arXiv:hep-th/0610171 v1 15 Oct 2006

hep-th/0610171

Reformulation of Boundary String Field Theory in terms of Boundary State

Shunsuke Teraguchi^∗ Institute of Physics, Academia Sinica, Taipei 11529, Taiwan

October, 2006

Abstract

We reformulate bosonic boundary string field theory in terms of boundary state. In our formulation, we can formally perform the integration of target space equations of motion for arbitrary field configurations without assuming decoupling of matter and ghost. Thus, we obtain the general form of the action of bosonic boundary string field theory. This formulation may help us to understand possible interactions between boundary string field theory and the closed string sector.

∗teraguch@phys.sinica.edu.tw

1 Introduction

Boundary string field theory (BSFT) [1, 2] is one of formulations of open string field theory. In the analyses of off-shell open string tachyon dynamics^1, BSFT has played important roles. BSFT is applied to derive the exact form of tachyon potential [4, 5] and the effective action derived from this string field theory has been used in a large amount of papers.

Though the action of BSFT is often identified simply with the partition function of the twodimensional sigma model with boundary perturbation (and this is true for some specific cases), the original definition of this theory is rather complicated and abstract. In the case of bosonic string theory [1, 2], the action S of BSFT is defined by the following equation, dS = 1 2 ∫_{2π} 0 dθdθ^′ ⟨ dO(θ){Q_B, O(θ^′)} ⟩ λ , (1)

where the unnormalized expectation value ⟨· · ·⟩_λ is evaluated using a two-dimensional field theory on disk whose boundary deformation from a conformal field theory (CFT) is specified by world-sheet couplings λ’s. While the operator O(θ) is defined on the boundary which is parametrized by θ, Q_B is the bulk BRST operator defined on the bulk CFT. It is proved [1, 6] that the right-hand side of the above equation is closed. Then, at least locally, we can define the action S through the above equation. The action S, defined in this way, is proved to have a gauge symmetry based on the Batalin-Vilkovisky (BV) formalism. The boundary world-sheet couplings λ’s are interpreted as string fields. Unfortunately, explicit evaluation of the above quantity is possible only for very limited field configurations where the two-dimensional field theory is solvable. However, in the case where matter and ghost are decoupled, one can formally perform the integration of the above equation and it has been conjectured that the action S takes the following form [2, 6, 7]: S = −β^i(λ) ∂ ∂λ^i Z(λ) + Z(λ), (2)

where Z(λ) is the partition function of the two-dimensional sigma model and β^i(λ) is the worldsheet β-function with respect to the coupling λ^i. On shell, where the β-functions vanish, the action reduces to the partition function itself. For superstring theory, the BSFT formulation leads us to rather simple action [8, 9],

S = Z(λ), (3)

under the assumption of decoupling of matter and ghost.

Because BSFT is closely related to the partition function as we have seen above, one might suspect that the boundary state formalism is quite suitable to rewrite BSFT. Using the boundary state ⟨B|, the partition function of the system can be written as Z = ⟨B|0⟩, (4) where |0⟩ is the closed string vacuum of first quantized string. This inner product would give us the action of super BSFT or on-shell bosonic BSFT when there is no mixing between matter and ghost. Because boundary states are states in closed string Hilbert space, this kind of reformulation of BSFT should allow us to discuss interactions with its closed string sector. However, these expressions rely on the assumption of decoupling of matter and ghost and this assumption may spoil gauge invariant

1See the review [3], for example.

arguments. We are also limited to on-shell case for bosonic string. In this paper, we shall solve this problem. Namely, we construct the basic ingredients of BV formulation in terms of closed string states and show that they satisfy the same conditions as the original ones did. Then we can rewrite the definition of the BSFT action S corresponds to eq.(1) in terms of closed string states. Surprisingly, we can formally perform the integration of this equation without assuming the decoupling of matter and ghost in this formalism.

The contents of this paper is as follows. The next section is devoted to a brief review of the bosonic BSFT. In section 3, we propose how to construct basic ingredients of BV-formalism in terms of closed string language. Using these ingredients, we can redefine the action of BSFT as in the original proposal of BSFT. In the following section, we formally evaluate the action in our formulation and obtain the form of the action itself. This form (54) of the BSFT action represented in closed string states is our main result of this paper. We verify the validity of this expression by calculating the well-known tachyon action in section 5. Finally, we conclude this paper with discussions on several future directions. Our convention in the text is summarized in the appendix.

