arXiv:hep-th/0205275 v2 13 Aug 2002

hep-th/0205275 UT-02-29

Open String Field Theory around Universal Solutions

Isao Kishimoto^{1,∗)} and Tomohiko Takahashi^{2,∗∗)}

1Department of Phyisics, University of Tokyo, Tokyo 113-0033, Japan 2Department of Physics, Nara Women’s University, Nara 630-8506, Japan

Abstract

We study the physical spectrum of cubic open string field theory around universal solutions, which are constructed using the matter Virasoro operators and the ghost and anti-ghost fields. We find the cohomology of the new BRS charge around the solutions, which appear with a ghost number that differs from that of the original theory. Considering the gauge-unfixed string field theory, we conclude that open string excitations perturbatively disappear after the condensation of the string field to the solutions.

∗) E-mail: ikishimo@hep-th.phys.s.u-tokyo.ac.jp ∗∗) E-mail: tomo@asuka.phys.nara-wu.ac.jp

1 typeset using PTPTEX.cls ⟨Ver.0.86⟩

§1. Introduction

String field theory is a powerful tool to investigate the non-perturbative physics of string theory, particularly tachyon condensation. In cubic open string field theory (CSFT),^{1)} there is a classical solution corresponding to the tachyon vacuum,^{2)} the potential height of which is equal to the D-brane tension and the physical spectrum around which contains no open string excitations.^{3), 4)} At present, these studies have been carried out by using a level truncation approximation, and the analytic form of the tachyon vacuum solution has not yet been obtained.^{2), 5)–7)} It is expected that more developments could be realized in string theory if such an exact solution were constructed. However, there has been little progress in the construction of the analytic solution.^{8)–13)}

There is a universal scalar solution in CSFT that has been found analytically and has several interesting features.^{11)} It has a well-defined Fock space expression that can be written in the universal basis, namely, the matter Virasoro operators and the ghost and anti-ghost fields. Furthermore, open string excitations in the original theory are not physical in the theory around the solution. These properties are necessary for the tachyon vacuum solution, since tachyon condensation should be a universal phenomenon^{2), 14)} and the D-brane should disappear around the tachyon vacuum.^{3), 7), 15)}

In this paper, in order to explore the possibility of a universal solution describing the tachyon vacuum, we investigate the perturbative spectrum in the string field theory around it. If we expand the string field around the universal solution, we obtain the new BRS charge in the shifted theory. In order to determine the spectrum, we solve the cohomology of the new shifted BRS charge exactly.

We can construct the universal solution with one parameter, for almost all values of which the solution is pure gauge, and the new BRS charge can be expressed as the similarity transform of the original BRS charge. Therefore, the cohomology of the new BRS charge has a one-to-one correspondence with that of the original BRS charge through the similarity transformation. However, at the boundary of the parameter region, the similarity transformation has a sort of singularity, and so it is impossible to reduce the cohomology of the new BRS charge to the original one. Consequently, we find that the non-trivial parts of the new cohomology appear in the ghost number 0 and −1 sectors only. Since the string field is expanded in the ghost number one sector in the gauge-unfixed theory, we conclude that the string field theory around the solution contains no physical excitations perturbatively.

This paper is organized as follows. In §2, we review the universal solution in CSFT. In §3, we solve the cohomology of the shifted BRS charge. Then, we show that the string theory has no physical excitations perturbatively in §4. In §5, we construct other possible universal solutions and find that there is no physical spectrum around them. We give a summary and discussion in §6.

