Published by Institute of Physics Publishing for SISSA/ISAS Received: November 12, 2003 Accepted: November 27, 2003

On effective actions for the bosonic tachyon

Mikael Smedbäck

Department of Theoretical Physics Box 803, SE-751 08 Uppsala, Sweden E-mail: mikael.smedback@teorfys.uu.se

Abstract: We extend the analysis of [24] to the bosonic case and find the one-derivative effective action valid in the vicinity of rolling tachyons with an energy not larger than that of the original D-brane. For on-shell tachyons rolling down the well-behaved side of the potential in this theory, the energy is conserved and the pressure eventually decreases exponentially. For tachyons rolling down the “wrong” side, the pressure instead blows up in a finite time.

Keywords: Bosonic Strings, Tachyon Condensation.

© SISSA/ISAS 2003 http://jhep.sissa.it/archive/papers/jhep112003067 /jhep112003067 .pdf

Contents

1. Introduction 1

2. Deriving an effective action for the tachyon 2 2.1 Conditions 2 2.2 Derivation 4

3. Properties of the bosonic lagrangian 6 3.1 Energy-momentum tensor 6 3.2 Other properties 9

4. Discussion 12

A. A useful Taylor expansion 13

1. Introduction

From an analysis [1, 2] using boundary CFT (Conformal Field Theory) techniques [3, 4, 5, 6] it has been possible to deduce different properties of the open-string tachyon.^1 It was subsequently attempted to reproduce these properties from an effective field theory. The “standard form” lagrangian^2 L = − 1 cosh ( αT̃ /2 ) √ 1 + ∂_μT̃ ∂^μT̃ (1.1)

was proposed [1, 2] and [19]–[23], based on its ability to reproduce some of the properties of the tachyon known from the boundary CFT analysis. Here, α = 1 describes the bosonic tachyon, while α = √ 2 corresponds to the superstring case.

Recently, Kutasov and Niarchos [24] managed to derive this action in the superstring case with an ansatz of the type L(T, ∂_μT ∂^μT ) using only two requirements: First, that the action should allow the known tachyon solutions. And second, that it should be consistent with certain results from boundary SFT (String Field Theory).^3

The purpose of this paper is to try to extend the derivation to the bosonic case. We give the details of this derivation in section 2. In section 3 we investigate what the properties of the resulting action are, and finally in section 4 the validity region of the action is discussed.

1Recent progress on both open-string and closed-string tachyon dynamics include [7]–[18]. 2In this paper, the flat metric is ημν = (−1, +1, . . . , +1) and α^′ = 1. 3A similar argument appeared already in [25].

– 1 –

2. Deriving an effective action for the tachyon

In this section, we will derive the effective action. In section 2.1 we will explain the conditions which are used to determine the lagrangian. In section 2.2 we will then use these conditions to derive the action. The derivation is analogous to that of [24] for the superstring case.

2.1 Conditions

Let us assume that we have a lagrangian of the form L = L(T, ∂_μT ∂^μT ).

We begin by discussing the EOM condition arising from requiring that the equations of motion be satisfied by the rolling tachyon solution, using the formalism of [26]. We write

L = L_{even} + L_{odd} (2.1)

where the even part is

L_{even} = n=∞∑ n=0 L_{2n} (2.2)

and the odd part is

L_{odd} = n=∞∑ n=0 L_{2n+1} . (2.3)

It will turn out that n = 0 is sufficient to satisfy the BSFT condition (2.10).

We now introduce the parameter γ to distinguish between the even (γ = 0) and odd (γ = 1) cases. Each term in the sums (2.2) and (2.3) goes as T^{2n+γ} :

L_{2n+γ} = l=l_0∑

l=0 a^{(n)}_l (∂_μT ∂^μT )^lT^{2n+γ−2l} . (2.4)

It is known that string theory allows the “S-brane” solution [1, 2]

T (t) = T_+e^{t/α} + T_−e^{−t/α} (2.5)

for the tachyon field T in the spatially homogeneous case. We have here introduced another parameter, β ≡ α^2, which distinguishes between the bosonic (β = 1) and the superstring (β = 2) case.

The equations of motion which follow from (2.1), (2.2) and (2.3) are: l=l_0∑

l=1 a^{(n)}_l 2l∂^μ [ (∂_λT ∂^λT )^{l−1}(∂_μT )T^{2n+γ−2l} ] = l=l_0∑

l=0 a^{(n)}_l (2n + γ − 2l)(∂_μT ∂^μT )^lT^{2n+γ−2l−1} .

(2.6) As indicated, these should be satisfied by the solutions (2.5) for each n, as the solutions are exponentials. This renders the following recursion relation:

a^{(n)}_{l+1} = β 2 (2l − 1)(2n + γ − 2l)

(2l + 1)(l + 1) a^{(n)}_l . (2.7)

– 2 –

We see from this that for the even case, γ = 0, we get non-zero coefficients only for l = 0, . . . , n, i.e. the upper summation index in (2.4) is l_0 = n. For the odd terms, γ = 1, we get non-zero coefficients for l = 0, . . . , ∞, i.e. l_0 = ∞. Note that the lower summation index is always 0, as already indicated in (2.4).