2 A Short Review of Bosonic BSFT

In this section, we shall briefly review the construction of bosonic BSFT. The action of BSFT is formally considered as a functional on the space of two-dimensional field theories which are parametrized by boundary deformations. A point on the space of two-dimensional field theories should be specified by a set of world-sheet couplings λ’s. The corresponding world-sheet action is given by

S_{WS} = S_{bulk} + ∫_{2π} 0 dθ 2π V(λ), (5) where S_{bulk} is a bulk CFT action for matter and ghost which defines closed string background of this system. Because BSFT is a string field theory for open string sector, this bulk CFT has to be fixed. The boundary operator V may be expanded in terms of boundary world-sheet couplings λ’s as V(λ) = ∑ i λ^iV_i(θ), (6)

where V_i is a basis of the boundary operators with ghost number zero. The following expansion might be more familiar from the point of view of the usual sigma model approach:

V = T (X(θ)) + ∂_θX^μA_μ(X(θ)) + · · · . (7)

Thus, the world-sheet couplings λ’s are corresponds to the degrees of freedom of open string fields. More precisely, we represent the boundary deformation V through ghost number one operator O, whose relation to V is given by

V = b^{BSFT}_{−1} O. (8)

The anti-ghost operator b^{BSFT}_{−1} = ∮ b(v) is an analogue of the anti-ghost operator b_{−1} in cubic open string field theory [10] and defined by the integration of an operator valued closed one form,

b(v) = v^ib_{ij} ϵ^j_k dσ^k, (9)

where v^i and ϵ^j_k are the Killing vector and the complex structure on the disk, respectively. The integration contour is chosen along the boundary of the disk and effectively enclose the boundary operator. As they are in cubic open string field theory, these operators O’s with ghost number one are considered as basic objects of this string field theory.

As is well-known, the guiding principle to construct a string field theory is the stringy gauge invariance. In the construction of BSFT, the requirement of gauge invariance is fulfilled with the help of BV formalism. BV formalism ensures that, if the action S satisfy the BV master equation, {S, S} = 0, (10) this action automatically has gauge invariance. The anti-bracket appearing in the above BV master equation is defined with a non-degenerate closed two-form ω with ghost number −1, {A, B} ≡ ∂_rA ∂λ^K ω^{KL} ∂_lB ∂λ^L , (11)

where^{∂r}_{∂λK} (^{∂l}_{∂λK} ) is the right (left) derivative, respectively. Here we allowed λ’s to include anti-fields whose statistics are opposite of corresponding fields. One can construct an action functional S which satisfies BV master equation by the following equation:

dS = i_V ω, (12)

where V is a nilpotent vector which generates a symmetry of two-form ω. The fact that V generates a symmetry of two-form ω, (di_V + i_V d)ω = 0, and the closedness of ω, dω = 0, ensures that eq.(12) is integrable at least locally. The nilpotency of V , V^2 = 0, indicates the functional S defined in eq.(12) satisfies the BV master equation.

In bosonic BSFT, the nilpotent vector V is defined through the action of the bulk BRST operator Q_B on boundary operators O, δ_V O(θ) = {Q_B, O(θ)}. (13) The nilpotency of the vector V immediately follows from the nilpotency of Q_B. The two-form ω is given by ω_{IJ} = 1 2 ∫_{2π} 0 dθdθ^′ (2π)^2 ⟨ δO_I (θ)δO_J (θ^′) ⟩ λ , (14)

where the correlator should be evaluated in the world-sheet theory (5). It is proved [1, 6] that the two-form ω defined in (14) satisfies the following requirements,

dω = 0, d(i_V ω) = 0. (15)

Then, the action S of bosonic BSFT is given by dS = 1 2 ∫_{2π} 0 dθdθ^′ (2π)^2 ⟨ dO(θ){Q_B, O(θ^′)} ⟩ λ . (16)

In order to obtain explicit form of this action, we must solve the two-dimensional field theory which corresponds to the boundary deformation specified by string field λ. In general, it is very difficult to solve such an interacting field theory. Here we only review the well-known tachyon configurations [2] where the system is still free. We choose the following configurations of the string field,

