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A bstract

The tachyon vacuum solution of Schnablis based on the wedge states, which close under
the starproductand interpolate between the identity state and the sliver projector. W e use
reparam eterizationsto solvethelong-standing problem of�nding an analogousfam ily ofstates
for arbitrary projectors and to construct analytic solutions based on them . The solutions
sim plify forspecialprojectorsand allow explicitcalculationsin thelevelexpansion.W etestthe
solutionsin detailfora one-param eterfam ily ofspecialprojectorsthatincludesthesliverand
the butter
y. Reparam eterizationsfurtherallow a one-param eterdeform ation ofthe solution
fora given projector,and in a certain lim itthesolution takestheform ofan operatorinsertion
on theprojector.W ediscussim plicationsofourwork forvacuum string �eld theory.
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1 Introduction

The�rstanalyticsolution ofopen string�eld theory(OSFT)[1],correspondingtocondensation

ofthe open string tachyon,was recently constructed by Schnabl[2]and further studied in
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[3,4,5,6,7,8]. The starting pointof[2]isa clevergauge-�xing condition,which m akesthe

in�nitesystem ofequationsofm otion am enableto a recursiveanalysis.Schnabl’sgaugechoice

fortheopen string �eld 	 is

B0	= 0; (1.1)

where B0 is the antighost zero m ode in the conform alfram e z = fS(�) =
2

�
arctan� ofthe

sliver1:

B0 �

I
dz

2�i
zb(z)=

I
d�

2�i

fS(�)

f0
S
(�)

b(�)

=

I
d�

2�i
(1+ �

2)arctan� b(�)= b0 +
2

3
b2 �

2

15
b4 + ::::

(1.2)

ThesliverstateW 1 isa nontrivialprojectoroftheopen string staralgebra,i.e.,a string �eld

di�erentfrom theidentity thatsquarestoitself[9,10,11,12].ThewedgestatesW � with � � 0

are a fam ily ofstateswhich interpolate between the sliverW 1 and the identity W 0 � I,and

they obey theabelian relation:

W � � W� = W �+ � : (1.3)

Schnabl’ssolution isconstructed in term sofa state  �,with � � 0,which isthewedge state

W �+ 1 with suitableoperatorinsertions.Onede�nesthederivativestate

 
0

� �
d �

d�
; � � 0; (1.4)

and then Schnabl’ssolution can bewritten asfollows:2

	= lim
N ! 1

h

� N +
NX

n= 0

 
0

n

i

: (1.5)

A sim pledescription ofthestates � waspresented in [3]using theCFT form ulation ofOSFT

[13].

W hile the sliverwashistorically the �rstexam ple ofa projector,itwassoon realized that

in�nitely m any projectors exist [14]. Let us restrict attention to the subset ofstring �elds

known assurface states. A surface state isspeci�ed by a localcoordinatem ap z = f(�)from

the canonicalhalf-disk D + � f� j=� � 0;j�j� 1g to a region in the upper-halfplane (UHP)

H � fzj=z� 0g.Thesurfacestatejfiisde�ned by itsinnerproduct

h�;fi= hf � �(0)iH (1.6)

1 Forconvenience,wehaverescaled thetraditionalconform alfram eofthesliverby afactorof2=�.Thisdoes

notchange the sliverstate because ofthe SL(2;R)invariance ofthe vacuum ,nordoesita�ectthe de�nition

ofB0.
2 W eusetheconventionsof[3],and thesolution di�ersfrom thatin [2]by an overallsign.Seethebeginning

ofsection 2 of[3]form oredetails.
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with any state � in the Fock space. The condition thatjfi is a projector is f(i) = 1 [14],

nam ely,the localcoordinate curve goes to the boundary ofH at the open string m idpoint

� = i.(Throughoutthispaper,we willrestrictourconsiderationsto \single-split" projectors,

i.e.,surfacestateswhosecoordinatecurvegoestoin�nityonlyattheopenstringm idpoint.) The

associatedopenstringfunctional	 f[X (�)]issplit,nam ely,itistheproductofafunctionalofthe

lefthalfofthestringtim esafunctionaloftherighthalfofthestring,	 f[X ]= 	 L
f(X L)	 R

f(X R ).