The solution of the recursion relation is given by

a^{(n)}_l = ( β 2 )_l 1 (2l − 1)l!

(2n + γ)!!

(2n + γ − 2l)!!

a^{(n)}_0 . (2.8)

In order to find the indicial coefficients a^{(n)}_0 , it will be necessary to impose the boundary SFT (BSFT) condition, to which we now turn.

Using BSFT [27]–[30], different tachyon profiles were used in [31]–[33] to extract information about the tachyon lagrangian, and rolling tachyons were studied within this framework e.g. in [34, 35].

According to BSFT [27]–[30] and [36, 37], the on-shell spacetime action S_{on-shell} is, both in the bosonic and the superstring [32] case, proportional to the disc partition function Z:

S_{on-shell} = cZ , (2.9)

where c is a constant. The relation we will have use for is instead

L_{on-shell} = cZ^′(t) , (2.10)

where Z^′(t) denotes the world-sheet disc partition function with the zero mode t unintegrated. It is consistent in the sense that (2.10) becomes (2.9) upon integrating out the t dependence. We will take c = −1, which is required for consistency with the results of [25] (see also [24, 38]).

We will proceed by imposing this condition for the “half S-brane” case T_− = 0, i.e. T = T_+e^{t/α}. Z^′(t) is then given by [38]

Z^′ = 1 1 +^1_β (2π)^β T^β = m=∞∑ m=0 (−1)^m (2π)^{βm} β^m T^{βm} . (2.11)

The terms (2.4) in the on-shell lagrangian, using (2.5), are

L^{on-shell} 2n+γ = T 2n+γ l=l_0∑

l=0 a^{(n)}_l (−1)^l β^l . (2.12)

Imposing (2.10) with c = −1, we see that relating equal powers of T requires m = 1 β (2n + γ) . (2.13)

Apparently, if β = 2 (superstring case) then γ = 0, i.e. only even terms are required. This means that L_{super} will be invariant under T → −T , as can be expected. If β = 1 (bosonic case) no such restriction appears, i.e. we will need both even and odd terms.

– 3 –

Matching terms in (2.10) corresponding to equal powers of T gives the relation

(−1)^{m+1} β^m = l=l_0∑

l=0 a^{(n)}_l (−1)^l β^l , (2.14)

where we have made the field redefinition T → 2πT to get rid of the factors of 2π.

Since a^{(n)}_l is proportional to a^{(n)}_0 according to (2.8), this relation uniquely determines the indicial coefficient a^{(n)}_0 , and that value can then be substituted back into (2.8) to give the unique solution for the expansion coefficents a^{(n)}_l .

2.2 Derivation

Let us begin by treating the bosonic even case, which according to section 2.1 corresponds to the parameter values β = 1, γ = 0, l_0 = n. Performing the sum in (2.14) using (2.8) and (2.13) determines the indicial coefficent:

a^{(n)}_0 =

(2n − 1)!! n!2^n . (2.15)

Substituting this back into (2.8) gives

a^{(n)}_l =

(2n − 1)!!

2^n(2l − 1)l!(n − l)!

, (2.16)

which can be inserted into equations (2.1), (2.2) and (2.4) to give

L^{even}_{bosonic} = n=∞∑ n=0 (−1)^n(2n − 1)!!

2^n l=n∑ l=0 1 (2l − 1)(n − l)!l! a^{n−l}b^l , (2.17)

where we have defined a ≡ −T^2 and b ≡ −∂_μT ∂^μT . The lemma (A.1) tells us that this is equal to L^{even}_{bosonic} = − 1 1 − T^2 √ 1 − T^2 − ∂_μT ∂^μT . (2.18)

We now continue with the bosonic odd case, which corresponds to β = 1, γ = 1, l_0 = ∞. Performing the sum in (2.14) using (2.8) and (2.13) determines the indicial coefficent: a^{(n)}_0 = − 1 √ π n! (n + 1/2)!

. (2.19)

Substituting this back into (2.8) gives

a^{(n)}_l = − 1 √ π n! (n +^1_2 − l)! 1 (2l − 1)l!

. (2.20)

Plugging this result into equations (2.1), (2.3) and (2.4) we get the bosonic odd lagrangian,

L^{odd}_{bosonic} = − 1 √ π n=∞∑ n=0 n! l=∞∑ l=0 1 (n +^1_2 − l)!(2l − 1)l!

a^{2n+1}b^l , (2.21)

– 4 – where we have defined a ≡ T and b ≡^{∂μT ∂μT}_{T 2} . We contend that this equals (assuming T = T (t))

L^{odd}_{bosonic} = 2 π 1 1 − T^2 √ 1 − T^2 + Ṫ^2 sin^{−1} T √ 1 − Ṫ 2 T^2

+ Ṫ sin^{−1} ( Ṫ T ) . (2.22)

We believe that (2.21) and (2.22) are identical for the following reason: According to section 2.1, imposing the requirements that the equations of motion should be satisfied by (2.5) and that (2.10) should hold uniquely determines the lagrangian. Consequently, since we know that (2.21) fulfills these conditions, and it can be checked that (2.22) also satisfies these conditions, they must be identical. As a check, we have confirmed that the Taylor expansion of (2.22) in a and b coincides with (2.21).

