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1 Introduction

The pure spinor formalism for the superstring was introduced twenty years ago by Berkovits
[1]. It is an ad hoc method to quantize the superstring in the Green-Schwarz formulation using a
bosonic spinor ghost satisfying the pure spinor constraint λγmλ = 0. The formalism successfully
describes the correct spectrum [2, 3] and scattering amplitudes1 in flat space. The formalism was
also used in curved spaces, in particular AdS5 × S5 [6] and its pp-wave limit [7, 8].

One of the most important challenges of the formalism is to explain its origin from first principles.
It is still not known the ungauged fixed classical action that gives rise to the pure spinor ghosts and
the BRST charge. There are several interesting papers attacking this problem [9, 10, 11, 12, 13] but a
complete answer is still missing. Related to this problem is the fact that the usual reparametrization
ghosts are composite operators in the formalism. Consistency of the formalism requires the stress
energy tensor to be BRST exact, however the existence of the b ghost is a non-trivial fact. It
was first constructed in [14, 15], and requires a picture changing operator multiplying the stress-
energy tensor. Later, introducing non-minimal variables, the b ghost was understood as part of an
underlyingN = 2 superconformal algebra [16, 17]. The first example of a composite b ghost in curved
spaces was found in [18] for the AdS5×S5 background. The construction was further simplified for
flat spaces in [19] which made possible the generalization for on-shell heterotic backgrounds [20, 21].
It is also known how to define the c ghost conjugate to b [22].

In the case of the bosonic string the b ghost plays a role in relating integrated and unintegrated
vertex operators

b−1U = V, (1.1)

where V is the integrated vertex operator and U the unintegrated one. We are also using the
notation OnA meaning the coefficient of the pole of order n + hO in the OPE between the two
operators, with hO being the conformal weight of O. In the early days of the pure spinor formalism

1See e.g. [4, 5].
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the b ghost was not known and the fundamental relation between the types of vertices was in terms
of the BRST charge

QV = ∂U, (1.2)

which is just a consequence of Qb = T . When b is a fundamental field (1.1) is trivial to verify.
However, in the pure spinor formalism, (1.2) is much simpler from the computational point of view.
The relation (1.1) was checked in [23] using the b ghost [24] in the so-called Y-formalism [25] that
uses a constant pure spinor to simplify many computations. In this work we will show explicitly that
the relation (1.1) works in the non minimal pure spinor formalism without using the Y-formalism
trick. The calculation is rather intricate due to the many terms present in the b ghost. The
computation also requires a proper normal ordering definition of the composite operators involved.
One important difference from [23] is that (1.1) is derived without using Lorenz gauge, just as in
the bosonic string case. For discussions about the Siegel gauge in the context of pure spinor string
see [26, 27].

This work is organized as follows. In section 2 we review the gauge covariant description of
massless state in open bosonic string as discussed in [28]. Section 3 contains a short review of the
relevant aspects of the pure spinor string and its b ghost. We also list some useful formulas used
later. The computation of the OPE between the non minimal b and the unintegrated vertex operator
is carried out in section 4. The second order pole is computed first, which vanishes in the Lorenz
gauge. After it the computation of the single pole is explained and it gives the expected integrated
vertex operator up to total derivatives and BRST exact terms. We end with some comments and
possible future work in section 5.

2 The case of the bosonic string

In this section the work of [28] is reviewed. After using the conformal gauge for the world-sheet
metric, the bosonic string has a BRST charge given by

Q =

∮
cTX + bc∂c, (2.1)

where TX = −1
2∂Xa∂X

a is the stress-energy of the X field and the pair of odd variables (b, c) are
the Faddev-Popov ghost fields. The stress-energy tensor for these ghost fields is given by

Qb = TX + Tbc = −1

2
∂Xa∂X

a − 2b∂c+ c∂b, (2.2)

where Qb is calculated according to

Qb =

∮
dw(cTX + bc∂c)(w)b(z), (2.3)

and the OPE’s are obtained from the basic OPE’s

Xa(w)Xb(z)→ −ηab log |w − z|2, b(w)c(z)→ 1

(w − z)
. (2.4)
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The BRST charge is used to compute the space of the physical states of the bosonic string.
They belong to the cohomology of Q, that is, any physical state is annihilated by Q and two
states differing in a Q-exact quantity represent the same physical state. The physical states of the
bosonic string are represented by vertex operators of a given conformal dimension. Each state can
be described in terms of unintegrated or integrated vertex operators depending on their role in the
string scattering amplitudes. For the massless state, the unintegrated vertex operator is [28]

U = c∂XaAa −
1

2
∂c∂aAa. (2.5)

Physical state condition gives the equation of motion of the field Aa(X). In fact,

QU =
1

2
c∂c∂Xa∂b∂[bAa] = 0⇒ ∂b∂[bAa] = 0, (2.6)

which is the equation of motion of a Maxwell field. The gauge invariance δU = QΛ gives the gauge
transformation of the field Aa(X). In fact,

δU = QΛ = c∂Xa∂aΛ−
1

2
∂c2Λ = c∂XaδAa −

1

2
∂c∂aδAa ⇒ δAa = ∂aΛ, (2.7)

where 2 = ∂a∂a. In these calculations we have used

TX(w)∂XaAa(z)→−
1

(w − z)3
∂aAa(z) +

1

(w − z)2

(
∂XaAa(z)−

1

2
∂Xa2Aa(z)

)
+

1

(w − z)
∂ (∂XaAa) , (2.8)

and

TX(w)f(X(z))→ − 1

(w − z)2

1

2
2f(z) +

1

(w − z)
∂f(z). (2.9)

Using these results, the relation

∂U = Q(∂XaAa), (2.10)

is obtained. In this way, the integrated vertex operator, V , is defined such thatQV = ∂U . Therefore,
the integrated vertex operator corresponding to the massless state is V = ∂XaAa.