O(θ) = c^θ(θ) ( a + 1 4 ∑ i u_i(X^i)^2(θ) ) , (17) which gives us a purely matter boundary deformation,

V(θ) = a + 1 4 ∑ i u_i(X^i)^2(θ). (18)

In our convention, the anti-ghost operator is given by b^{BSF T} −1 = −i ∮ dz 2πi zb(z) − i ∮ dz̄ 2πi z̄b̃(z̄), (19)

where z = e^{−iθ+τ} is the complex coordinates whose unit circle, |z|^2 = 1, specifies the disk. Note that, though the anti-ghost operator b^{BSF T}_{−1} (19) behaves as b_{−1} of open string theory on operators at the boundary, it acts as b_0 − b̃_0 on operators at the origin, as pointed out in the original paper [1]. In [2], the two-dimensional field theory with boundary deformation (18) was explicitly solved. After explicit calculation, it was found that eq.(16) takes the following form: dS(a, u) = d ( ∑ i ( u_i − u_i ∂ ∂u_i ) Z(a, u) + (1 + a)Z(a, u) ) . (20)

Here, the partition function Z is given by Z(a, u) = e^{−a} ∏ i √ u_ie^{γui} Γ(u_i). (21)

Finally, after integration of the eq.(20), the BSFT action corresponds to the string field configuration (17) is obtained as S(a, u) = ( − ∑ i u_i ∂ ∂u_j − ( a + ∑ i u_i ) ∂ ∂a + 1 ) Z(a, u). (22) Later on, it was discussed [2, 6, 7] that, when matter and ghost is completely decoupled, namely, when V does not contain ghost operators, we can formally evaluate eq.(16) as S = i 2 (⟨ [L_{−1}, ∫ dθe^{iθ} V(θ)] ⟩ λ + c.c ) − ⟨∫ dθV(θ) ⟩ λ + Z(λ). (23)

Furthermore, it was conjectured that bosonic BSFT takes the following expression: S = −β_i(λ) ∂ ∂λ^i Z(λ) + Z(λ). (24)

3 Rewriting bosonic boundary string field theory in terms of boundary state

One may notice that the coordinate system z and z̄ in the previous section, is suitable to define closed string creation-annihilation oscillators in the bulk, rather than open string oscillators on the boundary. Furthermore, it is well-known that a partition function of a boundary deformed theory can be given by a boundary state, |B⟩, Z = ⟨B|0⟩. (25)

Then it is rather natural to suspect that BSFT prefers to be formulated in terms of closed string Hilbert space. Such reformulation may help to investigate interactions with the closed string sector [11]. However, many of such discussions rely on the case of on-shell BSFT or super BSFT without mixing matter and ghost, where we can simply write the action as

S = Z. (26)

Unfortunately, it is not clear what kind of modifications we should have for off-shell bosonic string theory case, whose closed string field theories [12] are relatively well understood. In order to solve this difficulty, in this section, we reformulate bosonic BSFT in terms of boundary state based on BV formalism, by replacing the basic ingredients of the previous section by corresponding ones represented in closed string Hilbert space.

We propose the following definitions of the nilpotent vector V and the closed two-form ω, δ_V O(θ) = {Q_B, O(θ)}, (27) ω = 1 2 ⟨N|Sym[e^{2i{b−0 ,O}}; O_I , O_J ]|0⟩dλ^I ∧ dλ^J , (28) where we have used a simplified notation for boundary operators, O = ∫_{2π} 0 dθ 2π O(θ). (29)

⟨N| is the Neumann boundary state and the symbol Sym[· · ·] will be defined below.

Though, eq.(27) looks completely same as before, eq.(13), there are two conceptual differences. First, we are assuming that O(θ) is written in terms of closed string oscillators^2. Second, here the BRST operator is also written in terms of closed string oscillators:

Q_B = 1 2πi ∮ (dzj_B − dz̄j̃_B) = c^+_0 (L_0 + L̃_0 − 2) + 1 2 c^−_0 (L_0 − L̃_0) + (M + M̃)b^+_0 + 2(M − M̃)b^−_0 + Q^′_B, (30)

where L_0 and L̃_0 are total Virasoro operators and M = − ∞∑ n=1 nc_{−n}c_n, M̃ = − ∞∑ n=1 nc̃_{−n}c̃_n, (31)