§2. Universal solution

The action in cubic open string field theory is given by S[Ψ] = 1 g ∫ ( Ψ ∗ Q_BΨ + 2 3 Ψ ∗ Ψ ∗ Ψ ) , (2.1)

where Ψ is the string field and Q_B is the Kato-Ogawa BRS charge. The equation of motion is Q_BΨ + Ψ ∗ Ψ = 0. (2.2)

One of the solutions of this equation has been constructed as^{11)}

Ψ_0(h) = Q_L ( e^h − 1 ) I − C_L ( (∂h)^2e^h ) I, (2.3)

where I denotes the identity string field, and Q_L and C_L are defined by

Q_L(f) = ∫ C_L dw 2πi f(w)J_B(w), C_L(f) = ∫ C_L dw 2πi f(w)c(w), (2.4) where J_B(w) and c(w) are the BRS current and the ghost field, respectively. The contour C_L denotes the path along the left-half of strings. The function h(w) satisfies h(−1/w) = h(w) and h(±i) = 0, and as w approaches ±i, (∂h)^2e^h must approach zero sufficiently fast that (∂h)^2e^h cancels the midpoint singularity of the ghost field on the identity and hence that the solution has a well-defined Fock space expression.

The BRS current is written in terms of the matter Virasoro operators and the ghost and anti-ghost fields, and the identity string field is represented by the total Virasoro operators.^{16)} Therefore, this solution has a universal expression for arbitrary background.

If we expand the string field around the classical solution as

Ψ = Ψ_0 + Ψ^′, (2.5)

the action becomes

S[Ψ_0 + Ψ^′] = S[Ψ_0] + 1 g ∫ ( Ψ^′ ∗ Q^′_BΨ^′ + 2 3 Ψ^′ ∗ Ψ^′ ∗ Ψ^′ ) . (2.6)

The first term on the right-hand side corresponds to the potential height of the solution, but we do not discuss it in this paper. The shifted BRS charge is given by

Q^′_B = Q(e^h) − C ( (∂h)^2e^h ) , (2.7) where we have defined Q(f) = ∮ dw 2πi f(w)J_B(w), C(f) = ∮ dw 2πi f(w)c(w). (2.8) In general, it turns out that if the BRS charge is written in the form Q(f) + C(g), it must be expressed as ±Q^′_B or C(g) because of its nilpotency.^{∗)}

In the shifted theory around the solution, let us consider the redefinition of the string field as

Ψ^{′′} = e^{−q(h)}Ψ^′, (2.9)

where, using the ghost number current J_{gh}, q(f) is defined by q(f) = ∮ dw 2πi f(w)J_{gh}(w). (2.10)

Through the redefinition given in Eq. (2.9), the shifted BRS charge is transformed into the original one,

e^{−q(h)}Q^′_Be^{q(h)} = Q_B. (2.11)

Then, the action in Eq. (2.6) is transformed into the action with the original BRS charge. This fact suggests that the solution might be pure gauge.

However, we can obtain non-trivial solutions if the string field redefinition itself is illdefined. The operator q(h) is separated as

q(h) = q_0(h) + q^{(+)}(h) + q^{(−)}(h), (2.12)

where q_0(h), q^{(+)}(h) and q^{(−)}(h) correspond to the zero mode part and the positive and negative frequency parts of q(h), respectively. The operator e^{±q(h)} in the redefinition can be rewritten in ‘normal ordered form’ as

e^{q(h)} = exp ( 1 2 [q^{(+)}(h), q^{(−)}(h)] ) e^{q0(h)}e^{q(−)(h)}e^{q(+)(h)}. (2.13)

If the commutator of q^{(+)}(h) and q^{(−)}(h) becomes singular, the operator e^{q(h)} becomes illdefined, and so we cannot redefine the string field as in Eq. (2.9). In this case, a non-trivial solution can be found for such a function h(w).

In the following, we consider the classical solution for the specific function

h_a(w) = log ( 1 + a 2 ( w + 1 w )_2) . (2.14) ∗) This follows from the relations {Q(f), Q(g)} = 2{Q_B, C(∂f∂g)}, {Q(f), C(g)} = {Q_B , C(fg)}.

