Published by Institute of Physics Publishing for SISSA/ISAS Received: January 12, 2005 Accepted: January 26, 2005

Massless boundary sine-Gordon model coupled to external fields

Hisashi Kogetsu

Department of Physics, Kyoto University Kyoto 606-8502, Japan E-mail: kogetsu@gauge.scphys.kyoto-u.ac.jp

Shunsuke Teraguchi

Department of Physics, National Taiwan University Taipei 106, Taiwan, and National Center for Theoretical Sciences at Taipei, National Taiwan University Taipei 106, Taiwan E-mail: teraguch@phys.ntu.edu.tw

Abstract: We investigate a generalization of the massless boundary sine-Gordon model with conformal invariance, which has been used to describe an array of D-branes (or rolling tachyon). We consider a similar action whose couplings are replaced with external fields depending on the boundary coordinate. Even in the presence of the external fields, this model is still solvable, though it does not maintain the whole conformal symmetry. We obtain, to all orders in perturbation theory in terms of the external fields, a simpler expression of the boundary state and the disc partition function. As a by-product, we fix the relation between the bare couplings and the renormalized couplings which has been appeared in papers on tachyon lump and rolling tachyon.

Keywords: Field Theories in Lower Dimensions, Conformal Field Models in String Theory, Tachyon Condensation, Integrable Field Theories.

© SISSA/ISAS 2005 http://jhep.sissa.it/archive/papers/jhep012005048 /jhep012005048 .pdf

Contents

1. Introduction 1

2. Regularization and some perturbative calculations 2

3. Boundary state to all orders in perturbation theory 4

4. Disc partition function and correlation functions 8

5. Summary and discussion 10

1. Introduction

Investigations of two dimensional quantum field theories play significant roles in several fields of physics. Especially, solvable models with boundary interactions find various applications in condensed matter physics (for example, [1]), string theory and purely theoretical interests. Boundary sine-Gordon model [2] is one of such models.

Recent years, in the field of string theory, the massless boundary sine-Gordon model with conformal invariance has been often used to represent an array of localized D-branes [3] or a time-dependent solution of string theory called rolling tachyon [4, 5]. (For a recent review of these topics, see [6].) The action of this model is given by^1 S = 1 8π ∫ dσdτ∂_aX∂^aX − 1 2 ∫ dθ ( ge^{iX(θ)√2} + ḡe^{−iX(θ)√2} ) . (1.1)

(For the case of rolling tachyon, the Wick-rotated version of this action is used. In this paper, we shall concentrate on the above one.) This model has been investigated in the papers [7]–[10] in detail and proved to have conformal invariance. The boundary state for the boundary condition derived from this action was calculated in [8], ⟨B| = ⟨N|e^{−iπ(gr J +0 +ḡrJ −0 )} , (1.2) where ⟨N| is the Neumann boundary state in the free theory at the self-dual radius, R = √ 2. J^+_0 and J^−_0 are zero-modes of holomorphic SU(2) currents. g_r and ḡ_r are some renormalized couplings which should be determined by the original couplings, g and ḡ, appearing in the action (1.1). It is well-known that the absolute value of the renormalized couplings are in the range of [0, 1/2]. However, the explicit relation between these two kinds of couplings has not been given except for the case of some special limits.

1In this paper, we take closed string picture, 0 ≤ σ ≤ 2π. The boundary lies at τ = 0, where we conventionally describe the coordinate σ as θ. And we use the convention of α^′ = 2.

– 1 –

In this paper, we consider a model with the following generalized boundary interaction,

S_{int} = − 1 2 ∫ dθ [ g(θ) exp ( iX(θ) √ 2 ) + ḡ(θ) exp ( −iX(θ) √ 2 )] , (1.3)

where the external field g(θ) is an arbitrary function whose period is 2π and ḡ(θ) is the complex conjugate of g(θ). Due to the explicit coordinate dependence of the external field, this model does not have conformal symmetry. Nevertheless, we can define this theory as a conformal perturbation theory and solve it to all orders in perturbation theory. We calculate the boundary state for this theory with the help of differential equations. In this process, we can also fix the relation between the bare couplings and the renormalized ones in the original theory (1.2), mentioned above. Because the boundary state possesses the all information about the boundary interaction, we can easily calculate other quantities of this theory.