Q^′_B = ∑ n≠0 ( c_{−n}L^m_n + c̃_{−n}L̃^m_n ) + ∑ n,m,n+m≠0 m − n 2 ( c_mc_nb_{−m−n} + c̃_mc̃_nb̃_{−m−n} ) . (32)

In the original definition of BSFT, it is argued [6] that the action of BRST operator can be affected by boundary deformations when the counter approach to the boundary. Then, in order to keep the integrability of the RHS of eq.(16), a suitable regularization which satisfies some constraint should be chosen. In our definition, the action of BRST operator is defined regardless of boundary deformations. On the other hand, such a effect of the boundary is encoded in the definition of closed two-form ω.

2Note that, in order to define these operators O(θ), we have to take a limit where these operators approach the boundary. This process requires suitable regularization (or normal-ordering).

In order to define the closed two-form ω, we have introduced a symbol Sym[· · ·], which represents parameter integrations with operator insertions: Sym[e^{−V} ; O_1, O_2, · · · , O_n] = ∫_1 0 dt_1 ∫_1

t_1 dt_2 · · · ∫_1 t_{n−1} dt_ne^{−t1 V} O_1e^{−(t2−t1 )V} O_2 · · · O_ne^{−(1−tn)V} ± (perms). (33) The signs in front of the permutation terms come from the fermionic property of operators and also from the anti-symmetric property of differential forms. Note that these parameter integrations are compatible with the deformation of the operator V in the following sense: δ(e^{−V} ) = Sym[e^{−V} , −δV ]. (34) In eq.(28), we constructed two-form ω by inserting two operators on the boundary state, ⟨B| ≡ ⟨N| exp ( 2i{b^−_0 , O} ) (35) which is not necessary on-shell but formally satisfy the boundary condition specified by the boundary deformation. We have rewritten the operation (8) using the anti-commutator with 2b^−_0 = b_0 − b̃_0.

If these ingredients enjoy the following properties, V^2 = 0 : nilpotency, (36) dω = 0 : closedness, (37) d(i_V ω) = 0 : V −invariance, (38) we can construct a gauge invariant action S as before. The nilpotency of vector V directly follows from the nilpotency of Q_B again. We can easily check the closedness of the ω_{IJ} : d dλ^K ω_{IJ} + (perms) = 2i⟨N|Sym[e^{2i{b−0 ,O}}; {b^−_0 , O_K}, O_I , O_J ]|0⟩ + (perms) = −2i⟨N|Sym[e^{2i{b−0 ,O}}; O_K, O_I , O_J ]b^−_0 |0⟩ + (perms) = 0. (39) The second equality comes from the nilpotency of b^−_0 . The invariance of ω under the transformation generated by V is more involved. From the above definitions, we have two contributions for d(i_V ω). One comes from the derivative of the exponential, 2i⟨N|Sym[e^{2i{b−0 ,O}}; {b^−_0 , dO}, dO, {Q_B, O}]|0⟩, (40) the other comes from the derivative of the inserted operator O, − ⟨N|Sym[e^{2i{b−0 ,O}}; dO, {Q_B, dO}]|0⟩. (41) The first contribution (40) is evaluated as − i⟨N|Sym[e^{2i{b−0 ,O}}; dO, dO, [b^−_0 , {Q_B, O}]]|0⟩, (42) and the second one (41) gives − i⟨N|Sym[e^{2i{b−0 ,O}}; dO, dO, [Q_B, {b^−_0 , O}]]|0⟩. (43)

These two combine into −i⟨N|Sym[e^{2i{b−0 ,O}}; dO, dO, [{b^−_0 , Q_B}, O]]|0⟩ = − i 2 ⟨N|Sym[e^{2i{b−0 ,O}}; dO, dO, [L_0 − L̄_0, O]]|0⟩. (44) We must require that this term should vanish. Though the operator L_0 − L̄_0 generates the rotation of the disk for the coordinate z, it is more straightforward to express this term using the coordinate w = i log z = θ + iτ. The boundary operator O(θ) does not have any coefficient which depends on θ if this operator is expressed in this coordinate. In this coordinate, i[L_0 − L̄_0, O(θ)] takes the form of (∫ dw^′ 2πi T (w^′) + ∫ dw̄^′ 2πi T̃ (w̄^′) ) O(w, w̄) = ∂_θ O(w, w̄). (45) The integration of this operator over θ gives zero and hence eq.(44) vanishes.

