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Abstract

D-instanton induced S-matrix in type 0B string theory in two dimensions suffers from
infrared divergences. This can be traced to the fact that these processes produce low energy
rolling tachyon states that cannot be regarded as linear combination of finite number of closed
string states. We compute semi-inclusive cross sections in this theory where we allow in the
final state a fixed set of closed strings carrying given energies and any number of other closed
string states carrying the rest of the energy. The result is infrared finite and agrees with the
results in the dual matrix model, described by non-relativistic fermions moving in an inverted
harmonic oscillator potential. In the matrix model the role of ‘any number of other closed

string states’ is played by a fermion hole pair on opposite sides of the potential barrier.
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1 Introduction and summary

Non-critical string theories in two dimensions provide toy models for critical string theory where
many of the computational tools in string theory can be tested [1-4]. Of these, type 0B string
theory provides a non-perturbatively consistent string theory [5H7]. Its dual matrix model
description is a theory of free fermions moving in an inverted harmonic oscillator potential,
with energy levels filled up to a fermi level that lies below the maximum of the potential. The
closed string states represent excitations of the fermi sea involving low energy fermion hole
pairs, with the parity even excitations describing NS sector states and parity odd excitations
describing R-sector states. On the other hand, single fermions of the matrix model represent
rolling tachyon configurations [8,9] on unstable D-branes of the theory [5,(6,[10H12].

In this theory, perturbative amplitudes for external closed strings involve reflection of the
fermion hole pair excitations near the fermi sea from the potential barrier. The transmission
through the barrier are non-perturbative in the string coupling, and represent D-instanton
effects. The effect of a single D-instanton is to transmit a single fermion or a single hole across
the barrier. The corresponding final state cannot be interpreted as a conventional closed string
since it involves a pair of fermion and hole on opposite sides of the potential barrier. In the
string theory computation of closed string S-matrix, this is reflected in the fact that single
D-instanton (or anti-D-instanton) mediated processes are infrared divergent [13]. In fact these
divergences exponentiate and make the amplitude vanish. On the other hand, a D-instanton

- anti-D-instanton induced process involves either the transmission of a fermion and a hole



across the barrier, or a non-perturbative contribution to the reflection amplitude of a fermion
or a hole. In either case, the final state represents fermion hole pair excitations on the same
side of the barrier, and therefore can be interpreted as a regular closed string state, On the
string theory side this is reflected in the fact that the amplitudes induced by a D-instanton
anti-D-instanton pair are infrared finite, Explicit computation of these amplitudes yield results
in perfect agreement with the predictions of the matrix model |14}15].

In this paper we analyze the single (anti-) D-instanton induced amplitudes in more detail.
In particular we show that even though the infrared divergences in the exponent make the
S-matrix of a fixed set of external closed string states vanish, we have infrared finite semi-
inclusive cross section where we sum over final states containing a fixed number of closed
strings with given energies and arbitrary number of other closed string states carrying the rest
of the energy. This can then be compared to the matrix model result for a similar semi-inclusive
cross section. However in the matrix model computation, we can replace the ‘arbitrary number
of other closed string states’ in the final state by an additional fermion hole pair on opposite
sides of the potential barrier, since single (anti-) D-instanton induced processes produce such
fermion hole pair. The agreement between the two computations suggests that single fermion
or hole excitations in the matrix model, representing rolling tachyon configuration on the
unstable DO-brane of type 0B string theory, can be regarded as a collection of infinite number
of closed strings, as expected from the rules of bosonization.

For convenience of the reader, we shall now describe our main result. Instead of working
with NSNS and RR sector states, we work with right and left sector states, given respectively
by the sum and difference of the NSNS and RR sector states. In the matrix model language
these are represented by fermion hole pair excitations on the right and the left of the potential
barrier. We start with a single incoming right sector closed string carrying energy w; and
compute the semi-inclusive cross section for producing a final state containing r right sector
closed string states of energies in the range (e, e; + Aeq), - - -, (e, e, + Ae,.), [ left sector closed
string states of energies in the range (€}, e} + Aé}), -, (€], e; + Ae)) and any number of other
closed string states. If we denote a final state satisfying these requirements by (n| and denote

by M (w1, n) the transition amplitude for this process, then for infinitesimal Ae;, Ae} we have

Z/Ml(wl, n)Mi(wq,n)*
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where the ’ on the sum on the left hand side is a reminder that we sum over only a restricted

set of final states. Some salient features of this formula are as follows:

1. (L.1)) represents the contribution to the semi-inclusive cross section due to a single D-
instanton or a single anti-D-instanton. As long as [ > 1, i.e. the final state contains
at least one left sector closed string, this is the dominant contribution to the cross sec-
tion. However for [ = 0 there is also a perturbative contribution, not shown here, that

dominates the result.

2. Even though the final formula is free from infrared divergence, the intermediate
steps of the calculation in string theory suffer from infrared divergences. We regulate the
infrared divergences by putting a lower cut-off on the spatial momentum. The matrix
model side of the calculation is free from infrared divergence at all steps. The difference
can be traced to the fact that in the matrix model we use the free fermion - hole basis
for the part of the final state representing ‘any number of other closed string states’.
This allows us to include in the final state fermion and hole states on opposite sides of
the potential barrier. In contrast, a finite number of closed string states in string theory

describes only fermion hole pairs on the same side of the potential.

3. In string theory, free fermion and hole states are represented by rolling tachyon solution
on unstable DO-brane [5,6,10-12]. The agreement between the string theory and matrix
model results for the semi-inclusive cross section suggests that we should be able to

represent these rolling tachyon configurations as infinite collection of closed strings.