Let’s compute the OPE between the stress-energy tensor T and the unintegrated vertex operator
U . It is given by

T (w)U(z)→ − 1

(w − z)2

1

2

(
c∂Xa2Aa −

1

2
∂c2∂aAa

)
+

1

(w − z)
∂U. (2.11)

Note that

Q(∂aAa) =

∮
dwc(w)TX(w)∂aAa =

∮
dwc(w)

(
− 1

(w − z)2

1

2
2(∂aAa) +

1

(w − z)
∂∂aAa

)
= c∂Xa∂b∂aAb −

1

2
∂c2(∂aAa) = c∂Xa2Aa −

1

2
∂c2(∂aAa),

(2.12)
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where we first used (2.9) and then (2.6). Using (2.12), the result of (2.11) becomes

T (w)U(z)→ 1

(w − z)2

(
−1

2
Q(∂aAa)

)
+

1

(w − z)
∂U. (2.13)

This result has the expected single pole singularity and states that the double pole singularity is the
BRST exact form of a function which is related to the Lorenz gauge for the gauge field Aa. Let’s
compute now the OPE between b(w) and U of (2.5). It turns out to be

b(w)U(z)→ 1

(w − z)2

(
−1

2
∂aAa

)
+

1

(w − z)
(∂XaAa) , (2.14)

where the single pole singularity is the integrated vertex operator and the vanishing of the double
pole singularity is the Lorenz gauge for the gauge field.

Using the notation bnU being the pole of order n + 2 of the OPE between b and U , the OPE
(2.14) is equivalent to

b−1U = V, (2.15)

and the Lorenz gauge is

b0U = 0. (2.16)

Because Qb = T , acting with Q the OPE (2.14) gives the OPE (2.13). In the next section the
relation between unintegrated and integrated vertex operators through the existence of the b ghost,
as in (2.15), will be generalized for the the pure spinor superstring.

3 Review of the pure spinor superstring

The basics of the pure spinor formulation of the superstring are reviewed first, in particular the
construction of the b ghost field is given.

The pure spinor string is given by conformal invariant system constructed out of the super-
space variables in ten dimensions and pure spinor variables [1]. The world sheet variables are
(Xa, θα, pα, λ

α, ωα), where a = 1, . . . , 10, α = 1, . . . , 16, pα is the conjugate variable of the odd
superspace variable θα, λα is the pure spinor variable which is an even variable constrained by
λγaλ = 0, where γaαβ are the 16 × 16 symmetric γ matrices in ten dimensions. The variable ωα is
the conjugate of λα and is defined up to δωα = (λγa)αΛa.

The quantization of the pure spinor superstring is given by the existence of the nilpotent charge

Q =

∮
λαdα, (3.1)

where

dα = pα −
1

2
(γaθ)α∂Xa −

1

8
(γaθ)α(θγa∂θ). (3.2)
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The charge Q satisfies Q2 = 0 because of the OPE

dα(w)dβ(z)→ − 1

(w − z)
γaαβΠa(z) (3.3)

and the pure spinor condition. Here Πa = ∂Xa + 1
2(θγa∂θ).

Because nilpotency of Q, physical states of the pure spinor superstring are defined to be in the
cohomology of Q. For the massless states, the corresponding unintegrated vertex operator is given
by U = λαAα(X, θ). The superfield Aα satisfies the equations determined from QU = 0. They are

D(αAβ) = γaαβAa, DαAa − ∂aAα = (γa)αβW
β, DαW

β =
1

4
(γab)α

βFab, (3.4)

where Dα = ∂α + 1
2(γa)α∂a is the covariant superspace derivative and Aa,W

α, Fab = ∂[aAb] are
defined here. These definitions imply the equations of motion of super Maxwell in ten dimensions

∂bFab = γaαβ∂aW
β = 0, (3.5)

then the θα = 0 component of Aa and Wα are the gauge field and the photino respectively. The
gauge invariance comes from δU = QΛ which implies

δAa = ∂aΛ, δWα = 0, (3.6)

which give the gauge transformations of the photon and the photino.

The stress-energy tensor has vanishing central charge and it is given by

T = −1

2
∂Xa∂X

a − pα∂θα − ωα∂λα. (3.7)

The OPE between T and U is

T (w)U(z)→ − 1

(w − z)2

1

2
λα2Aα +

1

(w − z)
∂U. (3.8)

But [26]

2Aα = Dα(∂aAa). (3.9)

This can be shown as follows

Dα(∂aAa) = ∂aDαAa = ∂a(∂aAα + (γaW )α) = 2Aa,

because Wα satisfies the equation γaαβ∂aW
β = 0. The equation 3.9 imply that

λα2Aα = Q(∂aAa). (3.10)

Therefore, the OPE (3.8) can be written as

T (w)U(z)→ − 1

(w − z)2

1

2
Q(∂aAa) +

1

(w − z)
∂U, (3.11)
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which has the form (2.13) of the bosonic string.

To obtain an expression similar to (2.14) a b ghost field is necessary. It is not known how to
gauge-fix a local symmetry and produce these type of ghosts. But there exists an odd variable of
conformal dimension two which satisfied Qb = T . It is necessary to add the so called non-minimal
pure spinor variables to reach this goal [16]. They are the pair of even conjugate variables (λ̂α, ω̂

α)
and the pair of odd conjugate variables (rα, s

α) which are constrained to satisfy

(λ̂γaλ̂) = (rγaλ̂) = 0, (3.12)

and the variables ω̂α and sα are defined up to

δsα = (γaλ̂)αΛ̃a, δω̂α = (γaλ̂)α
˜̃
Λa − (γar)αΛ̃a. (3.13)

The b ghost turns out to be [19]

b = −sα∂λ̂α + ΠaΓa −
1

4(λλ̂)
(λγabr)ΓaΓb −

1

4(λλ̂)

(
J(λ̂∂θ) +Nab(λ̂γab∂θ)

)
, (3.14)

where J = −λαωα, Nab = 1
2(λγabω) and

Γa =
1

2(λλ̂)
(dγaλ̂) +

1

8(λλ̂)2
(rγabcλ̂)N bc. (3.15)

