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Abstract

We discuss a new formula for the symplectic structure on the phase space of open string
field theory. Revisiting the setup of Cho, Mazel, and Yin, we use the formula to compute
the energy of rolling tachyon solutions on unstable D-branes. An important aspect of the
analysis is dealing with the singular ultraviolet behavior of string vertices in Lorentzian
signature, a feature we refer to as transgressive locality. This forces us to carry out compu-
tations in momentum space, where time and causality are somewhat obscure. Nevertheless
the symplectic structure appears to be sensible, giving results in agreement with bound-
ary state computations. As further confirmation of our methods, we study the symplectic
structure for rolling tachyons in scalar effective field theory, where vertices show similar
high energy behavior to string field theory but the physics is that of local field theory. This
model gives interesting insight into the runaway oscillations of the rolling tachyon.
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1 Introduction

In recent work [I] we proposed a symplectic structure for the phase space of an arbitrary Lagrangian
field theory:

0= %w(é@, [Qs,0]6®). (1.1)

The formula assumes that the theory has been expressed in terms of a cyclic L., algebra, where w
is the Batalin-Vilkovisky inner product, s is the kinetic operator around a solution ®, and o is a
grade zero operator called the sigmoid. In this paper, and two more to appear soon [2], 3], we give
some applications of this formula to string field theory (SF'T). In principle the formula applies to
both open and closed string field theory. However, we will focus on open (bosonic) strings. Closed
SFT is a theory of gravity, which makes extraction of observables (such as energy) more subtle.
Some relevant work on diffeomorphism invariance and boundary terms in closed SFT can be found
in [4, 5] 6] 7, 8, 9, 10, 11}, 12, 13]. We leave applications to closed SFT for the future.

An important motivation for our work is the analysis of Cho, Mazel, and Yin [14] who use an
older proposal for the symplectic structure due to Witten [I5] to compute the energy of rolling
tachyon solutions on unstable D-branes [16]. Their results match with boundary state calculations
carried out by Kudrna [I7]. The agreement, however, requires discarding certain infinities con-
tained within Witten’s formula. In this paper we would like to give a more coherent analysis using
the new formula . In the process, we confirm that defines a symplectic structure on the
phase space of open string field theory.

The divergences in Witten’s symplectic structure stem from the use of the open string midpoint
to measure time. In our calculations, we will measure time with the open string center of mass.



This is the time coordinate associated to the component fields of the Fock space expansion of the
SFT action. With this definition of time, the symplectic form ([1.1)) is finite. A further benefit is
that its evaluation does not rely on special properties of the Witten vertex that have no analogue
in other SFTs. A challenge, however, is that Witten’s string field theory is highly nonlocal in the
center of mass coordinate. The nature of the nonlocality is also strange. The interactions are in a
sense “more than local” in time, as expressed by couplings which grow super-exponentially at high
energies. We refer to this as transgressive locality. A consequence is that fields do not interact in
a well-defined way as a function of time. Instead interactions must be expressed in momentum
space. The lack of a clear picture of time evolution is worrisome given that we are trying to do
Hamiltonian mechanics, but we will see that everything is working.

As confirmation of our methods we test the symplectic structure in a simpler model. We
consider an effective description of scalar ¢® theory derived by attaching stubs to the interactions.
Normally the effective field theory would be defined in Euclidean signature, but here we are
interested in Lorentzian signature where the model exhibits transgressive locality in a very similar
way as SFT. Scalar ¢® theory has an unstable vacuum with rolling tachyon solutions of various
energies. We derive the counterpart of these solutions in the effective field theory, and use the
symplectic structure to determine their energies to the first subleading order. Despite the
unusual nature of the theory’s nonlocality, the energies come out correctly. The effective field
theory also gives an interesting point of view on the significance of rolling tachyon oscillations seen
in p-adic string theory and open SFT [18, [19] 20].

Finally we consider open string field theory. We compute the symplectic structure for rolling
tachyon solutions in Siegel gauge using the center of mass coordinate to measure time. We reduce
the expression to first subleading order to a collection of correlation functions on the surface
defining the off-shell 4-point amplitude in Siegel gauge. The correlation functions are evaluated
using squeezed state oscillator methods developed by Taylor [21], showing good agreement with
the results of Cho, Mazel and Yin and very close agreement with boundary state results of Kudrna.
The details of our numerical implementation can be found in the Mathematica file accompanying
this paper. We conclude by reviewing how the divergences of Witten’s symplectic structure can
be eliminated by using the lightcone coordinate of the string midpoint to measure time [22] 23].

Independence from the choice of sigmoid can then be used to explain why our results agree with
those of Cho, Mazel, and Yin.

Conventions

We use mostly plus metric and o/ = 1. Fourier transform conventions are

f@) = [ G, 1) = [dhae ), (1.2

where f(z) is a function in position space and f(k) is its Fourier transform in momentum space.
The ghost correlator is normalized as

<C<21)C(22)C(23)>%}1HP = Z12%213%23, Zij = Z; — Zj, (13)

and we use the left handed convention for the open string star product [24]. Commutators are
always graded with respect to Grassmann parity.



2 Transgressive locality

Witten’s SF'T can be truncated to the tachyon field 7', where the action takes the form

S = /de (%T(D +1)T — g (eQDT)B) , (2.1)

where D = 26, O = 0,0" and

27\ /2 27
= — A=1 — | = 0.52. 2.2
K (16) , n (16) 0.5 (2.2)

The cubic term contains an infinite derivative operator 25 which appears (for some A) ubiqui-
tously in interactions between any fields in the Fock space expansion of any covariant string field
theory. For this reason nonlocality in string field theory takes a fairly universal form. The infinite
derivative operator can be interpreted as a formal power series in [J. But a better definition, which
is nonperturbative in o/, can be given in one of two ways: as a position space integral transform,

29T (z) = (2nA\) D/ / dPx exp (—%) T(a"), (2.3)

or a momentum space Fourier transform

e2 T (z) = / (gﬂl‘; b e H (), (2.4)

where T'(k) is the Fourier transform of T'(z). In Euclidean signature these definitions are equiv-
alent. However, since we are trying to develop the Hamiltonian formalism, it seems necessary to
use Lorentzian signature. In this context the two definitions are not equivalent and both seem
problematic. The position space integral transform has an inverted Gaussian in the time direction.
This creates divergence unless the field vanishes very quickly at large times. The Fourier transform
has an inverted Gaussian at high energies. This creates divergence unless high energy modes are
very strongly suppressed.

In the covariant phase space formalism we work on-shell, and solutions are not expected to
vanish at large times. Therefore the position space representation cannot work. The momentum
space representation might work if solutions vanish fast enough at high energy. We do not know
whether they do, but for example a plane wave solution is a delta function in energy, which cer-
tainly vanishes fast enough. The issue of high energies in SFT has been discussed by Pius and
Sen [25] in the context of loop amplitudes. The inverted Gaussian appears to create severe ultra-
violet divergence in integration over loop momenta. The resolution is to pin the endpoints of the
energy contour to £i0o while analytically continuing external momenta. The prescription suggests
that Lorentzian signature should be understood through some kind of analytic continuation from
Euclidean signature. However, we will not proceed in this way. Instead we employ the momentum
space representation and work in Lorentzian signature directly.

The problem with momentum space is that we cannot talk directly about time evolution. This
creates some worry, as the consistency of the symplectic structure relies on the assumption that



fields propagate and interact in a somewhat localized fashion as a function of time. It might
appear that SF'T interactions are not like this. However, we will argue that really they are. In
fact, in a certain sense, fields interact only if they are closer than coincident in time. This sounds
contradictory, but it demonstrates the difficulty with the position space picture and why it is not
expected to be an issue for us. The covariant phase space formalism is primarily concerned with
infrared physics, and the nature of interactions at short distances should not matter. The singular
nature of SF'T interactions in time will be called transgressive locality.

To understand what transgressive locality means it is useful to look at the interaction of
wavepackets. The cubic coupling of tachyons in Witten’s SF'T defines a notion of multiplication

fix o= AT((ATR)(A7h)). (25)

We consider wavepackets which are localized functions of time only. The goal is to measure how
rapidly the product becomes small as the wavepackets are separated. The overall size of the
product can be quantified as

Hﬁ*MP:[ at | f » ol (2.6)

o0

To compute this, the wavepackets must be chosen so that their Fourier transforms vanish fast
enough at high energy. This forbids, for example, wavepackets with compact support. We consider

Gaussians: ) , | ,

(t—t1) (t—to)
et fa(t) = et (2.7)
2ro 2ro

fi(t) =

The first Gaussian is centered at ¢t = ¢; and the second at t = t5. The product (2.5)) converges if
the Gaussians are sufficiently spread out in time,

o? > 3A. (2.8)
Using (2.4) we can confirm that
40 1 (t—t)? }
e2 = ¢ —_— 2.9
h V2?2 — A P [ 2(0* = A) 2

The width of the Gaussian is narrowed. As the Gaussians are narrowed, one expects that their
product will decrease more rapidly with separation. Computing (2.6 leads to

1% foll = (m)l/4exp [—f(;;—_t?m . (2.10)

The interaction decreases as a Gaussian function of the separation. The rate of decrease is faster
than it is with local, pointwise multiplication of wavepackets (which would correspond to A = 0).
This is the sense that SF'T interactions are “more local” in time than in a local theory. In spatial
directions, however, effectively A < 0 and the interaction decreases more slowly with separation
than with pointwise multiplication. This is closer to the traditional concept of nonlocality as
representing “action at a distance.”