This function h_a(w) can be written in a Laurent expansion as

h_a(w) = − log(1 − Z(a))^2 − ∞∑ n=1 (−1)^n n Z(a)^n ( w^{2n} + w^{−2n} ) , Z(a) = 1 + a − √ 1 + 2a a , (2.15)

where −1 ≤ Z(a) < 1 (−1/2 ≤ a < ∞). This series is convergent within the annulus |Z(a)|^{1/2} < |w| < 1/ |Z(a)|^{1/2}. For this h_a(w), the commutator of q^{(±)} can be evaluated as

[q^{(+)}(h_a), q^{(−)}(h_a)] = 2 ∞∑ n=1 1 n Z(a)^{2n} = −2 log(1 − Z(a)^2). (2.16)

In the case Z(a = −1/2) = −1, the commutator becomes divergent, and the string field redefinition is ill-defined. Then, we can obtain a non-trivial universal solution. It should be noted that for a = −1/2, the Laurent expansion of Eq. (2.15) is ill-defined, because the annulus |Z(a)|^{1/2} < |w| < 1/ |Z(a)|^{1/2} shrinks to a unit circle. However, the expansion becomes well-defined on the unit circle as a Fourier expansion if we redefine w as w = exp(iσ). It is sufficient for our argument to expand h(w) in a Fourier series.

For a = −1/2 case, the non-trivial universal solution is given by^{11)}

Ψ_0 = Q_L ( − 1 4 ( w + 1 w )_2)

I + C_L ( w^{−2} ( w + 1 w )_2) I, (2.17)

and the shifted BRS charge becomes

Q^′_B = Q ( − 1 4 ( w − 1 w )_2) + C ( w^{−2} ( w + 1 w )_2) . (2.18)

§3. Cohomology of the new BRS charge

The shifted BRS charge contains several level operators, and therefore it is difficult to solve its cohomology in the usual manner. We consider rewriting the shifted BRS charge as a fixed level expression through some transformation. From the operator product expansions of the ghost number current with the BRS current and the ghost field, we can derive the following commutation relations:^{11)} [q(f), Q(g)] = Q(fg) − 2C(∂f∂g), (3.1) [q(f), C(g)] = C(fg). (3.2) Using the commutation relations in Eqs. (3.1) and (3.2), we find that e^{q(f )}Q(g)e^{−q(f )} = Q(g e^f ) − C ( {(∂f)^2g + 2∂f∂g}e^f ) , (3.3) e^{q(f )}C(g)e^{−q(f )} = C(g e^f ). (3.4)

Then, the shifted BRS charge of Eq. (2.7) is transformed as

e^{q(f )}Q^′_Be^{−q(f )} = Q(e^{h+f} ) − C({∂(h + f)}^2e^{h+f} ). (3.5)

Applying Eq. (3.5) to Eq. (2.18), we find that the shifted BRS charge for a = −1/2 can be transformed into a fixed level operator as

e^{q(λ)} Q^′_Be^{−q(λ)} = − 1 4 Q(w^2) + C(1), (3.6)

where λ(w) is given by

λ(w) = 2 ∞∑ n=1 1 n w^{−2n} = −2 log(1 − w^{−2}). (3.7)

Using the oscillator expressions, these equations can be written as

e^{q(λ)}Q^′_Be^{−q(λ)} = − 1 4 Q_2 + c_2, (3.8)

Q^′_B = 1 2 Q_B − 1 4 (Q_2 + Q_{−2}) + 2c_0 + c_2 + c_{−2}, (3.9)

q(λ) = 2 ∞∑ n=1 1 n q_{−2n}, (3.10)

where we have expanded the BRS current J_B, the ghost and anti-ghost fields c and b, and the ghost number current J_{gh} as

J_B(w) = ∞∑ n=−∞ Q_nw^{−n−1} , (3.11)

c(w) = ∞∑ n=−∞ c_nw^{−n+1}, b(w) = ∞∑ n=−∞ b_nw^{−n−2}, (3.12)

J_{gh}(w) = c b(w) = ∞∑ n=−∞ q_nw^{−n−1} . (3.13)

Here, we have defined the ghost number current using SL(2, R) normal ordering.

