in L = 2 truncation scheme. The large plot
shows the approximations with ¢* (the gray line), ¢* (black solid), and ¢° (dashed lines) terms in the
action taken into account. The smaller plot zooms in on the approximations with ¢* and ¢° terms
taken into account. The corrections from higher powers of ¢ are very small and the corresponding
plots are indistinguishable from the one of the ¢° approximation.

the first 2 turnaround points are quite accurately determined by taking into account
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Figure 3-3: Second turnaround point for the solution in L = 2 truncation scheme. The gray line
on the large plot shows the solution computed with the effective action including terms up to ¢*.
The black solid and dashed lines represent higher order corrections. On the small plot the solid line
includes ¢° corrections, the dotted line includes corrections from the ¢° term and the dashed line
takes into account the ¢7 term.

the effective action terms up to ¢°. The inclusion of the higher order terms in the
action changes the position of the first 2 turnaround points only slightly. Figures 3-2
and 3-3 illustrate the dependence of the position of the first two turnaround points
on the powers of ¢ included in effective action. We interpret these results as strong
evidence that, at least for the effective action at truncation level L = 2, the solution
(3.22) is given by a perturbative series in e* which converges at least as far as the

second turnaround point, and plausibly for all ¢.

3.3.2 Convergence of level truncation

From the results of the previous subsection, we have confidence that the first two
points where the tachyon trajectory turns around are well determined by the ¢* and
#° terms in the effective action. To check whether these oscillations are truly part
of a well-defined trajectory in the full CSFT, we must check to make sure that the

turnaround points are stable as our level of truncation is increased and the terms
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in the effective action are computed more precisely. From previous experience with
level truncated calculations of the static effective tachyon potential and the vector
field effective action [5, 20, 43|, where coefficients in the effective action generically
converge well, with errors of order 1/L at truncation level L, we expect that the full
tachyon effective action will also converge well and will lead to convergent values of
¢, within a factor of order 1 of the L = 2 results computed explicitly.

We have computed the ¢? term in the effective action at levels of truncation up
to L = 16. The results of this computation for the approximate trajectory ¢(t) are
shown in Figure 3-4, which demonstrates the behavior of the first turnaround point
as we include higher level fields. This computation shows that the first turnaround
point is already determined to within less than 1% by the level L = 2 truncation.
This turnaround point is also in close agreement with the computations of [25]. We
take this computation as giving strong evidence that this turnaround point is real.
We expect from analogy with other level truncation computations of effective actions
and potentials that the other terms in the effective action considered here will also
generally converge well. Combining the explicit result for the ¢* term at high levels
of truncation with the computation of the previous subsection, we have (to us) con-
vincing evidence that the perturbative expansion e™ for the rolling tachyon solution
is valid well past the first turnaround point, and that the level truncation procedure
converges to a trajectory containing this turnaround point. Extrapolating the results
of this computation, we believe that the qualitative phenomenon of wild oscillations
revealed by the level L = 2 computation is a correct feature of the time-dependent
tachyon trajectory in CSFT, and that more precise calculations at higher level will
only shift the positions of the turnaround points mildly, leaving the qualitative be-
havior intact. It is interesting to compare the behavior of the perturbative expansion
of this time-dependent tachyon solution with a perturbative expansion of the effec-
tive tachyon potential V(¢). As found in [5], the power series expansion for V(¢)

fails to converge beyond |¢| ~ 0.1 due to a branch point singularity at negative ¢

!Barton Zwiebach has pointed out that the position of the first turnaround point for the cosh(nt)
solution of [25] is very close to the first turnaround point of the e™ solution which we have computed
here, and that comparing results with two terms in the expansion gives agreement to within 1%.
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Figure 3-4: The figure shows the convergence of the solution around the first turnaround point
as we increase the truncation level. Bottom to top the graphs represent the approximate solutions
computed with the effective action computed up to ¢* and truncation level increasing in steps of 2
from L = 2 to L = 16. We observe that the turnaround point is determined to a very high precision
already at the level 2. Similar behavior is observed for the second turnaround point.