The outline of this paper is as follows. In section 2, we perturbatively evaluate the boundary state for the massless boundary sine-Gordon model with arbitrary external fields. In this calculation we shall fix our regularization scheme and notations. In section 3, we derive the boundary state to all orders in perturbation theory by introducing another technique, namely, solving differential equations. In section 4, we calculate the disc partition function and the correlation functions of this model, using the results of section 3, and mention a symmetry of this model. In section 5, we summarize and discuss our results in this paper.

2. Regularization and some perturbative calculations

In this section, we shall apply the technique used in [8] to our model (1.3) and obtain some perturbative results for its boundary state. Though the application is straightforward, we shall provide this section for fixing our conventions and regularization scheme.

In order to make the following calculations well-defined, we slightly shift the positions of the boundary interactions to the inside of the disc by a short distance ϵ,

: exp ( ±iX(θ, −ϵ) √ 2 ) : . (2.1)

This distance ϵ is the parameter for our regularization. Note that, in order to define the above operators, we have used a “bulk” normal ordering where the divergences from image charges are not subtracted. Therefore, they do not coincide with the original operators on the boundary, even in the limit of ϵ → 0. In the limit of g(θ) → 0, the relation between these two different normal orderings should be given by

O[X(θ)] = lim_{ϵ→0} exp ( 1 2 log |2ϵ|^2 ( ∂ ∂X )_2) : O[X(θ, −ϵ)] : . (2.2)

The left-hand operator is defined by the boundary normal ordering where effects of image charges are taken into account. Therefore, for the interaction terms of our model, we should multiply the regularized operators (2.1) by a divergent factor, 1/ √ 2ϵ. This regularization is essentially the same one as in the original paper [8].

– 2 –

The boundary state ⟨B| is defined by acting the exponential of the boundary interaction (1.3) on the Neumann boundary state ⟨N|, ⟨B| = ⟨N| exp ( 1 2 ∫ dθ [ g(θ) √ 2ϵ exp ( iX(θ, −ϵ) √ 2 ) + ḡ(θ) √ 2ϵ exp ( −iX(θ, −ϵ) √ 2 )]) . (2.3)

Following the argument in [8], we compactify the target space X into the self-dual radius, X ∼ X + 2π √ 2, and perturbatively simplify this state using the SU(2) current algebra. In the O(g(θ)) term, we have 1 2 ⟨N| ∫ dθ g(θ) √ 2ϵ : e^{i X(θ,−ϵ)√2} := = 1 2 ⟨N| ∫ dθ g(θ) √ 2ϵ : e^{i XR(θ,−ϵ)√2} :: e^{i XL(θ,−ϵ)√2} : = 1 2 ⟨N| ∫ dθe^{− πi4} g(θ) √ 2ϵ : e^{i XL(θ,ϵ)√2} :: e^{i XL(θ,−ϵ)√2} : = −iπ⟨N| ∮ dz 2πi g(z) : e^i √ 2X_L(z) : . (2.4)

In the second line of (2.4), we have separated the operator into holomorphic and antiholomorphic parts. The second equality comes from a property of the Neumann boundary state, namely ⟨N|X_R(θ, −τ) = ⟨N|X_L(θ, τ). The phase e^{πi}4 is due to an effect of the normal ordering^2 and it cancels another phase from the OPE among two holomorphic operators. In the last line, we have used a holomorphic coordinate z = e^{−iσ+τ} , which is nothing but e^{−iθ} on the boundary. We have also rewritten the external field in terms of z. The full expression for the O(g(θ), ḡ(θ)) terms is given by, −iπ⟨N| ∮ dz 2πi ( g(z)j^+(z) + ḡ(z)j^−(z) ) , (2.5)

where j^+(z) =: e^{i√2XL(z)} : and j^−(z) =: e^{−i√2XL(z)} :. Note that this final expression does not contain divergent quantities any more.

Next, we shall consider the second-order terms, ⟨N| 1 2! S_{int}S_{int} = (2.6) = − iπ 2! ⟨N| ∮ dz 2πi ( g(z)j^+(z)+ḡ(z)j^−(z) ) 1 2 ∫ dθ [ g(θ) √ 2ϵ : exp ( iX(θ, −ϵ) √ 2 ) :+c.c. ] . Because anti-holomorphic operators commute with holomorphic charges, we can repeat the same argument as in (2.4) for these terms. For the first half of these terms, we have − iπ 2! ⟨N| 1 2 ∫ dθ e^{− πi}4 √ 2ϵ [ g(θ) ∮ dz 2πi ( g(z)j^+(z) + ḡ(z)j^−(z) ) : e^{i XL(θ,ϵ)√2} :: e^{i XL(θ,−ϵ)√2} : − − g(θ)ḡ(θ) : e^{−i XL(θ,ϵ)√2} :: e^{i XL(θ,−ϵ)√2} : ] . (2.7)

2There is an ambiguity related to the choice of branches. Here, we just pick up the one for reality of the boundary state.