It is thus found that we can reduce the cohomology of Q^′_B to that of the fixed level operator given in Eq. (3.8). In order to determine the cohomology of the fixed level operator, let us consider the replacement of the ghost and anti-ghost oscillators c_n and b_n by c^{(k)}n = c_{n+k} and b^{(k)}n = b_{n−k} in some operator ϕ. We express the operator in which this replacement has been made by ϕ^{(k)}. For example, we apply this bc-shift operation to the modes of the ghost number current q_n, the ghost Virasoro operators L^{(bc)}n , and the BRS charge Q_B, and then we rewrite them in terms of the unshifted operators:

q^{(k)}_n = q_n + kδ_{n,0}, (3.14) L^{(bc)}_n^{(k)} = L^{(bc)}_n + kq_n + 1 2 (k^2 − 3k)δ_{n,0}, (3.15) Q^{(k)}_B = Q_k − k^2c_k. (3.16)

The algebra of these bc-shifted operators can be calculated using the following commutation relations:

[q_m, q_n] = mδ_{m+n,0}, (3.17) [L^{(bc)}_m , L^{(bc)}_n ] = (m − n)L^{(bc)}_{m+n} − 13 6 (m^3 − m)δ_{m+n,0}, (3.18) [L^{(bc)}_m , q_n] = −nq_{m+n} − 3 2 m(m + 1)δ_{m+n,0}, (3.19) {Q_m, Q_n} = 2mn{Q_m, c_n}, (3.20) {Q_m, c_n} = {Q_B, c_{m+n}}, (3.21) {Q_m, b_n} = L_{m+n} + mq_{m+n} + 3 2 m(m − 1)δ_{m+n,0}, (3.22) [Q_m, q_n] = −Q_{m+n} + 2mnc_{m+n}. (3.23)

It turns out that the algebra of q^{(k)}n , L^{(bc)}n^{(k)} and Q^{(k)}_B is the same as that of the unshifted operators q_n, L^{(bc)}n and Q_B. In general, the algebra of ϕ^{(k)} is invariant through the bc-shift operation, because c^{(k)}m and b^{(k)}n satisfy the anti-commutation relations {c^{(k)}m , b^{(k)}n } = δ_{m+n,0}, and these relations are the same as those before the replacement of the ghost modes.

The SL(2, R) invariant vacuum |0⟩ has the following properties for the bc-shifted modes:

c^{(k)}_n |0⟩ = 0, (n ≥ 2 − k) b^{(k)}_n |0⟩ = 0. (n ≥ −1 + k) (3.24)

We define the bc-shifted vacuum |0⟩^{(k)} as

c^{(k)}_n |0⟩^{(k)} = 0, (n ≥ 2) (3.25) b^{(k)}_n |0⟩^{(k)} = 0, (n ≥ −1) (3.26)

From Eq. (3.24), we find that the bc-shifted vacuum can be expressed in terms of the SL(2, R) invariant vacuum:

|0⟩^{(k)} = { b_{−k−1}b_{−k} · · · b_{−2} |0⟩ , (k ≥ 1) c_{k+2}c_{k+1} · · · c_1 |0⟩ . (k ≤ −1)

(3.27)

Now that the relations between the bc-shifted and unshifted operators and their vacua have been established, we can determine the cohomology of the shifted BRS charge. First, let us recall the cohomology of the Kato-Ogawa BRS charge.^{17)–19)}

Proposition 1. Any state |ψ⟩ satisfying Q_B |ψ⟩ = 0 can be written

|ψ⟩ = |P ⟩ ⊗ c_1 |0⟩ + |P^′⟩ ⊗ c_0c_1 |0⟩ + Q_B |ϕ⟩ . (3.28)

Here |P ⟩ and |P^′⟩ are DDF states.^{∗)}

The first term on the right-hand side of Eq. (3.28) corresponds to the cohomology with the additional subsidiary condition b_0 |ψ⟩ = 0,^{17)} which is the Siegel gauge condition in string field theory. The second term is obtained as the additional term in case that we remove the Siegel gauge condition.^{18), 19)}

Since the algebra of the bc-shifted operators is the same as that of the unshifted one, a similar proposition also holds if we apply the bc-replacement in Proposition 1. The BRS charge with bc-replacement is given by Eq. (3.16). Considering the correspondence between (Q^{(k)}_B , |0⟩^{(k)}) and (Q_B, |0⟩), we can obtain the cohomology of Q^{(k)}_B .