To get the complete bosonic lagrangian, we need to add the even (2.18) and odd (2.22) parts:

L_{bosonic} = L^{even}_{bosonic} + L^{odd}_{bosonic} = − 2 π 1 1 − T^2 √ 1 − T^2 + Ṫ^2 · cos^{−1} T √ 1 − Ṫ 2 T^2 − Ṫ sin^{−1} ( Ṫ T )

= + 2 π 1 1 − T^2 √ T^2 − Ṫ^2 − 1 · cosh^{−1} T √ 1 − Ṫ 2 T^2

+ Ṫ sin^{−1} ( Ṫ T ) . (2.23)

The first form is best suited for the field values 0 ≤ T^2 − Ṫ^2 ≤ 1, while the second is more appropriate when T^2 − Ṫ^2 ≥ 1 and positive T (hence, T ≥ 1). The forms are related by the relation cos^{−1}(1 + α^2) = i cosh^{−1}(1 + α^2). The forms for the bosonic lagrangian given here assume that T only depends on t, but since Ṫ always appears squared in terms of the Taylor expansion, covariance is manifest.

Note that if we have a half S-brane, i.e. if either T_+ or T_− in (2.5) vanishes, the lagrangian (2.23) reduces on-shell to

L_{bosonic}(Ṫ = ±T ) = − 1 1 + T

(2.24)

by virtue of (2.10). For large |T |, T and Ṫ are exponentially close modulo a sign, Ṫ T = ±1 + O(e^{−2t}) , (2.25)

using (2.5). Consequently, in the limit |T | → ∞ the lagrangian (2.23) behaves on-shell as

L_{bosonic} → − 1 T . (2.26)

This coincides with the large |T | behaviour of (2.24), as expected since |Ṫ | = |T | holds exactly there.

To get (2.23) we required that (2.5) be a solution of the equations of motion. Let us mention that if we had instead imposed T̃ = √ T_+e^{t/2} + √ T_−e^{−t/2} as a solution for T̃ where T̃ 2 ≡ +T (valid for |T | ≫ 2√|T_+T_−|), the resulting total bosonic lagrangian in T , upon

– 5 – using the lemma (A.1), would have been

L̃_{bosonic} = − 1 1 + T √ 1 + T + ∂_μT ∂^μT T . (2.27)

This lagrangian, which contains both even and odd parts, also has the properties (2.24) and (2.26). Its equations of motion in T are satisfied by the half S-brane but not by the full S-brane solution (2.5), due to the large T approximation. Making the field redefinition

T ≡ sinh^2 ( T̃ 2 ) (2.28)

takes (2.27) to the even standard form (1.1) for T ≥ 0.

Finally, let us also mention that the superstring case (non-BPS brane in type II string theory), corresponding to β = 2, γ = 0, l_0 = n, can also be treated in an analogous way, and again using the lemma (A.1), the result is [24] L_{super} = − 1 1 +^1_2 T^2 √ 1 + 1 2 T^2 + ∂_μT ∂^μT . (2.29)

The field redefinition T ≡ √ 2 sinh ( T̃ √ 2 ) (2.30)

then transforms the lagrangian (2.29) into the standard form (1.1).

3. Properties of the bosonic lagrangian

In the superstring case, the lagrangian (1.1) has proven to satisfy several different consistency checks, so in this section we will investigate some of the properties of (2.23); the energy-momentum tensor in section 3.1, and the potential, closed string vacuum and lumps in section 3.2.

3.1 Energy-momentum tensor We will now compare the behaviour of the energy-momentum tensor of the theory defined by (2.23) to that of the BCFT analysis [1, 2].

We begin by discussing the full S-brane case ρ < τ_p for which the BCFT energymomentum tensor is given by [1, 2]

ρ_{BCF T} = τ_p cos^2(πλ̃) (p_{BCF T} )_i(t) = −τ_p [ 1 1 + sin(πλ̃)e^t + 1 1 + sin(πλ̃)e^{−t} − 1 ] , (3.1)

where i = 1, . . . , p. The constant λ̃ parameterizes the solutions, and should satisfy^4 λ̃ = T̂_0 + O(T̂ 2_0 ), i.e. λ̃ = 1 2π T_0 + O(T^2_0 ) , (3.2)

4Recall that we rescaled T in equation (2.14). It is really T̂ =^1_{2π} T which satisfies the BSFT condition, hence T̂0 =^1_{2π} T0.

– 6 – where T_0 is the turning point of the tachyon, where it has potential energy only: (2.5) becomes T = T_0 cosh(t) , (3.3)

which is related by a time translation to the solution (2.5) with T^2_0 = +4T_+T_−, because for this case, T^2 − Ṫ^2 = 4T_+T_− > 0.