All the products here are in normal order which is defined below. The calculation of Qb = T can
be found in [21]. We are interested in the OPE b(w)U(z) to obtain a result similar to (2.14) of the
bosonic case. For this purpose it is useful to expand the b ghost in powers of the odd non-minimal
pure spinor variable rα as

b = −sα∂λ̂α + b(0) + b(1) + b(2) + b(3), (3.16)

where b(n) is the term with n factors of the non-minimal variable rα in the b ghost. They are given
by

b(0) = −

(
1

4(λλ̂)
λ̂α J∂θ

α

)
−

(
1

4(λλ̂)
(λ̂γab)α N

ab∂θα

)
+

(
1

2(λλ̂)
(γaλ̂)α (Πa dα)

)
,

b(1) =

(
1

8(λλ̂)2
(rγabcλ̂) (Nbc Πa)

)
−

(
1

16(λλ̂)3
(λγabr)(γaλ̂)α(γbλ̂)β (dα dβ)

)
,

b(2) =

(
1

64(λλ̂)4
(λγabr)(γ[aλ̂)α(rγb]cdλ̂)

(
N cd dα

))
,

b(3) = −

(
1

256(λλ̂)5
(λγabr)(rγacdλ̂)(rγbef λ̂)

(
N cd N ef

))
. (3.17)

Note that the term with (λλ̂)−3 in b(1) is usually written as being proportional to (λλ̂)−2(λ̂γabcr) ((dγabcd)).
To prove that both terms are equal one first uses that (dαdβ) = 1

96γ
abc
αβ ((dγabcd)) in b(1). Then, after

using the identities (γaλ̂)α(γar)β = −(γar)
α(γaλ̂)b and (γaλ̂)α(γaλ̂)β = 0, which are consequences
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of the pure spinor constraints (3.12), one obtains the usual expression in b(1). A similar procedure
is used in b(3) to have a term with (λλ̂)−4 instead of the term shown in (3.17).

The normal oder of two operators in (3.17) is defined as

(A B) (z) =

∮
1

(y − z)
A(y)B(z). (3.18)

To compute the OPE b(w)U(z) we obtain first some useful OPE’s in the next subsection. See [29]
and [30]. In particular, we will use the identities

(A B) = (−1)ab (B A) + ([A,B]) ,

(A (B C)) = (−1)ab (B (A C)) + (([A,B]) C) , (3.19)

where a and b are the Grassmann parities of A and B respectively and [A,B] = AB − (−1)abBA.
It turns out that ([A,B]) = ∂∆ in the case where the OPE A(w)B(z) has the form (w− z)−1∆(z).

3.1 Useful OPE’s

Consider the OPE (Πa dα) (w)Aβ(z) which is necessary in b(0)(w)U(z). Recall

(Πa dα) (w) =

∮
Γw

dy
1

(y − w)
Πa(y)dα(w), (3.20)

where Γw encircles counterclockwise the point w. Then,

(Πa dα) (w)Aβ(z) =

∮
Γw

dy
1

(y − w)
Πa(y)dα(w)Aβ(z). (3.21)

By deforming the path Γw such that it is equal to Γwz − Γz, where Γwz encircles counterclockwise
both points w and z, and Γz encircles counterclockwise z but not w (see the figure below), one
obtains

(Πa dα) (w)Aβ(z) =

∮
Γwz

dy
1

(y − w)
Πa(y)dα(w)Aβ(z)−

∮
Γz

dy
1

(y − w)
dα(w)Πa(y)Aβ(z).

(3.22)

For the first integral one expands in (w − z) and for the second integral one expands in (y − z).
Both expansions include singularities leading to

(Πa dα) (w)Aβ(z) =

∮
Γwz

dy
1

(y − w)
Πa(y)

(
1

(w − z)
DαAβ(z) + O(w − z)0

)
− dα(w)

∮
Γz

dy
1

(y − w)

(
− 1

(y − z)
∂aAβ(z) + O(y − z)0

)
. (3.23)
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Note that Πa(y) produces singularities in (y−z) when approaches the operators defined in the point
z in the first line. But these contribution will vanish because∮

Γwz

dy
1

(y − w)(y − z)
=

1

(w − z)

∮
Γwz

dy

(
1

(y − w)
− 1

(y − z)

)
= 0. (3.24)

Higher order poles will also vanish because∮
Γwz

dy
1

(y − w)(y − z)n
= 0, (3.25)

as can be obtained from (3.24) by taking derivatives with respect to z. For the second integral in
(3.23),∮

Γz

dy
1

(y − w)(y − z)
=

1

(w − z)

∮
Γz

dy

(
1

(y − w)
− 1

(y − z)

)
= − 1

(w − z)
. (3.26)

Then, (3.23), as w → z, is

(Πa dα) (w)Aβ(z)→ 1

(w − z)
ΠaDαAβ −

1

(w − z)
dα(w)∂aAβ(z). (3.27)

For the second term here the non-singular term in the OPE dα(w) with a superfield Ψ(X, θ)(z) as
w → z. This is given by

dα(w)Ψ(z)→ 1

(w − z)
DαΨ(z) + (dα Ψ) (z). (3.28)

Finally, using (3.28) one obtains

(Πa dα) (w)Aβ(z)→ 1

(w − z)2
(−Dα∂aAβ(z))

+
1

(w − z)
((Πa DαAβ) (z)− (dα ∂aAβ) (z)) (3.29)

Following a similar procedure one obtains

(Nbc Πa) (w)λαAα(z)→ 1

(w − z)2

1

2
(λγbc)

α∂aAα(z)

+
1

(w − z)

(
− (Nbc λ

α∂aAα)− 1

2
(Πa (λγbc)

αAα)

)
, (3.30)

(dαdβ) (w)Aγ(z)→ 1

(w − z)2

(
1

2
D[αDβ]Aγ(z)

)
+

1

(w − z)
(
d[αDβ] Aγ(z)

)
, (3.31)

(
N cd dα

)
(w)λβAβ(z)→ 1

(w − z)2

(
−1

2
(λγcd)βDαAβ

)
+

1

(w − z)