Proposition 2. Any state |ψ⟩ satisfying Q^{(k)}_B |ψ⟩ = 0 can be written

|ψ⟩ = |P ⟩ ⊗ c^{(k)}_1 |0⟩^{(k)} + |P^′⟩ ⊗ c^{(k)}_0 c^{(k)}_1 |0⟩^{(k)} + Q^{(k)}_B |ϕ⟩ . (3.29)

From Eqs. (3.8) and (3.16), the new BRS charge Q^′_B can be written as a similarity transformation of the bc-shifted BRS charge:

Q^′_B = − 1 4 e^{−q(λ)}Q^{(2)}_B e^{q(λ)}. (3.30)

Therefore, with the help of Proposition 2, any state |ψ⟩ satisfying Q^′_B |ψ⟩ = 0 can be written |ψ⟩ = |P ⟩ ⊗ Ub_{−2} |0⟩ + |P^′⟩ ⊗ U |0⟩ + Q^′_B |ϕ⟩ , (3.31) where U is given by

U = exp ( − ∞∑ n=1 2 n q_{−2n} ) . (3.32)

∗) Here, we have not discussed the infrared states with zero momenta.

Thus, we have obtained the cohomology of the shifted BRS charge Q^′_B.

It should be noted that, for the derivation of the cohomology, it is important that the operator e^{q(λ)} be invertible. Instead of Eq. (3.30), the new BRS charge can be written

Q^′_B = − 1 4 e^{−q(λ′)}Q^{(−2)}_B e^{q(λ′)}, (3.33)

where λ^′(w) = − log(1 − w^2) and

q(λ^′) = 2 ∞∑ n=1 1 n q_{2n}. (3.34)

However, we cannot reduce the cohomology of Q^′_B to that of Q^{(−2)}_B , because the operator e^{q(λ′)} has ‘zero modes’. Indeed, as an example of ‘zero modes’, we find that e^{q(λ′)} × e^{−q(λ)} |0⟩ = exp ( −4 ∞∑ n=1 2 n ) e^{−q(λ)} |0⟩ = 0. (3.35)

§4. String field theory around the universal solution

The universal classical solution given in Eq. (2.3) has been found from the equation of motion without gauge fixing. In fact, this solution contains the ghost zero mode c_0, and therefore it is outside the Siegel gauge. Therefore, in the context of the gauge-unfixed theory, a simpler argument can be given to understand the spectrum around the solution.

If we consider the equation (□η_{μν} − ∂_μ∂_ν )A^ν = 0 in an abelian gauge theory, the solution is given by A_μ = A^{(+)}μ + A^{(−)}μ + ∂_μθ, where A^{(±)}μ correspond to the transverse modes and θ is the gauge freedom. Then, we can identify the transverse modes as the physical degrees of freedom. In the following, we proceed similarly. We consider the gauge-unfixed theory from beginning to end, where the kinetic operator □η_{μν} − ∂_μ∂_ν is replaced by Q^′_B; that is, in the gauge-unfixed theory, we solve the equation of motion and expand the string field around it. Then, we investigate the fluctuations in the shifted theory without gauge-fixing and identify their physical modes up to the gauge symmetry, not the BRS symmetry.

In open string field theory, the string field Ψ is assigned the ghost number N_{FP} = 1.^{1), 20)} Here, we have defined the ghost number N_{FP} of the SL(2, R) invariant vacuum |0⟩ as zero. Using the oscillator representation, the string field Ψ is expanded as

|Ψ⟩ = ϕ(x) c_1 |0⟩ + A_μ(x) α^μ_{−1}c_1 |0⟩ + B(x) c_{−1}c_1 |0⟩ + C(x) |0⟩ + · · · . (4.1)

The assignment N_{FP} = 1 implies that the component fields ϕ, A_μ, B and C are assigned the ghost numbers 0, 0, −1 and 1, respectively. In the gauge invariant theory without gauge fixing, the ghost number of the component fields should be fixed to zero. In other words, the fields B, C, and so on, are forbidden.