The energy-momentum tensor is defined and calculated as T_{μν} ≡ − 2 √ −η δS δη^{μν} , (3.4)

with our lagrangian given by (2.23). The on-shell energy (3.4) is then

ρ ≡ T_{tt} = V (T_0) , (3.5)

with the potential V (T_0) given in (3.16). In (3.1), the energy is invariant under λ̃ → −λ̃, but (3.5) is odd for small T_0; physical tachyon energies have the wrong sign for T_0 < 0. For T_0 ≥ 0, (3.5) satisfies 0 ≤ ρ ≤ 1 = τ_p, (using (3.17)), as expected from (3.1), and at T_0 = λ̃ = 0 we get ρ = ρ_{BCF T} = +1.

Turning to the pressure, we get from (3.4) that

p_i(t) ≡ T_{ii} = L_{bosonic} , (3.6)

where i = 1, . . . , p and L_{bosonic} is given in (2.23). The numerator N of p_i(t) = L_{bosonic} in (2.23) on-shell is

N = f(T_0) − T f ( T_0 T ) . (3.7)

The function f is defined by f(x) ≡ √ 1 − x^2 cos^{−1}(x) ≡ n=∞∑ n=0 a_nx^n , (3.8)

where we also defined the Taylor expansion coefficients a_n for f(x). The numerator N vanishes for T = 1, but not for T = −1, so the numerator may contain a factor of (T − 1). More explicitly, inserting the indicated Taylor expansion of f(x) gives

N = (T − 1) n=∞∑ n=0 a_n T^n_0 T^{n−1} G_{n−1}(T ) , (3.9)

where G_n(x) ≡^{xn−1}_{x−1} = 1 + x + x^2 + · · · + x^{n−1} denotes the geometric sum with n terms.

Consider now the well-behaved side T ≥ 0. The pressure p_i(t) is regular at T = +1, since the numerator contains a factor of (T − 1) (see (3.9)). As the tachyon rolls towards the closed string vacuum T → ∞ we get, using (2.26) in (3.6), that

p_i(t) = − 1 T −→ 0 . (3.10)

– 7 –

Thus, the pressure vanishes as it should according to (3.1), using (3.17) and making the identification πλ̃ =^{T0}_2 + O(T^2_0 ) for sufficiently small T_0, which matches the expectation (3.2).

Consider next the singular side T ≤ 0. As expected from (3.1), as the tachyon rolls down towards the singularity at T = −1, the pressure blows up in a finite time: The discussion after equation (3.8) tells us that the numerator (3.7) of L_{bosonic} in (2.23) does not vanish as T → −1, so p_i(t) = L_{bosonic} has a simple pole there.

Now, consider what happens around T = 0. For small T_0, equation (3.7) becomes

N = (1 − T ) (π 2 − T_0 ) + O(T^2_0 ) . (3.11)

Hence, the pressure is

p_i(t) = − [ 1 − 2 π T_0 ] 1 1 + T

+ O(T^2_0 ) = −τ_p ( 1 − 2 π T_0 ) [ 1 1 +^{T0}_2 e^t + 1 1 +^{T0}_2 e^{−t} − 1 ] + O(T^2_0 ) (3.12)

using τ_p = +1 from (3.17). We see that the t dependence remains the same as in (3.1) to order O(T^2_0 ), provided that we replace τ_p by τ_p ( 1 −^2_π T_0 ) , and make the identification πλ̃ =^{T0}_2 + O(T^2_0 ), again in agreement with (3.2).

We will make one final comment before leaving the case ρ < τ_p: Placing the bosonic tachyon at rest at the closed string vacuum, λ̃ = 1/2, gives vanishing pressure and energy (3.1), and the same is true for (3.5) and (3.10), because the initial conditions T = ∞, Ṫ = 0 in (2.5) corresponds to T_+ = T_− = ∞, i.e. T_0 = ∞.

We now turn to the case ρ > τ_p. For | sinh(πλ̃)| < 1, the BCFT energy-momentum tensor is given by [1, 2]

ρ_{BCF T} = τ_p cosh^2(πλ̃) (p_{BCF T} )_i(t) = −τ_p [ 1 1 + sinh(πλ̃)e^t + 1 1 − sinh(πλ̃)e^{−t} − 1 ] , (3.13)

where i = 1, . . . , p and λ̃ parameterizes the solutions. Now, T^2 − Ṫ^2 = 4T_+T_− < 0 on-shell using the solution (2.5), which can be time translated to

T = T_0 sinh(t) , (3.14)

where T^2_0 = −4T_+T_−; the tachyon starts at T = 0 with a velocity ∂_tT = T_0. As will be discussed in section 3.2, the kinetic term blows up at T = 0, so the energy-momentum tensor cannot be well-defined; in general, it has imaginary parts (cf. section 4). Nevertheless, a similar analysis as the one for the case ρ < τ_p results in a conserved energy and a pressure which blows up at T = −1 and decreases as it should (3.13) for large T .

Let us now complete the discussion of the energy-momentum tensor by analysing the half S-brane ρ = τ_p, corresponding to starting the tachyon off at rest displaced slightly from the top of the potential hill. The BCFT energy-momentum tensor for this case

– 8 – is^5 [10, 11, 25, 38] ρ = τ_p p_i(t) = −τ_p 1 1 + λ̂e^t , (3.15)

where λ̂ is not really a parameter in this case; it can be set to unity by time translation. The energy-momentum tensor of our theory is precisely equal to the BCFT one, using τ_p = 1 from (3.17) and making the identification λ̂ = T_+: The energy can be checked by setting T_0 = 0 in (3.5). The pressure is also correct, as can be seen by combining (3.6) with (2.24). This is not surprising since (2.24) is a direct consequence of having imposed the condition (2.10). The BCFT properties that the pressure is singular at T = −1 and falls off exponentially for T → ∞ therefore carry over automatically to our theory in this case.