Note that, in the original formulation, it is pointed out in [6] that such a total derivative in the expectation value does not necessary vanish due to the boundary effect. Furthermore, the action of Q_B may also be affected by the boundary deformation and dQ_B should be included in the above evaluation. Then, it is concluded that we must choose suitable regularization where the following condition is satisfied: − ⟨dO{dQ, O}⟩_λ + 1 2 ⟨ (dO)^2[L_0, O] ⟩ = 0. (46)

On the other hand, in our formulation, we do not have any contribution from the derivative of Q_B because we defined it in terms of closed string oscillators by eq.(30). [L_0 − L̄_0, O] is also simply evaluated regardless of the boundary deformation and vanishes as far as we choose a suitable regularization when we define a limit where the bulk operator approaches the boundary^3. Thus, the above quantities are separately zero in our formulation.

We have proved that the three conditions (36)-(38) are satisfied based on our new definition of the nilpotent vector V (27) and the closed two-form ω (28). Then, in terms of closed string Hilbert space, the action of BSFT can be defined as dS = ⟨N|Sym[e^{2i{b−0 ,O}}; dO, [Q_B, O]|0⟩. (47) The gauge invariance of this action is automatically guaranteed by BV-formalism.

In the above evaluation, we have used the following properties:

⟨N|b^−_0 = ⟨N|Q_B = b^−_0 |0⟩ = Q_B|0⟩ = 0. (48)

Unfortunately, these conditions explicitly rely on the open string background which is specified by the Neumann boundary state ⟨N|. However, we can repeat the same argument based on another open string background ⟨N^′| as far as this state satisfies above properties and construct a BSFT action based on the perturbation from the background ⟨N^′|. Furthermore, by properly choosing a closed string vacuum, BRST operator and boundary state, it would be also possible to construct BSFT in a nontrivial closed string background.

3In other words, we are not allowed to include deformations which do not satisfy the requirement [L0 − L̄0, O] = 0 as open string degrees of freedom.

4 Formal evaluation of the action

In the previous section, we repeated a similar argument discussed in the original proposal of BSFT [1, 2, 6, 7] and obtained equations of motion of BSFT in terms of closed string states and oscillators. In this section, we shall further evaluate our new definition of the BSFT action (47). Surprisingly, without any assumption for the boundary deformation O, we can perform the integration of eq.(47) and find a formal expression of the action S itself.

First we pull b^−_0 out from the expression (47): ⟨N|Sym[e^{2i{b−0 ,O}}; dO, {Q_B, O}]|0⟩ = ⟨N|Sym[e^{2i{b−0 ,O}}; dO, [Q_B, {b^−_0 , O}]]c^−_0 |0⟩ − ⟨N|Sym[e^{2i{b−0 ,O}}; dO, [{b^−_0 , Q_B}, O]]c^−_0 |0⟩ +⟨N|Sym[e^{2i{b−0 ,O}}; {b^−_0 , dO}, {Q_B, O}]c^−_0 |0⟩. (49) The second term in the second line vanishes due to the rotational symmetry as before. The first term consists of the following two terms. i 2 ⟨N|Sym[e^{2i{b−0 ,O}}; dO]Q_Bc^−_0 |0⟩ − i 2 ⟨N|Sym[e^{2i{b−0 ,O}}; {Q_B, dO}]c^−_0 |0⟩. (50) The second term of the above equation and the last term in (49) become a total derivative, − i 2 d⟨N|Sym[e^{2i{b−0 ,O}}; {Q_B, O}]c^−_0 |0⟩. (51) The first term of (50) can be evaluated by pulling b^−_0 out again, i 2 ⟨N|Sym[e^{2i{b−0 ,O}}; dO]b^−_0 c^−_0 Q_Bc^−_0 |0⟩ = 1 4 d⟨N|e^{2i{b−0 ,O}}c^−_0 Q_B c^−_0 |0⟩, (52) where we have used the fact that [b^−_0 , {Q_B, c^−_0 }] vanishes. As a result, we have evaluated eq.(47) as a total derivative dS = d ( 1 4 ⟨N|e^{2i{b−0 ,O}}c^−_0 Q_Bc^−_0 |0⟩ − i 2 ⟨N|Sym[e^{2i{b−0 ,O}}; {Q_B, O}]c^−_0 |0⟩ ) . (53)