– 3 –

The main difference from the previous calculations is that, we have an OPE between operators with the opposite charges. This kind of OPE brings some divergent terms as follows,

(iπ)^2 2! ⟨N| ∮ dw 2πi [ g(w)j^+(w) ∮ dz 2πi ( g(z)j^+(z)+ḡ(z)j^−(z) ) −g(w)ḡ(w) ( 1 2ϵw +j^3(w) )] , (2.8) where j^3(w) is one of the SU(2) currents defined by i∂X(w)/ √ 2. The whole expression for the second-order terms is given by, ⟨N| 1 2! [( −iπ ∮ dz 2πi ( g(z)j^+(z) + ḡ(z)j^−(z) ))^2 − 2(iπ)^2(2ϵ)^{−1} ∫ dθ 2π g(θ)ḡ(θ) ] . (2.9)

While the linear term of j^3(w) in (2.8) has been canceled out by its complex conjugate, we still have a divergent term.

In principle, we can continue these arguments and obtain, order by order, the expression of the boundary state, which is represented by SU(2) charges. However, as the order becomes higher, the expression becomes more complex and the divergences become worse. For example, for the third order terms, we have ⟨N| 1 3! [( −iπ ∮ dz 2πi ( g(z)j^+(z) + ḡ(z)j^−(z) ) )_3 + + (−iπ)^3 ∮ dz 2πi ( ggḡ(z)j^+(z) + ḡḡg(z)j^−(z) ) − − 6(−iπ)^3(2ϵ)^{−1} ∫ dθ 2π g(θ)ḡ(θ) ∮ dz 2πi ( g(z)j^+(z) + ḡ(z)j^−(z) ) ] . (2.10)

In the next section, we shall derive the whole expression of this boundary state to all orders in perturbation theory using some differential equations and explicitly show that we can remove the divergences by introducing only one counter term corresponding to a constant shift of the boundary potential.

3. Boundary state to all orders in perturbation theory

In the original work [8] on the conformal invariant theory (1.1), it is proved that the above divergences are absorbed as a constant shift in the potential, and terms in the perturbation series are exponentiated and take the following simple form, ⟨B| = ⟨N|e^{−iπ(gr J +0 +ḡrJ −0 )} , (3.1) where g_r and ḡ_r are renormalized couplings which should be non-trivial functions of original couplings g and ḡ. However, in their work, the explicit dependence of the constant shift and the renormalized couplings on the original couplings has not been given. Though the constant shift of the potential does not affect the physics of this two dimensional theory, it should correspond to a condensation of the spatially homogeneous tachyon in the string-theory’s point of view. Thus, it seem to be worth while to investigate it in

– 4 – more detail. Furthermore, in this paper, we consider the generalized theory with the coordinate-dependent interaction (1.3). Then, the relation between “couplings” becomes more important, because “couplings” are not just constant but some functions of θ, and the relation can contain more information.

In order to obtain the expression for the boundary state of our generalized model to all orders of original couplings g(θ) and ḡ(θ), we shall introduce a new technique here. The previous result (3.1) and our perturbative results in the previous section suggest that the boundary state in terms of original couplings is given by ⟨B|=⟨N| exp [∫ dθ ( 1 2 α(g(θ), ḡ(θ))e^i √ 2X_L(θ) + 1 2 ᾱ(g(θ), ḡ(θ))e^{−i} √ 2X_L(θ) +β(g(θ), ḡ(θ)) )] . (3.2) The functions, α(θ) and ᾱ(θ), are some functions which are fixed by the original external fields, g(θ) and ḡ(θ). They are reduced to the renormalized couplings, g_r and ḡ_r, when external fields are just constants. We have added a function, β(g, ḡ), in order to represent possible constant shifts of the potential. Our strategy is to find differential equations which our functions, α(g, ḡ), ᾱ(g, ḡ) and β(g, ḡ), should satisfy by comparing the two expressions of the derivative of the boundary state. Using these differential equations, we can obtain the exact expression for the boundary state.