In the half-string form alism ofOSFT [15,16],where string �elds are regarded as operators

acting on the space ofhalf-string functionals,surface state projectorsareinterpreted asrank-

oneprojectors[14].From thisviewpoint,allsurfacestateprojectorsshould beequivalent.This

istheintuition provided by �nitedim ensionalvectorspaces,whereallrank-oneprojectorsare

related by sim ilarity transform ations.

These observationsraise the naturalquestion ofwhetherSchnabl’ssolution,based on the

sliver projector,can be generalized to solutions based on a generic surface state projector.

In this paper we �nd that this is indeed the case. W e also �nd,however,that the solution

technically sim pli�es forthe subclass ofspecialprojectors[5],which includes the sliverasits

canonicalrepresentative.W hilewegivea geom etricdescription ofthesolution associated with

a generalprojector,with thetechnology currently availableweareableto evaluateitsexplicit

Fock spaceexpansion only when theprojectorisspecial.

Itisusefulatthispointtorecallsom efactsaboutspecialprojectors[5].Thecrucialalgebraic

property ofa specialprojectoristhatthezero m odeL0 oftheenergy-m om entum tensorin the

fram eoftheprojector3,

L0 �

I
dz

2�i
zT(z)=

I
d�

2�i

f(�)

f0(�)
T(�); (1.7)

and itsBPZ conjugateL?
0 obey

[L0;L
?
0
]= s(L0 + L

?
0
); s> 0: (1.8)

Thesliverisa specialprojectorwith s= 1 and thebutter
y isa specialprojectorwith s= 2.

Thesliverand thebutter
y �tinto an in�nite\hypergeom etric" collection ofspecialprojectors

| one projector P (s)
1 for each reals � 1 | which was brie
y described in [5]. W e believe

thatthe hypergeom etric collection containsallthe single-splitspecialprojectors. Forspecial

projectors,weshallusethenotations

L �
L0

s
; L

?
�
L?
0

s
: (1.9)

3The de�nition ofa specialprojectorfurther requiresthe conform alfram e f(�) to obey certain regularity

conditions[5]which guaranteethattheoperatorL+ = 1

s
(L0+ L

?

0
)hasanon-anom alousleft/rightdecom position.
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In term sofL and L? thealgebra (1.8)takesthecanonicalform

[L;L?]= L + L
?
: (1.10)

Forany specialprojectorP1 a fam ily ofstatesP� with � � 0 analogousto the wedge state

fam ily ofthesliverisdescribed by thefollowing sim pleexpression:

P� = e
�

�

2
L+

I ; L
+
� L + L

�
: (1.11)

The statesin the fam ily interpolate between the projectorP1 and the identity P0 � I,and

they obey therelation:

P� � P� = P�+ � : (1.12)

W e are now in the position to outline ourstrategy. Ourstarting pointisthe factthatall

single-split,twist-invariant projectors can be related to one another by a reparam eterization

ofthe open string coordinate. Reparam eterizationsare generated in�nitesim ally by the star-

algebra derivationsK n = Ln � (�)nL�n and are fam iliargauge sym m etriesofOSFT [17,18].

Given a generic projector P1 ,there exists a �nite reparam eterization that relates it to the

sliver,form ally im plem ented by an operatoreH ,with H a linearcom bination ofK n’s:

P1 = e
H
W 1 ; H =

1X

n= 1

anK n : (1.13)

Acting with eH on thesolution 	 W 1
associated with thesliverW 1 ,we �nd thesolution 	 P1

associated with P1 :

	 P1 � e
H 	 W 1

: (1.14)

By construction,	 P1 isgauge equivalent to 	 W 1
. The idea ofusing reparam eterizations as

a solution-generating technique wasalready noted in [3].The solution 	 P1 willtaketheform