where the Feynman-Siegel gauge choice breaks down [128]. Although the potential
can be continued for positive ¢ past the radius of convergence using the method of
Padé approximants [129], another branch point associated with the breakdown of
Feynman-Siegel gauge is encountered at a positive ¢ just past the minimum near
¢ ~ 0.545. Because of these branch points, the expansion for the effective poten-
tial is badly behaved past these points; unlike the time-dependent solution we have
studied here, there is no sense in which the potential V(4) converges for a general
fixed value of ¢. While we initially thought that the wild oscillations of the low-level
computation of the tachyon trajectory ¢(t) might indicate a similar breakdown of the
perturbative expansion, our results at higher levels seem to give conclusive evidence
that this is not the case. This suggests that the Feynman-Siegel gauge choice is valid
in the region of field space containing the trajectory ¢(t) for all ¢ even though the

corresponding static ¢ lies outside the region of gauge validity.
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3.4 Taming the tachyon with a field redefinition

Now that we have confirmed that CSFT gives a well-defined but highly oscillatory
time-dependent solution, we want to understand the physics of this solution. Al-
though the oscillations seem quite unnatural from the point of view of familiar theo-
ries with only quadratic kinetic terms and a potential, the story is much more subtle
in CSFT due to the higher-derivative terms in the action. For example, while the
tachyon field apparently? rolls into a region with V(¢) > V(0) = 0, the energy of the
perturbative rolling tachyon solution we have found is conserved, as we have verified
by a perturbative calculation of the energy including arbitrary derivative terms, along
the lines of similar calculations in [25].

To understand the apparently odd behavior of the rolling tachyon in CSFT, it is
useful to consider a related story. In [43] we computed the effective action for the
massless vector field on a D-brane in CSFT by integrating out the massive fields. The
resulting action did not take the expected form of a Born-Infeld action, but included
various extra terms with higher derivatives which appeared because the degrees of
freedom natural to CSFT are not the natural degrees of freedom expected for the
CFT on a D-brane, but are related to those degrees of freedom by a complicated
field redefinition with arbitrary derivative terms. In principle, we expect such a field
redefinition to be necessary any time one wishes to compare string field theory compu-
tations (or any other background-independent formulation) with CFT computations
in any particular background. The necessity for considering such field redefinitions
was previously discussed in [31, 130].

Thus, to compare the complicated time-dependent trajectory we have found for
CSFT with the marginal e* perturbation of the boundary CFT found in [22, 23], we
must relate the degrees of freedom of BSFT and CSFT through a field redefinition
which can include arbitrary derivative terms. Given an explicit form S[T] for the

BSFT effective tachyon action which admits a solution 7'(t) = e, we can construct a

2This is suggested by the effective tachyon potential at low levels of truncation, which is well-
defined into the region where V(¢) > 0; due to a breakdown of Feynman-Siegel gauge at large
constant positive ¢ at higher levels of truncation, as mentioned at the end of Section 3, the static
potential is not well-defined in the region of ¢ encountered by the rolling solution in this gauge.
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perturbative field redefinition ¢(t) = ®(7'(t)) which maps the BSFT effective action
S[T] to the CSFT effective tachyon action S[¢]. Since such a field redefinition must
map a solution of the field equations in one picture to a solution in the other picture, it
follows that this map takes the BSFT solution 7T'(¢) = €’ to the perturbative solution
¢(t) of the CSFT effective action. In this section we use an explicit formulation of the
BSFT effective action to compute the leading terms of the field redefinition relating
the effective field theories for T'(¢), the tachyon field in boundary string field theory
and ¢, the tachyon in cubic string field theory. This computation shows in a concrete
example how the complicated dynamics we have found for the tachyon in CSFT maps

to the simple dynamics of BSFT associated with the marginal deformation e’.