4. Single (anti-) D-instanton contribution to the total cross section, where we sum over all
final states, is given by setting [ = r = 0 in ([1.1)), and yields a finite answer. This was
already computed in [14].

5. Naively one might expect that if we integrate over the final state energies e; and
ei and divide the result by the symmetry factor !!7!, we shall get part of the total cross
section that has at least [ left sector closed string states and r right sector closed string
states carrying any energy. However this is infrared divergent from the e; ~ 0 and / or

e; ~ 0 region and would contradict the finiteness of the total cross section. The resolution



of this puzzle is provided by the fact that if the final state had p additional left sector
closed strings and ¢ additional right sector closed strings, then the computation of the
total cross section should include a factor of 1/{(p + )!(q + r)!}. However (L.1)) only

includes a factor of 1/{plq!}. Therefore simple integration of (1.1) and division by I!r!

P+l

7Y (7). For p — oo or ¢ — oo, this

will overestimate the actual result by a factor of (

is an infinite factor.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In section [2| we review recent results of
[14,]15] on D-instanton corrections to two dimensional type 0B string theory amplitudes. In
section |3| we study the unitarity of the D-instanton anti-D-instanton induced amplitude. This
requires studying the single (anti-) D-instanton induced amplitudes and regulating the infrared
divergences in these amplitudes. This analysis was done earlier in [14] using dimensional
regularization. We use a lower cut-off on the spatial momentum to regulate the infrared
divergences and also formulate the problem using the language of string field theory that
makes the validity of Cutkosky rules and unitarity manifest. This also allows us to generalize
the analysis to compute semi-inclusive cross sections. This is carried out explicitly in section
[ yielding the result (1.I)). In section [f] we compute the same semi-inclusive cross section in
the matrix model and show that the result agrees with the string theory results, even though
the sum over states that we use in the matrix model looks different from the sum over states
that we perform in string theory. We end in section [0 by speculating on possible application

to quantum electrodynamics in four dimensions.

2 Review

The world-sheet theory of non-critical type 0B string theory in two dimensions has a scalar
describing the time direction, its world-sheet superpartner Majorana fermion, super-Liouville
theory with central charge 27/2 and the usual b, ¢, 5, ghost system. Physical closed string
states in this theory are two scalars ¢ng and ¢r from the NSNS sector and the RR sector
respectively. We shall denote their vertex operators by Vyg, Vi and work in the o/ = 2 unit
as in [14].

This theory is expected to be dual to a matrix model. The simplest description of this model
is provided by the theory of non-interacting, non-relativistic fermions, each moving under an
inverted harmonic oscillator potential, and the energy levels are filled up to a fermi level that is

a height p below the maximum of the potential [5-7]. p is inversely proportional to the string



coupling g,. The asymptotic closed string states are incoming and outgoing fermion hole pairs
on the right of the potential and the left of the potential. These can be identified to the fields
Xr and xp given by sum and difference of ¢nys and ¢r [5-7]. We shall call them right and
left sector closed string states respectively and, following [14], normalize them such that their
vertex operators are given by Wr = Vg + Vg and Wy = Vg — Vg respectively. The parity
symmetry of the inverted harmonic oscillator potential translates to the (—1)f% symmetry of
the type 0B string theory under which the RR sector states change sign.

Let us consider the 2-point amplitude where the incoming and outgoing states are right
sector closed strings of energy w; and wsy respectively. Instanton - anti-instanton contribution

to this amplitude is given by [14]:

>dt nt(1_1(Az)?
Mo (wy,wq) = e 25p exp {/ % {—2+262 t(z 5(25) )}:|
0

where x1, x5 are the positions of the D-instanton along the Euclidean time direction and
Ax = 1 — x5. Here P; denotes the Liouville momentum carried by the i-th particle and the
on-shell condition is w; = P;. Sp is the action of a single D-instanton, so that the e=2°? term
can be regarded as the result of summing over arbitrary number of disk partition function
with either D-instanton or anti-D-instanton boundary condition. The last factor of the first
line represents the exponential of the annulus partition function, with the first term inside
the curly bracket representing the contribution from the annulus with both boundaries on the
instanton or both boundaries on the anti-instanton and the second term inside the curly bracket
representing the contribution from the annulus with one boundary lying on the instanton
and the other boundary lying on the anti-instanton. The first factor in the second line is
the contribution of the disk one point function of W associated with the incoming state,
with the two terms representing the contribution from the disks with instanton and anti-
instanton boundary conditions respectively. Similarly the second factor in the second line is
the contribution of the disk one point function of W associated with the outgoing state, with
the two terms representing the contribution from the disks with anti-instanton and instanton
boundary conditions respectively.

For fixed z1, 9, the integral over ¢ has no divergence in the ¢ — 0 limit since the term
inside the curly bracket vanishes in this limit. The divergence at large ¢ are associated with

the open string channel and can be resolved using open string field theory. This gives a finite



result [15]{]

dt am(3-5(52)) || = ! / !
exp {/0 57 { 24 2e = dxydxs (Ao) —dn?’ (2.2)

with the understanding that the integration over the zero modes x1, x5 should be done at the
end, after including the contribution from the disk amplitudes given in the last line of .
Furthermore, unitarity demands that we use the principal value prescription for dealing with
the singularities at Az = £27 [16]. Substituting into we get [14]

1 1
Mg(wl,wg) = 62SD—/dI‘1dI2(

472 1 — x9)? — 4m?