(1.5),with thereplacem entofalltheelem entsassociated with thesliverby thecorresponding

elem entsassociated with P1 .In particular,we can de�ne an abelian fam ily ofstatesinterpo-

lating between the identity and a generic projectorP1 sim ply by taking P� � eH W �. Ifwe

write

W � = e
�

�

2
L
+

S I ; (1.15)

wherethesubscriptS in L+

S
denotesthatitisan operatorrelated to thesliver,wehave

P� � e
H
W � = e

H
e
�

�

2
L
+

S e
�H

e
H
I � e

�
�

2
L+

I : (1.16)

Notethattheidentity isannihilated by H and wehavede�ned

L
+
� e

H
L
+

S
e
�H

: (1.17)
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Sim ilarly wetake

L � e
H
LS e

�H
; L

?
� e

H
L
?
S
e
�H

: (1.18)

The operators L and L? are BPZ conjugates ofeach other since H ? = �H ,and they obey

the canonicalalgebra (1.10). Ifthe projectorP1 isspecial,the de�nition (1.18)turnsoutto

coincidewith (1.9),butforgeneralprojectorstheoperatorL isnotproportionalto L0.

It is in practice prohibitively di�cult to determ ine the operator H . The construction,

while m otivated by the above considerations,m ust be realized di�erently. The m ain result

ofthis paper is to give a geom etric description ofthe reparam eterization procedure and a

concreteim plem entation usingtheCFT languageofOSFT.In particularweprovideageom etric

description forthefam ily ofinterpolating statesP� associated with an arbitrary projectorthat

m akestheabelian relation (1.12)obvious.

Thedescription sim pli�esfurtherforthecaseofaspecialprojector.Itshould beem phasized

thatthe geom etricalconstruction ofthe fam ily ofstateshasbeen a long-standing question |

therehavebeen severalattem ptsforthebutter
y.In thispaperwe�nd outthattheansweris

quitesim pleifoneusestheconform alfram eoftheprojectoritself.

Itisrem arkablethatprojectorsplayacentralrolein theconstruction oftheanalytictachyon

solution.Projectorshavebeen intensively studied in thecontextofvacuum string �eld theory

(VSFT) [19,20]. In its sim plest incarnation,VSFT is the conjecture that the OSFT action

expanded around thetachyon vacuum hasa kineticoperatorQ oftheform [20]:

Q =
c(i)� c(�i)

2i
: (1.19)

Taking a m atter/ghost factorized ansatz for classicalsolutions, 	 = 	 g 
 	 m , the VSFT

equations ofm otion reduce to projector equations for the m atter part 	 m . VSFT correctly

describes the classicaldynam ics ofD-branes [11,12,21],but it is som ewhat singular. For

exam ple,theoverallconstantin frontoftheVSFT action m ustbetaken tobeform ally in�nite.

Itisbelieved thatVSFT arisesfrom OSFT,expanded around thetachyon vacuum ,byasingular

�eld rede�nition. M oreover,the operator(1.19)isexpected to be the leading term ofa m ore

com plicated kinetic operator that involves the m atter energy-m om entum tensor as well, as

discussed in m ore detailin [22]. One speci�c exam ple ofsuch a �eld rede�nition given in [20]

wasthe reparam eterization thatm apswedge statesto one another,which in a singularlim it

form ally m aps allwedge states to the sliver. Interestingly,this reparam eterization em erges

naturally in thecontextofthispaper.Indeed,itturnsoutthatforeach projectorP1 thereisa

reparam eterization thatleavestheprojectorinvariantbutm apsthestatesin theinterpolating

fam ilytooneanother.IttakesP� toPe2� �,where� isanarbitraryrealnum ber.Ifweim plem ent

5



thisreparam eterization on thesliver-based solution and takethelarge� lim it,allwedgestates

approach the sliverand the solution takesthe form ofan operatorinsertion on the sliver. A

closely related approach in constructing a solution in a series expansion was proposed som e

tim e ago in [23]and investigated furtherin [24]. Itwould be interesting to �nd a system atic

way to derivethekineticoperatorofVSFT starting from a suitably reparam eterized version of

thetachyon vacuum solution.