In our explicit computations, we use the effective tachyonic action of BSFT com-
puted up to cubic order in [131]; another approach to computing the BSFT action
which may apply more generally was developed in [132]. As we have just discussed,
we expect that a similar field redefinition can be constructed for any BSFT effective
tachyon action. The BSFT action is determined via the partition function for the
boundary SFT and the tachyon’s beta function. Thus the particular form of the
action depends on the renormalization scheme for the boundary CFT. The BSFT
tachyon T we use here is, therefore, the renormalized tachyon with the renormaliza-
tion scheme of [131]. We now proceed to construct a perturbative field redefinition
relating the CSFT and BSFT effective actions. We then will check explicitly that
the field redefinition maps the rolling tachyon solution T'(¢) = e’ to the leading terms

in the perturbative solution ¢(t) = e’ — 5 4g‘i/§ezt + -+ - which we have computed in

the previous section. The fact that the field redefinition is nonsingular at T' = e! is

consistent with the Ansatz > c,e™ for the rolling tachyon solution in CSFT.

In parallel with (3.4) we write the action for the boundary tachyon T as

s =Y / [Trdw)s(3 w) =0 (. w) D) - Tlw) - (3:24)

n!
mn

where the functions Z25F7T (w;, ... w,) define the derivative structure of the term of
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n’th power in T. The kernel for the quadratic terms is

I'(2 — 2wyws)
=BSFT 1W2
= 1, = 3.25
2 (wy,wy) T2(1 — w,ws) ( )
where I' is the Euler gamma function. Denoting a; = —wows, as = —wyws, az =

—wqw; the kernel for the cubic term can be written as

E?SFT(U}I, wsy, U)3) = 2(1 +ay +as + ag,)l(wl, Wa, ’U)3) + J(wl, wa, w3) (326)

where functions I(ai, as,a3) and J(ay, ay, a3) are defined by

I'(1+ a1+ as + a3)T'(1 + 2a)T(1 + 2a9)T'(1 + 2a3)
I'(1+4a)T (14 a)T(1+a3)I'(1+ ay + a2)[' (1 + ay + a3)['(1 + az + a3)’
(14 2a1)T'(2 + 2ay + 2as3)

2(1 4 a)I2(1 + ay + as3)

I(ab az, a3) -

J(a1,a9,a3) = — + cyclic. (3.27)

We are interested in the field redefinition that relates S[T'] with the CSFT action
S[¢] given in (3.4), (3.5), (3.6). A generic time-dependent field redefinition can be

written in momentum space as

¢(w1) = /dwg 5(w1 - w2)f1(w1,’w2)T(wz)+

/dw2 dws fo(wy, we, w3)T (we)T(w3)d(wy —wa —ws) + ... . (3.28)

Note that adding to f, a term antisymmetric under exchange of wy and ws does not

change the field redefinition. Thus, we can choose f, to be symmetric under wy < ws.

The requirement that this field redefinition maps the CSFT action to the BSFT
action,

S[e(T)] = S[T1, (3.29)

imposes conditions on the functions f;(w;, ..., w;y1). In order to match the quadratic

terms, fi must satisfy the equation

BT (w1, wa) — filw,wr) fi(we, w2)ZS5FT (wy, we) = 0. (3.30)
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In this equation the approximate sign means that the left hand side becomes equal to
the right hand side when inserted into [ dw; dws d(wy + ws)d(w:)p(ws) for arbitrary
#(w).® Solving equation (3.30) we find

filw,w) = fi(w) = \/ e (3.31)
The analogous equation for f; is
1 _psrr 1 =CSFT
355 (Wi wz,ws) = g fi(wn) fu(w) fi(ws) =577 (wr, we, ws)+
Fr(wn) fo(—wi, wa, w3)Z5 5T (—wy, wy). (3.32)

In constructing a consistent perturbative field redefinition, we further require that
the field redefinition must map the mass-shell states correctly, by keeping the mass-
shell component of any ¢{w) intact. In other words the mass-shell component of the
Fourier expansion of ¢(t) should not be affected by the higher-order terms fs, etc.