Let us consider the perturbative spectrum in the gauge-unfixed theory around the universal solution. The linearized equation of motion is given by

Q^′_BΨ = 0. (4.2)

Using Eq. (3.31), it is possible to find the solution of this equation. Since the string field does not contain a component field carrying nonzero ghost number, the solution of Eq. (4.2) is given by

Ψ = Q^′_Bϕ. (4.3)

In the linearized approximation, the string field theory around the solution is invariant under the gauge transformation

δΨ = Q^′_BΛ, (4.4)

where Λ is a gauge transformation parameter. This symmetry is not BRS but gauge symmetry, and so both the parameter Λ and its component fields are assigned ghost number zero.

From Eqs. (4.3) and (4.4), it follows that all of the on-shell modes can be eliminated by the gauge transformation in the gauge-unfixed theory. Therefore, we conclude that the open string excitations in the original theory disappear perturbatively after the condensation of the string field to the universal solution.

§5. Other universal solutions

We can construct other universal solutions, because the universal solution in Eq. (2.3) can be constructed for any function h(w) that makes the operator e^{q(h)} singular. Let us consider the solution for the function

h^l_a(w) = log ( 1 − a 2 (−1)^l ( w^l − (−1)^l 1 w^l )_2)

, (5.1)

where l = 1, 2, · · · . The l = 1 case corresponds to the solution given previously. This function satisfies all of the conditions discussed in §2, and so it yields a universal solution. The function h^l_a is expanded in a Laurent series as

h^l_a(w) = − log(1 − Z(a))^2 − ∞∑ n=1 (−1)^{nl} n Z(a)^n ( w^{2ln} + w^{−2ln} ) . (5.2)

From this expansion, it follows that if we take a → −1/2 limit, the operator e^{q(hla)} becomes singular. Therefore, we can obtain a non-trivial universal solution for h^l_{−1/2}.

Substituting h^l_{−1/2} into Eq. (2.3), the solution is obtained as

Ψ^{(l)}_0 = Q_L ( − 1 2 + (−1)^l 4 (w^{2l} + w^{−2l}) ) I + C_L ( l^2w^{−2} ( 2 − (−1)^l(w^{2l} + w^{−2l}) )) I. (5.3)

We can obtain the Fock space expression of the universal solution as | | |Ψ^{(l)}_0 ⟩ = [_∞ ∑ m=1 (−1)^m 2π ( 2 2m + 1 − 1 2m + 1 − 2l − 1 2m + 1 + 2l ) (−Q_{−(2m+1)} + 4l^2c_{−(2m+1)})

− 1 2π 8l^2 4l^2 − 1

Q_{−1} + 1 2π l∑ k=1 4l^2 2k − 1 c_1 + 1 2π ( − l∑ k=1 4l^2 2k − 1 + 32l^4 4l^2 − 1 ) c_{−1} ] |I⟩ , (5.4) where use has been made of the equations^{11)} J_B(w) |I⟩ = ∞∑ n=1 Q_{−n}(w^n − (−1)^nw^{−n})w^{−1} |I⟩ , c(w) |I⟩ = [ −c_0 w − w^3 1 + w^2

+ c_1 1 1 + w^2

+ c_{−1}

1 + w^2 + w^4

1 + w^2 + ∞∑ n=2 c_{−n}(w^n − (−1)^nw^{−n})w ] |I⟩ . (5.5) If we expand the string field around this solution, the new BRS charge in the shifted theory is given by