((
N cd λβDαAβ

)
− 1

2

(
dα (λγcd)βAβ

))
. (3.32)
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(
N cd N ef

)
(w)λα(z)→ 1

(w − z)2

1

8

(
λ
(
γcdγef + γefγcd

))α
+

1

(w − z)

(
−1

2

(
N cd (λγef )α

)
− 1

2

(
N ef (λγcd)α

))
. (3.33)

4 Computation of b(w)U(z)

We now compute the OPE b(w)U(z) using the above results. First we will consider b(0). The
first two terms in (3.17) contribute to the OPE with U(z) with

1

(w − z)

(
− 1

4(λλ̂)

(
(λ̂∂θ)(λA)− 1

2
(λ̂γab∂θ)(λγ

ab)αAα

))
. (4.1)

After using (3.29), the last term of b(0) leads to∮
Γw

dy

(y − w)

1

2(λλ̂)
(γaλ̂)α(y)λβ(z) (Πa dα) (w)Aβ(z)

=

∮
Γw

dy

(y − w)

1

2(λλ̂)
(γaλ̂)α(y)λβ(z)

1

(w − z)2
(−Dα∂aAβ(z))

+

∮
Γw

dy

(y − w)

1

2(λλ̂)
(γaλ̂)α(y)

1

(w − z)

((
Πa λ

βDαAβ

)
(z)−

(
dα λ

β∂aAβ

)
(z)
)

=
1

(w − z)2

(
− 1

2(λλ̂)
(γaλ̂)αλβ∂aDαAβ

)
(z)

+
1

(w − z)

(
1

2(λλ̂)
(γaλ̂)α

((
Πa λ

βDαAβ

)))
(z)

− 1

(w − z)

(
1

2(λλ̂)
(γaλ̂)α

((
dα λ

β∂aAβ

)))
(z)

− 1

(w − z)
∂

(
1

2(λλ̂)
(γaλ̂)α

)
λβDα∂aAβ(z) (4.2)

Using the results of (4.1) and (4.2) we obtain

b
(0)
0 U = − 1

2(λλ̂)
(γaλ̂)αλβ∂aDαAβ, (4.3)

and

b
(0)
−1U = − 1

4(λλ̂)

(
(λ̂∂θ)(λA)− 1

2
(λ̂γab∂θ)(λγ

ab)αAα

)
− ∂

(
1

2(λλ̂)
(γaλ̂)α

)
λβDα∂aAβ

+

(
1

2(λλ̂)
(γaλ̂)α

(
Πa λ

βDαAβ

))
−

(
1

2(λλ̂)
(γaλ̂)α

(
dα λ

β∂aAβ

))
. (4.4)
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Now we calculate the contributions coming from b(1). After using (3.30) and (3.31) , the OPE
with U is

b(1)(w)U(z)→
∮

Γw

dy

(y − w)

1

8(λλ̂)2
(rγabcλ̂)(y)

1

(w − z)2

1

2
(λγbc)

α∂aAα

−
∮

Γw

dy

(y − w)

1

8(λλ̂)2
(rγabcλ̂)(y)

1

(w − z)
(Nbc λ

α∂aAα)

−
∮

Γw

dy

(y − w)

1

8(λλ̂)2
(rγabcλ̂)(y)

1

(w − z)
1

2
(Πa (λγbc)

αAα)

−
∮

Γw

dy

(y − w)

1

16(λλ̂)3
(λγabr)(γaλ̂)α(γbλ̂)β(y)λγ(z)

1

(w − z)2

1

2
D[αDβ]Aγ(z)

−
∮

Γw

dy

(y − w)

1

16(λλ̂)3
(λγabr)(γaλ̂)α(γbλ̂)β(y)λγ(z)

1

(w − z)
(
d[α Dβ]Aγ(z)

)
, (4.5)

which implies

b
(1)
0 U =

1

16(λλ̂)2
(rγabcλ̂)(λγbc)

α∂aAα −
1

16(λλ̂)3
(λγabr)(γaλ̂)α(γbλ̂)βλγDαDβAγ , (4.6)

and

b
(1)
−1U = −

(
1

8(λλ̂)2
(rγabcλ̂) (Nbc λ

α∂aAα)

)

−

(
1

16(λλ̂)2
(rγabcλ̂) (Πa (λγbc)

αAα)

)

−

(
1

8(λλ̂)3
(λγabr)(γaλ̂)α(γbλ̂)β (dα λ

γDβAγ)

)

+ ∂

(
1

16(λλ̂)2
(rγabcλ̂)

)
(λγbc)

α∂aAα

− ∂

(
1

16(λλ̂)3
(λγabr)(γaλ̂)α(γbλ̂)β

)
λγDαDβAγ . (4.7)

Next we focus on the terms coming from b(2). After using (3.32), the OPE with U is

b(2)(w)U(z)→
∮

Γw

dy

(y − w)

1

32(λλ̂)4
(λγabr)(rγbcdλ̂)(γaλ̂)α(y)

1

(w − z)2

(
−1

2
(λγcd)βDαAβ

)
(z)

+

∮
Γw

dy

(y − w)

1

32(λλ̂)4
(λγabr)(rγbcdλ̂)(γaλ̂)α(y)

1

(w − z)

(
N cd λβDαAβ

)
(z)

−
∮

Γw

dy

(y − w)

1

32(λλ̂)4
(λγabr)(rγbcdλ̂)(γaλ̂)α(y)

1

(w − z)
1

2

(
dα (λγcd)βAβ

)
(z),

(4.8)

10



which implies

b
(2)
0 U = − 1

64(λλ̂)4
(λγabr)(rγbcdλ̂)(γaλ̂)α(λγcd)βDαAβ, (4.9)

and

b
(2)
−1U =

(
1

32(λλ̂)4
(λγabr)(rγbcdλ̂)(γaλ̂)α

(
N cd λβDαAβ

))

−

(
1

64(λλ̂)4
(λγabr)(rγbcdλ̂)(γaλ̂)α

(
dα (λγcd)βAβ

))