(eﬂPl +iw{5a:1 E

— g Ty (2.3)

—mP +iw{3z2 ) ( ﬂPz—iw2E$2

— € €

We can perform the integration over x1, zo by changing variables to the center of mass coordi-
nate x| + zo and the relative coordinate Ax = x; — x5. The integration over Az may be done
by closing the contour at infinity in the upper / lower half plane. While doing this we need
to keep in mind that the analytic continuation from Euclidean energy w” to the Lorentzian
energy w = iw” has to be done via the first or third quadrant of the complex w plane. There-
fore positive wy,wy requires us to start with positive wf, w¥. After doing the integration over
Az, we can analytically continue the energies to Lorentzian values wy,ws. During this analytic
continuation we also rotate the contour of integration over z; + x5 so as to keep the combina-
tion wr fixed. At the end we are left with the integration over the center of mass coordinate
along the real time axis, and this integral produces a factor of 2mid(w; —ws). The i arises from
having to express the integration over the center of mass location along the imaginary time
axis in terms of integration along the real time axis. The final result is [14]

1
M (wy,wy) = —e_QSDQ— d(wy — weq) cosh(27mwy ) sinh (27w ) . (2.4)
T

At this order we also have contribution from the two instanton processes and two anti-
instanton processes, but these vanish due to infrared divergence in the closed string channel
(t — 0 limit in the integral in the exponent). For this reason we shall not consider these con-
tributions. Similarly the contribution to the closed string S-matrix due to single D-instanton
or single anti-D-instanton also vanish due to infrared divergence in the exponent of the nor-

malization constant. Therefore the instanton - anti-instanton contribution is apparently the

!Note that the computation in [15] was done in the o’ = 1 unit. The result quoted in (2.2)) is the translation
of that result to the o/ = 2 unit.



leading instanton contribution to the closed string S-matrix, and we write,
S(wi,wz) = w1d(wy — wa) + Ma(wy,ws) . (2.5)

Note that we have ignored the perturbative contribution to the S-matrix since they will not
play any role in our analysis. The w; in the definition of the identity matrix on the right hand
side indicates that the sum over states is performed with the integration measure dw/w. We
shall see in section [4] that this is the correct choice for the normalization of the states that we
have chosen.

We now compute a particular contribution to STS:

1
/d—wS(wg,w)*S(wl,w) = /d—wé(wl—w) [w1—6_2SD2—

- - - cosh(27w ) sinh(27rw1)}

1
d(we — w) [wg — 6_25D2— cosh(27w) Sinh(27rw)]
T

= 0(w; — wa) [wl - eZSD% cosh(2mwy ) sinh (27w, ) + O (64SD)} : (2.6)
Since this is not w;d(w; — ws), the S-matrix is apparently non-unitary. The perturbative
contribution is unitary by itself and cannot help cancel this term. The interference term
between My and the perturbative S-matrix has additional powers of string coupling and cannot
contribute to this order. Therefore there must be additional contribution that has not been
accounted for. The natural candidate is the contribution from single instanton or single anti-
instanton. Even though we have argued that they vanish due to infrared divergences, let us
tentatively denote by M (w,n) the single instanton (and single anti-instanton) contribution
to the S-matrix for transition from a closed string state of energy w to an arbitrary state n.

Then unitarity demands that

ZMl(wg, n)*Mi(wy,n) = §(w; — wa) e_QSD% cosh(27wy) sinh (27w ) . (2.7)

Since we have seen that the D-instanton or anti-D-instanton induced contribution to the closed
string scattering amplitude vanishes, this poses an apparent conflict with unitarity [13}/17]. The
resolution to the puzzle is simplest in the matrix model. There closed strings are represented
by fermion-hole pair created on the same side of the potential, but the (anti-) D-instanton
induced processes create a fermion hole pair on opposite sides of the potential [13]. Therefore,

without including these in the final state we should not expect to get a unitary S-matrix. In



string theory these are represented by low energy rolling tachyon configurations on unstable
DO-branes [5,6,(10,/11]. This suggests that in the sum over n on the left hand side of we
must include these states besides the closed string states in order to restore unitarity.

This however is not the end of the story. With the unitary prescription for integrating
over Ax, which in this case corresponds to using principal value prescription for integrating
across the singularity at Az = +27, the S-matrix in the closed string sector was shown to be
unitary [16]. This will be in apparent conflict with the vanishing of M in the closed string
sector. We shall see in section |3| that holds for the closed string S-matrix if we include in
the set n the states with infinite number of low energy closed strings, without needing to sum
over rolling tachyon states. This was already checked in [14] using a dimensional regularization
scheme to regulate the infrared divergence of M;. We shall use a lower cut-off on the Liouville
momentum to regulate the infrared divergences and formulate the analysis in the language of
string field theory which makes the proof of unitarity manifest by relating it to Cutkosky rules.
This will also make the necessity of the principal value prescription for integration over Az
clear. The result of this analysis can be interpreted as the statement that the rolling tachyon
state can be regarded as a state made of infinite number of closed strings. The right hand side
of now gives the single instanton contribution to the total cross section for a single closed
string of energy w; to scatter to any set of closed strings. The situation is very similar to what
happens in quantum electrodynamics. There the probability of producing a set of charged
states and a finite number of photons during a scattering process vanishes due to infrared
divergences. However the inclusive cross section where we sum over all final states is non zero

and is consistent with unitarity [18}19)].