3.2 Other properties

Let us begin by examining the potential, which follows immediately from (2.23):

V (T ) = 2 π 1 √ 1 − T^2 cos^{−1}(T ) = 2 π 1 √ T^2 − 1 cosh^{−1}(T ) , (3.16)

where the first form is best for |T | < 1, and the second is better for T > 1. The potential is shown in figure 1. Note that at T = −1 the potential explodes to +∞, and that V (T → ∞) −→ 0. The energy density of the D-brane at the open-string vacuum can be defined and computed as τ_p ≡ V (0) = 1 . (3.17)

The odd contribution makes the potential monotonically decreasing. In particular, at T = 0, it is proportional to −T + O(T^2) (modulo a constant vacuum energy due to the D-brane) instead of the more traditional −T^2 + O(T^2) for a maximum. To still allow for the solutions (2.5), the kinetic term blows up^6 and changes sign at T = 0, making the initial-value problem for rolling tachyons with ρ > τ_p not well-defined. There cannot therefore be a field redefinition which takes (2.23) to the canonical form even locally; if there were, (2.5) would not have been restricted to T_+T_− ≥ 0. Still, the solution (2.5) tells us that (2.23) describes a tachyon of mass m^2 = −1.

In view of the potential (3.16) and the properties of the energy-momentum tensor discussed in section 3.1, it appears that the following regions can be identified:

• T = −1 is the singularity where the pressure blows up.

• T = 0 is the open-string vacuum (since (2.5) has been imposed as a solution).

• T = +∞ is the closed-string vacuum.

5For concreteness, we study the case T ∼ e^t, but the case T ∼ e^{−t} is handled similarly. 6In a sense, the fact that the kinetic term blows up at T = 0 is the “glue” that makes a tachyon placed at rest at T = 0 stay there.

– 9 –

Figure 1: Potential of equation (3.16).

An important expected property of the closed-string vacuum is that it should not admit any open-string particle excitations. As discussed in [40], there are basically two ways in which this property can be realized. In some field theory models [41]–[43] the second derivative of the tachyon potential blows up at the minimum, hence rendering infinite mass to any would-be plane-wave excitations. The second possibility, which we will investigate here analogously to what was done in [40], is that the absence of plane-wave solutions is due to the behaviour of the kinetic term around the minimum (i.e. T = ∞), as in [44]–[47].

First, note that in the large T limit, the lagrangian (2.23) becomes − π 2 L = 1 T [ ln T ( 1 + 1 2 ∂_μT ∂^μT − 1 T^2 ) − ∂_μT ∂^μT T^2 ] + · · · , . (3.18)

Making the field redefinitions

T ≡ (1 + T̃ )e^{T̃} ϕ ≡ e^{−T̃ /2} (3.19)

turns (3.18) into L = 8 π ( − 1 2 ∂_μϕ∂^μϕ − 1 4 ϕ^2 ) + · · · . (3.20)

In terms of ϕ, which expands around T = ∞, the lagrangian has the right canonical form, so this is the field definition to use for analysing excitations around the closed string vacuum. The hamiltonian H = 2 π 1 √ T^2 + ∂_μT ∂^μT − 1 cosh^{−1} [ T √ 1 + ∂_μT ∂^μT T^2 ] , (3.21)

– 10 – corresponding to the lagrangian (2.23), should be constant for solutions of the equations of motion, which means that T^2 + ∂_μT ∂^μT = C (3.22)

for some constant C. However, the plane-wave ansatz ϕ = ae^{ik·x} (3.23) makes the left-hand side of (3.22) become, using (3.19), 1 ϕ^4 [ (1 − 2 ln ϕ)^2 − 16k^2(1 − ln ϕ)^2 ] , (3.24)

which is not constant for any k^2 = −m^2. We are assuming a flat closed string background, so the concept of particle excitations in itself is well-defined. We therefore conclude that open-string particle excitations are absent at the closed-string vacuum T = ∞, as promised.

Finally, let us discuss the viability of lump solutions. In the superstring case, the Dirac-Born-Infeld action has been shown to allow kink solutions [39] (stable D-brane configurations). In the bosonic case, there should instead exist lump solutions (unstable Dbranes). However, the lagrangian (2.23) is designed to be valid for profiles in the vicinity of rolling tachyons (cf. section 4), and we can actually show that it does not contain lumps of the type locally resembling the kink solutions of [39].