− ∂

(
1

64(λλ̂)4
(λγabr)(rγbcdλ̂)(γaλ̂)α

)
(λγcd)βDαAβ. (4.10)

Finally, after using (3.33), the OPE between b(3) and U is

b(3)(w)U(z)→−
∮

Γw

dy

(y − w)

1

1024(λλ̂)5
(λγabr)(rγacdλ̂)(rγbef λ̂)(y)

1

(w − z)2
(λγcdγef )αAα(z)

+

∮
Γw

dy

(y − w)

1

256(λλ̂)5
(λγabr)(rγacdλ̂)(rγbef λ̂)(y)

1

(w − z)

(
N cd (λγef )αAα

)
(z),

(4.11)

which implies

b
(3)
0 U = − 1

1024(λλ̂)5
(λγabr)(rγacdλ̂)(rγbef λ̂)(λγcdγef )αAα, (4.12)

and

b
(3)
−1U =

(
1

256(λλ̂)5
(λγabr)(rγacdλ̂)(rγbef λ̂)

(
N cd

(
(λγef )αAα

)))

− ∂

(
1

1024(λλ̂)5
(λγabr)(rγacdλ̂)(rγbef λ̂)

)
(λγcdγef )αAα. (4.13)

4.1 b0U

We now collect and simplify the results of the previous subsection for b0U . Let’s simplify the
results of (4.3), (4.6), (4.9) and (4.12). The first of these results is

b
(0)
0 U = − 1

2(λλ̂)
(γaλ̂)αλβ∂aDαAβ. (4.14)

Using (3.4) this expression becomes

b
(0)
0 U = −1

2
∂ ·A− 1

4(λλ̂)
(λ̂γabλ)Fab +

1

2(λλ̂)
(γaλ̂)αQ(∂aAα), (4.15)
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for the second term we can use the fact that (γabλ)αFab is equal to −4QWα so that

b
(0)
0 U = −1

2
∂ ·A+

1

(λλ̂)
λ̂αQW

α +
1

2(λλ̂)
(γaλ̂)αQ(∂aAα). (4.16)

Recall (4.6),

b
(1)
0 U =

1

16(λλ̂)2
(rγabcλ̂)(λγbc)

α∂aAα −
1

16(λλ̂)3
(λγabr)(γaλ̂)α(γbλ̂)βλγDαDβAγ . (4.17)

Using the identity

δαγ δ
ρ
β +

1

2
(γab)γ

α(γab)β
ρ − 2γαρa γaβγ = −4δαβ δ

ρ
γ , (4.18)

and the pure spinor conditions for the non-minimal variables in the first term and anticommuting
Dα with Dβ together with the equations (3.4) one obtains

b
(1)
0 U =

(
− 1

2(λλ̂)
(γar)α +

1

4(λλ̂)2
(λγbγar)(γbλ̂)α

)
∂aAα

− 1

8(λλ̂)3
(λγabr)(λ̂γbγ

cλ)(γaλ̂)α∂cAα

− 1

16(λλ̂)3
(λγabr)(λ̂γbγ

cλ)(λ̂γaγcW )

− 1

16(λλ̂)3
(λγabr)(γaλ̂)α(γbλ̂)βQ(DαAβ)

=

(
− 1

2(λλ̂)
(γar)α +

1

2(λλ̂)2
(λr)(γaλ̂)α

)
∂aAα

+

(
− 1

(λλ̂)
rα +

1

(λλ̂)2
(λr)λ̂α

)
Wα

− 1

16(λλ̂)3
(λγabr)(γaλ̂)α(γbλ̂)βQ(DαAβ), (4.19)

then,

b
(1)
0 U = Q

(
1

2(λλ̂)
(γaλ̂)α

)
∂aAα +Q

(
1

(λλ̂)
λ̂α

)
Wα

− 1

16(λλ̂)3
(λγabr)(γaλ̂)α(γbλ̂)βQ(DαAβ). (4.20)

Recall now (4.9),

b
(2)
0 U = − 1

64(λλ̂)4
(λγabr)(rγbcdλ̂)(γaλ̂)α(λγcd)βDαAβ, (4.21)
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Using (4.18) and the pure spinor conditions this expression becomes

b
(2)
0 U =

1

8(λλ̂)3
(λγabr)(γaλ̂)α(γbr)

βDαAβ

+
3

16(λλ̂)4
(λr)(λγabr)(γaλ̂)α(γbλ̂)βDαAβ, (4.22)

in the first term we use DαAβ = 1
2D(αAβ) + 1

2D[αAβ] and the symmetric part does not contribute
because of the pure spinor conditions, so

b
(2)
0 U =

1

16(λλ̂)3
(λγabr)

(
(γaλ̂)α(γbr)

β + (γar)
α(γbλ̂)β

)
DαAβ

+
3

16(λλ̂)4
(λr)(λγabr)(γaλ̂)α(γbλ̂)βDαAβ

= Q

(
1

16(λλ̂)3
(λγabr)(γaλ̂)α(γbλ̂)β

)
DαAβ. (4.23)

Finally, recall (4.12),

b
(3)
0 U = − 1

1024(λλ̂)5
(λγabr)(rγacdλ̂)(rγbef λ̂)(λγcdγef )αAα, (4.24)

which vanishes. In fact, this contains the factor

(λγabr)(rγacdλ̂)(rγbef λ̂)(λγcdγef )α = (λγabr)(rγacdλ̂)(rγb)
βλ̂γ(γef )β

γ(γef )ρ
α(λγcd)ρ, (4.25)

using the identity (4.18) this is equal to

−8(λγabr)(rγacdλ̂)(λγcdλ̂)(γbr)
α + 4(λγabr)(rγacdλ̂)(λγcdγeγbr)(γeλ̂)α. (4.26)

The first term vanishes because (λ̂γa)
α(λ̂γa)β = 0. The second term is proportional to

(λγabr)(rγa)
βλ̂γλ

ρ(γeγbr)σ(γcd)β
γ(γcd)ρ

σ(γeλ̂)α = 8(λλ̂)(λγabr)(rγaber)(γ
eλ̂)α

= 8(λλ̂)λβrγrρ(γer)
σ(γab)β

γ(γab)σ
ρ(γeλ̂)α = 0, (4.27)

because (4.18). Therefore,

b
(3)
0 U = 0. (4.28)