First, we start from the original definition (2.3) of the boundary state. By differentiating it with respect to the external field, g(θ), we have δ δg(θ) ⟨B| = ⟨B| 1 2 √ 2ϵ ∫_1 0 dse −s 2 ∫ dθ ( g√ 2ϵ e iX√ 2 +^ḡ√_{2ϵ} e −iX √ 2 ) e^{iX(θ)√2} e s 2 ∫ dθ ( g√ 2ϵ e iX√ 2 +^ḡ√_{2ϵ} e −iX √ 2 ) . (3.3) Especially, the following combination of the derivatives takes a simple form: ∫ dθ ( g(θ) δ δg(θ) + ḡ(θ) δ δḡ(θ) ) ⟨B| = ⟨B| 1 2 ∫ dθ ( g(θ) √ 2ϵ e^{iX(θ)√2} + ḡ(θ) √ 2ϵ e^{−iX(θ)√2} ) . (3.4)

In the r.h.s. of the above expression, we can replace the original definition for ⟨B| with the ansatz (3.2). Because the holomorphic operators, e^{± iXL√2} , behave as spin 1/2 states for the holomorphic SU(2)_L charges, using the following equation, exp ( −iπ ( 0 α ᾱ 0 )) = ( cos(π √ αᾱ) −i √ α/ᾱ sin(π √ αᾱ) −i √ ᾱ/α sin(π √ αᾱ) cos(π √ αᾱ) ) , (3.5)

we can easily repeat the same arguments made in the previous section. Thus, the combination of the derivatives of the boundary state is given by −iπ⟨B| ∮ dz 2πi ( g cos(π √ αᾱ)j^+(z) + ḡ cos(π √ αᾱ)j^−(z) + i sin(π √ αᾱ) × × ( 1 2ϵz ( g √ ᾱ α + ḡ √ α ᾱ ) + ( g √ ᾱ α − ḡ √ α ᾱ ) j^3(z) )) . (3.6)

We assume that the two functions α(g, ḡ) and ᾱ(g, ḡ) are related by a single function f(x) which depends only on the absolute value of g(θ), x(θ) = |g(θ)|, namely, α(g, ḡ) = gf(x) , ᾱ(g, ḡ) = ḡf(x) , (3.7)

– 5 – so that the last term of (3.6) vanishes. Next, we shall evaluate the same combination of the derivatives of the boundary state by differentiating the ansatz (3.2) directly. The above assumption (3.7) about the dependence of the functions α and ᾱ also makes this evaluation quite simple. The quantity at issue is evaluated as follows: −iπ⟨B| ∫_1 0 dse^{iπs} ∮_{dz} 2πi (αj^++ᾱj^−) × × ∮ dz 2πi ( g d(xf) dx j^+ + ḡ d(xf) dx j^− + 2i z x dβ dx ) e^{−iπs} ∮_{dz} 2πi (αj^++ᾱj^−) = (3.8)

= −iπ⟨B| ∮ dz 2πi ( g d(xf) dx j^+(z) + ḡ d(xf) dx j^−(z) + 2i z x dβ dx + iπ ∂x ∂z x ( d(xf) dx )_2) . Here, we have also assumed that the function β(g, ḡ) depends only on x(θ). Comparing these two expressions for the derivative of the boundary state, we have following differential equations d(xf(x)) dx = cos(πxf(x)) , (3.9) dβ(x) dx = 1 2ϵ sin(πxf(x)) − πz 2 ∂x ∂z ( d(xf) dx )_2

. (3.10)

Using these two differential equations, we can fix the functions, α(θ), ᾱ(θ) and β(θ), in terms of the external fields, g(θ) and ḡ(θ). With the suitable initial condition, the solution of (3.9) is given by f(x) = 2 πx arctan [ tanh (π 2 x )] . (3.11)

Thus, we can determine the functions, α(θ) and ᾱ(θ), which appear in the exponent of the boundary state, as α(g(z), ḡ(z)) = 2 π g(z) |g(z)| arctan [ tanh (π 2 |g(z)| )] , (3.12) ᾱ(g(z), ḡ(z)) = 2 π ḡ(z) |g(z)| arctan [ tanh (π 2 |g(z)| )] . (3.13)