3 Feynman diagram representation and Cutkosky rules

In order to understand how the Cutkosky rules lead to (2.7), we shall first formulate the
computation of Ms given in section[2as a sum of Feynman diagrams of string field theory. Once
this is done, the cuts of these Feynman diagrams, that keep the D-instanton induced vertex
and the anti-D-instanton induced vertex on two sides of the cut, will give the contributions
to the left hand side of . On the other hand, the sum over cuts where the D-instanton
and the anti-D-instanton induced vertices are on the same side of the cut, will give My + M3.
Since Cutkosky rules tell us that the sum over all the cuts of a diagram vanish, and since a

general proof of this in a class of non-local theories that include (effective) string field theory



was given in [20], we are led to . We shall also explicitly sum over the cut diagrams to
verify . This will set up the framework for computing semi-inclusive cross section.
Explicit check of was carried out in [14] where the authors use dimensional regulariza-
tion scheme. Here we shall regularize the infrared divergences in the closed string channel by
putting a sharp lower cut-off on the Liouville momentum. As explained above, the language of
string field theory that we shall use will make unitarity manifest following the analysis of [16].

We express Ma(wy,wq) given in (2.1)) as,

% Jt o dt
_ —25p 9 2 —mth _ 7 —mth
My (wy, ws) e exp [/ﬁ 225{ + 2e } 3 e
o0 . 2
o [E L) )]
0
(eﬂP1+iw1E:L'1 o e*WP1+ile$2>(e7rP27iw2E{L'2 o €*7FP2*’L.W2E$1>’ (31)

for some small positive number € and an arbitrary positive number h. © is the Heaviside step
function. Note that the ¢ integral in the second line diverges for (Az)? < 472 We need to
define the integral for (Az)? > 47% and then analytically continue the result to (Az)? < 472,
averaging over the contributions where Ax goes around the singularity at £27 above and below
the singularity in the complex plane. As explained in [16], this corresponds to a particular
choice of integration contour in the path integral over open string fields, since x; and x5 are
modes of the open string. String field theory a prior: does not fix the choice of contour, but
a different choice of integration contour will lead to non-unitary amplitudes. Indeed, even an
otherwise good quantum field theory can be made bad if in the path integral over fields we
decide to integrate along a wrong choice of contour in the complex field space.

It follows from the analysis of [15] that up to corrections of order €, the contribution from
the first integral in the exponent of 1} is given by replacing (%)2 — 1 by hin 1'

>d 1
exp {/ o {_2 +2€—7rth}:| = 610 /dxlde + O(e), (3.2)

with the understanding that the integrations over x, x5 are to be performed after including
the rest of the contribution. The contribution from the second integral in the exponent of ({3.1])

is given by,

dt ] B .
exp {—/6 S e h] = exp [yg + In(meh) + O(e)] = mehe? (1 + O(e)) (3.3)
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where g is the Euler constant. In the last integral in the exponent of (3.1)) we change variable
to s = 1/(2t) and write this as

ow | [T {8 See-n |

= exp /:% {6”‘1@5(“)2) e (s - 2%) H (3.4)
= exp _4 /0 s / dPp e 2k {e—iw%(cosh%wp) + sinh?(7P)) — © (s - i) H :

2e

3

where kp = (w¥, P) with —oo < w¥

< 00,0 < P < oo. It is easy to see that after doing
the integral over kg, we reproduce the expression in the second line of (3.4)). Physically w”
represents Euclidean energy and P represents Liouville momentum. We can now exchange the

order of integration and do the s integral to write,

exp UOOO% {62”(%—%(51”)2) — (e — t)H

2 [ d*k :
= exp [;/ k%E {e’Z”EAx(coshQ(ﬂP) + sinh?(7 P)) — e“k%/e}] . (3.5)

Note that if in ((3.5)) we try to carry out the integral over P first, the integral diverges for large
P due to the presence of the (cosh?(7P) +sinh?®(7P)) term in the integrand. Since the original
expression that we started with was finite for (Az)? > 472, this divergence can be attributed
to the exchange of the order of integration over s and kg. This problem can be avoided if
we follow the prescription that the integration over w” has to be done before the integration
over P. In that case we can easily check, via closing the contour at infinity in the complex
w? plane and picking up residues at w? = +iP for negative / positive Az, that the result of
w¥ integration produces a factor proportional to e~1*#”  The P integral now converges for
|Az| > 27 and produces the original result. Therefore from now on it will be understood that

the w” integration needs to be done before integration over P.

We can now substitute (3.2), (3.3 and (3.5) into (3.1)) to write

B €
Mo(wy,we) = e 2SD—67E/dx1dx2

1673
2 [ d%k :
exp [_/ 2E {e’ME(“’“) (COSh2<7TP> + sinh?(7P)) — eﬂk%/e}l
™ kE
(FPrbisf g mPf e (oPuisfes _ oonPiof) (36)

11



The proof of equivalence of and holds for real w w¥, i.e. imaginary wy,w,. In this
case the integration contour over the momenta k = (w, P) = (iw®, P) are taken to be along real
WP, ie. imaginary w axis; P is aways kept real and positive. To compute My (wy,ws) for real
w1, wy, we need to deform the external energies from the imaginary axis to the real axis via the
first quadrant of the complex w; plane. During this deformation the poles of the propagators
may approach the integration contours and we need to deform the integration contours over
the internal energies w = iw” to avoid the poles, keeping the end-points fixed at +ico so as to

—mh?/e — o=k /e factor to make the integral converge at large momentum [20)].

make use of the e
Using the relation dw” = —idw, we can replace d*kg/k% by —id?k/(k?* —ic) where the ic in the
denominator essentially encodes the contour deformation prescription described above [20].
Note that is free from infrared divergences in the closed string channel, i.e. free from
divergences from the kg =~ 0 region. Therefore if we put a lower limit n on the integration
range of the Liouville momentum P, then the result is finite in the n — 0 limit. But now
we can split the integral into sum of terms each of which could diverge in the n — 0 limit,
manipulate them appropriately and then combine the results before taking the n — 0 limit.