3 Rolling tachyon in effective scalar field theory

We write the ¢ action as
~ 1 ~ ~ 2
S = / APz <—§au¢aﬂ¢ + %d)z . %33) , (3.1)

where gg is the (bare) scalar field, —p? is the tachyon mass-squared and g is the cubic coupling
constant. We study an effective description of this theory where particles travel a worldline distance
A /2 inside the cubic vertex before joining at an interaction point. The propagation of each particle
inside the vertex is called a stub, and A/2 is called the stub length. Stubs have been discussed
extensively in string field theory |26} 27, 28, 29| 130, 31], 32, [33], 34], but also in ordinary field theories
in [35], B6], B7). The stubs define a cutoff scale for the effective field theory. We write the effective
scalar field as ¢, and the effective action expanded to quartic order is [37]

S = /d% (—— 006 + ¢2 ( 3O+ 4)°

A
—|—%(€/2\(D+ﬂ2)¢)2/ ds e® (O4p2 )( %(D+#2)¢)2+ O<g3)) ) (32)
0

The effective action has a quartic vertex which is necessary to account for 4-point processes where
the intermediate partlcle travels a worldline distance shorter than A. Each field in the interaction
comes with a factor e2@+#) which we call the stub operator. It represents Euclidean evolution on
the worldline over a distance A/2. The stub operator also appears in the Fock space expansion of
the string field theory action, as can be seen in . From this it is clear that the effective field
theory exhibits exactly the same kind of nonlocality as seen in string field theory.

We are interested in time dependent, rolling tachyon solutions in the effective field theory. The
question is whether the energy of these solutions as determined by the symplectic structure
agrees with what can be inferred by mapping the solutions from the original ¢? theory. This serves
as a nontrivial check on the consistency of our methods.

3.1 Rolling scalar field and its energy

The hyperbolic cosine rolling tachyon solution of ¢* theory can be written as a perturbative
expansion in a parameter A

~

B(t) = A1 (t) + N2po(t) + Ads(t) + ONY). (3.3)

Up to order 23 the equations of motion give the expressions

¢1(t) = cosh(ut), (3.4a)

ag(t) -9 (1 - 1cosh(2/uf)) (3.4b)
w?>\2 6 ’

(Zg(t) = % (4_18 cosh(3ut) — %ut smh(ut)) (3.4¢)



This represents a time-dependent solution where the scalar rolls up the potential and stops just
short of the unstable vacuum ¢ = 0 before turning around. We shift the origin so that the
turnaround occurs at ¢ = 0. The deformation parameter A is defined so as to ensure that the first
hyperbolic cosine harmonic appears only at first order in . At order A3 there is a contribution
from the hyperbolic sine (times ¢). This happens because—in terminology borrowed from SFT—
the deformation is not exactly marginal. The third order equation of motion,

O+ M2)$3 = 295152, (3.5)

has a term on the right hand side which is in the kernel of the Klein-Gordon operator ((J + p?).
This term can be referred to as an “obstruction” to exact marginality. In open SFT, the rolling
tachyon solution is exactly marginal [38,[39] and can be written using hyperbolic cosine harmonics
alone.
Solutions of ¢ theory map to solutions of the effective field theory through the stub opera-
tor [29, [37]
¢ = MO G, (3.6)

In this way we can find the rolling tachyon solution in the effective field theory

O(t) = Mg (t) + Na(t) + Noa(t) + O(XY), (3.7)
where
¢1(t) = cosh(ut), (3.8a)
ba(t) = /% (e_; - 6_62 cosh(2ut)> , (3.8b)
g2 6—4Au2 5 .
o3(y) = o ( 5 cosh(3ut) — ﬁut smh(ut)) . (3.8¢)

The parameter X is defined so that the first hyperbolic cosine harmonic appears only at first order
in A. This implies a nontrivial relation to the parameter \ of the original solution

~ 5 Agz,\ ~
A=A— =X+ O\, 3.9
The energy of the rolling tachyon in ¢3 theory can be determined by the depth of the potential
at the turnaround point, where the kinetic energy vanishes. The value of the scalar field at the
turnaround point (¢t = 0) is

3(0) = A+ 938+ 00, (3.10)

and substituting into the potential gives

2

V(6(0)) = 2507 + £3(0)" = L VI L

5 5 i MQX‘ + O(\%). (3.11)



Writing this as a function of A and multiplying by the volume V' of the spatial dimensions, we can
infer the energy of the rolling tachyon solution in the effective field theory:

2 2
poo 137 5 5\ g7y 6
FE =V |—-—= - =+ -=A =\ O\ | . 3.12
() [ 2A +4<36+3 L E + O(\°) (3.12)

Our objective is to reconstruct this result (up to order A*) by evaluating the symplectic form (1.1])

directly in the effective field theory using the solution (3.7))-(3.8)).

3.2 Symplectic structure

The symplectic structure of the effective field theory can be derived following the procedure de-
scribed in [I]. The starting point is the free action for a fluctuation ¢ around a background
solution ¢,

1
Sﬂuctuation = _5 / dD:U SO(Q(Z)QD)a (313>

where ), is the appropriate (nonlocal) wave operator depending on ¢. Up to second order g the
wave operator is

Qo = —(O+ 1)
1 2ge2 @) (6%(D+u2)¢)6%(m+u2)

A
— 44? @%(D+u2)(e%(ﬂ+u2)¢) / ds es(D+u2)(e%(D+u2)¢)e%(D+u2)
0
A
92 A0 ( / s 68(D+u2)(6’2\(D+u2)¢)2> oA O2)
0
+ 0(¢), (3.14)

where the stub operators act on everything that follows to the right until parentheses close. The
symplectic structure of the effective field theory is given by

1
Q=5 [ d°x30(Qu.ol6o. (3.15)
where the operator o is called the sigmoid and satisfies boundary conditions
lim 0 =0, limo=1L. (3.16)
t——o00 t—o0

We will assume that the sigmoid acts through multiplication by a function o(z) on spacetime. It is
important that the commutator [Qy, o] is evaluated before it is inserted into the symplectic form.
Otherwise the formula is ambiguous because a divergence from integration over time multiplies a
vanishing factor from the constraint

Qpod =0, (3.17)

which follows because ¢ preserves the equations of motion. The ambiguity can also be understood
as an issue of specifying the correct boundary terms in the symplectic form [I]. Unfortunately, we

7



cannot meaningfully evaluate the commutator [()y, o] in position space because of transgressive
locality. We will therefore write the symplectic form in momentum space. Up to second order in
g we find

-1
2

/ deZ;Z:;?DW (2m) P60 (K012) [a(k:o) ((k°1)2 _ (k1)2>]5¢(k:1)5¢(k2)

dPEOdP kAP k2 dP k3
9/ (2m)*P
% [0(160) <6—%((k°12)2+(k01)2+(k2)2—3u2) . <salir6e_w(i]th>>} 5¢(k1)¢(k32)5¢(]€3)
B / deOdelde2de,3de4
g (2)5D

(27T)D(SD (k0123)

(27T)D5D(/€01234)

_ 013y2_,,2 _ 23\2 2
% O’(k‘o) 6—%((k0123)2+(k01)2+(k2)2+(l€3)2—4u2) 21 — € A((KP2) %) T 1 - e A((R>)* %)
(k013)2 _ :u2 (k23)2 _ /112

— () )] S6(K")o (K)o (k)06 (k")
+ O(g%). (3.18)

Here o(k), 0¢(k), ¢(k) are the Fourier modes of o(z), dé(z), ¢(z) and we combine momentum labels
to abbreviate
RAPC = B kP kO (3.19)

The boundary conditions (3.16]) constrain the form of the sigmoid towards zero momentum as

o (k) ~ (27)P=16P-1 () x % as ky = 0, (3.20)
where E = kg is the timelike component of the momentum (the energy) and k are the spatial
components. The delta function in spatial momenta reflects the fact that the sigmoid is homoge-
neous along spatial dimensions in the infinite past and future. The pole at zero energy ensures
that the sigmoid differs by 1 between the infinite past and future. Since the symplectic structure
is supposed to be independent of the sigmoid, and elsewhere the sigmoid is arbitrary, it follows
that all contributions to the symplectic structure must originate from zero momentum. The pole
at zero energy creates ambiguity in multiplication of distributions. A prototypical example is the
product

Z_iEz'EcS(E), (3.21)
where §(E) might appear after substituting an explicit solution into the symplectic form. Multi-
plying i F to the left gives 6(E) while multiplying it to the right gives zero. This is the ambiguity
mentioned earlier whose resolution is to evaluate the commutator [Qe, o] before inserting it into
the symplectic form. In momentum space, this means that the sigmoid must be multiplied inside
the square brackets in (3.18]),

o) ()] (3.22)



before anything else. It can be seen in that o(k") multiplies a function of the momenta
which vanishes at k° = 0. This cancels the pole of the sigmoid, eliminating any ambiguity in
computation of the symplectic form.