W e begin in section 2 with a generalintroduction to reparam eterizations. Afterreviewing

basicde�nitionsandalgebraicproperties,weexplain whyanytworegulartwist-invariantsurface

statescan berelated byareparam eterization.Thegeom etricalreason issim ple.A surfacestate

can be de�ned by whatwe callthe reduced surface: itisthe surface H forthe innerproduct

in (1.6)m inus the localcoordinate patch. In thispicture the open string isa param eterized

boundary curve created by rem oving the patch. The two string endpoints and the string

m idpointde�nethreespecialpointson theboundary ofthereduced surface.Given two surface

states, the Riem ann m apping theorem ensures that there is a conform alm ap between the

reduced surfacesthatm apsthetwo endpointsand them idpointofonestring into thoseofthe

other.Thism ap de�nesa relationship between theparam eterizationsofthetwo open strings;

this is the induced reparam eterization. W hen the surface state is a projector,the reduced

surfaceissplitin two atthepointwheretheopen string m idpointreachestheboundary ofthe

fullsurface. W hen we m ap the reduced surfacesoftwo projectorsto each other,each ofthe

splitsurfacesofonereduced surface ism apped to a splitsurfaceofthe otherreduced surface.

Since each splitsurfacehasonly two specialpoints(a string m idpointand a string endpoint),

theconform alm ap hasa one-param eteram biguity.4

In section 3 we use the above insights to give the geom etric construction ofthe abelian

fam ily P� associated with a genericprojector.In fact,oncewechoosea m ap R thatrelatesthe

sliverto the chosen projector,the surface statesP� are obtained from the wedge statesby a

reparam eterization naturally induced by R.Thisconstruction representsthesurfacestatesP�

using theconform alfram eoftheprojector:thelocalcoordinatepatch isthatoftheprojector

butthesurfaceonly coverspartoftheUHP.Thegeom etricdescription ofthesurfacestatesP�

sim pli�esin thisconform alfram e| a factthatwasm issed in theearlierattem ptsto describe

them . In x3.2 we specialize to specialprojectors,forwhich we �nd rem arkable sim pli�cation.

Thereparam eterizationm apthatrelatestheslivertothespecialprojectorinthehypergeom etric

collection with theparam eterscan bechosen tobesim ply R(z)= zs,wherezisthecoordinate

in theUHP.Forany �xed s,theregionsoftheUHP needed torepresentstatesP� with di�erent

4The m apsofthe two splitsurfacesare related by a sym m etry constraint,so there are no two independent

param eters.
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valuesof� arerelated to oneanotherby rescaling.Thisisrelated to the factthatforspecial

projectorstheoperatorL de�ned in (1.18)isproportionalto L0,which isthedilation operator

in theconform alfram eoftheprojector.

In section 4webegin by discussing thealgebraicfram ework ofthetachyon vacuum solution.

W e then presentourm ain result,the CFT construction ofthe solution using reparam eteriza-

tions.W ealso presenta detailed analysisofvariousoperatorinsertionsin theCFT description

and deriveusefulform ulas.In section 5 weusetheoperatorform alism to derivean expression

forthe solutionsassociated with specialprojectors. The solution iswritten asa sequence of

norm al-ordered operators acting on the vacuum and can be readily expanded in level. Our

expression has two param eters,s 2 [1;1 )labeling the specialprojectors and � 2 (�1 ;1 )

labeling thereparam eterizationsofthesolution thatleavetheprojectorinvariant.

In section 6 we give the levelexpansion ofthe solutions forspecialprojectorsup to level

four.W e�rstset� = 0 and exam inethedependenceoftheenergy on sto levelzero,two,and

four. W e �nd thatasthe levelisincreased the energy density approachesthe expected value

thatcancelsthe D-branetension.The solutionsconstructed by ourm ethod can be written in

term sofeven-m oded totalVirasoro operatorsand even-m oded antighostoperatorsin addition

to them odesofcghost.Thisstructureim posesadditionalconstraints,and thusthesolutions

belong to a resticted sectorofthe universalsubspace ofthe CFT.W e then exam ine the m ost

accurateexpression forthesolution in theSiegelgaugecom puted in [25]and �nd evidencethat

itdoesnotbelong to therestricted universalsubspaceatlevelfour.W ethusconcludethatthe

solution in the Siegelgauge cannotbe obtained by ourconstruction. In x6.4 we exam ine the

solution fora �xed value ofs and in the lim it as� becom es large. The leading term in the

solution takestheform ofan insertion ofthecghostin P� m ultiplied by e2�=s and by a �nite,

calculablecoe�cient.W eo�ersom econcluding rem arksin section 7.