Therefore, adding the results of (4.16), (4.20), (4.23) and (4.28) we obtain, up to a BRST exact
term that

b0U = −1

2
∂ ·A, (4.29)

which is equal to the bosonic string case of (2.14).
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4.2 b−1U

We now collect and simplify the results of the previous subsection for b−1U . We will consider
first the the results of (4.4), (4.7), (4.10) and (4.13). The first of these results is

b
(0)
−1U = − 1

4(λλ̂)

(
(λ̂∂θ)(λA)− 1

2
(λ̂γab∂θ)(λγ

ab)αAα

)
− ∂

(
1

2(λλ̂)
(γaλ̂)α

)
λβDα∂aAβ

+

(
1

2(λλ̂)
(γaλ̂)α

(
Πa λ

βDαAβ

))
−

(
1

2(λλ̂)
(γaλ̂)α

(
dα λ

β∂aAβ

))
. (4.30)

In the first term of the second line we use (3.4) so that this term is equal to(
1

2(λλ̂)
(γaλ̂)α

(
Πa (λγb)αAb

))
−

(
1

2(λλ̂)
(γaλ̂)α (Πa QAα)

)

=
1

2(λλ̂)
(λ̂γaγbλ)ΠaAb +

1

2(λλ̂)
(γaλ̂)α(λγa∂θ)Aα −

(
1

2(λλ̂)
(γaλ̂)α Q (Πa Aα)

)
, (4.31)

the second term here adds to the first term in (4.30) to give ∂θαAα which is one of the terms of the
integrated vertex operator. Consider the last term in (4.30), again using (3.4) it is equal to

1

2(λλ̂)
(λ̂γbγaλ)ΠaAb +

(
1

2(λλ̂)
(γaλ̂)α Q (dα Aa)

)
+

(
1

2(λλ̂)
(γaλ̂)α (dα (λγaW ))

)
− 1

2(λλ̂)
(λ̂∂λ)∂ ·A+

1

4(λλ̂)
(λ̂γab∂λ)Fab, (4.32)

where total derivative terms were ignored. The first term here adds to the first term in (4.31) to
give ΠaAa which is also part of the integrated vertex operator. In the last term of the first line in
(4.32) we can use the identity (4.18) so that this term is equal to

dαW
α +

(
(λd)

1

4(λλ̂)
λ̂αW

α

)
−

(
1

2
(λγabd)

1

4(λλ̂)
(λ̂γabW )

)
, (4.33)

and we have obtained a third term of the integrated vertex operator. Using QJ = −(λd) and
QNab = 1

2(λγabd) together with (3.19) this expression becomes

dαW
α +

1

2
NabFab +

(
1

4(λλ̂)2
(λ̂∂λ)λ̂α

)
QWα

−

(
(JWα +Nab(γabW )α) Q

(
1

4(λλ̂)
λ̂α

))
, (4.34)

where the identity [31](
Nab (λγb)α

)
= −1

2
(J (λγa)α)− 2(∂λγa)α, (4.35)
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was used. It remains to consider the second term in the first line of (4.30), it is equal to

∂

(
1

2(λλ̂)
(γaλ̂)α

)
Q (∂aAα)− 1

(λλ̂)
λ̂α∂ (QWα) +

1

2(λλ̂)
(λ̂∂λ)∂ ·A. (4.36)

Adding all the contributions we obtain

b
(0)
−1U = ∂θαAα + ΠaAa + dαW

α +
1

2
NabFab

+

(
1

2(λλ̂)
(γaλ̂)α Q ((dα Aa)− (Πa Aα))

)

−

(
(JWα +Nab(γabW )α) Q

(
1

4(λλ̂)
λ̂α

))
+ ∂

(
1

2(λλ̂)
(γaλ̂)α

)
Q (∂aAα)

− 1

(λλ̂)
λ̂α∂ (QWα) +

(
1

(λλ̂)2
(λ̂∂λ)λ̂α

)
QWα. (4.37)

Recalling (4.7), it is

b
(1)
−1U = −

(
1

8(λλ̂)2
(rγabcλ̂) (Nbc λ

α∂aAα)

)

−

(
1

16(λλ̂)2
(rγabcλ̂) (Πa (λγbc)

αAα)

)

−

(
1

8(λλ̂)3
(λγabr)(γaλ̂)α(γbλ̂)β (dα λ

γDβAγ)

)

+ ∂

(
1

16(λλ̂)2
(rγabcλ̂)

)
(λγbc)

α∂aAα

− ∂

(
1

16(λλ̂)3
(λγabr)(γaλ̂)α(γbλ̂)β

)
λγDαDβAγ . (4.38)
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Considering the third line of this equation, it is equal to

−

(
1

8(λλ̂)3
(λγabr)(γaλ̂)α(γbλ̂)β Q (dα Aβ)

)

−

(
1

8(λλ̂)3
(λγabr)(γaλ̂)α(γbλ̂)β ((λγc)αΠc Aβ)

)

−

(
1

8(λλ̂)3
(λγabr)(γaλ̂)α(γbλ̂)β (dα (λγc)αAc)

)

= −

(
1

8(λλ̂)3
(λγabr)(γaλ̂)α(γbλ̂)β Q (dα Aβ)

)

−

(
1

8(λλ̂)3
(λγbcr)(λ̂γbγ

aλ)(γcλ̂)α (Πa Aα)

)

−

(
1

8(λλ̂)3
(λγbcr)(λ̂γcγ

aλ)(γbλ̂)α (dα Aa)

)
+

1

8(λλ̂)3
(λγbcr)(λ̂γbγ

a∂λ)(γcλ̂)α∂aAα. (4.39)

The term with Π in (4.38) and the term with Π in (4.39) add to

−

(
Q

(
1

2(λλ̂)
(γaλ̂)α

)
(Πa Aα)