By analogy with the superstring case [39], let us begin by analysing the energymomentum tensor, which in the bosonic time-independent case T = T (x) becomes

T_{αβ} = η_{αβ} L_{bosonic} ρ ≡ T_{tt} = −L_{bosonic} p ≡ T_{xx} = − 2 π 1 √ 1 − T^2 − T^{′2} cos^{−1} T √ 1 + T^{′2} T^2

= − 2 π 1 √ T^2 + T^{′2} − 1 cosh^{−1} T √ 1 + T^{′2} T^2

, (3.25)

where α,β = 0, . . . , p − 1, x^p ≡ x. The pressure p is given in two forms, depending on whether T^2 + T^{′2} ≤ 1 or T^2 + T^{′2} ≥ 1, respectively. Since we are looking for time-independent lump solutions, T = T (x), we should substitute Ṫ → ±iT^′ in the lagrangian (2.23). The conservation law ∂^αT_{αβ} = 0 now reduces to ∂p ∂x = 0 . (3.26)

Using (3.25), this means that to have a solution we need to have either^7 T = A cos(x) + B sin(x) (which is the Lorentz rotated version of (2.5)), or

T^2 + T^{′2} → ∞ . (3.27)

7This solution may also correspond to D-branes in the world-sheet theory [48], but we do not analyse it further here.

– 11 –

As in [39], it is clear that for example a linear profile of infinite slope would locally satsify (3.27) for T > −1. However, we can never find a profile that satisfies (3.27) globally, since a lump coming in from T = +∞ must eventually turn at some finite T . Analysing lumps therefore seems to require higher derivative corrections to the lagrangian (2.23).

4. Discussion

Our main result is the effective lagrangian (2.23) for the bosonic open-string tachyon. It is the unique covariant lagrangian not containing second or higher order derivatives whose equations of motion are satisfied by the solutions (2.5) and which on-shell is proportional to the disc partition function (with zero modes unintegrated) on half S-branes.

In the superstring case (non-BPS brane in type II string theory), this procedure leads to (2.29) which is related by a field redefinition to the standard form (1.1). According to [24], it describes tachyon profiles of the type

T = T_+(x^μ)e^{t/α} + T_−(x^μ)e^{−t/α} (4.1)

(with α = √ 2) where |∂_μT_+| ≪ 1 and |∂_μT_−| ≪ 1, expanded around a solution with T_− = 0 (or T_+ = 0). In particular, it has one free parameter a^{(n)}_0 at each order T^{2n} (see (2.8)), precisely as the 2n-point function of tachyons at order momentum squared in a spatially homogeneous background of half S-branes (i.e. T_− = 0). The bosonic lagrangian (2.23) should then analogously be designed to describe the same type of profiles (4.1) (with α = 1) for all values of T > −1, provided that |Ṫ | ≤ |T |. We will explain these conditions shortly.

We also noted in section 2.2 that the bosonic lagrangian (2.27) could be derived by a similar procedure valid for |T | ≫ 2 √ |T_+T_−| (see the discussion around equation (2.27)), and it therefore describes profiles of the type (4.1) when |T | ≫ 2 √ |T_+(x^μ)T_−(x^μ)|. Since it was related to the standard form (1.1) by the field redefinition (2.28), it appears that (1.1) can only be expected to describe bosonic profiles well in the vicinity of rolling tachyons for large positive T (cf. the discussion in [19]).

The most important test of (2.23) was the behaviour of the physical energy-momentum tensor (section 3.1). The pressure blew up in a finite time for tachyons rolling towards the singular side of the potential, and at the other side the pressure eventually decreased exponentially, as expected. Quantitative agreement was also good for half S-branes or full S-branes with either T_0 → 0 or T → ∞, i.e. close to half S-branes, which of course lies in line with the expectation (4.1).

In general, the lagrangian (2.23), and therefore also the physical energy-momentum tensor (cf. section 3.1), acquires imaginary parts outside of the region T ≥ −1 and |Ṫ | ≤ |T |. The former restriction corresponds to going past the singularity at T = −1 where the pressure blows up into the unphysical region T < −1. The latter restriction is related to the fact that for rolling tachyons of the type T = T_0 sinh(t), the kinetic term blows up at T = 0, i.e. tachyons which traverse the top of the potential hill cannot be assigned a well-defined energy. The singularity of the kinetic term can be traced back to the fact that the EOM condition in section 2.1 made the lagrangian non-analytic in T . Indeed,

– 12 – the Taylor expansion in b = −(Ṫ /T )^2, given in (2.21), diverges by the quotient test for |Ṫ | > |T |, leading us to restrict the validity region to |Ṫ | ≤ |T |. Analytic continuation beyond this region, while possible, introduces imaginary components.^8

Imposing the BSFT condition (2.10) for full S-branes would rid the lagrangian of imaginary parts. Since the freedom of the ansatz L(T, ∂_μT ∂^μT ) was saturated already by half S-branes, this would require adjusting the ansatz such that more freedom is provided. The right type of freedom could possibly be provided by allowing for higher derivatives. This would also change the equations of motion, possibly in such a way so as to remove the non-analyticity in T .