The rolling tachyon is a perturbative, homogeneous, time-dependent solution. Such a solution
is part of a two dimensional phase space differing by the size of the deformation parameter A and
the origin of the time coordinate ty. The differential in this phase space takes the form

56(t) = 6N [n(£) + 220a(t) + 3X%6s(t) + O(NY)|

= Bty [ A1 (1) + N265(1) + Nds(t) + O(X)] (3.23)
where dot denotes the derivative with respect to time. We used
2506 = ~d() (321)
oty ’ '

since shifting the origin of time forwards is the same as shifting time backwards. The symplectic
structure admits a perturbative expansion

Q) = 6o\ [ml A2, + N0, + O()\4)]. (3.25)

Let us assume that the sigmoid is a function of time only, ¢ = o(t). We further integrate out
spatial coordinates to produce a factor of the spatial volume V. Finally, we Fourier transform
so that integration over time is replaced with integration over energy. In this way, the leading
coefficient of the symplectic form is found to be

o -v [ %mwm)éw%&wo, B, B%)0(E')é1 (E?), (3.26)

where o(F) and ¢, (E) are Fourier modes of o(t) and ¢, (¢) and we introduce

E()l 2 _ El 2
Ky(E°, E' E*) = ( ),EO( S —i(E' — E?%). (3.27)
!
The arguments of Ky are assumed to add to zero by momentum conservation. We use the dot
to denote the time derivative, which in momentum space amounts to multiplication by ¢E. In
the integrand we have multiplied and divided by iE° so that the sigmoid is replaced by its time

derivative. The boundary condition (3.20]) implies that the time derivative satisfies

]lﬂlg%)a(E) =1 (3.28)
Concerning the prefactor Ko(EY, B, E?) it is important that the pole at E° = 0 is canceled against
the numerator before multiplication with anything else. Because the numerator is polynomial in
the energy, the cancellation can be carried out explicitly as in . In higher order prefactors
the numerators are not polynomial, and the cancellation cannot be carried out explicitly. Instead
we must fill in a removable singularity with the value of the limit. The second order coefficient

can be written as a sum of terms,
0, =08 + 0, (3.29)

9



which are respectively quadratic and cubic in the field:

0 = v [ s (500, B, B7) ()61 (%) + 261 (B )6l ),

(2m)3
(3.30a)
dE°dEYdE?dE? ) _
Qg?) = —2gV/ (27r)4 27T(5(E0123)0(E0)K3(E0,E1,EQ,E3)¢1(E1)¢1(E2)¢1(E3)7
(3.30b)
where we introduce
e%((E012)2+(E01)2+(E2)2+3p2) . <same with)
EV=0
Ky(E°, B', B?, E°) = (3.31)

iFo
The arguments of K3 are assumed to add to zero by momentum conservation. The pole at E° = 0

must be canceled against the numerator before multiplication with anything else. The third order
coefficient is a sum of three terms,

03 = O + QY + oY, (3.32)

which are respectively quadratic, cubic, and quartic in the field:

0 1 2
0P —v / %%5@012)&@0)}@@0@1,E2)(¢3(E1)¢1(E2) + 260 (E") 6o E?)

+ 36BN (7)), (3:333)

E°dE'dE*dE?
0y = —2gV/d d(2 d)4 B o (EO%)6 (B Ko(E°, E', 2, EY)
™

x (1(BY)6a(E2)n (%) + 2(BV)1 (B2)0n (B°) + 261 (BV) 61 (B) gl %))
(3.33b)

2r§ (B 6 (EY) K, (E°, B, E?, E®, E*)

x 01(E) o1 (E*)¢1 (E°) ¢ (E*), (3.33¢)

dE°dEYdE?*dE?dE*
Qb _ o2 /
3 g V (271')5

where we introduce

K4(E07E17 E27 E37E4) =

o B (BO128)2 1 (BON2 (B2 +(B3)2 44p2) ((91=eM 2 te?) i 1-eAE®? 462\ (same with
(E0T3)2 1 1.2 (ET) 2112 EO—0

iE°

(3.34)

The arguments of K, are assumed to add to zero by momentum conservation. The pole at E° = 0
must be canceled against the numerator. The energy is determined by writing the symplectic
structure as

Q= tgdE(N), (3.35)

10



from which we infer that

A2 A3 A\
We evaluate the coefficients 2, Q25 and 3 for the rolling tachyon in the next subsections.
The integrands of both €y and €23 contain factors that grow faster than exponentially at high
energies. This is the result of transgressive locality. The symplectic form can be finite and well-
defined only if the modes of the perturbative solution vanish fast enough at high energy. The

rolling tachyon solution is given in (3.7)-(3.8]), which translated to momentum space reads

61(E) = % [276(E — i) + 2m0(2 + i) (3.37a)
6o(E) = % 6727 2m6(E) — —— (2m6(E — 2ip) + 203 + 2m)>] , (3.37h)
2 [ —aAp? 5
03(E) = % ¢ e <27r6(E — 3ip) + 278 (E + 3m)> + % (2ms'(E —ip) — 218" (E + w)) .
) (3.37¢)

The momentum space solution involves somewhat exotic delta functions with imaginary argument.
This is because the hyperbolic sine and cosine are highly non normalizable, and do not have a
Fourier transform in the space of ordinary distributions. Presently what matters is whether these
delta functions can be argued to vanish for large real energies. To answer this question we define
them as a limit of Gaussians:

V2
219(E — ib) = lim T

o—0 O

(3.38)

202

(=)

x| -

Integration should be performed over real energies, but since the Gaussian is analytic everywhere,
we can deform the contour without encountering singularity to the line Im(E) = b where the
Gaussian converges to a delta function in the usual sense. The support of the delta function with
imaginary argument depends on the sign of the real part of (E —b)?, as shown in figure . In the
quadrants where the sign is negative, the value of the delta function is infinite. In the quadrants
where it is positive, the delta function vanishes. Fortunately, large real energies are contained in
the region where the delta function vanishes. In this sense the high energy modes of the rolling
tachyon solution are very strongly suppressed, and there should be no problems evaluating the
symplectic form.

3.3 Energy to leading order )\?

We calculate the leading coefficient 2;. This coefficient is somewhat trivial in that it merely
determines the energy of a solution to the Klein-Gordon equation. Nevertheless the calculation is
instructive as the basic idea generalizes to higher order coefficients.

11



Re[(E=ib)]< 0

ib & Rel(E—ib)]>0

>

Figure 3.1: The delta function 6(F — ib) can be realized as the limit (3.38]) of Gaussian distribu-
tions. In the grey region the limit is divergent, while outside the limit vanishes. In this sense the
delta function with imaginary argument vanishes for large real energies.

To evaluate €2; we need

61(E) = % [2m8( — i) + 2m8( + i),
o1(B) = —g [zms(E —ip) — 278(E + w)} . (3.39)
Plugging in to gives
Q) = —% dE°dE dE%5(E"2)6(E°) K(E°, E', B?)
x (5(E1 —ip) — 8(E w)) (5(E2 —ip) + 6(E? + iu)). (3.40)

Multiplying out the delta functions, the terms can be organized into three classes, proportional to
the sigmoid evaluated respectively at energies

—2ip, 0, 2ip. (3.41)
Explicitly,
_ KV 0 751 772 5( 7012 0 ol 2\ |/ o 1 2
O = 1 dEdE dE0(E" ) Ko(E”, E*, E*) |6(—2ipu) | 0(E" —ipn)d(E* —ip)
. 1 . 2, . 1, - 2 .

+ &(0) (5(E )3 (E*ip) — (B +ip)o(E —w)>

+ 5(2ip) (5(E1 +ip)d(E? + w))}. (3.42)
Evaluating the prefactor for each term we find

Ko(=2ip,ip,ip) = —Ko(2ip, —ip, —ip) =0,
K5(0,ip, —ip) = —Ko(0, —ip, ip) = 24. (3.43)
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Interestingly, the nonzero energy contributions are multiplied by zero. This is not an accident.
The value of the sigmoid at F = +2iu can be arbitrary. The only way the symplectic form can
be independent from the sigmoid is if these terms come with vanishing coefficient. For the zero
energy contributions we use ¢(0) = 1 and integrate the delta functions to arrive at

Q= —p*V. (3.44)

This implies that the energy to order \? agrees with .

From this argument we can learn something about the next coefficient 5. In and
we see that this coefficient receives contribution from the product of ¢;(F) and ¢9(E) and
from the product of three ¢;(E)s. Multiplying out the delta functions the terms organize into four
classes, respectively proportional to the sigmoid evaluated at energies

i, ip, —ip, —3ip. (3.45)

At all of these energies the value of the sigmoid can be arbitrary. Therefore each class of term must
come with vanishing coefficient. Therefore €25 must be zero. We have confirmed this by direct
calculation, which involves a cancellation between several terms.

3.4 Energy to order \!

The calculation of €23 is straightforward but lengthy. It is mostly a matter of listing the terms,
calculating their coefficients, and adding them up. For the sake of efficiency we discuss only
contributions from the sigmoid evaluated at zero energy. We have confirmed that nonzero energy
contributions cancel.

We start with the quadratic contribution (3.33a)). The first step is to extract the zero energy
part from the products of ¢,s in the integrand. We find

03(E") 91 (EB%)+202(E")¢2(E?) + 31 (E")gs(E?)

_ (2m)*g” 5 1 . 2 _ 1 2
. — 4—8(5(E +iu)d(E° —ip) — (B —ip)d(E* + @,u))
- %‘ (5'(E1 — )6 +ip) + &' (E* + ip)d(E? — w))
e_SAM2 1 . 2 . 1 . 2 .
+ (5(E 4 2i)0(E? — 2ip) — 8(E* — 2ip)0(E? + zw))
+ 51’—g‘ (5(131 — )8 (B + ip) + 6(E* + ip)d (B2 — w))]
+ nonzero energy. (3.46)

Some terms contain a derivative of the delta function, originating from the “obstruction” to exact
marginality in ¢3. After substituting into (3.30al), the derivatives can be switched to act on the
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prefactor Ko(EY, B, E?). We can then integrate the energies and use ¢(0) = 1 to find

v 5 o . ,
o = L3 { — (K0, =i i) — Ka(0 s, i)

Sip d

4Z—gd—(K2(O i+ s,ip) + Ko(0,ip + s —w))
s=0

—3Ap?
Sip d o , .
-6 1 <K2(0 —ip,ip+ s) + Ko(0, i, —ip + s)) + nonzero energy.  (3.47)

s=0

Evaluating the prefactors,

Ky(0,ip, —ip) = —K5(0, —ip, ip) = 2pu, (3.48a)
DRy (0, =g+ s, i) VR0, i+ 5, —ip) ' (3.48¢)
— —ip+ 8,1 = — ip+ s, —1i = — A48c
ds 2 TIETSMY| T g R T S T ’
d d
%KZ(O’ —ip, i+ ) T EKQ(O, i, —ip + S) = i, (3.48d)
gives
V(5 2 2
ng) = gﬂ_Q <Z_l — 56’3/\“ > + nonzero energy (3.49)

as the result.
The calculation of the cubic and quartic contributions is similar. After extracting the zero
energy part of the product of ¢,s and integrating the energy, the cubic contribution is

2y [ 1 L
o) = L= [6 o (K0t =i 0) = K0, =iy 0) + 5 K(0, 1 0. i) = 5K(0, =i 0,i)

3A;_L2
e . . .. . L
+ 192 <K3(0 ,U, —, 27’:“) - K3(07 L, T, —22”) + K3(07 _22/"L7 L, W)
: : ‘ 1 . . ... o
= K50, 20p, —ip, —ip) + S Ka(=ip, 2ip, —ip) — 5 Ks(ip, —2ip, w))
+ nonzero energy. (3.50)

Evaluating the prefactors,

A,uz

K3( ZILL’ Zlua ) = _K3<Oa Zlua _Zﬂ'a 0) = _AM€T7 (351&)
2

K30, —ip1, 0, i) = —K(0, i, 0, —ipe) = —2Ape’s, (3.51b)
.o . 3Au?