Thus, we have obtained the action of BSFT itself as S = 1 4 ⟨N|e^{2i{b−0 ,O}}c^−_0 Q_Bc^−_0 |0⟩ − i 2 ⟨N|Sym[e^{2i{b−0 ,O}}; {Q_B, O}]c^−_0 |0⟩. (54) This general form of BSFT action is the our main result in this paper. Though, BRST operator, Q_B, appears in the first term, only ghost parts of it survives due to two c^−_0 and it is further evaluated as 1 4 ⟨N|e^{2i{b−0 ,O}}c^−_0 Q_Bc^−_0 |0⟩ = Z, (55) if we assume that ⟨N|e^{2i{b−}0^{,O}}(c_{±1} + c̃_{∓1}) = 0 still holds^4. Thus, the first term reduces to partition function Z. On the other hand, the second term vanishes if the deformation is on-shell. This term represents the correction from the naive expectation of BSFT action, S ∼ Z. Note that there is a gap between the on-shell condition for open string modes and the one for closed string modes originating from the choices of normal orderings. In our formulation, an on-shell boundary operator is on-shell only when it is represented with a suitable normal-ordering. If another normal ordering is chosen, such an operator would be understood as a linear combinations of off-shell operators.

4For example, this is the case if matter and ghost are decoupled.

5 An Example

In this section, we reconsider the well-known example (22) of bosonic BSFT and check whether our formula (54) correctly reproduces the same result. Though we take the quadratic tachyon configuration (18) as before^5, in order to define this operator we must choose a suitable boundary normal-ordering for X^2(θ). Because, in the boundary normal-ordering, the subtraction should be doubled compared to the usual bulk normal-ordering, we use the following prescription to define the operator X^2(θ):

X^2(θ) ≡ ( x − i ∞∑ m=1 1 m (α_{−m}e^{−imθ} + α̃_{−m}e^{imθ} ) ) ( x − i ∞∑ m=1 1 m (α_{−m}e^{−imθ} + α̃_{−m}e^{imθ} ) )

+ ( i ∞∑ m=1 1 m (α_me^{imθ} + α̃_me^{−imθ} ) ) ( i ∞∑ m=1 1 m (α_me^{imθ} + α̃_me^{−imθ} ) )

+3 ( x − i ∞∑ m=1 1 m (α_{−m}e^{−imθ} + α̃_{−m}e^{imθ} ) ) ( i ∞∑ m=1 1 m (α_me^{imθ} + α̃_me^{−imθ} ) )

− ( i ∞∑ m=1 1 m (α_me^{imθ} + α̃_me^{−imθ} ) ) ( x − i ∞∑ m=1 1 m (α_{−m}e^{−imθ} + α̃_{−m}e^{imθ} ) ) (56)

Using this definition of X^2(θ), the boundary operator is given by O(θ) = ( i 2 ∑ m c_me^{imθ} − i 2 ∑ m c̃_me^{−imθ} ) ( a + u 4 X^2(θ) ) . (57)

This string field O(θ) gives us the following boundary deformation, V(θ) = −2i{b^−_0 , O(θ)} = a + u 4 X^2(θ). (58)

The first term of the BSFT action (54), namely, the partition function Z can be evaluated using the following identity,

⟨0| exp(−aã) exp ( − u 2 (a − ã^†)(a^† − ã) ) = (1 + u)^{−1}⟨0| exp ( −a 1 − u 1 + u ã ) , (59)

where a, a^†, ã and ã^† satisfy usual commutation relations, [a, a^†] = [ã, ã^†] = 1. Thus, we have^6, 1 4 ⟨N|e^{2i{b−0 ,O}}c^−_0 Q_B c^−_0 |0⟩ = Z = 2 √ π u e^{−a} ∞∏ n=1 ( 1 + u n )_{−1} e^un = 2 √ πe^{−a} √ ue^{γu}Γ(u). (60) This partition function is exactly same as the one (21) calculated in the open string picture (up to constant factor which we have not yet addressed in this paper). For the calculation of the second term of the BSFT action (54), we only need the term linear to c_1c̃_1 in the commutator between Q_B