2 R eparam eterizations

In thissection wedescribesom egeneralfactsaboutreparam eterizations.The�rstthreesubsec-

tionsareforareview ofwell-known m aterial.Inx2.1wede�nethenotionofm idpoint-preserving

reparam eterization ’ oftheopen string coordinate,t! t0= ’(t),with t= ei�.Corresponding

to’ thereisan operatorU’ actingon thespaceofstring�eldsthatobeysanum berofalgebraic

properties,asexplained in x2.2. The transform ation 	 ! U ’	 isa gauge transform ation of

OSFT with a vanishing inhom ogeneousterm ,aswereview in x2.3.Finally,in x2.4 we explain

the key idea: any two regulartwist-invariantsurface statescan be related to one anotherby

a unique reparam eterization. Forsurface statesthatcorrespond to single-splitprojectors,an

7



interesting and usefulam biguity arises.

In therestofthepaperweshallusethesefactsto�nd solutionsofOSFT correspondingtoa

generalprojector,startingfrom Schnabl’ssolution correspondingtothesliver.Byconstruction,

allthesesolutionswillbegaugeequivalent.

2.1 D e�nitions

Letusstartby recalling thede�nition ofm idpoint-preserving reparam eterizations(henceforth,

sim ply reparam eterizations)[17].A reparam eterization oftheopen string coordinateisa m ap

� ! �0= �(�)(with � ;�02 [0;�])thatobeys

�(� � �)= � � �(�): (2.1)

Note that this is a m uch stronger condition on � than just �xing the m idpoint � = �=2: it

im pliesthatpointsatequalparam eterdistance from them idpointrem ain atequalparam eter

distance afterthe m ap.W e willuse the coordinate t� exp(i�)de�ned on the unitsem icircle

in the upperhalfplane. Itfollows from (2.1)thata m ap t! t0 = ’(t)(with jtj= jt0j= 1,

<t� 0;<t0� 0)isa reparam eterization if

’

�

�
1

t

�

= �
1

’(t)
: (2.2)

Foran in�nitesim alreparam eterization wewritethegeneralansatz

’(t)= t+ �v(t)+ O (�2); (2.3)

where � isan in�nitesim alrealparam eterand v(t)isa com plex vector.W ededuce from (2.2)

thatthevector�eld v(t)m ustbeBPZ odd:

v

�

�
1

t

�

=
1

t2
v(t): (2.4)

Hencev(t)isalinearcom bination oftheBPZ odd vector�eldsvK n
correspondingtothefam iliar

derivationsK n = Ln � (�1)nL�n :

v(t)=
1X

n= 1

anvK n
=

1X

n= 1

an
�
t
n+ 1

� (�1)nt�n+ 1
�
: (2.5)

Byde�nition,reparam eterizationspreservetheunitnorm ofjtj.Using(2.3)thiscondition gives

tv(t)� + t
�
v(t)= 0; (2.6)
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which im pliesthatthecoe�cientsa n in (2.5)satisfy

an = (�)na�n : (2.7)

W eseethatan m ustberealforn even and im aginary forn odd.

A �nite reparam eterization ’(t)can be obtained by exponentiation ofa vectorv(t)ofthe

form (2.5):

exp(v(t)@t)t= ’(t): (2.8)

Indeed,the condition (2.4)im pliesthat’(t)satis�es(2.2). M oreover,(2.6)im pliesthat’(t)

hasunitnorm . In general’(t)isde�ned only on the unitsem icircle with jtj= 1 and cannot

beextended to a holom orphicfunction insidethelocalcoordinatehalf-disk D + .Ifv isa �nite

linearcom bination ofvK n
vectors,’(t)can be extended to a �nite annulusin the upper-half

planeH containing theunitsem icircle.