K3(07 _Z,ua Z:ua 27’:“) = _K5(07 L, Tl _QZM) = _3AILL€_ ) (351C>
3Au2

K3(0, —2ip,ip,ip) = —K3(0, 2ip, —ip, —ip) = —3Ape™ 2| (3.51d)

K?;( l:ua 22“7 _Z:U’) = _K3(07 Zlu7 _QZ/JM W) = 07 (3516)
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gives

2y
Qég) _9 2 <2A,u26A“2 _ AM@—?’A“Q) + nonzero energy. (3.52)
L

The quartic contribution is

(4) QQMV
Q3 = |: - K4(O, —Z,lL, _Z,u7 Z:ua Zlu) + K4(07 Z:“’ w, _Z'u’ _Z'u)

- K4<Oa —Z,M, ZH? _7/,“7 Zlu) + K4(07 Z,U, _Zlua Z:ua _Z:U)

— Ky4(0, =i, ip, ip, —ip) + K4(0, 90, —ip, —ip, ip) | + nonzero energy.  (3.53)

Evaluating the prefactors

6A
Ka(0, =iy, —ip g ige) = K0, ips s, —ip =) = === (1 = M), (3.54a)
Ky (0, —ip, ip, —ip, ip) = — K4 (0,90, —ip, ip, —ifp)
118 2 2 8 2

= — | = — AP+ 207N — =+ 4Ap? ) e 3.54b

K4 (0, —ip, ip, i, —ip) = Ky4(0, i, —ip, —ip,ip) = 0, (3.54c¢)
gives
Vg? 2 5 2

le) = M—g {—5 + §AM2 — 2A,u2eA“2 + (5 + A;f) 6_3A”2:| + nonzero energy. (3.55)

In evaluating the prefactors we must take care to correctly cancel the pole in (3.31]) and (3.34)).
Adding everything up,
0y = 0P + oY + Y
2

w?> 149
2
+ g Z/ [ZAMQBA“Q — A,u2e_3A““2}
W
ng 2 5 2 2 o 2
_Z A 2_2A2A,u = A2 3Ap
—u2{9+3,u uoe +(9+ u)e
2
gV |37 5, ,
="— | =+ -Ap”|. 3.56

Dividing by four gives the order A* contribution to the energy. Comparing to (3.12) we find
agreement.
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3.5 Transgressive locality and runaway oscillations

At any finite order in perturbation theory, the rolling tachyon solution is made out of a finite
combination of (Wick rotated) plane waves. In momentum space, the energy of the plane wave
modes is bounded, which means that transgressive locality will not lead to inconsistency in the
equations of motion. But beyond perturbation theory, modes of all energies should be present in
the solution. Then it is not clear what will happen.

It is not difficult to find nonperturbative solutions in ¢® theory. An exact solution for the
hyperbolic cosine rolling tachyon can be found using elliptic functions. Presently however let us
consider the exponential rolling tachyon solution, which is somewhat simpler. It takes the form

o(t) = ?;igsechQ (@) . (3.57)

The solution describes a process where the scalar field falls from the unstable vacuum in the infinite
past, bounces off the wall of the cubic potential, and returns to the unstable vacuum in the infinite
future. At early times the solution has a perturbative expansion in exponential modes:

2
Ty t 9 2 out 9 \3 3ut 4
¢(t) = et — 3_1112)\ et + W)\ et — O()\ ), (358)
where A\ = 6u%e #% /g. To map this solution to the effective field theory we need to express it in
momentum space. Then we can apply the stub operator following (3.6|) to find

E
H(E) = @+6A<E2+#2>. (3.59)
9 sinh (%)

This does not vanish at high energies. In fact, it grows without bound. Therefore, the rolling
tachyon does not exist within the space of fields where the action and equations of motion are

well-defined.
Nevertheless, the perturbative construction of the solution proceeds without problem. Applying

the stub operator to (3.58) gives

—3Ap? gz 6—8/\#2

— ut ge

———— N +

A3 — O\, 3.60
o et — O\ (3.60)

The solution appears to exist even nonperturbatively because the expansion in powers of e** has
infinite radius of convergence. The field slowly falls off the unstable vacuum in the distant past
and then transitions to a phase of violent, runaway oscillation. This is shown in figure 3.2 The
picture is quite analogous to rolling tachyon solutions found in p-adic string theory and open
SFT [18, 19, 20]. However, the picture seems incompatible with what we know about the rolling
tachyon in scalar field theory. The oscillation continues forever and never settles back to the
unstable vacuum.

There is a solution where the oscillation settles to the unstable vacuum. This is simply the
time reverse of . Both solutions have a common origin. They both derive from applying
the stub operator to an expansion of the original ¢ solution. The solution derives from
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The runaway oscillations

4 ) 0 2 4
u(t=to)

Figure 3.2: The exponential rolling tachyon solution at Ap? = 1/2, shown in red, compared to the
solution of the original ¢® theory, shown in black. In the effective field theory the vacuum decay
enters a phase of violent oscillation. The peaks and troughs of the oscillation have been cropped
out of the figure after the first two turns. In the original ¢3 theory, by contrast, the configuration
returns to the unstable vacuum in the infinite future.

the expansion in exponential modes, while its time reverse comes from the expansion in inverse
exponential modes. In the original ¢ theory these expansions converge to different portions of the
same nonperturbative solution. In the effective field theory, however, the expansions have infinite
radius of convergence and create different solutions. Another point of view on this comes from the
Fourier transform

o) = [ GroE)e. (3.61)

Integration should be carried out over real energies, but due to the form of ¢(FE) in (3.59)) this is
not possible. We are forced make a choice. Either the contour is deformed below the real axis to

the quadrant
Im(E) < —|Re(E)|, (3.62)

or above the real axis to the quadrant
Im(E) > |Re(E)], (3.63)

as shown in figure . The two contours give respectively the solution (3.60|) or its time reverse.
It is somewhat puzzling to find two rolling tachyon solutions when there should only be one. We
believe that the correct interpretation is that the two solutions are physically equivalent, despite
the very different nature of their time evolution. One solution is adapted for describing the early
time behavior, and the other the late time behavior.

We can speculate whether something analogous is happening in open SFT. The exponential
rolling tachyon solution in SF'T undergoes violent oscillations towards the future. But a different
solution might be needed to reveal the true nature of the decay process at late times. Perhaps the
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future

past
® —2iL

T —3Jiu

Figure 3.3: Because the rolling tachyon solution in the effective field theory diverges faster than
exponentially for large real energies, to describe the time evolution we must implement a Fourier
transform over a contour in the quadrant above or below the real axis. Closing the contours at
infinity we obtain an infinite sum of residues at positive or negative integer multiples of ¢u. This
creates two solutions given respectively as an expansion in powers of e # or e#* with infinite radius
of convergence. The former gives a good representation of the evolution of the background towards
the future, while the later gives a better representation in the past.

solution ends at the tachyon vacuum, as suggested in [40]. It is interesting to consider the pressure
of the rolling tachyon background [16], [41], which is proportional to the function

1

The exponential rolling tachyon solution in open SFT reconstructs f(t) as an expansion in powers
of €', for example though computation of the Ellwood invariant [42 43]. This expansion however
diverges at finite time. To continue further, we may need the other solution to reconstruct the
pressure as an expansion in powers of e~*. There are indications from [44] that the nature of this

solution could be inferred from asymptotic analysis of the rolling tachyon background.

4 Rolling tachyon in open string field theory

The action of Witten’s string field theory is

1|1 1
S=——=|=(V,Q¥) + (¥, U x ¥ 4.1
3 |ptwen ¢ g, (1)
where @ is the BRST operator, (,) is the BPZ inner product, and * denotes Witten’s open string
star product. The dynamical string field ¥ represents fluctuations of a D-brane system in bosonic
string theory. The D-brane system is defined by a matter/ghost boundary conformal field theory
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(BCFT), and ¥ is a Grassmann odd state of this BCFT at ghost number 1. Our conventions for
Witten’s open SFT follow [45] 46]. We assume that the BCFT has three factors,

BCOFT = BCFT xo ® BCFTypatial ® BCF Ty, (4.2)

consisting respectively of a noncompact timelike free boson X° subject to Neumann boundary
conditions, an unspecified “spatial” BCFT with central charge 25, and the bc ghost system of
central charge —26. Following [I4] we may be interested in a ZZ brane in ¢ = 1 string theory,
in which case the spatial BCFT will be a ¢ = 25 Liouville theory with type (1,1) boundary
condition [47]. However, for our purposes the only relevant property of the spatial BCFT aside
from its central charge is that its vacuum correlator on the disk is not zero:

(HE™ =V (4.3)

We can interpret V' as the spatial volume of the D-brane.
We fix Siegel gauge and consider the hyperbolic cosine rolling tachyon deformation of Sen [16].
The solution has an expansion in a parameter A

U =20 + 20, + A203 + O(NY), (4.4)

where

¥, = cosh X°(0)c,|0), (4.5)

and the equations of motion in Siegel gauge imply

\I’Q = ——\Ifl * \Ifl, (46&)
Lo
b
‘1/3 = —L—()(\I}l*\ljg—'—\I/Q*\Ijl) (46b)
0

The string field rolls up the potential and stops just short of the unstable vacuum ¥ = 0 before
turning back. We shift the origin of time so that the turnaround point occurs at ¢ = 0. In addition,
by convention A is chosen so that the first hyperbolic cosine harmonic appears only at leading order
in A. The goal in what follows is to use the symplectic form to compute the energy of the
rolling tachyon solution up to order A\*. This will be compared to boundary state results obtained
by Kudrna [I7] and later independently by Cho, Mazel, and Yin [14].