This relation is one of our main results in this paper. If we turn off the non-zero modes of the external fields, g(z) and ḡ(z), these equations give the relation between the renormalized couplings, g_r and ḡ_r, and the bare ones, g and ḡ:

g_r = 2g π|g| arctan [ tanh ( π 2 |g| )] , (3.14)

ḡ_r = 2ḡ π|g| arctan [ tanh ( π 2 |g| )] . (3.15)

In the small coupling limit, |g| → 0, g_r approaches g. On the contrary, in the large coupling limit, |g| → ∞, the renormalized coupling, |g_r|, approaches 1/2. This property is exactly what the authors of [8] has conjectured for the renormalized couplings as a finite renormalization effect. They have shown that the boundary state (3.1) represents

– 6 – the Dirichlet boundary condition when its renormalized coupling |g_r| is 1/2. On the other hand, since, in the large coupling limit, the interaction potential forces the boundary value of the field to be fixed, the corresponding boundary state should be the Dirichlet boundary state. It means that the renormalized coupling should approach 1/2 in this limit. Our results (3.14) and (3.15) explicitly describe this renormalization effect.

Next, we consider the equation (3.10) for constant shifts of the boundary potential. It is convenient to split the function β as β = β_1 + β_2, and to consider the following two equations:

dβ_1(x) dx = 1 2ϵ sin(πxf(x)) , (3.16)

dβ_2(x) dx = − πz 2 ∂x ∂z ( d(xf) dx )_2 = − z 2 ∂ ∂z sin(πxf(x)) . (3.17)

The integrations of them give

β_1(g(z), ḡ(z)) = 1 2πϵ log(cosh(π|g(z)|)), (3.18)

β_2(g(z), ḡ(z)) = − z 2π ∂ ∂z log(cosh(π|g(z)|)) . (3.19)

The function β_1 depends on the regularization parameter ϵ and diverges in the limit of ϵ → 0. However, this divergence is absorbed by a counter-term, or a constant shift of the boundary interaction and it is harmless, as expected. Furthermore, the function β_2 affects nothing, because it gives a integration of a total derivative. From the view point of string theory, the function β corresponds to the spatially homogeneous tachyon. It tells us how much we should add the spatially homogeneous tachyon in addition to the spacedependent one. Equivalently, this information can be absorbed into a definition of the boundary operators. For example, e^{iX(θ)/} √ 2 ≡ lim_{ϵ→0} [ 1 √ 2ϵ : e^{iX(θ,−ϵ)/} √ 2 : − 1 2πϵg(θ) log(cosh(π|g(θ)|)) ] , (3.20)

and a similar definition for the operator e^{−iX(θ)/√2}. Under such a prescription, our final expression for the boundary state for the theory with the interaction (1.3) is ⟨B| = ⟨N| exp [ −2i ∮ dz 2πi ( g(z) |g(z)| arctan ( tanh (π 2 |g(z)| )) j^+(z) + + ḡ(z) |g(z)| arctan ( tanh (π 2 |g(z)| )) j^−(z) )] . (3.21)

Strictly speaking, our procedure is not strong enough to determine this boundary state completely, except for the case that g(θ) is just real constant g. Our differential equations are nothing but consistency conditions on our ansatz (3.2). However, we have checked that our result (3.21) correctly reproduces the perturbative results in the previous section to at least first few orders. Therefore, we just conjecture that our result (3.21) is the correct one even with external fields, g(θ) and ḡ(θ).

– 7 –

In fact, we can directly check whether the state (3.21) satisfies the boundary condition derived from the action with external fields. The boundary condition is given by 1 √ 2π dX(θ) dτ − ig(θ)e^{i X(θ)√2} + iḡ(θ)e^{−i X(θ)√2} = 0 . (3.22) However, there is an ambiguity related to the definition of the boundary operators. Because this boundary condition is for the interacting theory, the boundary operators appearing in the above condition must be the operators which are defined in this interacting theory. We prefer to define these operators using differentiation with respect to the external fields. Under this prescription, the boundary condition for the boundary state is represented as ⟨B| −1 √ 2π dX(θ) dτ = 2 ( ig(θ) δ δg(θ) − iḡ(θ) δ δḡ(θ) ) ⟨B| . (3.23) A short calculation leads the both sides of (3.23) equally into the following form: − z π ⟨B| ( 1 2 √ α ᾱ sin(2π √ αᾱ)j^+(z) − 1 2 √ ᾱ α sin(2π √ αᾱ)j^−(z) − − 2i sin^2(π √ αᾱ)j^3(z) + i 2 sin^2(π √ αᾱ) ( ∂ᾱ ᾱ − ∂α α )) . (3.24)

Thus, our “boundary state” actually satisfies the boundary condition. Note that, in this calculation, we have no need to use the concrete relations (3.14) and (3.15) between external fields and renormalized ones. Therefore, we cannot fix their relations from this condition.