This translates to a restriction on f,

fQ(_wlaw%wS)lw%:—l =0. (333)

This constraint is crucial for the field redefinition to correctly relate the on-shell
scattering amplitudes for 7" with those for ¢. It also ensures that the solution of the
classical equations of motion for 7" maps to the solution of the equations of motion
for ¢.

Equation (3.32) can be simplified by making a substitution

fo(—wri,wa, w3) = (3.34)

—BSFT —CSFT
=50 ( =570 (

wy, wa, w3) f1(wa) f1(w;)
—wi, wl)

’wl,wg,wS)/fl(wl) _
E(QZ‘SFT(

Ay (wy, wo, ws)

3When matching the quadratic terms this condition implies strict equality since both Z,’s are
symmetric, but in general the condition is less restrictive. Considering a discrete analogue, it
is easy to see that the equation Mycke; = 0 is equivalent to My, + My, = 0. Similarly, the
equation My, p.Cn,.--Cp, = 0 is equivalent to the sum over permutations ¢ on n elements

ZO’ ]\/[0(’”1----,"1«) =0
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giving a simple equation for Ay(wy, wq, w3)

1
Ap(wy, we, ws) =~ 3 (3.35)

Thus, we would now like to find a function A{w;, w2, ws) on the momentum conser-
vation hyperplane —w; + wy + ws = 0, symmetric (by choice) under the exchange of

wq and ws and satisfying
A (wr, wo, w3) + Ag(wa, ws, wr) + Ag(ws, wy, we) = 1, (3.36)

with the constraint?

As(wy, wa, wy)ly2-—1 = 0. (3.37)

It is sufficient for our needs here to consider a discrete case, where wy, wo, w3 are
(imaginary) integers. Indeed, as we are expanding in powers of e, we are restricting
attention to fields expressed in modes with w = in. It is easy to check that the

discretized form of A given by

;
%, W23 7é +7
0, wy = 42

A('LU1,7.U2,’LU3) = 9 %, Wy = :I:Z, w13 75 +i or ws = :}:’l, Wy 2 7£ +1 (338)
%, wy = -Qi, Wa 3 =1 oOr w, = 22, Wz 3 = —1
1 UJIZO, UJQ:—’Lngi’L'

is a solution to (3.36), (3.37). Of course, to define a consistent field redefinition for the

complete field theory for all functions ¢ on t € (—o0, 00) we would need to construct

40ne can check that the prescription used here is correct on a simple example. The simplest
example is a polynomial system with a finite number of degrees of freedom and no time dependence.
For a system with time-dependence, consider mapping the action of the harmonic oscillator to the
action of an anharmonic oscillator with a cubic potential term —%d)s. With the choice of A that
preserves the mass-shell modes one gets a field redefinition that correctly maps the solution of the
harmonic oscillator e® to the perturbative solution of the anharmonic oscillator e — e + ...
Attempting to choose, for example, a completely symmetric A gives rise to an unwanted additional
factor of 1/3.
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a continuous function A, satisfying the above conditions. Since this is not crucial for
the development of this chapter we relegate a brief discussion of the construction of
such a function to Appendix C.

Let us make a few comments on the field redefinition.

e While f;(w) is smooth at the mass-shell point due to a cancelation of poles at
w? = —1, there is a pole at w? = —3/2 below which the expression under the
square root becomes negative. This means that the field redefinition (3.28) is
only well defined on the subspace T'(w) with w? > —3/2. Within this region
fi(w) is smooth without any zeroes or poles. The mass-shell point, w? = —1

lies within this region. Related observations were made in [132].

e The function A, represents a universal part of f, and is independent of the
particular properties of the CSFT and BSFT actions. For example to map the
action of a harmonic oscillator to the action of an anharmonic oscillator we

could use the same A.

e The term multiplying A;(w;, ws, w3) in (3.34) has a number of poles. However it
is non-singular in two important cases. The first case is for spatially dependent
fields with k2,; = 1, when the tachyon fields in both frames T'(k) and ¢(k)
are on mass-shell. At this point the two summands in the numerator of (3.34)
cancel, and there is no pole at this point. The requirement of this cancelation
was used in [131] to fix the normalization of BSFT action.