4.1 Symplectic structure

The symplectic structure of Witten’s SF'T is

111

O=——|=
g* |2

(00,[Q,0]00) + (U, 06V, 6T]) |, (4.7)

where the graded commutator of string fields is computed with the open string star product.
Note that 0¥ is Grassmann even because W is Grassmann odd. This formula follows readily from
(1.1) after decomposing Q¢ into a free and interacting part and shifting the grade so that the
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dynamical field is anticommuting (see e.g [48]). The interacting contribution is localized to finite
time because the sigmoid approaches the identity operator in the infinite future, and then the
commutator [§¥, U] vanishes]]

The symplectic structure proposed by Witten [15] is based on a sigmoid of the form

o =0(X%04,1)), (4.8)

where ©(z) is the Heaviside step function and X°(i,i) is the timelike free boson evaluated at
the open string midpoint £ = ¢. Because the Witten vertex is formally local at the open string
midpoint, the midpoint coordinate commutes through the open string star product:

X(4,1) (A * B) = (Xo(i,E)A) x* B=Ax (Xo(i,g)B). (4.9)
Therefore Witten’s choice of sigmoid is expected to satisfy
(00U, 0V] = o0V, 0V] =0, (4.10)

and the interacting part of the symplectic structure drops out. This simplification is highly de-
pendent on the special geometry of the Witten vertex. There is no clear analogue of Witten’s
symplectic structure in closed string field theory, for example. For this reason we are interested in
a different construction which extends more readily to other SFTs. We consider the sigmoid

dE ,
g = /gU(E)G’LEIO, (411)
where 29 is the position zero mode operator
1 & ) =
2’ = —/ doX° (e, "), (4.12)
T Jo

or equivalently the time coordinate of the open string center of mass. The sigmoid is independent
of the spatial BCFT, and its profile in time is defined through Fourier modes o(FE) satisfying the
boundary condition (3.28])

lim 6(E) = 1. (4.13)

The open string center of mass does not commute through the star product. Therefore the in-
teracting contribution to the symplectic structure will not vanish in our case. However the final
results should not depend on how the sigmoid is chosen. Therefore our numbers should agree with
those obtained by Cho, Mazel, and Yin based on Witten’s construction. A complication however
is that Witten’s symplectic structure is not well-defined. We will elaborate on this in subsection
, and explain how Cho, Mazel, and Yin’s remedy [14] relates to our approach.

The rolling tachyon is a perturbative, homogeneous, time dependent solution. Such solutions
come in a two dimensional phase space differing by the size of the deformation parameter A and
the origin of the time coordinate ty. The differential on this phase space takes the form

SU = SA(T; + 2005 + 3N°T5 + O(N?))
— Sto (A1 + N2y + N33 + O(N)), (4.14)

'Each term in the commutator [§¥,§¥] comes with a divergence from integration over time. We assume that
the divergence is regularized so that the terms exactly cancel.
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where the dot denotes the time derivative. The time derivative of a string field is defined by the
action of the momentum zero mode operator

d
ipy = f szaXO(g) (4.15)
Plugging oV into we find a perturbative expansion for the symplectic structure
S):&&Apﬁy+VQy+ny+OQﬂ} (4.16)
with coefficients
O = gioi/l, (Q,0]W,), (4.17a)
Oy = 91—2l2<\i/1, [Q,0]W2) + (s, [Q, 0]¥1) + (Wy, [Uy,00] — [0y, %D}’ (4.17b)
0 = 23001, [Qu010a) + 2000, 1Q. 010 + (94, [Q. o1

+ (o, [0y, 0] — [o0y, Uy]) + (U4, [Ty, 004 ] — [Ty, T4])

+ 200y, [Ty, 00y) — [0y, Ty]) | (4.17¢)

From this we can compute the energy

A2 AP M
E(\) = TR LR U O(N). (4.18)

We evaluate the coefficients (21, (29, 23 for the rolling tachyon in the following subsections.

4.2 Energy to leading order )2

We start with the leading order coefficient €2;. This coefficient is somewhat trivial because it only
determines the energy of a solution to the Klein-Gordon equation. However, it is important to see
what this calculation looks like in the language of string field theory.

To start we must compute the commutator of the BRST operator with the sigmoid. For this
we need

[Q, "] = 29, (4.19)

where ¥* is the zero mode of the photon vertex operator

A = j{ E—caX“ ch ot (4.20)

2mi & neZ

Furthermore
[, 7"] = con™™. (4.21)
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With our choice of sigmoid (4.11)) and using (4.19)) we obtain

dE o ! i(E—E")x0 0\ iE z°
Q, 0] = %ZU(E) i dE'e (277)e™ . (4.22)

We want to commute 7° outside of the plane wave vertex operators. One 7° will be commuted to
the left, and the other to the right. Using (4.21)) we obtain

dE E . , . .
Q,0] = / Q—ZU(E)/ dE' [(7062}31"0 —i(E — E')cerEJCO) + (e’E’DOVO + iE’elE"”Ocoﬂ
0

™

dE B . . ,
- / —io(E) / dE' [yoelEfEO + et (B — 2E')0061Ew0] (4.23)
0

2

Integrating E’, the last term drops out and the first two terms are multiplied by E. This computes
the time derivative of the sigmoid, so we finally obtain

[Q, 0] =~ + 7", (4.24)
where iE
o / o o(E)e (4.25)

The time derivative makes it clear that the symplectic structure is localized to finite time.
We introduce energy eigenstates

|E) = #X00)0), (E| = |E), (4.26)
where x denotes BPZ conjugation. These satisfy
ml|E) = E|E), (Elpy = —E(E|, (4.27)

and are normalized as
(Elc_1cocn|E"Y = 27V H(E + E). (4.28)

The dual eigenstate carries eigenvalue —FE because the momentum operator is BPZ odd. With
this we can write the leading order solution as

U, = %cl(h') +1-)). (4.29)

In addition

()" = — (4 = (=il ). (4:30)

The coefficient 2; can then be found by computing the contraction
Q) - _4LQZ(<z| — (il)emr (106 + 67 )en () +1 - 1)), (4.31)
The oscillator part of v drops out because lowering operators annihilate the vacuum. Using
7 = icopy + oscillator part, (4.32)
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we obtain
Q, = _4%/2 [(<¢| + (=il emreoers (1) + | — )
- (61— il)emscoess (1 - |- 9) | (433)

Substituting (4.25))
1 dE . , . . .
h = T g2 ga(E) [(<@| + <—Z|>C—10001<|Z +E)+|-i+ E>>

. <<i| - <—i|>c_lcocl<|i+E> ] —@+E>)} (4.34)

Contracting the states and dual states we obtain delta functions which equate the energy to one
of three values:
—2¢, 0, 21 (4.35)

Tallying the cross terms contributing at each energy we obtain

Q, = —4—‘; 4| 6(~20)5(E + 2i) (1 - 1)
+6(0)0(E)(1+1+1+1)

+6(20)5(E — 2i)(1 — 1)} . (4.36)

As expected, the contributions from the sigmoid at nonzero energy cancel out. Using 6(0) = 1 we
obtain

Secretly this calculation is the same as the one given in subsection |3.3, The result agrees with
(3.44) keeping in mind the 1/¢? normalization of the open SFT action and that in o/ = 1 units
the tachyon mass? is —1.

4.3 Energy to order \!

To determine the higher order coefficients we will repeatedly assume, without explicitly demon-

strating, that contributions from the sigmoid at nonzero energy cancel 0ut.E| In this way we can

argue that €2, vanishes, as explained in subsection |3.3] Therefore we focus on €23. The goal of this

subsection is to reduce {23 to correlation functions on the surfaces of the 4-point amplitude in Siegel

gauge. The evaluation of these correlation functions will be undertaken in the next subsection.
The coefficient €23 has contributions from the overlap of ¥; and U3, for example

(U1, [Q, 0] Ws). (4.38)
2We checked this for €2, but did not for 3.
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We observe that the leading order solution contains no creation operators. Decomposing
Lo=p*—1+N, (4.39)

where N is the mode counting operator, this means that ¥, is annihilated by N. We can write
this equivalently as

Sy =0y, (4.40)

where dy is the projector onto the kernel of N. With our choice of sigmoid, [@, o] commutes
through the mode counting operator. This means that (4.38) can be written

(U, [Q, 0)0nTs). (4.41)

Next we assume that only contributions from the sigmoid at zero energy can contribute. Since
W, comes with energy £ = =i, we only have to worry about contributions from W3 with energy
E = +1. Thus

(W1, [Q, 0]W3) = (U1, [Q, 0]6n0g241Vs) + nonzero energy, (4.42)

where dp2, is the projector onto states with £? +1 = 0. Next we observe that if both N and
E? + 1 have to vanish, the full dilatation generator Ly must vanish. Therefore

<\if1, Q,0]V3) = <\i/1, (@, 0]0ndL,¥3) + nonzero energy, (4.43)

where ¢, is the projector onto the kernel of Lj. Because the hyperbolic cosine deformation is
exactly marginal we know that
0,3 = 0. (4.44)

Therefore the W;-W3 contribution to €23 can only give terms with the sigmoid evaluated at nonzero
energy. Since we know that all such terms must cancel, we can ignore W;-¥3 contributions.
Next consider the contribution from a pair of Wss. Plugging in (4.6 we have

(02, [Q.0105) = (¥ 01) 220,01 107 (4.45)
where we suppress the x in Witten’s star product. Note that
bo bo 1 bo bo
L — 4.4
2101 = lLaol = o2 (4.46)

where in canceling Ly we note that states in the kernel of L, are not present. Therefore this
contribution contains only one propagator. The remaining parts of €3 involve a pair of ¥;s and a
W, and also contain a single propagator. Up to now we have expressed {23 as

2t g ) =2 o [o ot o = [t v
- <x1/1, [0\111, ZO [0y, U, ]1 — {xpl, jl_i“ [0y, 0, ]D

+<[0¢11,\Il] (W, 00], z‘;qf>

1
93:—
g2

+ nonzero energy. (4.47)
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All terms involve star products of two Fock space states connected by a Siegel gauge propagator.
Therefore they may be evaluated as correlation functions on the same kind of surface which appears
in the four point amplitude in Siegel gauge.