With the understanding that we have a lower cut-off n on P, we rewrite (3.6 as,

€
MQ((A)l,U)Q) = €2SDWGWE/dSU1dI'2

T kQ

i Lhy Pk iz
oSl

2 [ d%k .
exp —/ k2E (1 - e‘”kQE/€> W (@1—a2) {cosh®(7P) + sinh2(7rP)}]
B

L7

exp z/d kg —7rk2 B/ —iwE (z1—22) {COSh2 7TP) +Slnh2(ﬂp)}}

E

(€WP1+iw{5r1 —7rP1+z'wf3m2>(€7TP2—iw2EI2 _ e—ng—in ml) ) (37)

— €

We can give this an interpretation in terms of Feynman diagrams by introducing a set of
D-instanton induced vertices in the effective closed string field theory [16]. In writing down
the expressions for these vertices, we shall use both the Euclidean momenta kr = (w®, P) and

the Lorentzian momenta k = (w, P) with the understanding that w = iw®.

1. Single D-instanton induced n-point vertex ® with external closed strings of momenta
kl = (wlapl)a"'akn = (wnupn):

= 1/2 2 o; cosh P,
2 5 W ( —2Sp ) —71'k 26 7 7 ’ 38
T (;‘W) ¢ 167r3 He sinh 7P, (38)
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where cosh(m P) refers to RR-sector states, sinh(mwP) refers to NSNS sector states and o;

takes value 41 if the ¢-th state is incoming and —1 if the i-th state is outgoing.

. Single anti-D-instanton induced n-point vertex O with external closed strings of momenta
kl = (wlypl)y"'ak:n = (wn,Pn):

- /2 - 2 —o; cosh P,
21 W; < —25p_ € ’YE) —7k?/(2e€) i an 3.9
" (;aw) ¢ 1673 He sinh 7 P, (3.9)

. D-instanton - anti-D-instanton induced composite n-point vertex [1 with external closed

strings of momenta k1 = (w1, P1), -+, kn = (wn, Pp):

n izioiwE izooiwk
H i o; cosh P (e™17i% — et*27ii )\ €
/dxldl‘Q [ 7rki /(26)( e QSD e’yE

pale sinh 7 P, (efm1oif 4 gir2oiwf’) 1673
2 [ d?*k :
{exp {—/ k2E <1 - e’”k%k) {e””E(xl’”)(coshQ(WP) + sinh2(7rP))}} — 1]
T E
- (z; Wi> P

- 0; cosh wPy(eidvoiwl /2 _ pidroiwf/2)
d(Ax e TR /(26) [ 1 " , 3.10
/ ( ) 211 sinh WPi(BZAx oiwf /2 + e~ AT aile/2> ( )

[exp{% / d% (1 —e_Wki“/E> {e—iw%@osh?(wp) +sinh2(7rP))}} . 1} .

To go from the first expression to the second expression, we change variables to © =

(x1 + x2)/2, Az = (x1 — x2) and then do the z integral by changing variables to x = iy,
wP = —iw;. This gives a factor of 27id (3, oyw;). Due to the (1 — e~™5/€) factor in
the integrand that vanishes at k% = 0, this vertex has no singularity from k% = 0 even
when the external momenta are Lorentzian, i.e. when the w;’s are real. This justifies
declaring this as a single composite vertex. The apparent ultraviolet divergence of the kg
integral in the last line can be avoided for |Az| > 27 by doing the w” integration before
the P integration. The result will have a singularity at Az = £27 and the integrand
has be continued to |Az| < 27 via analytic continuation. If we want the interaction
vertex to correspond to a real term in the effective action, then we need to use the
‘unitary prescription’ for integrating over Az [16], which in this case translates to the

principal value prescription.

13



Figure 1: Feynman diagram representation of (3.7)).

4. We shall define the propagator of a closed string of momentum k = (w, P) to be

81 81
Tk —ie W —Piig’ (3-11)

and take the integration measure over the internal momenta to be d?k/(4m?), so that

&2k ( 8i )_ 2 kp,

am? \ K2 —ie) 7w k%

(3.12)

We now claim that Ms(wy,ws) given in can be regarded as a sum of contributions from
the Feynman diagrams shown in Fig. [l Since the external incoming and outgoing states are
NS+R sector scalars, for the D-instanton vertex given in they couple via terms propor-
tional to cosh(wP;) + sinh(7Py) = €™ for the incoming state and — cosh(7P,) + sinh(7P,) =

~™P2 for the outgoing state. On the other hand, for the anti-D-instanton vertex given in
-, ), they couple via terms proportional to — cosh(7P;) + sinh(7P;) = —e™™"* for the incom-
ing state and cosh(mP,) + sinh(m P,) = ™ for the outgoing state. Therefore the contribution

from Fig. [[|(a) is given by:

028 € o dedP 811 e ( - n ~,> . ( ) n NA)
D167T3 n'm'pl /H 2 2 l{?Q—l—Z&TG 2mi 0 w1 Zwl 2710 Wy sz

=1 =1

{COSh (mP) + sinh2(7r[5i)} erhitmh (3.13)
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/H 1 d; AP, 8mi -2/ /H 1 dw,dP 8mi o2/
o1 21 ;{2“5 o 21 —k? +ie ‘

Note the factors of 1/2 in the integrands in the last line — these are the correct combinatoric
factors associated with the propagators with both ends on the same vertex. The minus sign
comes from the vertex factors, since an internal line of momentum (w, P) joining the same
vertex generates — cosh?(7P) + sinh*(7P) = —1.

can be identified to the following contribution from (3.7)):

1. Pick the term

erPitTP gl —iuyas (3.14)
from the last line of .
2. Pick n factors of
% /d]i%e”kgﬁ/E {e’i“E(I1’x2)(cosh2(7rP) + SiHhQ(ﬂ'P))} (3.15)

from the expansion of the exponential in the second line of (3.7)).