5For simplicity, we omit space-time indices i in the following discussion. 6Similar derivation of boundary state and partition function can be found in [13].

and O(θ) (up to ghost boundary condition). One of such terms comes from the commutator between Q_B and the ghost operator, and it is linear to the boundary deformation V itself,

− 2ic_1c̃_1V(θ). (61)

The other term comes from the commutator between c_{±1}L^m_{∓1} + c̃_{±1}L̃^m_{∓1} in Q_B and the matter oscillators in O(θ). ∫_{2π} 0 dθ 2π {c_{±1}L^m_{∓1} + c̃_{±1}L̃^m_{∓1}, O(θ)} ∼ −2iuc_1c̃_1. (62)

Collecting these pieces, we have, S[a, u] = ( −u ∂ ∂u − (a + u) ∂ ∂a + 1 ) Z[a, u]. (63) Thus, we directly recovered the BSFT action (22) for quadratic tachyon configuration from our formula (54) which is expressed in terms of closed string Hilbert space.

6 Conclusion and Discussion

In this paper, we have reformulated the bosonic BSFT in terms of closed string Hilbert space. Though the construction is almost straightforward, our formulation allows us to formally perform the integration. Thus, we have obtained the action itself without any assumption for boundary operators, namely, without fixing gauge. We have also checked that our formulation correctly reproduces the known result.

Though, our new formulation of BSFT looks working well within the scope of this paper, there is a subtle point related to normal-ordering prescription. In general, commutators with BRST operator Q_B depend on normal-ordering prescription. For example, if a boundary operator is on-shell, it should commute with Q_B. However, we have not yet understood how to take normal-ordering in general cases. The normal-ordering which we took in this paper looks somehow ad hoc. More transparent ways to understand this prescription are desirable.

There are several future directions. The generalization to superstring may be straightforward. In superstring case, it is well-known that the action of BSFT is simply given by the partition function when the matter and ghost are decoupled. However, it would be interesting to check whether it is also true for general operators. Another direction might be to investigate the explicit form of the bosonic BSFT action. In superstring case, we can simply take the partition function of the system as the action for physical states and there are several analyses based on the expansion of the partition function. Our reformulation may help us to do similar analyses in bosonic case. Furthermore, our final expression (54) is given in rather algebraic manner. It may be possible to perform a brute-force evaluation of the action using computers. The most interesting direction would be to investigate the possible interactions with the closed string sector. Our action is already written in terms of closed string states, it would be rather natural to expect this theory has proper couplings with the closed strings.^7 More ambitiously, we might be able to consider an open-closed string field theory where open string degrees of freedom are realized as our BSFT action. It has been pointed out [15] that the BSFT based on two-dimensional field theory on a disk can not describe loop effects. In this sense, BSFT may be understood just as a part of a more complete theory where closed string degrees of freedom are included and loop effects comes from closed string propagations. Especially, it would be very exciting if we could derive such a system from purely closed string field theory.

7An incomplete list of such previous attempts can be found in [11, 14].

Acknowledgments

We would like to thank K. Furuuchi, K. Hashimoto, H. Hata, P. Ho, I. Kishimoto, S. Moriyama, D. Tomino and Y. Yang for useful comments and discussions. S.T is supported by the Academia Sinica under grant NSC95-2112-M-001-013.

Appendix A Closed String Oscillators and Neumann Boundary State

We take the convention of α^′ = 2. Mode expansion: ∂X^μ(z) = −i ∞∑ m=−∞ α^μ_m z^{m+1} , ¯∂X^μ(z̄) = −i ∞∑ m=−∞ α̃^μ_m z̄^{m+1}

, (64)

b(z) = ∞∑ m=−∞ b_m z^{m+2} , b̃(z̄) = ∞∑ m=−∞ b̃_m z̄^{m+2}

, (65)

c(z) = ∞∑ m=−∞ c_m z^{m−1} , c̃(z̄) = ∞∑ m=−∞ c̃_m z̄^{m−1} . (66)