)
, (4.40)

where the identity (4.18) was used. Consider now the first term in (4.38), after using (3.4) it is
equal to

−

(
1

8(λλ̂)2
(rγabcλ̂) Q (Nbc Aa)

)

+

(
1

8(λλ̂)2
(rγabcλ̂)

(
1

2
(λγbcd) Aa

))

+

(
1

8(λλ̂)2
(rγabcλ̂) (Nbc (λγaW ))

)

= −

(
1

8(λλ̂)2
(rγabcλ̂) Q (Nbc Aa)

)

+

(
1

16(λλ̂)2
(rγabcλ̂)(λγbc)

α (dα Aa)

)
+

1

16(λλ̂)2
(rγabcλ̂)(∂λγbc)

αDαAa

+

(
1

8(λλ̂)2
(rγabcλ̂) (Nbc (λγaW ))

)
. (4.41)
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The term with d here adds to the sixth line of (4.39) to produce(
Q

(
1

2(λλ̂)
(γaλ̂)α

)
(dα Aa)

)
. (4.42)

Up to now we have

b
(1)
−1U =−

(
1

8(λλ̂)3
(λγabr)(γaλ̂)α(γbλ̂)β Q (dα Aβ)

)

−

(
1

8(λλ̂)2
(rγabcλ̂) Q (Nbc Aa)

)

+

(
Q

(
1

2(λλ̂)
(γaλ̂)α

)
((dα Aa)− (Πa Aα))

)

+

(
1

8(λλ̂)2
(rγabcλ̂) (Nbc (λγaW ))

)
+

1

8(λλ̂)3
(λγbcr)(λ̂γbγ

a∂λ)(γcλ̂)α∂aAα

+
1

16(λλ̂)2
(rγabcλ̂) (∂λγabcW )

− 1

16(λλ̂)2
(rγabcλ̂)(λγbc)

α∂(∂aAα)

− ∂

(
1

16(λλ̂)3
(λγabr)(γaλ̂)α(γbλ̂)β

)
λγDαDβAγ , (4.43)

where total derivative terms are ignored. Consider the last term. After commuting the D’s and
using (3.4) this term is equal to

− ∂

(
1

16(λλ̂)3
(λγabr)(γaλ̂)α(γbλ̂)β

)
Q(DαAβ)

+
1

8(λλ̂)3
(λγbcr)(λ̂γcγ

a∂λ)(γbλ̂)α∂aAα

+
1

8(λλ̂)3
(λγbcr)(λ̂γcγ

aλ)(γbλ̂)α∂(∂aAα)

+
1

16(λλ̂)3
(λγbcr)(λ̂γcγ

a∂λ)(λ̂γbγaW )

+
1

16(λλ̂)3
(λγbcr)(λ̂γcγ

aλ)(λ̂γbγa∂W ), (4.44)

where a total derivative term has been ignored. Note that the term with ∂aAα will cancel the fifth
line of (4.43).
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Consider now the combination

∆ ≡

(
(JWα +Nab(γabW )α) Q

(
1

4(λλ̂)
λ̂α

))
, (4.45)

which will be related to the last term of (4.43). Applying Q, this expression becomes(
(JW β +Nab(γabW )β)

(
1

4(λλ̂)2
rαλ̂β λα

))

−

(
(JWα +Nab(γabW )α)

(
1

4(λλ̂)2
rαλ̂β λβ

))
. (4.46)

To use (3.19) the relevant OPE’s are

(JW β +Nab(γabW )β)(w)
1

4(λλ̂)2
rαλ̂β(z)→ 1

(w − z)

(
− 2

(λλ̂)2
rα(λ̂ W )

)

(JWα +Nab(γabW )α)(w)
1

4(λλ̂)2
rαλ̂β(z)→ 1

(w − z)

(
− 2

(λλ̂)3
(λr)λ̂β(λ̂ W )

)
. (4.47)

Using these results, the expression (4.45) becomes, up to a total derivative term,

∆ =

(
1

4(λλ̂)2
rαλ̂β

(
(JW [α +Nab(γabW )[α) λβ]

))
+

2

(λλ̂)2
(r∂λ)(λ̂ W )− 2

(λλ̂)3
(λr)(λ̂∂λ)(λ̂ W ). (4.48)

Because(
(JW [α +Nab(γabW )[α) λβ]

)
=

1

48
γαβabc

(
(JW γ +N cd(γcdW )γ) γabcγρ λ

ρ
)
, (4.49)

one obtains

∆ =

(
1

192(λλ̂)2
(rγabcλ̂)

(
(JWα +Nde(γdeW )α) γabcαβ λ

β
))

+
2

(λλ̂)2
(r∂λ)(λ̂ W )− 2

(λλ̂)3
(λr)(λ̂∂λ)(λ̂ W ). (4.50)

but (
(JWα +Nde(γdeW )α) γabcαβ λ

β
)

= −
(
J (λγabcW )

)
−
(
Nde (λγabcγdeW )

)
= 24

(
Nab (λγcW )

)
+ 4(∂λγabcW ), (4.51)

where the identity (4.35) was used. Then, we have obtained(
(JWα +Nab(γabW )α) Q

(
1

4(λλ̂)
λ̂α

))
=

(
1

8(λλ̂)2
(rγabcλ̂)

(
N bc (λγaW )

))
+

1

48(λλ̂)2
(rγabcλ̂)(∂λγabcW ) +

2

(λλ̂)2
(r∂λ)(λ̂ W )− 2

(λλ̂)3
(λr)(λ̂∂λ)(λ̂ W ). (4.52)
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Using this result and (4.44) we obtain

b
(1)
−1U =−

(
1

8(λλ̂)3
(λγabr)(γaλ̂)α(γbλ̂)β Q (dα Aβ)

)

−

(
1

8(λλ̂)2
(rγabcλ̂) Q (Nbc Aa)

)

+

(
Q

(
1

2(λλ̂)
(γaλ̂)α

)
((dα Aa)− (Πa Aα))

)

− ∂

(
1

16(λλ̂)3
(λγabr)(γaλ̂)α(γbλ̂)β

)
Q(DαAβ)