The second case is the one of the rolling tachyon. In this case T(ws) and T'(ws)
are on mass-shell: w = w? = -1, while ¢(w;) is not: w? = —4. There is
a potential singularity in the term ZE5FT(w), wy, w3)/ fi(w;) in the numerator.
fi(w1) has a zero at w? = —4, but the functions I and J in the Z5FT have a

stronger zero resulting in a zero at that point.

Finally, we want to check that the field redefinition maps the rolling tachyon
solution of BSF'T into the perturbative solution that we have found in section 3.2.2.

Plugging the rolling solution Tiing(t) = €' into the field redefinition and computing
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the numerical values we obtain

64 %

¢(t):6 —m-ﬁ*

(3.39)

which exactly reproduces the leading order terms in the perturbative CSF'T solution
found in section 3.2. As we include higher powers of ¢ in the field redefinition we

should continue to generate the higher power terms €™ in the perturbative solution.

3.5 Discussion

In this chapter we have confirmed and expanded on the earlier results of [25] and
[109], which suggested that in CSFT the rolling tachyon oscillates wildly rather than
converging to the stable vacuum. We have shown that the oscillatory trajectory is
stable when higher-level fields are included and thus correctly represents the dynam-
ics of CSFT. We have found that the energy of this oscillatory solution is conserved.
We have further shown that this dynamics is not in conflict with the more physically
intuitive e* dynamics of BSFT by explicitly demonstrating a field redefinition, includ-
ing arbitrary derivative terms, which (perturbatively) maps the CSFT action to the
BSFT action and the oscillatory CSFT solution to the e BSFT solution.

This resolves the outstanding puzzle of the apparently different behavior of the
rolling tachyon in these two descriptions of the theory. On the one hand, this serves as
further validation of the CSFT framework, which has the added virtue of background-
independence, and which has been shown to include disparate vacua at finite points in
field space. On the other hand, the results of this chapter serve as further confirmation
of the complexity of using the degrees of freedom of CSFT to describe even simple
physics. Further insight into the physical properties of the solution we have computed
here, such as an understanding of the pressure of the rolling tachyon field, would
require new insight or substantial computation. As noted in previous work, many
phenomena which are very easy to describe with the degrees of freedom natural to

CFT, such as marginal deformations [133], and the low-energy Yang-Mills/Born-Infeld
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dynamics of D-branes [43] are extremely obscure in the variables natural to CSFT.
This is in some sense possibly an unavoidable consequence of attempting to work with
a background-independent theory: the degrees of freedom natural to any particular
background arise in complicated ways from the underlying degrees of freedom of the
background-independent theory. This problem becomes even more acute in the known
formulations of string field theory, which require a canonical choice of background to
expand around, when attempting to describe the physics of a background far from
the original canonical background choice, such as when describing the physics of the
true vacuum using the CSFT defined around the perturbative vacuum [9, 128]. The
complexity of the field redefinitions needed to relate even simple backgrounds such
as the rolling tachyon discussed in this chapter to the natural CFT variables make it
clear that powerful new tools are needed to take string field theory from its current
form to a framework in which relevant physics in a variety of backgrounds can be

clearly computed and interpreted.
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Chapter 4

Conclusions and future directions

String Field Theory has proven to be a useful tool in studying non-perturbative string
phenomena, such as transitions between vacua with different geometrical properties.
In this thesis we have studied the physics of unstable bosonic D25-brane from the
standpoint of string field theory. In particular, we have computed the low energy
effective action for the vector field A, that describes the oscillations of the D25-brane
up to terms of the order of F* in powers of F,, both in abelian and nonabelian cases.
We found that a complicated field redefinition is required to relate the SF'T variables
to the worldsheet string variables. We have computed to the leading order the field
redefinition that relates the two pictures. After the field redefinition is performed,
the resulting action agrees with the one computed by worldsheet methods. We have
also computed the rolling tachyon solution in string field theory and related it to the
worldsheet rolling tachyon solution of Sen via the appropriate field redefinition. We
found that although in SFT variables the solution develops growing oscillations, in
worldsheet variables we obtain well behaved rolling tachyon solution of Sen. The re-
cent paper [135] agrees with our calculations in Chapter 3 and extends the comparison
of CSFT and worldsheet approaches to quartic order in ¢.