__/d ko ks fe (3.16)

T k2

from the expansion of the first term in the third line of (3.7)).

3. Pick m factors of

4. Pick p factors of
d k:E _ k2/
_ iy € '1
T / k2 (3 7)

from the expansion of the second term in the third line of (3.7)).
5. Pick 1 in the expansion of the exponential in the fourth line of (3.7)).

The integrations over x; and x5 in generate the two energy conserving delta functions in
(3.13). For this we need to rotate the w;’s from the imaginary axis to the real axis via the first
quadrant and rotate the x1, x5 integration contours in the opposite direction so as to keep wzx
fixed. This produces the factors of i multiplying the delta functions. Also [ d*kg/k% becomes
d*k(—i/k?) in Lorentzian variables.

The contributions from Fig.[1[b),(d) and (e) can be interpreted in the same way, except that

from the last line of ([3.7) we pick respectively the terms proportional to e~ ™(1+F2) - er(Pi=F2)
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Figure 2: Contributions to MjM;. The thin vertical lines represent cuts.

and e™(”2=1) instead of . Therefore the sum of these diagrams produces all the terms in
the expansion of , other than those obtained from the higher order terms in the expansion
of the exponential in the penultimate line of (3.7). The contribution from Fig. [Ic) produces
this contribution ]

The Cutkosky rules tell us that the sum over all the cuts of the Feynman diagrams of Fig.
vanishes. Of these the cuts that are fully to the left or fully to the right of the diagrams,
without cutting any internal propagators, produce the factor of My + M. The other cuts are
those of Fig. [I{a) and (b), cutting all the internal propagators that connect the D-instanton
induced vertex to the anti-D-instanton induced vertex. These have been shown in Fig. [2(a) and
(b) respectively. This gives M3M;, producing the unitarity relation MiM; = —(My+ M5).
Therefore as long as Cutkosky rules are applicable, should hold. The original proof of
Cutkosky rules using largest time equation [21,22] and a different version given in perturbation
theory [23] do not hold for non-local vertices, containing exponential in momenta, that we have
in string field theory e.g. the e~™°/2¢ factors in —. A perturbative proof that holds
for these cases was given in [20]. Since the D-instanton induced vertices are of the same type,
we can still make use of the proof given in [20]. Furthermore, the proof of Cutkosky rules given
in [20] used manipulations of energy integration contour at fixed values of spatial components
of the loop momenta. Therefore putting a lower cut-off on the Liouville momentum does not
affect the proof of Cutkosky rules. The final ingredient in the proof was the reality of the action.

The sum of D-instanton and anti-D-instanton induced vertices is manifestly real, but the reality

2Note that the contribution from individual Feynman diagrams diverge in the  — 0 limit. However, the
finiteness of the original expression implies that the sum of all the Feynman diagrams with a fixed number of
total propagators is infrared finite. We shall implicitly follow this procedure even when some of the propagators
are cut, summing over all graphs with a fixed number of total propagators. The infrared finite expression
that we get at the end for sum over cut diagrams should be regarded as a result of organizing the sum over
diagrams this way:.
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of the composite vertex (|3.10|) requires that we use the unitary prescription for integrating over
Ax = 1 — x9 [16]. Once this is done, the Cutkosky rules hold. Notwithstanding these general
arguments, we shall now explicitly verify that the expression for MjM; computed from the
sum over cuts reproduces . Besides providing a check on the abstract arguments of |16}20]
for the validity of the cutting rules, this will be useful in computing the semi-inclusive cross
section where in the sum over states on the left hand side of we sum over only a subset

of states.
The cut diagram shown in Fig. ( ), obtained by replacing the i/(—k2+ic) by 210 (k2)0(&;),

and complex conjugating the contribution from the right of the cut, is given by:

e’QSD#e” i io W / ﬁ {4d¢7)idl5l-5(/;f)@(@i) <cosh2(7r]5i) + Siﬂh%ﬁé))}
n=1 m,p= i=1
(27i)0 <w1 Zw) —2mi)0 (M - f)) (3.18)
i=1

; 1 _ g 20|
erPitnhe —— ) did e / —— ) dod Pi———e ™
/H{( ) . —k2 + e E 7)™ —ki2+i€e

The sum over m and p easily exponentiates to
2 dzkE 77!']432 €

Defining (u,v) = (Py/7 /e, w® / ¢) and noting that the limits of integration are n < P < oo,
—00 < w¥ < 0o, we can express aﬁ

u +v
exp [——/ ST du/ dv 2
47’
= =L (14 0(n/Ve) (3.20)

where we have organized the expansion so that we take the 7 — 0 limit before taking the ¢ — 0

2
exp [ln%nLvE—i—anQ—i—O(n/\/E)

limit.

The sum over n in (3.18)) takes the form:
271'(5((,01 — (.UQ)f(CL)l)?