+

(
(JWα +Nab(γabW )α) Q

(
1

4(λλ̂)
λ̂α

))

−Q

(
1

2(λλ̂)
(γaλ̂)α

)
∂(∂aAα)−Q

(
1

(λλ̂)
λ̂α

)
∂Wα

+Q

(
1

(λλ̂)2
(λ̂∂λ)λ̂α

)
Wα. (4.53)

Consider now (4.10),

b
(2)
−1U =

(
1

32(λλ̂)4
(λγabr)(rγbcdλ̂)(γaλ̂)α

(
N cd λβDαAβ

))

−

(
1

64(λλ̂)4
(λγabr)(rγbcdλ̂)(γaλ̂)α

(
dα (λγcd)βAβ

))

− ∂

(
1

64(λλ̂)4
(λγabr)(rγbcdλ̂)(γaλ̂)α

)
(λγcd)βDαAβ. (4.54)

Using (3.4), the first line becomes

−

(
1

32(λλ̂)4
(λγabr)(rγbcdλ̂)(γaλ̂)α Q

(
N cd Aα

))

+

(
1

64(λλ̂)4
(λγabr)(rγbcdλ̂)(γaλ̂)β(λγcd)α (dα Aβ)

)

+

(
1

32(λλ̂)4
(λγabr)(rγbcdλ̂)(γaλ̂)α

(
N cd (λγe)αAe

))
+

1

64(λλ̂)4
(λγabr)(rγbcdλ̂)(γaλ̂)α(∂λγcd)βDβAα, (4.55)
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the second line combines with the second line in (4.54) to produce(
Q

(
1

8(λλ̂)3
(λγabr)(γaλ̂)α(γbλ̂)β

)
(dα Aβ)

)
. (4.56)

The last line here combines with the last term in (4.54) to give

−Q

(
1

16(λλ̂)3
(λγabr)(γaλ̂)α(γbλ̂)β

)
∂(DαAβ), (4.57)

where the identity (4.18) and the pure spinor conditions are used.

After using (3.19) and noting that

N cd(w)
1

(λλ̂)4
(λγabr)(rγbcdλ̂)(γaλ̂)α → regular,

N cd(w)
1

(λλ̂)4
(λγabr)(rγbcdλ̂)(γaλ̂)α(λγe)α → regular, (4.58)

we obtain that the third term of (4.55) is equal to(
N cd

(
1

32(λλ̂)4
(λγabr)(rγbcdλ̂)(γaλ̂)α (λγe)αAe

))

=

(
N cd

(
1

32(λλ̂)4
(λγabr)(rγbcdλ̂)(γaλ̂)α(λγe)α Ae

))

=

(
1

32(λλ̂)4
(λγabr)(rγbcdλ̂)(γaλ̂)α(λγe)α

(
N cd Ae

))

=

(
Q

(
1

8(λλ̂)2
(rγabcλ̂)

)
(Nbc Aa)

)
. (4.59)

Then,

b
(2)
−1U = −

(
1

32(λλ̂)4
(λγabr)(rγbcdλ̂)(γaλ̂)α Q

(
N cd Aα

))

+

(
Q

(
1

8(λλ̂)3
(λγabr)(γaλ̂)α(γbλ̂)β

)
(dα Aβ)

)

−Q

(
1

16(λλ̂)3
(λγabr)(γaλ̂)α(γbλ̂)β

)
∂(DαAβ)

+

(
Q

(
1

8(λλ̂)2
(rγabcλ̂)

)
(Nbc Aa)

)
. (4.60)
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Finally, focusing on (4.13),

b
(3)
−1U =

(
1

256(λλ̂)5
(λγabr)(rγacdλ̂)(rγbef λ̂)

(
N cd

(
(λγef )αAα

)))

− ∂

(
1

1024(λλ̂)5
(λγabr)(rγacdλ̂)(rγbef λ̂)

)
(λγcdγef )αAα

= −

(
Q

(
1

32(λλ̂)4
(λγabr)(rγbcdλ̂)(γaλ̂)α

) (
N cd Aα

))
. (4.61)

Therefore, adding (4.37), (4.53), (4.60) and (4.61) we finally obtain, up to total derivatives and
Q exact terms

b−1U = ∂θαAα + ΠaAa + dαW
α +

1

2
NabFab, (4.62)

which is the expected result.

5 Conclusion and prospects

This work contains the complete calculation of the OPE between the non-minimal b ghost with
the unintegrated vertex operator for the first state in open superstring. The second order pole
vanishes in the Lorenz gauge and the first order pole gives the integrated vertex operator. The
computation is rather lengthily and is an important check of formalism.

There are interesting questions regarding the composite c ghost. In the case of the bosonic string
the unintegrated vertex operator for the massless state in the Lorenz gauge can be written just as
U = cV . One could ask if such relation is also true for the pure spinor formalism. Looking at the
candidate c ghost given in [22]

c = − rλ

∂λ̄λ+ r∂θ
, (5.1)

one can see that such relation cannot be true for the usual unintegrated vertex operator. Any
possible term depending on the non-minimal fields in a physical U is BRST exact. To prove the
relation U = cV in the Lorenz gauge using the above c ghost one likely must use a non-minimal
composite operator that trivializes the BRST cohomology, such as

ξ =
λ̄θ

λ̄λ− rθ
. (5.2)

Allowing operators with this property in the formalism is the equivalent of going from the small
to the large Hilbert space in the RNS string. If we allow non-covariant descriptions there are even
more possibilities. The paper [27] has a very interesting discussion on composite ghost fields and
the relation between different descriptions of physical states in the context of DDF operators in the
pure spinor string.
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The main cause of the rather lengthy computation presented here is the many terms present in
b. As was shown in [32] for a large class of supergravity backgrounds, including AdS5 × S5, the
expression for b can be greatly simplified. Although calculating the integrated vertex operator using
the b ghost would require a background field expansion computation, it is possible that using the b
ghost method is simpler than QV = ∂U if one is interested in some particular state.
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