There are several directions to continue and extend the results described in this
thesis. One direction in which the progress would be much desired is to get some
insight on the analytical properties of the field redefinition which relates SE'T to the

worldsheet actions. The freedom of making a field redefinition is present in almost
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any problem we can pose in string field theory and analytical grasp on it’s properties
would be very helpful for calculating physically useful results from string field theory.
A recent paper [136] contains analysis of restrictions imposed on the field redefinitions
by T-duality in cubic string field theory. It then discusses the classical solutions in
the closed bosonic string field theory. '

One of the interesting things to do would be to extend the calculation of effective
action to the supersymmetric case. There are several proposals for the supersymmet-
ric SFT’s which include Berkovits quartic SFT [73], the modified Witten’s approach
[74, 75, 76], and Zwiebach and Okawa’s heterotic string field theory [137]. The Yang-
Mills part of the 10-dimensional D-brane vector field effective action was derived in
the context of Berkovits SF'T by Berkovits and Schnabl [65]. It would be very inter-
esting to get more insight on the non-abelian analogue of supersymmetric Born-Infeld
action from string field theory. The difficulty in doing this is in the field redefinition
that relates SFT variables to worldsheet variables. Getting more analytical insight
on the structure of the field redefinition would be very helpful for such analysis.

Another interesting direction of research is to compute the effective action for the
tachyon field and the gauge field combined. It has been argued from the worldsheet

point of view [78] that the combined abelian vector-tachyon effective action is

§ = V($)y/ ~ Dt + Fyu + 8,8,0). (4.1)

To verify this result from SFT point of view and get some information on it’s non-
abelian analogue is an interesting topic for research.

It would also be interesting to generalize the calculations in this thesis to the closed
string field theory [138], [139] . Just as the electromagnetic action is the leading order
term in the expansion of the Born-Infeld action, the Einstein action is the leading
term in the full non-linear stringy effective action for the gravitational field. It would
be interesting to calculate first few terns in the gravitational effective action from
string field theory. Some progress in this direction was made in [140]. See [136] for

analysis of classical solutions in closed bosonic string field theory.

102



Appendix A

Neumann Coefficients

In this Appendix we give explicit expressions for and properties of the Neumann
coefficients that we use throughout this thesis. First we define coefficients A,, and B,

by the series expansions

1+iz) " - "
) =D A i) A (A1)

neven nodd
1 . 2/3
(B2) - X sr+i X B (A2)
-z neven nodd

In terms of A, and B, we define the coefficients N7:X* as follows:

N 1 (-1)"(ApBr £ B,An) m4+n€2Z, m#n
" 3mEm) ), nemmar
NP 1 (-1)"*1(A,Bn £ B,A,) m+ne€2Z, m#n (A3)
T 0EM | BB FBAn) mAne2+l
1) 1 (-1)"*Y(A,B,, ¥ B,A,) m+ne€2Z, m#n
o 6(n F m) :
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The coefficients V,7?, are then given by

Vom = Vmn (N + Np?) m#mn, mn>0, (A.4a)

V=3 (230 - (- A7), no, (Ab)
k=0

VT:;(LH-I) = Vr:‘r(Lr+2) — _%((_l)n + Vy:;rl') n 7& 0, (A4C)

Voe = Van (Ng3 + N§°) n#0, (A.4d)

Vis = —In(27/16). (A.4e)

The analogous expressions for the ghost Neumann coefficients are

N 1 (-1)"*"Y(B,An £ ABr) m+n€2Z m#n
3mEm) o m+n€2Z+1
6(n £ m) _\/g(BnAm FA.Bn) m+n€2Z+1
At _ L (-1)"(BsAm F AuBn) m+n€2Z, m#n |
6(” i m) \/§ (BnAm + Aan) m+n€2+1