> = Il { 2? (cosh®(x ) + sinh2(7r]5¢))} 275(2152- ~w). (@2)

3The constant term in the exponent of (3.20) was found numerically. At present we do not have an analytic
derivation of this term.
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To find f(w) we first compute |14}/16]

> d 1 [y | 24P - . :
fpoeens = /1 { 7 (colnP) + sinh%m))@ﬁ}
_ 2dP 20 75 <120 PV,.—vP| _
= exp B (cosh”(mP) + sinh*(7w P))e 1. (3.22)
Recalling that the lower limit of P integration is n, we get,
/OO e_wa(W)d—w = exp[—27p — In{n*(v* — 47} + O(n)] - 1 = L — O(1/n)
0 27 b n?(v? — 4rn?) '
(3.23)
Demanding that this holds for all v, we get
672’7E .
flw) = e sinh(27w) + O(1/n) . (3.24)
Substituting (3.20) and (3.24)) into (3.18) we get the following expression for Figl(a):
472 —2vE
216 (wy — wy) €257 € _ere 2T g & sinh(2mw; ) €™ | (3.25)

1673 € n?

where we have used P, = w; = wy = P,. The contribution from Fig(b) has a similar form

except that we have e=2™1 instead of e*™!. Taking the sum of the two cut diagrams we get:

1
E M (w1, n)Mi(wg,n)* = 8wy — wa) e2°P — sinh(2nw;) cosh(2mw, ). (3.26)
7T
This agrees with (2.7)).

4 Semi-inclusive cross section

Our goal in this section will be to find the D-instanton induced semi-inclusive cross section
for a right sector closed string state of energy w; to go into a set of r right sector closed
string states of energies in the range (e, e; +Aey), - -, (e, €. + Ae,), [ left sector closed string
states of energies in the range (e}, €} + Ael), -, (e}, e; + Ae;) and any number of other closed
string states. Ae; and Ae} are taken to be infinitesimal. To calculate this, we reexamine the
expression of the cut diagram associated with Fig. (a). Recalling the couplings of NS

and R sector states to the D-instanton and anti-D-instanton induced vertices given in (3.8)
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and (3.9)) respectively, and recalling that the right and left sector closed string states are given
respectively by the sum and difference of the NS and R sector states, one finds that a right
sector state propagating from the left to the right of the cut in Fig.(a) will have coupling

~2Fi and a left sector state propagating from the left to the right of the

proportional to e
cut in F ig(a) will have coupling proportional to 2P, Writing cosh?(7P,) + sinh?(7P;) as
(e2Pi 4 e=27Pi) /2 in we see that the 2™ /2 factor can be traced to the propagation of
a left-sector closed string and the e~2rF 1 /2 factor can be traced to the propagation of a right

sector closed string. Therefore to compute the desired semi-inclusive cross section, we need to,

1. restrict the integration over r of the @;’s in (3.18]) to the range (e, €1+ Aey), -+, (€, €.+
Ae,) and replace the cosh?(rF;) + sinh?(wP,) factor for these momenta by e=27% /2 =

6_27r6i/2,

2. restrict the integration over [ of the other @;’s in (3.18]) to the range (e}, e1+Ae}), - - -, (e}, €]+
Ae}) and replace the cosh?(7P,) + sinh?(7P;) factor for these momenta by €7 /2 =
627T6;/2’

3. and let the rest of the integrals run over the full range.

Also since there are n!/(n —r —1)! ways of choosing the r 4 [ variables among the n integration
variables @; whose integration ranges are restricted to (e1,e;+Aey), -+, (e, €.+ Ae,), (€], €]+
Aél), -+, (e}, )+ Ae)), we get an extra multiplicative factor of n!/(n—r —1)! that converts the
1/n!in to 1/(n —r —1)I. We can now perform the sum over n, m and p as before, and
the result takes the form of with wy replaced by wy; — ) . e; — >, e; in the argument of
sinh(27w; ), multiplied by a factor of Ae;e™2™ /e; for each final state right sector closed string

and a factor of Aele?™ /¢! for each final state left sector closed string. This gives
1 r l
270 (w1 — wo) 6723D4—ﬂ_2 sinh <27T <w1 — ; € — ; 62)) o
L Ae; e L Aele?mel
AfEe i) "

i=1 =1 v

4Since the integration measure in the sum over states is de/e, this justifies the definition of the identity

matrix as wid(w; — we) as in ([2.5)).
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Similarly the contribution to this semi-inclusive cross section from the cut diagram of Fig[2(b)

is given by:

r l
1
270 (w1 — wy) e’QSDﬂ sinh (27r <w1 — E e; — E eé)) e 2T
s
—

=1 7

r e l _ 7re§
X{H%} {H%} (4.2)

=1 =1

Adding these two contributions we get,

Z/Ml(wl, n)Mi(wq,n)*

" Ae; LAl 1 - l
— 2% {H eil} {H e,f} d (wy — wo) - sinh (27T (wl—zlei—;e;))

i=1 =1 1
l r
x cosh (27r <w1 + Z e — Z ei>> , (4.3)
i=1 i=1

where >’ on the left hand side denotes sum over all final states that contain r right sector

closed string states of energy in the range (ey, e; + Aeq), -+, (e, e, + Ae,), [ left sector closed
string states of energy in the range (e}, €] + Ae)),- -, (€], e; + Ae)) and any number of other

closed string states, with the restriction wy > > e, +> . €}

5 Matrix model computation

We shall now see how to compute the semi-inclusive cross section in the matrix model. The
computation in this case simplifies by noting that in the semi-inclusive cross section, the sum
over ‘anything else’ can be taken in the fermionic basis, since the free fermions and holes form
a complete basis of states.