Ghost zero-modes:

b^+_0 ≡ b_0 + b̃_0 , b^−_0 ≡ 1 2 (b_0 − b̃_0), (67)

c^+_0 ≡ 1 2 (c_0 + c̃_0) , c^−_0 ≡ c_0 − c̃_0, (68) {b^±_0 , c^±_0 } = 1 , {b^±_0 , c^∓_0 } = 0. (69) Normalization:

⟨0|c_{−1}c̃_{−1}c^−_0 c^+_0 c_1c̃_1|0⟩ = 1. (70) Neumann boundary state:

⟨N| = ⟨0|c_{−1}c̃_{−1}c^+_0 exp ( − ∞∑ n=1 1 n α^μ_nα̃_{n,μ} − ∞∑ n=1 (c_nb̃_n + c̃_nb_n) ) , (71)

which satisfies the following relations:

⟨N|(α^μ_n + α̃^μ_{−n}) = ⟨N|(c_n + c̃_{−n}) = ⟨N|(b_n − b̃_{−n}) = 0. (72)

References

[1] E. Witten, Phys. Rev. D 46, 5467 (1992) [arXiv:hep-th/9208027]. [2] E. Witten, Phys. Rev. D 47, 3405 (1993) [arXiv:hep-th/9210065]. [3] A. Sen, Int. J. Mod. Phys. A 20, 5513 (2005) [arXiv:hep-th/0410103].

[4] A. A. Gerasimov and S. L. Shatashvili, JHEP 0010, 034 (2000) [arXiv:hep-th/0009103]. [5] D. Kutasov, M. Marino and G. W. Moore, JHEP 0010, 045 (2000) [arXiv:hep-th/0009148]. [6] S. L. Shatashvili, Alg. Anal. 6, 215 (1994) [arXiv:hep-th/9311177]. [7] S. L. Shatashvili, Phys. Lett. B 311, 83 (1993) [arXiv:hep-th/9303143]. [8] M. Marino, JHEP 0106, 059 (2001) [arXiv:hep-th/0103089]. [9] V. Niarchos and N. Prezas, Nucl. Phys. B 619, 51 (2001) [arXiv:hep-th/0103102]. [10] E. Witten, Nucl. Phys. B 268, 253 (1986).

[11] T. Nakatsu, “Classical open-string field theory: A(infinity)-algebra, renormalization Nucl.

Phys. B 642, 13 (2002) [arXiv:hep-th/0105272]. T. Maeda, T. Nakatsu and T. Oonishi, arXiv:hep-th/0312260.

E. T. Akhmedov, M. Laidlaw and G. W. Semenoff, “On a modification of the boundary state formalism in off-shell string JETP Lett. 77, 1 (2003) [Pisma Zh. Eksp. Teor. Fiz. 77, 3 (2003)] [arXiv:hep-th/0106033]. M. Laidlaw and G. W. Semenoff, “The boundary state formalism and conformal invariance in off-shell string JHEP 0311, 021 (2003) [arXiv:hep-th/0112203]. M. Laidlaw, “The off-shell boundary state and cross-caps in the genus expansion of arXiv:hep-th/0210270.

T. Lee, K. S. Viswanathan and Y. Yang, J. Korean Phys. Soc. 42, 34 (2003) [arXiv:hep-th/0109032].

H. Itoyama and S. Nakamura, “Extension of boundary string field theory on disc and RP(2) worldsheet Phys. Rev. D 66, 046006 (2002) [arXiv:hep-th/0201035].

[12] H. Hata, K. Itoh, T. Kugo, H. Kunitomo and K. Ogawa, Phys. Rev. D 35, 1318 (1987).

B. Zwiebach, Nucl. Phys. B 390, 33 (1993) [arXiv:hep-th/9206084]. [13] T. Lee, Phys. Rev. D 64, 106004 (2001) [arXiv:hep-th/0105115]. [14] K. Hashimoto and H. Hata, Phys. Rev. D 56, 5179 (1997) [arXiv:hep-th/9704125].

T. Asakawa, S. Kobayashi and S. Matsuura, JHEP 0310, 023 (2003) [arXiv:hep-th/0309074]. Y. Baba, N. Ishibashi and K. Murakami, JHEP 0605, 029 (2006) [arXiv:hep-th/0603152].

[15] K. Hashimoto and S. Terashima, “Boundary string field theory as a field theory: Mass spectrum and JHEP 0410, 040 (2004) [arXiv:hep-th/0408094].