4. Disc partition function and correlation functions

In this section, we shall consider the disc partition function and some correlation functions^3 of this model. To calculate the disc partition function Z[g(θ)] = ⟨B|0⟩, we must reexpress the boundary state only in terms of non-negative modes. In the case that g(θ) is a real function, we can easily do it using our expression (3.21). In the rest of this section, we shall focus on such a case. Then, the boundary state can be rewritten as ⟨B| = ⟨N| exp ( −2πi ∞∑ n=−∞ α_nJ^1_n )

= ⟨N| exp ( 2πi ∞∑ n=1 α_{−n}J̃^1_n ) exp ( −2πi ∞∑ n=1 α_nJ^1_n ) ×

× exp ( iπα_0 ( J̃^1_0 − J^1_0 ) − 4π^2 ∞∑ n=1 nα_nα_{−n} ) , (4.1)

where J^1_n(J̃^1_n) are charges of holomorphic(anti-holomorphic) SU(2) symmetry and the coefficients α_n are Fourier coefficients of the function α(θ), namely, α(θ) = ∑ n α_ne^{−inθ}. Using the free energy,

w[g(θ)] = 4π^2 ∞∑ n=1 nα_nα_{−n} = 4π^2 ∞∑ n=1 n ∫ dθ 2π ∫ dθ^′ 2π α(θ)α(θ^′) cos n(θ^′ − θ) , (4.2)

3More general correlation functions of the original model (1.1) has been discussed in [8, 12].

– 8 – the disc partition function of this system is written as

Z[g(θ)]_{Disc} = ⟨B|0⟩ = exp (−w[g(θ)]) , (4.3)

where we have simply normalized the inner product ⟨N|0⟩, which is independent of g(z), as 1. If the external field is just constant, the partition function (or the free energy) does not depend on the coupling g. In on-shell case, we can regard a partition function as an action for a string field theory [11]. The independence of the partition function from the constant coupling g just tells us that, at the self-dual radius, the total energy of the D-brane does not change during the tachyon condensation into the lower dimensional D-brane [3]. Note that, for this independence, we must carefully select the tachyon profile (3.20).

The 1-point function of the boundary operator is directly calculated from the derivative of the free energy: ⟨ cos ( X(θ) √ 2 )⟩ = − δw δg(θ) = −4π^2 cos(πα(θ)) ∞∑ n=1 n ∫ dθ^′ 2π α(θ^′) cos n(θ^′ − θ) . (4.4)

This 1-point function vanishes if we take the external field as a constant. The connected 2-point function is given by ⟨ cos ( X(θ_1) √ 2 ) cos ( X(θ_2) √ 2 )⟩ connected

= 4π^2 cos(πα(θ_1)) cos(πα(θ_2)) 1 sin^2(^{θ1−θ2}_2 ) + + πδ(θ_1 −θ_2) sin(πα(θ_1)) ⟨ cos ( X(θ_1) √ 2 )⟩ .(4.5)

These correlation functions agree with the usual ones in the free limit of g(θ) → 0. In this limit, 1-point function just vanishes and 2-point function becomes^4 ⟨ cos ( X(θ_1) √ 2 ) cos ( X(θ_2) √ 2 )⟩ free ∼ 1 sin^2(^{θ1−θ2}_2 )

, (4.6)

as expected. On the other hand, in the large coupling limit of g → ∞ of the constant coupling, they cease to propagate, where cos(πα) = 0.

Before ending this section, we shall report a curious property of the partition function (4.3). The lagrangian for our model has an explicit dependence on the boundary coordinate through the external field g(θ). Therefore, this model looks like a model which does not have conformal invariance except for the case that g(θ) is a constant. However, our disc partition function still knows the conformal invariance in the following sense. Let us consider the SL(2, R) transformations of the external field, which map the boundary of the disk into itself. The infinitesimal transformation of the external field is given by

δg(z) = (ϵ_0 + ϵ_1z + ϵ_2z^2)∂g(z) , (4.7)

where parameters satisfy ϵ̄_0 = −ϵ_2, ϵ̄_1 = −ϵ_1. It is easily shown that these transformations of the external field do not change the partition function (4.3). This fact suggests that, though our theory does not possesses the full symmetry under the conformal transformation, it still has a symmetry under the subgroup of the transformation, namely, SL(2, R).