To further simplify we want to write {23 more explicitly as an overlap of the form

<(Fock)2, %(Fock)2> . (4.48)

0

Doing this would be fairly easy if we could make use of cyclicity of the open string star product.
But we need to be careful because cyclicity can generate hidden boundary terms. To deal with
this we make use of tau regularization [1]. Note that has been written so that all terms
are localized to finite time. Therefore we can insert the operator 7 in front of all instances of ¥,
without changing the result. The factor of 7 regularizes volume divergences so that we can freely
use cyclicity. In this way we can manipulate 25 to the form

1

Oy = —

. b . . . b
p 2<[ Uy, 0], { —“] qf§> - <20[T\1/1,x111] — 3[oTWy, Uy + [rqfl,a\pl},—oqf%>

” Lo Lo

bo

+ <[T\i!1, U], I (20\11% — oV, \Ifl]>> + nonzero energy. (4.49)
0

The terms are again localized to finite time so we can drop the 7. It is helpful to define products
0.(A,B) =20]A,B] — [0A, B]| — [A,0B], (4.50a)
o_(A,B)=[cA,B] —[A, 0B, (4.50b)

which are respectively graded antisymmetric and graded symmetric in A and B. Both products
are localized to finite time. In terms of these we can write

1 - bo | .o ~ bo . o - bo . o
93:? 2<[\1/1,\I/1], |:O'7 L—0:| \1/1> — <O’+(\I/1,\111),L—0\I/1 + 2 O'_(\Ifl,qfl),L—O\Ill
1/ bo
t3 (W, Uy, L—0+(\111, Uy) ) | + nonzero energy. (4.51)
0

To arrive at the final expression we want to drop nonzero energy contributions wherever possible.
For this we decompose into exponential modes

1
W= (\14 + \IL), (4.52)
where
Ty = ce™00)0), (4.53)
Note that
. 1
[, 0] = 5 (xpi - qfi), (4.54a)
. 1
o4 (1, 01) = 7 (00 (T, 03) = 0y (W, 0)), (4.54b)
. 1
o (01, W) = Soo (U, V). (4.54c)
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Plugging this in to (4.51) we finally arrive at

]_ 2 b() 2 1 bO
5 <\Ij+7 |:0-7 L_0:| e )+ Z O-—(\I]—l-?\lj—)vL_O[\Ij-l-?\Ij—]

1 bo 1 bo
+t3 <0+(‘I’—, vo), L—O‘I/i> ~3 <0+(‘1’+7 Uy), L—O‘I’2_>

1
Q= —
92

(4.55)

All terms containing the sigmoid evaluated at nonzero energy have been dropped.

4.4 Oscillator expectation values

To evaluate these correlators we need to uniformize the geometry of the 4-point amplitude in
Siegel gauge. This can be done analytically [21) [49] 50 51], but the formulas are cumbersome.
To get numbers it is more straightforward to do a numerical computation. Cho, Mazel, and Yin
evaluate the correlation functions using Virasoro conservation laws and level truncation [52]. We
will proceed in a different way using squeezed state oscillator methods developed by Taylor [21] 53]
541, 55, [56]. This approach approximates the correlation function by imposing an upper limit on
the mode number of Neumann coefficients appearing in the squeezed state representation of the
Witten vertex. The technique is more efficient than level truncation because it only requires dealing
with matrices whose size grows linearly with mode number, rather than fields whose number grows
exponentially with level. The implementation is also more accessible. The main limitation is that
the method only applies to free boson CFTs. We will assume that the spatial BCF'T consists of
25 noncompact free bosons subject to Neumann boundary conditions. However, since the rolling
tachyon solution does not excite primaries in the spatial BCFT, the results should not depend on
this assumption.
The three string vertex |V3) lives in the tensor product of three copies of the BCFT vector
space and satisfies
(A,Bx(C) = A*® B* @ C*|V3), (4.56)

where A*, B* and C* are the BPZ conjugates of the states A, B and C. The BPZ conjugate vertex
(V3| satisfies
(AxB,C) =(V3]A® B® C. (4.57)

Below we give an expression for the vertex as a squeezed state in matter and ghost oscillators on
a D25-brane in flat Minkowski space. This expression is is sometimes called the oscillator vertex,
and takes the form

mn "—n

d26k1d26k2d26/€3 1
Vs) = & / 5 (2m)*°6%° (k%) exp [—§aAm'NABGB —al,, - Nogk?

1
o §k,A . N(;%BkB . CA XABbén . CA XABbO

—m<“*mn —m~<*m0

I+, kY @ |+, k%) @ |+, k%) (4.58)
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The dual vertex is

Ak d*k*d*k? 26 £26 (7.123 1 2 3 L 4 4B g
0l = | G S o) (@ (] © (8 exp | = ga - el
— 1 — — —
—at NPk Sk Nl kP — AX B cﬁXﬁﬁbO] . (4.59)
Let us explain the notation. The squeezed state is built from Fock vacua
|_7 k) = Cleik-X(070)|O>7 <_7 k| = |_7 k>*7 (460&)
[+, k) = coer ™ O0N0), (k] = |+, k) (4.60b)
which are momentum eigenstates
p#|:|:7k> :k,u|:t7k>7 <:|:7k|p# = _k#<i7k|7 (461>
normalized as
(+, k| =, K'Y = (= k|+, k) = (27)*°6*°(k + k). (4.62)
We introduce normalized matter oscillators
ap, = ap, (m#0), (4.63)
m]
which satisfy
[aunwal:n] = mnnuy- (464)
All oscillators with positive mode index annihilate the Fock vacua
QI K) = bl K) = el R), (> 1), (4.65)

and with negative mode index act as creation operators. When possible Lorentz indices are left
implicit with the notation
u-v = u'v'n,, (4.66)

The oscillators carry a string label A, B that indicates which copy of the BCF'T vector space they
belong to. Typically A, B are assumed to take values 1, 2, 3 corresponding to the three Fock vacua
of the oscillator vertex counted left to right. However in more general Feynman graphs A, B may
label any of several string states that appear in the graph. Repeated mode indices are summed over
positive integers and repeated string indices summed over all string labels. Finally, the numbers

NAB NAB NE;(!)B, XAB XAB

mn m0 mn ’ m0
—AB —AB —AB —AB —AB
Nmn? Nm(] ) NOO ) an’ Xm(] (467>

are Neumann coefficients. Formulas were given by Gross and Jevicki [57), 58], which can be found
conveniently displayed in [45] E| Care must be taken in extracting these numbers from the literature

3The ghost Neumann coefficient X" in equation (195) of [45] is missing a factor of m.
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Figure 4.1: The correlation function (4.71)) is defined by connecting the star product of two Fock

vacua to the star product of another two Fock vacua by a Siegel gauge propagator strip. A plane
wave insertion of momentum appears exactly half way along the length of the propagator strip.

due slight differences in convention and sometimes errors. Our notation and conventions for the
Neumann coefficients follows [21], and our implementation can be found in the Mathematica file
accompanying this document. We have checked our formulas by reproducing Taylor’s results for
the off-shell 4 tachyon amplitude in Siegel gauge [21I]. The string indices A, B on the Neumann
coefficients are always mapped to values 1,2, 3, regardless of how the strings are labeled on the
larger diagram. They have the cyclicity property

NAPT = N XA = X2 (169
where the increment in the string label is taken mod 3 and m,n can be zero. The Neumann
coefficients in the BPZ conjugate vertex are

_ — — 27
Nﬁﬁ = (CNABC)mnv Niﬁ = _Cmanﬁ)Ba N(I?OB = N({(‘)B == 5AB In (E)
X8 (CXABO)m, Xt = Clun XAB, (4.69)

where C,,,, = (—1)"0,,, is called the twist matrix. The nonzero mode Neumann coefficients may
be regarded as infinite dimensional matrices in the mode label. Products of such matrices will be
written as

(AB)yn = A Bin (4.70)

to reduce index clutter.
Every term in 23 can be reduced to a correlation function of the form

<yLo/2 (Cl|k1> % Cllk’2>> : boeik?’-x yLo/2 <01|]€4> 5 Cl|k35>>> _ (27T>26526(]€12345)F(]€17 ]{:27 k‘3, k4, ]{35),
(4.71)

where k!, ..., k% are five momenta and y is a modulus. By factoring out a momentum conserving
delta function we define a function F'(k!,...,k%) whose dependence on the modulus y will be
kept implicit. The sum of the arguments of F(k!, ..., k%) is assumed to be zero by momentum
conservation. The correlation function is almost the integrand of the 4-point amplitude of off-shell
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tachyons in Siegel gauge. The difference comes from the plane wave insertion of momentum on
the propagator strip. The insertion appears exactly half-way along the propagator strip of length
T = —1Iny. The geometry is illustrated in figure 4.1} Using the oscillator vertex we can write the
correlation function as