Observe that the ghost formulae (A.5) are related to matter ones (A.4a) by A, —

—By, B — A, The ghost Neumann coefficients are expressed via N7, as

X = m (N + N m#n,m>0,
(A.6a)
X' = _2(_1)nAan + 1(2 i(q)n—k/{% —(-1)" - A2) n#0 (A.6b)
nn 3 3 e n )
X = Xpa = =3 (=1 + X7), r#sn#0, (Abo)

The exponential in the vertex (V3| does not contain X4, so we have not included an

expression for this coefficient; alternatively, we can simply define this coefficient to
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vanish and include ¢, in the exponential in (V3.
Now we describe some algebraic properties satisfied by V" and X"*. Define
My, = CV™ My = \/ECX]s . The matrices M and M satisfy symmetry and

cyclicity properties

A./[T+18+1 — A/ITS7 MH—I s+1 _ Mrs’ (A?a)
(]urs)T — A{rs’ (Mrs)T — j\/lrs7 (A?b)
CM™C = M*, CM™C = M. (A.7c)

This reduces the set of independent matter Neumann matrices to M*!, M2 M?! and

similarly for ghosts. These matrices commute and in addition satisfy

MY+ M2+ M = -1, MM+ M M= -1 (A.8a)
M2M? = MY (MM 4 1), MEMP = MMM 1), (A.8b)

These relations imply that there is only one independent Neumann matrix.
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Appendix B

Perturbative computation of

effective tachyon action

We have used two methods to compute the coefficients in the effective action S[¢(¢)].
The first method, as described in the main text, consists of solving the equations of
motion for each field perturbatively in ¢. The second method consists of computing
the effective action by summing diagrams which can be computed using the method of
level truncation on oscillators. This approach is summarized briefly here, and applied

to the computation of the term of order ¢* in the effective action.

The classical effective action for the tachyon can be perturbatively computed as a
sum over all tree-level connected Feynman diagrams. A method for computing such
diagrams to high levels of truncation in string field theory was presented in [20], and
used in [43] to compute the effective action for the massless vector field. A review
of this approach is given in [134]. Using this method, the contribution of a given
Feynman diagram with n vertices, n — 1 propagators and n + 2 external fields is given

by an integral of the form

59 = [Hdki(%)dé(z k) / H % Det ((11—:_“%%) exp (ki Q7k;) (k1) ... p(k;).
=1 J=1 "J (B.1)

In this formula V and X are n x n block matrices whose blocks are matter and
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) 0 o 0 0
)
R ae gy s g
¢ 0 o 0 0

o ¢

Figure B-1: The first few diagrams contributing to the effective action

ghost Neumann coefficients VV"® and X"° of the cubic string field theory vertex. More

precisely
yrse o0 L 0 Xm0 L. 0
0 Vs 0 0 Xmezo 0
V — ) X = . (B.Q)
0 0 ... Vrnen 0 0 ... X"

When using level truncation V™ and X" become 3L x 3L matrices of real numbers.
The matrix P encodes information about propagators, external states and the graph

structure of the diagram. We define it as

P = KTPK. (B.3)
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Here P is a block-diagonal matrix of the form

P@) 0 ... 0 0 0
0 Ploy) ... 0 0 0
. 0 0
P=| o 0 . P(0n1) O 0 (B.4)
0 0 0 0 0
\ 0 0O ... 0 0 .. 0

The diagonal blocks P(o;) correspond to propagators. In the level truncation scheme

the block P(c) of P is the 2L x 2L matrix

poy=| O P (B.5)
P21(O') 0
where
c 0 0
0 o2 0
PIZ(U):PZI( ): (Bﬁ)
0 0 ol

The last n + 2 rows and columns of P are filled with zeroes which correspond to

external tachyon states. The matrix K is the block permutation matrix that encodes