However, perhaps there is another ansatz than L = L(T, ∂_μT ∂^μT ) which contains the same amount of freedom. Suppose, for example, that we make the ansatz L = L(T, ∂_μT ∂^μT, ∂^2T ). Instead of (2.4), we then get

L_{2n+γ} = l=l_1∑

l=l_0 m=m_1∑

m=m_0 a^{(n)}_{lm} (∂_μT ∂^μT )^l(∂^2T )^mT^{2n+γ−2l−m} (4.2)

at order T^{2n+γ} . Requiring that the equations of motion are consistent as described in section 2.1 leads to

0 = a^{(n)}_{l+1,m}2(m − 1)(l + 1)(2l + 1) +

+ a^{(n)}_{l,m} [(2n + γ − 2l)2l(m − 1) + m(2n + γ − 2l − 1)(2l + 1) + (2n + γ − 2l − m)] +

+ a^{(n)}_{l−1,m}m(2n + γ − 2l + 1)(2n + γ − 2l) . (4.3)

The case m = 0 is the case already treated in section 2.1, i.e. a^{(n)}_{l,0} = a^{(n)}_l in (2.7) (with only one free parameter, a^{(n)}_0 ). But we see from (4.3) that there is another possibility, m = 1, which also has only one free parameter at each order. This example therefore shows that there may be higher derivative lagrangians which also describe profiles of the type (4.1), possibly without the restriction |Ṫ | ≤ |T |.

Acknowledgments

I am very grateful to J. Minahan for several enlightening discussions and many useful comments on the manuscript. I would also like to thank L. Freyhult, J. Gregory, F. Kristiansson, U. Lindström and V. Schomerus for conversations.

A. A useful Taylor expansion

We want to show that L ≡ 1 1 + a √ 1 + a + b = n=∞∑ n=0 (−1)^{n+1}(2n − 1)!!

2^n l=n∑ l=0 1 l!(n − l)!(2l − 1) a^{n−l}b^l . (A.1)

8However, note that static profiles T = T (x) are not restricted to |T^′| ≤ |T |.

– 13 –

This formula was basically derived as a part of [24], but since it is used several times in section 2.2, we repeat the derivation here. Begin by Taylor expanding the left-hand side in a and b and use that (−1)! = (−2)! = · · · = ∞ to drop terms give L = n=∞∑ n=0 (−1)^n ∞∑ m=0 (2m − 3)!!(−1)^{m+1} 2^m k=p∑ k=0 1 k!(m − k)! a^{n+m−k}b^k . (A.2) Upon substituting p ≡ n + m, L = p=∞∑ p=0 (−1)^{p+1} k=p∑ k=0 1 k! m=p∑ m=0 (2m − 3)!! 2^m(m − k)!

a^{p−k}b^k . (A.3)

The last term can be rewritten using m → m + k and the identity m=p−k ∑ m=0 [2(m + k) − 3]!!

2^mm! = 2^{k−p}(2p − 1)!! (p − k)!(2k − 1)

, (A.4)

which collapses one of the sums. This leaves us with L = p=∞∑ p=0 (−1)^{p+1}(2p − 1)!!

2^p k=p∑ k=0 1 k!(p − k)!(2k − 1) a^{p−k}b^k , (A.5)

which is the same as the right-hand side of (A.1), upon replacing p → n and k → l.

References

[1] A. Sen, Rolling tachyon, J. High Energy Phys. 04 (2002) 048 [hep-th/0203211].

[2] A. Sen, Tachyon matter, J. High Energy Phys. 07 (2002) 065 [hep-th/0203265].

[3] C.G. Callan Jr., I.R. Klebanov, A.W.W. Ludwig and J.M. Maldacena, Exact solution of a boundary conformal field theory, Nucl. Phys. B 422 (1994) 417 [hep-th/9402113].

[4] J. Polchinski and L. Thorlacius, Free fermion representation of a boundary conformal field theory, Phys. Rev. D 50 (1994) 622 [hep-th/9404008].

[5] A. Recknagel and V. Schomerus, Boundary deformation theory and moduli spaces of D-branes, Nucl. Phys. B 545 (1999) 233 [hep-th/9811237].

[6] A. Sen, Descent relations among bosonic D-branes, Int. J. Mod. Phys. A 14 (1999) 4061 [hep-th/9902105].

[7] A.B. Zamolodchikov and A.B. Zamolodchikov, Liouville field theory on a pseudosphere,

hep-th/0101152.

[8] J.L. Karczmarek, H. Liu, J. Maldacena and A. Strominger, UV finite brane decay,

hep-th/0306132.

[9] A. Strominger and T. Takayanagi, Correlators in timelike bulk Liouville theory, Adv. Theor.

Math. Phys. 7 (2003) 369 [hep-th/0303221].

[10] M. Gutperle and A. Strominger, Timelike boundary Liouville theory, Phys. Rev. D 67 (2003) 126002 [hep-th/0301038].

– 14 –

[11] A. Strominger, Open string creation by S-branes, hep-th/0209090.

[12] I.R. Klebanov, J. Maldacena and N. Seiberg, D-brane decay in two-dimensional string theory, J. High Energy Phys. 07 (2003) 045 [hep-th/0305159].

[13] J. Kluson, Particle production on half S-brane, hep-th/0306002. [14] V. Schomerus, Rolling tachyons from Liouville theory, hep-th/0306026. [15] J. Kluson, The Schrödinger wave functional and S-branes, Class. and Quant. Grav. 20 (2003) 4285 [hep-th/0307079].