4Note that these arguments are rather formal. We have freely used integrations by parts to derive the 2-point function (4.5). We should evaluate well-defined quantities with integrations over the coordinate.

– 9 –

5. Summary and discussion

In this paper, we have extended the argument by [8] into the case where their couplings are replaced with arbitrary periodic functions. Even in this generalized theory, their argument to rewrite the state in terms only of holomorphic fields still works. Using differential equations, we have obtained the boundary state, to all orders in perturbation theory, with the relations between the “bare external fields” coupled to the boundary interaction and the “renormalized external fields” which form charges with SU(2) currents. This explicit determination of the boundary state for the generalized theory (1.3) is our main result. Using this boundary state, we have also calculated the disc partition function (or the free energy) of this system.

So far we have solved this theory, to all orders in perturbation theory, in spite of the existence of the boundary interaction (1.3). However, this is not so surprising. The free energy w[g(θ)] of this system is written by a quadratic form of α(θ). This fact suggests that there exists a free theory coupled to the external field, not g(θ), but α(θ), which becomes equivalent to our theory after path integration. Actually, such a theory exists for the original theory (1.1). Using fermionization, the authors of [9] mapped the theory into a fermionic system with quadratic interactions. Our results in this paper give a precise relation between these two theories.

In the presence of external fields, the corresponding boundary state does not satisfy reparametrization invariance conditions, ⟨B|(L_n − L̃_{−n}) = 0. Thus, this state should be an off-shell state, though it satisfies the boundary condition (3.22). Although, at present, we have no specific applications of this model to the field of string theory, it would be interesting to find such candidates. Besides, in the original paper [8], the theory with conformal symmetry was studied in detail as a quantum field theory of two dimensional space-time. Similar kinds of analyses would be applicable to our generalized one.

Or rather, our generalized theory might be a suitable tool for investigations into the original one with conformal invariance. For example, we can simply define the local boundary operators of the interaction theory from the derivatives with respect to corresponding external fields without difficulties of divergences. And, there, all quantities are written in terms of ones appearing in the action (1.1). Though these results are rather technical, they might help us to study more important physics such as rolling tachyon.

Acknowledgments

We would like to thank M. Fujita, M. Fukuma, H. Hata, P. Ho and S. Sugimoto for valuable discussions and comments. S.T. also thanks T. Noguchi, J. Wang and T. Yamashita. The work of S.T. was supported by the National Center for Theoretical Sciences at Taipei.

References

[1] A.O. Caldeira and A.J. Leggett, Quantum tunneling in a dissipative system, Ann. Phys.

(NY) 149 (1983) 374;

F. Guinea, V. Hakim, and A. Muramatsu, Phys. Rev. Lett. 54 (1985) 263;

– 10 –

I. Affleck and A.W.W. Ludwig, The kondo effect, conformal field theory and fusion rules, Nucl. Phys. B 352 (1991) 849;

C.L. Kane and M.P.A. Fisher Phys. Rev. B 46 (1992) 15233.

[2] S. Ghoshal and A.B. Zamolodchikov, Boundary s matrix and boundary state in two-dimensional integrable quantum field theory, Int. J. Mod. Phys. A 9 (1994) 3841 [hep-th/9306002].

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

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

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

[6] A. Sen, Tachyon dynamics in open string theory, hep-th/0410103.

[7] C.G. Callan Jr. and I.R. Klebanov, Exact c = 1 boundary conformal field theories, Phys. Rev.

Lett. 72 (1994) 1968 [hep-th/9311092].

[8] 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].

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

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

[11] E. Witten, On background independent open string field theory, Phys. Rev. D 46 (1992) 5467 [hep-th/9208027]; Some computations in background independent off-shell string theory, Phys. Rev. D 47 (1993) 3405 [hep-th/9210065].

[12] K.R. Kristjansson and L. Thorlacius, c = 1 boundary conformal field theory revisited, Class.

and Quant. Grav. 21 (2004) S1359 [hep-th/0401003].

– 11 –