1. 4 ¢ ¢
S >
2 5 0 ¢

Figure B-2: To construct the 4 point diagram we label consecutively the edges of vertices on one
hand and propagators and external states on the other. The matrix K corresponds to a permutation
which glues them into one diagram.
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information on the graph structure of the diagram. The corresponding permutation

k connects the external states and propagators to vertices as illustrated for the 4-

point diagram in Figure B-2. The vertices’ edges which are labeled 1 through 6 are

connected by permutation to the propagator edges labeled 1 and 2 and the external

points labeled 3, 4, 5 and 6. As we can see a suitable choice of a permutation is

51(123456)—*(361245),

which corresponds to

(00100 0)

0000 0 1

1 00 00 0
K =

01000 0

00010 0

\000010)

For example, multiplying matrices for the 4-point amplitude we find
VP = (V1) XP = (X1,

where

(711 _  _min. gy 11 _ _m4n ]
an_a 2 me an——O' z an'

(B.7)

(B.8)

(B.9)

(B.10)

The contribution from the Feynman diagram with 4 external tachyons is given by

[43]

-3Vt 2

4
e . g /g(Zﬂdwi)(b(wi)‘s(Zwi)
daDet( 1— (X112

110

) o Him ot exp (—,Q%w,), (B11)



with Q%Y defined as

1

Q¥ = ugéwvllu_%j + U i,j=1,20ri,j =34, (B.12)
QY = '“3?;"‘(1‘71—1)2%? (i=1,2and j=3,4) or (i =3,4and j = 1,2)
(B.13)
where U¥ is given by
o (VE_VB VI VR VI -VY
Ui — 00 00 00 00 on on ’ (B.14)

(4 _ {/i3 (i
VmO VmO an

and Cp,p, = 8,,m(—1)". Considering only the contribution coming from level 2 fields,
we have to consider only these Neumann coefficients whose powers and products sum
up to a total oscillator level of 2, i.e. Vo1, Vi1, Voo and Xi; [20]'. Doing so equation

(B.11) simplifies a lot and the integral over the modular parameter reduces to
/dO’O’F% [(w1+w2)2+(w3+w4)2] ) (B15)

Performing this integral it is easy to get the same result as in formula (3.9).

'If we want to calculate the quartic term in the effective action we have to subtract the contri-
bution from the tachyon in the propagator.

111



112



Appendix C

Construction of A(w;,wy,ws3) in the

continuous case

As we have discussed in section 3.4, in order to construct the field redefinition from
BSFT to CSFT that preserves general solutions to the equations of motion we need
a continuous function A(w;,ws,ws), defined on the plane —w; + wy + w3 = 0 and
satistying

Ao (wy, we, w3) + Ag(wo, w3, wy) + Ag(ws, wy, ws) = 1, (C.1)

and

Ag(wl,UJQ,U)3)|w1:_1 = 0. (CQ)

Figure C-1 illustrates the construction of the desired function.
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1<

Figure C-1: Construction of a continuous A(w;,ws,ws3): The figure shows the plane —w; + w; +
w3 = 0 coincident with the plane of the paper. Dashed lines are the coordinate axes —w;, wq, ws,
going at equal angles out of the plane of the paper. The two solid horizontal lines are intersections
of the plane —w; + wy + w3 = 0 with the planes w; = +i. According to (C.2) the function A is
zero along these lines. Clearly, in this projection the cyclic shift of momenta w; corresponds to a 60
degree rotation. Thus, the condition (C.1) implies that the sum of the values of A over the vertices
of any equilateral triangle centered at the origin is one. Together with the reflection symmetry
we <> w3 this allows us to fix the value of A at several discrete points. The values are shown on the
figure. The slanted solid lines show the locus of the vertices of equilateral triangles with one vertex
fixed on the lines w? = +i. The assignment of a value for A on one of the slanted lines defines the
values on the other line, related by 60° rotation. These assignments can be made continuously along
the lines while taking the values 0, 1, and % at the symmetrically positioned points. One can then
continuously extend A into the rest of the plane, while maintaining (C.1) by interpolating between
the values of A at the boundaries.
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