2.2 T he operator U’

W enow considertheoperatorU’ thatim plem entsa �nitereparam eterization.Theoperatoris

de�ned to acton any operatorO (t)in theCFT as

U’ O (t)U
�1

’ = ’ � O (t): (2.9)

Thisisthesam erelation onehasforoperatorsthatrealizetheconform alm apsused forsurface

states,the di�erence being thathere the action on O isonly de�ned forjtj= 1 and typically

doesnotextend to theorigin.W ewrite5

U’ = e
�H

; H =
1X

n= 1

anK n ; an = (�1)na�n : (2.10)

W ecan verify thatthereality condition on thecoe�cientsa n guaranteesthatU’ preservesthe

reality condition ofthestring �eld.In OSFT thestring �eld 	 obeysthereality condition:

	= hc�1
� bpz(	): (2.11)

BPZ conjugation (bpz)and herm itian conjugation (hc)acton Virasoro generatorsasfollows:

bpz(Ln)= (�1)nL�n ; hc(Ln)= L�n : (2.12)

5W e use the sym bolH rather than K since we reserve the latter for the operatorintroduced in [5]: K �

eL+ � L
+

R
� L

+

L
.
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Forany operatorO we letO ? denote itsBPZ conjugate. Recalling thatBPZ conjugation is

a lineartransform ation whileherm itian conjugation isan anti-lineartransform ation,weeasily

check thatreparam eterizationspreserve thereality ofthestring �eld:

hc�1 � bpz(U’j	i)= hc�1
�
hbpz(	)je

P

n
an K n

�

= e
�

P

n
(�1)n a�n K njhc�1 � bpz(	)i

= e
P

n
an K nj	i= U ’j	i:

(2.13)

TheoperatorU’ obeysthefollowing form alproperties:

U
?
’ = U

�1

’ ; (2.14)

[Q B ;U’] = 0; (2.15)

U’ I = U
?
’ I = I ; (2.16)

U’	 1 � U’	 2 = U’(	 1 � 	2); 8 	 1;	 2: (2.17)

These identities are the exponentiated version of the following fam iliar properties of H =
P

1

n= 1
anK n:

H
? = �H ; (2.18)

[Q B ;H ] = 0; (2.19)

H I = 0; (2.20)

H 	 1 � 	2 + 	 1 � H 	2 = H (	 1 � 	2); 8 	 1;	 2: (2.21)

The properties (2.14){(2.17) can also be understood from the viewpoint of OSFT without

reference to the operatorH . Forexam ple,since pointsatequalparam eterdistance from the

m idpointrem ain atequalparam eterdistance afterreparam eterizations,(2.17)followsatonce

from thepictureofthestarproductasgluing ofhalfopen string functionals.Sim ilarly,(2.16)

follows,atleastform ally,from the understanding ofthe identity string �eld asthe functional

that identi�es the left and the the right halves ofthe open string. In [5]it was found that

the property (2.20) m ay failto hold for certain singular BPZ odd operators H . The �nite

reparam eterizations that we explicitly consider in this paper appear to be perfectly sm ooth,

and webelievethatthey obey alltheform alproperties(2.14){(2.17).Following thediscussion

of[5],wenotethata regularH should adm ita left/rightdecom position H = H L + H R thatis

non-anom alous:

[H L ;H R]= 0; H L(A � B )= (HLA)� B ; HR (A � B )= A � (HRB ) (2.22)

forgeneralstring �eldsA and B .
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2.3 R eparam eterizations as gauge sym m etries

Reparam eterizationsarewell-known gaugesym m etriesofOSFT.(See,forexam ple,[18]foran

early generaldiscussion.) In�nitesim algaugetransform ationstakethefam iliarform

�� 	= Q B �+ 	� �� �� 	; (2.23)

where,in the classicaltheory,	 carriesghostnum berone and the gaugeparam eter� carries

ghost num ber zero. Choose now � = H R I = �H LI. The inhom ogeneous term in (2.23)

vanishessince[Q B ;H R]= 0 and Q B I = 0.Using (2.22)wehave

�H R I
	= 	� (H R I)+ (H LI)� 	= H R(	� I)+ H L(I � 	)= (H R + H L)	= H 	: (2.24)