Q̃_B = Q ( e^{hl−1/2} ) − C ( (∂h^l_{−1/2})^2e^{hl−1/2} ) (5.6) = 1 2 Q_B +

(−1)^l 4 (Q_{2l} + Q_{−2l}) + 2l^2 ( c_0 −

(−1)^l 2 (c_{2l} + c_{−2l}) ) . (5.7)

Let us consider the spectrum in the shifted theory. As in the case l = 1, the new BRS charge can be written as a similarity transformation of the bc-shifted BRS charge. We have

Q̃_B = (−1)^l 4 e^{−q(λl)} Q^{(2l)}_B e^{q(λl)}, (5.8)

where λ^l(w) = −2 log(1 + (−1)^lw^{−2l}), and q(λ^l) is given by

q(λ^l) = 2 ∞∑ n=1 (−1)^{n(l+1)} n q_{−2nl}. (5.9)

From Proposition 2, the cohomology of the new BRS charge Q̃_B (l ≥ 2) can be written |ψ⟩ = |P ⟩ ⊗ U_l b_{−2l}b_{−2l+1} · · · b_{−2} |0⟩ (5.10) + |P^′⟩ ⊗ U_l b_{−2l+1} · · · b_{−2} |0⟩ + Q̃_B |ϕ⟩ , (5.11) where |P ⟩ and |P^′⟩ denote DDF states, and U_l is given by

U_l = exp ( −2 ∞∑ n=1 (−1)^{n(l+1)} n q_{−2nl} ) . (5.12)

Thus, the non-trivial cohomology is assigned to the ghost numbers −2l + 1 and −2l + 2. Therefore, again applying the argument used in the case l = 1, we conclude that there is no physical spectrum perturbatively in the string field theory around the solution.

§6. Summary and discussion

We have obtained the cohomology for the new BRS charge around the universal solution in CSFT. The non-trivial states belong to the ghost number 0 and −1 sectors. Consequently, the shifted theory around the solution contains no physical spectrum perturbatively. We have found other possible solutions in CSFT. Around these solutions too, the shifted theories have no physical spectrum.

We believe that the universal solutions correspond to the tachyon vacuum solution, because they have universal expressions and there is no physical spectrum around them. However, the universal solutions have several possible expressions. If these solutions represent the tachyon condensation, they must be equivalent up to gauge transformations, and the shifted theories must be related by string field redefinitions.

Let us consider the string field redefinition generated by the operator K_n = L_n − (−1)^nL_{−n} (n ≥ 1). This field redefinition preserves the three string vertex, and it only changes the kinetic operator Q̃_B to e^KQ̃_Be^{−K} .^{21), 22)} Since the operators Q_n and c_n have the algebra

[K_m, Q_n] = −nQ_{n+m} + (−1)^mnQ_{n−m}, (6.1) [K_m, c_n] = −(2m + n)c_{n+m} − (−1)^m(2m − n)c_{n−m} , (6.2)

the transform of the new BRS charge remains of the form Q(f) + C(g), for some functions f(w) and g(w). As pointed out in §2, the BRS charge with this form must be written as Q(e^h)−C((∂h)^2e^h), because of its nilpotency. Therefore, it is sufficient to consider the ghost kinetic parts in order to determine the number of inequivalent classes of the new BRS charge through the string field redefinition Ψ^′ = e^K Ψ.

According to Ref. 22), with this field redefinition, the ghost kinetic terms a_0c_0+ ∑ n≥1 a_n(c_n+ (−1)^nc_{−n}) can be classified into at least two classes: those which annihilate the identity string field and those which do not. For all our solutions, the ghost parts annihilate the identity string field.^{10), 23)} Therefore, there is no contradiction at present if the shifted theories can be transformed into each other through field redefinitions. The feasibility of such a procedure requires further investigation.

At present, there are many important issues that remain incompletely understood. In this paper, we did not discuss the potential height at our solutions, but determining this is an important problem in order to conclude whether or not they correspond to the tachyon vacuum. Unfortunately, it is difficult to evaluate the action at the solution that is constructed using the identity string field, because we often encounter disastrous divergences in the computation of quantities of the form ⟨I| . . . |I⟩. We should find a consistent regularization in order to treat the identity string field correctly in these calculations.