(271_)26526(1{,12345)}7(1{:17 ]’{:27 k‘3, k4, ]{75)
= ((Vall= ) @ |- k%) @y Youe™ (y2 @ (= k| @ (—, K°IIV3)). (4.72)

The right hand side can be evaluated using squeezed state contraction formulas. The first formula
we need is

7

1 1
(0] exp {—uiai — §aiAijaj} exp [—viag — —aTBZ-jaj} |0)

! e 1u B ! u; + v ! U 11) —1 Al v
= X — =y _ . i P— = i,
Jdet(l_ap) 7| 2" \P1—aB) " 1-4B) " 2" \1=aB") "

(4.73)
where a;, alT are Grassmann even creation/annihilation operators satisfying
[ai,a}] =4, a0y =0, (0]al =0, (4.74)
with unwritten commutators zero. The second formula is
(0] exp ( — biXijc]) exp ( — c;rY,-ij |0) = det(l — XY), (4.75)
where b;, ¢;, bz , c;r are Grassmann odd creation/annihilation operators satisfying
[bi, cl] = [ci,bl] = 65, Bi]0) = i]0) =0, (0] = (0|c] =0, (4.76)
with unwritten commutators zero. Applying to gives the result
g %2 det (1 - (CXM(0,))?) . [_ o QABkB] | )

[det (1 — (CNll(y,y))Q)]

This is a Gaussian function of the momenta k4 with A = 1,2,3,4, 5. The parameters of the Gaus-
sian are defined through products and determinants of the Neumann coefficients. We introduce

Naw(a,y) = a™ENaZy 0 XaB(x,y) = a™PX ARy, (4.78)
The quadratic form Q4Z is given as a sum of three terms

QY = Q" + Q" + Q5" (4.79)
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The first two terms are

9 AB AB
1

—_ =
—_ =

1
27 2
4B —In (1—6> 0 : 4B = —Iny 0 : (4.80)
2
1

—_ =
—_ =

1
2
where unwritten matrix entries are zero. The final term is
AB _

30 =

[ N71n20<y7 1) - ernl()(y> 1) 0

Y ¢ V11 T i T
NE(y,1) = Nib(y,1) 0 CNY(y.y) 1
0 0 (1= (CNY(y,9))? |, |1 - (CN"(y,9)* |, .
s ' [ 1 T 11 T
0 Nib(w1) = Nyp(w, 1) ( }H( e C('NA 1(1y( y) =
V Y 1= (CN"(y,y 1 - (CN'(y,y
0 N71n20<y’ 1> - N?%ll()(yv 1) - - mn - dmn
\ V s Y AB
X<Nn1(2)(y7 1)=Nag(y, 1) Nad(y, 1)—Nis(y,1) 0 0 0 )]
0 0 0 N2(y,1)-N(y,1) Ny, 1)— N} (y, 1)
(4.81)

When k% = 0 this can be compared to the integrand of the 4 tachyon amplitude in Siegel gauge
as written in equation (2.24) of [21]. Actually, because all of the relevant matrices vanish in their
middle entry, the correlation function only depends on the momentum k® through the momentum
conserving delta function. To make use of these formulas we truncate the matrices to finite size by
placing an upper limit L on mode number. Products and determinants of the truncated matrices
are then evaluated numerically. It is important to mention that the quadratic form Q“® has no
negative eigenvalues. We have confirmed this numerically, and the results are shown in figure [4.2]
This implies that the correlation function vanishes for large spatial momenta but grows as an
inverted Gaussian at high energies. This fits with the general observed behavior of SF'T vertices
and manifests transgressive locality.

The next step is to express (23 in terms of this correlation function. In ()3 is given as a
sum of four terms, and we start with the contribution

1 bo
L ==V’ — w2 ). 4.82
= (et e (482

Since in the oscillator vertex (4.58)) the spatial BCEFT corresponds to that of a D25-brane in flat
space, the vacuum normalization is

V = (2m)%6%(0). (4.83)
We express the propagator using the Schwinger representation

bo Ly L

— =b —y 0. 4.84
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The eigenvalues of Oag vs. The moduli y
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y

Figure 4.2: Eigenvalues of the quadratic form Q#Z plotted as a function of the modulus y. The
results are obtained by truncating the matrices at mode number L = 100. The zero eigenvalue
corresponds to the momentum k® inserted in the propagator, and the remaining eigenvalues are
positive.

This is valid assuming that no divergence appears towards the y = 0 boundary of moduli space.
Divergence will be absent if the propagator acts on states with strictly positive conformal weight.
Because U2 carries momentum 2i, the minimum conformal weight that appears in the star product

1S
Ly=p"+N—-1=—(2)*-1=3. (4.85)

Since this is positive there is no problem with the Schwinger representation of the propagator. To
make use of F(k', ..., k%) we need to move the position zero mode operator in ¢ to the center of
the Siegel gauge propagator strip. This can be achieved with the following manipulation:

bO o dE 1 dy iECCO LO
ot | = [ Gotm) [ Ly

1
_ bg/@0<E)/ @yLO/Q (ez'E(y*LO/%OyLO/Q) B eiE(yLo/Zzoy—Loﬂ))yLo/Z. (4.86)
2 0oy
Plug in
1 1 /1 ?
yLO/ony_Lo/2 = IO + 5 hl y[Lo, IO] + 5 <§ ln y) [L(), [L[), .7}0]] —+
=2 +ipylny, (4.87)
to get
bo dE Ydy oo (204
20—y o(E “d 0/2( iE(x—ipolny) _ JiE(x —Hpolny)) LO/Z‘ 4.88
02| = [ GootE) [y : y (1.88)
We factor the exponentials using the Campbell-Baker-Hausdorff formula
i@ —ipolny) _ iEa® ,E(po+5E)Iny. (4.89)
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The result is

1 : 1
[a, @} ~ by / LR / 9 yrorzgie® o (28mh((p °.+5E)Elny)>. (4.90)
2w 0o Y 1B

The plane wave operator is now inserted in the middle of the propagator strip. The momentum
zero mode operator appears inside the hyperbolic sine which has been factored to the right of the
plane wave operator. We have multiplied and divided by ¢E so that sigmoid is replaced with its
time derivative. Plugging this in to (4.82) we can relate to the function F(k?', ..., k%):

I — /d_Ed(E) /01 Y o e 5(BYF (i, —i, B, i, i) (251nh((2i,+%E>Elny)). (4.91)

27 Y 1B

There is potential ambiguity in multiplication of distributions. It is important that the hyperbolic
sine is canceled with the pole at £ = 0 and not multiplied with the delta function. Using

2sinh ((2¢ + 3F)EIny)

lim 5 =4lny, (4.92)
we can integrate the delta function to obtain
1
d
I = 4/ vy F(—i, —i,0,4,9). (4.93)
o Y
The sigmoid drops out because ¢(0) = 1. In a similar way we can compute the expressions
1 bo 1 bo
I, = v <U+<‘I’+a vy), L—O‘I’2_> , Iz= v <U+(‘I’> v, L_O‘Iji> ; (4.94)
giving
L dy d
IL=—-I3= 2/ — <41ny+i—) F(—i+s,—i+s,0,i,17) (4.95)
o Y ds s=0
as the result.
The final term in €3 is
L= (@ \p)bo[qf U] (4.96)
=—(o_ )y — ). )
4 % +5 7L0 +>

Here we need to be careful with the definition of the propagator because it acts on a state which does
not necessarily have positive conformal weight. This is because the momentum cancels between
P, and V_, rather than adding up as with previous terms. The Schwinger representation may
encounter divergences from tachyonic states, where the mode counting operator N vanishes, and
from massless states, where the mode counting operator is one. However, massless states will
not be present because the rolling tachyon solution is exactly marginal, which has been checked
explicitly. Therefore we only need to worry about the tachyon divergence. To deal with this we
add and subtract a projector onto the tachyon state:

Iy = % <a(\IJ+, \Ij*)ﬂ 2_05N[\IJ+’ \Ij]> + % <g(\1}+> ‘IJ*)’ 20

0 0

(1—0n)[Ty, \If]> . (497)
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In the first term we know that Ly = —1 because N = 0 and there is no momentum flowing
through the propagator. In the second term we can define the propagator through the Schwinger
representation because the tachyon state is projected out. In this way we find

I = = (o (0 ) b ) 1 AR B
— $<a(\p+, W), bodn[V ., \If]>] . (4.98)
The tachyon contribution can be computed from the overlap
<cl|k1> % c1|k2), body <cl|k4> ¥ cl|k5>)>
= K2(2m)PVE (k12 4 k') exp (—%Ngg (612 ()2 + (K2 + (k)2 + 2(k12)2>) L (4.99)

where NJ; = In(27/16). We find
1

V<a_(\1:+, W), b0 [V, W_]) = —8Kk2Ngte Voo, (4.100)
Therefore
_onrll
=gy [ BN
o Y Y

— Z ia% (F(—z'oz + 5,1, 0, —if3,if) — F(—ia,ia + s,0,—if, Zﬂ))] )

a,f==%1
(4.101)
where the remaining term in integrand has been expressed in terms of F(k!, ..., k®).
4.5 Results
Here we present the numerical results for the terms I, [, = —I3, and I following the oscillator

truncation method of Taylor. The details of our implementation can be found in the Mathematica
document accompanying this paper.

The prescription is to place an upper limit L on the mode number index, so that the Neumann
coefficients and their modified versions @ are truncated to finite L x L matrices. All products,
determinants, and inverses in and @ are evaluated numerically with the truncated
matrices. The resulting approximation to Iy, ...,I; is shown in figure 4.3| up to L = 100. As
observed by Taylor [21], the truncation introduces errors of order 1/L. Performing a least-square
fit for the last 25 terms, the approximation to Iy, ..., I; may be presented as an expansion in powers
of 1/L

00161
L(L) = —0.117634 + Lgm +oen (4.102a)
0.311937
I(L) = 0.671804 — == . (4.102D)
0.319393
I4(L) = 100136+~ (4.102¢)
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Figure 4.3: The oscillator level-truncated approximations to the contributions Iy, [s = —I3, and I

to the symplectic form at third order, €23.