We shall first illustrate this procedure by computing the contribution to the fully inclusive
cross section induced by single instanton or single anti-instanton [13]. Since single instanton
induces transmission of a fermion or a hole, and since the incoming closed string is a fermion
hole pair, we can compute the inclusive cross section by summing over two final states: (1)
the fermion is transmitted and the hole is reflected back and (2) the hole is transmitted and
the fermion is reflected back. Let us denote by ¢’ and e the energies of the transmitted and

the reflected particle respectively in string units. Using the convention of [14] that the energy
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interval e in string theory corresponds to energy interval 2e in the matrix model, and that
— is the fermi energy of the matrix model, we see that a fermion carrying energy e in string
units has energy —u + 2e in the matrix model and a hole carrying energy e in string units
correspond to a hole at energy level —u — 2e in the matrix model. If we denote the T'(z) and
R(z) the reflection and transmission coefficient of a fermion carrying energy x in the matrix
model, then the net contribution to the Y M (wi,n)M;(ws, n)* is given byf]

*de [ de , ,
/0%/0 %27r5(6+6—w1)27r5(e+e—w2)

X [|T(—p+2¢)R(—p —2e)*|> + |T(—p — 2¢')* R(—p + 2¢)|*] . (5.1)

The first term in the square bracket represents the contribution where the transmitted particle
is a fermion, while the second term represents the contribution where the transmitted particle is
a hole. In writing we have used the result that the reflection and transmission coefficients
of a hole are given by the complex conjugates of those of the fermion. To this order we can

approximate T'(xz) and R(z) up to a phase by
T(x) ~e™, R(x)~1. (5.2)
Substituting this into ([5.1)) we get,
d(w1 — we) % e~ ™ sinh(2mw; ) cosh(27w ) . (5.3)

This agrees with the string theory result once we identify e=2°? with e~2™*. From now
on ‘energy’ will always be understood as the energy measured in string units unless mentioned
otherwise.

Next we consider the case of semi-inclusive cross section where the final state contains r
right sector closed string states of energy in the range (e1,e; + Aeq), -+, (e, e + Ae,), 1 left
sector closed string states of energy in the range (e}, e} +Ae}),-- -, (e}, €]+ Ae}) plus any other
state. We can choose the basis of ‘any other states’ as fermion or hole states. We can compute
this amplitude with the help of real time diagrams introduced in [17], except that here in

the final state we allow free fermions and holes represented by open lines. A diagrammatic

5There is no energy dependent normalization in the phase space integration measure for non-relativistic
fermions. To check the overall normalization in , we note that the leading identity matrix in STS comes
from the term where both the fermion and the hole are reflected and we approximate the reflection coefficient
R by 1. In this case the second line of would be replaced by 1 and the integral in the first line gives
w10(w1 — we) in agreement with .
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Figure 3: Diagrammatic representation of a scattering process in which an incoming closed
string state carrying energy w; splits into a set of right sector closed strings carrying energies
e, -, e, aset of left sector closed strings carrying energies €}, - - - , €; and a fermion hole pair,
one on each side of the potential barrier. The time flows up, the thin lines denote the external
closed strings and the thick lines denote fermions and holes. There are two distinct diagrams,
one where the left sector state is a fermion and the right sector state is a hole and vice versa.

representation of the process under consideration is shown in Fig. [3] The basic process is that
the initial closed string, containing the fermion hole pair, splits into a fermion and a hole, one
on either side of the potential barrier, which then rearrange themselves to a set of closed strings
and the final state fermion hole pair on the opposite sides of the barrier. The only non-trivial
part of this diagram is the ‘interaction vertex’ P, given by the product of the transmission
coefficient of a fermion of energy €'+ . e/ and reflection coefficient of a hole of energy e+ ", e;
or vice versa. Leaving out the phase space factors Ae;/e; and Ae}/e;, which have the same
origin in string theory and the matrix model, we see from Fig. [3| that the contribution is given
by an expression similar to with e replaced by e + ) e; and €' replaced by ¢/ + > . €} in
the integrand:

/ / —27r5 (e+e’—w1+Zei+Ze§> 2o (e—ke’—u&%—ZeH—Zeé)
0 i i i i

*2
T —u+2e'+2262)R<—u—2e—226i>

X

(5.4)

+ T<—M—2€,—226;) R(—M+26+226i>
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Using (5.2)) we can reduce this to,

1
§(wy — wy) = € *™ sinh | 2 —Ei—g’» h2 _Ei E'. :
(wr CUQ)T‘_G sin <7T<w1 : e : ez>)cos <7r<w1 : e; + : ez>>
(5.5)
This is in perfect agreement with (4.3)).

6 Discussion

Infrared divergences in the two dimensional type 0B string theory and those in four dimensional
quantum electrodynamics share many common features. In both cases the infrared divergences
make the usual S-matrix vanish, but the semi-inclusive cross section, where we allow in the
final state arbitrary number of soft particles, is finite. In type OB string theory the infrared
divergence can be traced to the fact that the final state may be a state containing fermion hole
pair on opposite sides of the potential barrier, and this cannot be described as a collection of
finite number of closed strings. Put another way, the final state may be in a different ‘charge
sector’ compared to the initial state [13[14]. In quantum electrodynamics the vanishing of the
S-matrix due to infrared divergence can be traced to the fact that the final state after the
scattering is built on a different vacuum compared to the initial state [24]. In type 0B string
theory the infrared divergence in the S-matrix can be cured by allowing the final state to have
a fermion hole pair on opposite sides of the potential barrier. In quantum electrodynamics the
infrared divergences can be cured by using the Faddeev - Kulish states [25-27]. This suggests
that in quantum electrodynamics, the analog of the state containing fermion hole pair on
opposite sides of the potential barrier may be related to the photon cloud in the Faddeev -
Kulish states, together with a finite number of photons to balance energy and momentum. It

will be interesting to explore this analogy in more detail.
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