We should comment on the relation between our result and that in Ref. 24). In that work, it is shown in terms of the level truncation scheme that the cohomology of the new BRS charge around the tachyon vacuum is trivial. This would seem to contradict our result if the universal solutions represent the tachyon condensation, because our solutions yield a non-trivial cohomology. We have not yet understood this apparent contradiction.

As is well known, vacuum string field theory (VSFT)^{25), 26)} is another approach to investigate the tachyon condensation, and there is some evidence that VSFT represents the theory around the tachyon vacuum.^{27)} It would be interesting to examine the relations between our solutions in the context of CSFT and VSFT.

Around the tachyon vacuum, there would be closed string excitations instead of open ones. It is a future problem to investigate how to treat closed string around our solutions in the context of CSFT. It might be necessary to fix the gauge appropriately and perform a second quantization.

Acknowledgements

We would like to thank H. Hata, M. Kato and T. Kugo for valuable discussions and comments. I. K. wishes to express his gratitude to Y. Matsuo and K. Ohmori for helpful discussions and encouragement. I. K. is supported in part by JSPS Research Fellowships for Young Scientists.

References

1) E. Witten, Nucl. Phys. B 268 (1986), 253.

2) A. Sen and B. Zwiebach, J. High Energy Phys. 03 (2000), 002, hep-th/9912249. 3) A. Sen, Int. J. Mod. Phys. A 14 (1999), 4061, hep-th/9902105. 4) K. Ohmori, hep-th/0102085, and references therein. 5) V. A. Kostelecky and S. Samuel, Nucl. Phys. B 336 (1990), 263.

6) N. Moeller and W. Taylor, Nucl. Phys. B 583 (2000), 105, hep-th/0002237. 7) I. Ellwood and W. Taylor, Phys. Lett. B 512 (2001), 181, hep-th/0103085. 8) V. A. Kostelecky and R. Potting, Phys. Rev. D 63 (2001), 046007, hep-th/0008252. 9) M. Schnabl, Phys. Lett. B 504 (2001), 61, hep-th/0011238.

10) T. Takahashi and S. Tanimoto, Prog. Theor. Phys. 106 (2001), 863, hep-th/0107046. 11) T. Takahashi and S. Tanimoto, J. High Energy Phys. 03 (2002), 033, hep-th/0202133. 12) I. Kishimoto and K. Ohmori, J. High Energy Phys. 05 (2002), 036, hep-th/0112169. 13) J. Klusoň, hep-th/0202045.

14) A. Sen, J. High Energy Phys. 12 (1999), 027, hep-th/9911116. 15) H. Hata and S. Teraguchi, J. High Energy Phys. 05 (2001), 045, hep-th/0101162. 16) L. Rastelli and B. Zwiebach, J. High Energy Phys. 09 (2001), 038, hep-th/0006240. 17) M. Kato and K. Ogawa, Nucl. Phys. B 212 (1983), 443. 18) M. Henneaux, Phys. Lett. B 177 (1986), 35.

19) I. B. Frenkel, H. Garland and G. J. Zuckerman, Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. 83 (1986), 8442.

20) H. Hata, K. Itoh, T. Kugo, H. Kunitomo and K. Ogawa, Phys. Rev. D 34 (1986), 2360.

21) E. Witten, Nucl. Phys. B 276 (1986), 291. 22) L. Rastelli, A. Sen and B. Zwiebach, hep-th/0012251. 23) M. Schnabl, hep-th/0201095.

24) I. Ellwood, B. Feng, Y. He and N. Moeller, J. High Energy Phys. 07 (2001), 016, hep-th/0105024.

25) L. Rastelli, A. Sen and B. Zwiebach, hep-th/0106010. 26) D. Gaiotto, L. Rastelli, A. Sen and B. Zwiebach, hep-th/0111129. 27) Y. Okawa, J. High Energy Phys. 07 (2002), 003, hep-th/0204012, and references therein.