The leading term is the predicted exact result for L — oo. The third order coefficient of the
symplectic structure is given as

Q3(L) 1 1 1 1
=—0L(L)—=I,(L)+ =I3(L) + - 14(L
Vg 21() 82( )+83( )+44()
0.158641
= 2.27662 + 7 + - (4.103)
Extracting the L — oo prediction and dividing by four, we find
Vv 1
E(\) ~ 7 (—§>\2 +0.569155 A* + O(Aﬁ)) (4.104)

as the energy of the rolling tachyon solution.
The energy can alternatively be computed from the boundary state, which can be obtained
from the solution via the Ellwood invariant [42] 43]. The energy is

i

E(\) = W (D, ), (4.105)

7Tg2VX()

where

W(D, W) = (I,D(i,i)¥) (4.106)
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is the Ellwood invariant computed from the matter dilaton state,
D(z,2) = ce0X°0X°(z, %), (4.107)

and [ is the identity string field. Kudrna evaluated a related quantity for the cosine deformation
n [I7] (see his observable D; in table 6.3), whose inverse Wick rotation gives the energy of the
rolling tachyon solution as

Vv 1
E(\) =~ p (—5)\2 + 0.5689 \* + (’)(/\6)) ., (Kudrna [17]). (4.108)
Our coefficient at order A\* agrees within an accuracy of 0.04 percent. Cho, Mazel, and Yin
computed the energy from their version of the symplectic structure, and also independently from
the Ellwood invariant. They reported (see their equations (4.17) and (4.21))

V (Cho, Mazel, Yin [I4]

~ Lo 4 6

B~ 5 (—5/\ +0.5630 \* + O(A )) * brom ymolectic form) (4.109a)
v 1., 4 6 (Cho, Mazel, Yin [14]

B~ 5 (—5/\ +0.5595 X% + O(A )) " brom Bllwood invriant) (4.109D)

Our results more closely match Kudrna’s, but they all show reasonable agreement within roughly
2 percent.

4.6 Relation to Cho, Mazel, and Yin

It has often been observed that Witten’s SFT is formally local if the string field is expressed as
a function of the position of the string midpoint [59]. Therefore, in principle we can find the
symplectic structure in the same way as we would in any local field theory, writing coordinates on
a X%(i,7) = 0 time slice and computing their canonical momenta from the Lagrangian. The result
is the symplectic structure proposed by Witten [15], who wrote it as

Q= —7<5\1/ [Q.6(X°(,1))]6v), (4.110)

where
dE 1 zEXO(zz)

O(X i, . 4.111

( ( )) / 2T ZE ( )
The expression clearly fits our general formula . As mentioned earlier, the interacting con-
tribution drops out because the midpoint coordinate commutes through the star product. Unfor-
tunately, Witten’s symplectic structure is singular. The problem is that the plane wave vertex
operators in the sigmoid have nonzero conformal weight. They obey the transformation law

iEXO(i ——z O(f(i
o eBXD — |9 f ()| EXO(f(1),£(0)) (4.112)

The conformal maps relevant to Witten’s SFT usually have conical singularities at the midpoint.
This means that 0f(7) will be vanishing or infinite. Therefore the symplectic structure is divergent.
In the end the difficulty can be traced back to the assumption that Witten’s SF'T is local in the

35



midpoint coordinate. Attempts to make this locality manifest encounter serious difficulties from
short distance singularities on the worldsheet [60] 611, 62, [63].
To avoid these issues, Cho, Mazel, and Yin propose to define the symplectic structure by
projecting Witten’s sigmoid to its weight zero part. The result is
1

0O=— U ~%(3,7)00 4.11
2g2VXO<5 ,70(i,1)00), (4.113)

where Vyo is the (infinite) volume of the time coordinate and
(2, Z) = cOX"(2) + cOX"(Z) (4.114)

is a bulk insertion of the photon vertex operator. Interestingly, the volume divergence is not
regularized and there is no time slice, even in the looser sense of the sigmoid. Nevertheless this
formula correctly reproduces the rolling tachyon energy.

We would like to understand how Cho, Mazel and Yin’s formula relates to our approach. For
this we return to Witten’s symplectic structure. The difficulty with the original proposal is that
the timelike free boson has nontrivial self-contractions. To avoid this we work with a lightlike free
boson

1
X*(2,2 :—(XO 22) + X! z,E), 4115
63 = (XD + X6 (4.115)
where we assume X'(z,%) is spacelike and can be found in the spatial BCFT. We consider a
sigmoid
dFE ) =
o= / 2—0(E)62EX+(“). (4.116)
0

The lightlike plane wave vertex operator has vanishing conformal weight and can be inserted at
the midpoint. The resulting symplectic structure is

Q=———=(60,7*(i,1)5 6V), (4.117)

where the dot on o indicates the derivative with respect to X *(i,4). Because the midpoint insertion
is finite, the symplectic structure appears to be well-defined. This is related to the fact that
Witten’s SF'T appears to be local in a more rigorous sense when considering only the lightlike
coordinate of the string midpoint. This is the basis of the canonical formulation of Witten’s SFT
in midpoint lightcone time [22, 23]. In that context X'(z,Z) is a noncompact free boson subject to
Neumann boundary conditions, but for present purposes it is slightly cleaner to assume Dirichlet
boundary conditions to avoid issues with momentum conservation and volume divergence in the
spatial BCFT. It is interesting to mention that, differently from previous examples, the midpoint-
lightcone sigmoid does not act only through multiplication by a function o(z). It mixes fields of
different mass level and operates on their Lorentz indices. For this reason, the calculation of the
symplectic structure proceeds very differently with the midpoint-lightcone sigmoid than with the
center-of-mass sigmoid. Nevertheless the results should be the same. This shows that the choice
of sigmoid can be nontrivial and useful, even beyond the simple choice of time slice that we have
in more conventional descriptions of the covariant phase space formalism.
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We can arrive at Cho, Mazel, and Yin’s symplectic structure as follows. Write (4.116|) as a
correlation function on the upper half plane:

1 dr' .

O=—ss ZJ(E)<(I o 50/(0))5W(0) y+eiEX+<i’5>> (4.118)

UHP’

where I(z) = —1/z is the BPZ conformal map. Because the symplectic structure is supposed
to be independent of the sigmoid, we know that only insertions at zero energy contribute to the
correlation function. Therefore

1 dE - R
0= —— —'E<[1 SU(0))0W(0)y* (4,7 iEX <”>> , 4119
st | 5o B [(1oav@)0vO) (D] #X) (@)
where [---|p—¢ indicates a projection to the zero energy part of the insertions. If the insertions

have complicated or singular behavior near zero energy there might be some doubt as to how this
projection should be defined. We will not worry about this because for rolling tachyon solutions
the meaning is clear. Next we observe that for any insertions O at zero energy we have the identity

. = 1 - =)\ matter
<0€ZEX+(Z,Z)>UHP - <O>UHpm<€ZEX+(Z’Z)>UHtft> : (4.120)
<1>UHP

Because O has zero energy the correlation function is nonzero only when the plane wave vertex
operator reduces to the identity. Then all contractions between O and the plane wave vertex
operator vanish, and the correlation function effectively factorizes. We assume that the spatial
component of X is subject to Dirichlet boundary conditions, in which case

) _ E

zEX'*‘(z,z) matter .

(e o =27V (—\[> : (4.121)
2

where the delta function comes from the time direction which is subject to Neumann boundary

conditions and v/2 comes from (4.115). Also using

(Do = VVio, (4.122)

we can plug in to (4.119) to find

0= _292;\/)(0 / ‘é—fa(E)Qwa <%) <[(I 0 5\1/(0))5\1;(0)7%,%)}E:O>UHP. (4.123)

Now it is easy to integrate over the energy using ¢(0) = 1 to obtain

1 _
Q:——<[ 10 8W(0))6(0)7* H] >
T [0 0w )ov 0 D],
The sigmoid has disappeared. Now let us assume solutions that do not excite primaries in the X!
BCFT. Then the spatial component of v*(i,4) drops out leaving

. 4.124
UHP ( )

1

0=~ [(To0v)svOn’9)] )

. 4.125
UHP ( )
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The final step is to observe that the projection onto the zero energy contribution is no longer nec-
essary because it is enforced automatically by momentum conservation. Then we recover (4.113)).
The conclusion is that Cho, Mazel, and Yin’s formula can be seen as a reduction of the midpoint-
lightcone symplectic form. Independence from the choice of sigmoid then explains why our results
must agree with theirs.

We can ask whether our computation of the rolling tachyon energy is more complicated. The
midpoint-lightcone formulation has the advantage that interacting contributions to the symplectic
structure drop out. However, there are additional contributions from W;-W3 terms which do
not vanish because the sigmoid does not commute through the mode counting operator. Both
approaches seem to be viable from a numerical point of view, though our different methods of
evaluation make a precise comparison difficult. On the whole our approach compares well to Cho,
Mazel, and Yin’s. This is perhaps surprising given the seeming awkwardness of the position zero
mode from the point of view of the geometry of the Witten vertex.

The main advantage of the midpoint-lightcone approach is that it is connected to an initial
value problem. If the initial value problem is viable, it should give a systematic parametrization
of the phase space of open string field theory. Whether it really does remains to be seen. Another
path to constructing the phase space is though lightcone gauge, but lightcone gauge in covariant
SFT is not completely understood due the appearance of singular Mandelstam diagrams [48], [64].
The explicit construction of phase space in SF'T remains a very important open problem.
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