[16] J. Kluson, The Schrödinger wave functional and closed string rolling tachyon,

hep-th/0308023.

[17] S. Fredenhagen and V. Schomerus, On minisuperspace models of S-branes, hep-th/0308205. [18] J. Kluson, Note on D-brane effective action in the linear dilaton background,

hep-th/0310066.

[19] A. Sen, Time and tachyon, Int. J. Mod. Phys. A 18 (2003) 4869 [hep-th/0209122]. [20] A. Sen, Time evolution in open string theory, J. High Energy Phys. 10 (2002) 003 [hep-th/0207105].

[21] E.A. Bergshoeff, M. de Roo, T.C. de Wit, E. Eyras and S. Panda, T-duality and actions for non-BPS D-branes, J. High Energy Phys. 05 (2000) 009 [hep-th/0003221].

[22] M.R. Garousi, Tachyon couplings on non-BPS D-branes and Dirac-Born-Infeld action, Nucl.

Phys. B 584 (2000) 284 [hep-th/0003122].

[23] J. Kluson, Proposal for non-BPS D-brane action, Phys. Rev. D 62 (2000) 126003 [hep-th/0004106].

[24] D. Kutasov and V. Niarchos, Tachyon effective actions in open string theory, Nucl. Phys. B 666 (2003) 56 [hep-th/0304045].

[25] N. Lambert, H. Liu and J. Maldacena, Closed strings from decaying D-branes,

hep-th/0303139.

[26] N.D. Lambert and I. Sachs, On higher derivative terms in tachyon effective actions, J. High Energy Phys. 06 (2001) 060 [hep-th/0104218].

[27] E. Witten, On background independent open string field theory, Phys. Rev. D 46 (1992) 5467 [hep-th/9208027].

[28] E. Witten, Some computations in background independent off-shell string theory, Phys. Rev.

D 47 (1993) 3405 [hep-th/9210065].

[29] S.L. Shatashvili, Comment on the background independent open string theory, Phys. Lett. B 311 (1993) 83 [hep-th/9303143].

[30] S.L. Shatashvili, On the problems with background independence in string theory,

hep-th/9311177.

[31] D. Kutasov, M. Marino and G.W. Moore, Some exact results on tachyon condensation in string field theory, J. High Energy Phys. 10 (2000) 045 [hep-th/0009148].

[32] D. Kutasov, M. Marino and G.W. Moore, Remarks on tachyon condensation in superstring field theory, hep-th/0010108.

– 15 –

[33] A.A. Gerasimov and S.L. Shatashvili, On exact tachyon potential in open string field theory, J. High Energy Phys. 10 (2000) 034 [hep-th/0009103].

[34] J.A. Minahan, Rolling the tachyon in super BSFT, J. High Energy Phys. 07 (2002) 030 [hep-th/0205098].

[35] S. Sugimoto and S. Terashima, Tachyon matter in boundary string field theory, J. High Energy Phys. 07 (2002) 025 [hep-th/0205085].

[36] A.A. Tseytlin, Sigma model approach to string theory, Int. J. Mod. Phys. A 4 (1989) 1257. [37] A.A. Tseytlin, Sigma model approach to string theory effective actions with tachyons, J.

Math. Phys. 42 (2001) 2854 [hep-th/0011033].

[38] F. Larsen, A. Naqvi and S. Terashima, Rolling tachyons and decaying branes, J. High Energy Phys. 02 (2003) 039 [hep-th/0212248].

[39] A. Sen, Dirac-Born-Infeld action on the tachyon kink and vortex, Phys. Rev. D 68 (2003) 066008 [hep-th/0303057].

[40] A. Sen, Field theory of tachyon matter, Mod. Phys. Lett. A 17 (2002) 1797 [hep-th/0204143].

[41] J.A. Minahan and B. Zwiebach, Field theory models for tachyon and gauge field string dynamics, J. High Energy Phys. 09 (2000) 029 [hep-th/0008231].

[42] J.A. Minahan and B. Zwiebach, Effective tachyon dynamics in superstring theory, J. High Energy Phys. 03 (2001) 038 [hep-th/0009246].

[43] J.A. Minahan and B. Zwiebach, Gauge fields and fermions in tachyon effective field theories, J. High Energy Phys. 02 (2001) 034 [hep-th/0011226].

[44] L. Brekke, P.G.O. Freund, M. Olson and E. Witten, Nonarchimedean string dynamics, Nucl.

Phys. B 302 (1988) 365.

[45] P.H. Frampton and Y. Okada, Effective scalar field theory of p-adic string, Phys. Rev. D 37 (1988) 3077.

[46] D. Ghoshal and A. Sen, Tachyon condensation and brane descent relations in p-adic string theory, Nucl. Phys. B 584 (2000) 300 [hep-th/0003278].

[47] J.A. Minahan, Mode interactions of the tachyon condensate in p-adic string theory, J. High Energy Phys. 03 (2001) 028 [hep-th/0102071].

[48] J.A. Harvey, D. Kutasov and E.J. Martinec, On the relevance of tachyons, hep-th/0003101.

– 16 –