This shows that the in�nitesim alreparam eterization generated by H can be viewed as an

in�nitesim algauge transform ation with gauge param eterH R I. Exponentiating thisrelation,

weclaim that

U’	� e
H 	= U

�1

’ � 	� U’ ; (2.25)

wherethestring �eldsU’ and U �1
’ arede�ned by

U’ � exp
�
(H R I)� I + H R I +

1

2
H R I � HR I + :::

1

n!
(H RI)

n + :::; (2.26)

U
�1

’ � exp
�
(�H R I)� I � H R I +

1

2
H R I � HR I + :::

(�1)n

n!
(H RI)

n + :::; (2.27)

and they obey

U
�1

’ � U’ = U’ � U
�1

’ = I : (2.28)

Itisstraighforward to check thatforarbitrary string �eld A,

exp
�
(H LI)� A = e

H L A ; and A � exp
�
(H RI)= e

H R A : (2.29)

These identities,togetherwith [H L;H R ]= 0,can be used to show thatthe equality in (2.25)

holds.Theright-hand sideof(2.25)hasthestructureofa�nitegauge-transform ation in OSFT:

	 ! U
�1

’ � 	� U’ + U
�1

’ � QB U’ ; (2.30)

wheretheinhom ogeneousterm U �1
’ � QB U’ isidentically zero.

Sincereparam eterizationsaregaugesym m etries,itisclearthattheym ap aclassicalsolution

ofOSFT to other gauge-equivalent classicalsolutions. If	 is a solution then U ’	 is also a

solution,asisveri�ed using theform alproperties(2.15)and (2.17):

Q B 	+ 	� 	= 0 �! U ’(Q B 	+ 	� 	)= 0 �! Q B U’	+ U ’	� U’	= 0: (2.31)
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Itisalso clearthat	 and U ’ havethesam evacuum energy.Indeed,using (2.14)and (2.15),

hU’	;Q B U’	i= hbpz(U ’	)jQ B U’j	i= hbpz(	)jU �1

’ U’Q B j	i= h	;Q B 	i: (2.32)

Furtherm ore,from (2.14)and (2.17),

hU’	;U ’	� U’	i� hbpz(U ’	)jU ’	� U’	i= hbpz(	)jU �1

’ U’j	� 	i= h	;	� 	i: (2.33)

Thetwo equations(2.32)and (2.33)guaranteethatiftheequationsofm otion for	areobeyed

when contracted with 	 itself,thesam eistrueforU ’	.

2.4 R eparam eterizations ofsurface states

W enow explain how reparam eterizationscan beused torelatesurfacestates.Consideratwist-

invariant surface states jfi,speci�ed as usualby a localcoordinate m ap z = f(�) from the

canonicalhalf-disk D
+ to a region in the upper halfplane H. (Both D

+ and H are de�ned

above(1.6).) W edenoteby V(f) thereducedsurfacecorresponding tothesurfacestatejfi.The

reduced surfaceisde�ned asthecom plem entofthelocalcoordinatehalf-disk in H:

V
(f)

� H=f(D + ): (2.34)

Thereduced surfaceV(f) hastwotypesofboundary.The�rsttypeistheboundary whereopen

string boundary conditionsapply;itisthe partofthe boundary ofH which belongsto V(f).

Thesecond typeisprovided by thecoordinatecurveCf which representstheopen string:

Cf � ff(t)2 H ;jtj= 1;=(t)� 0g: (2.35)

Letusassum eforthetim ebeingthatthelocalcoordinatecurvedoesnotgotoin�nityanywhere.

Then V(f) hasthe topology ofa disk.The twistinvariance f(��)= �f(�),togetherwith the

standard conjugation sym m etry (f(�))� = f(��),im plies that f(�) = �(f(���))� so V(f) is

invariantundera re
ection abouttheim aginary z axis.W enow claim thatgiven any two such

surface statesjfiand jgi,there existsa reparam eterization ’ (depending ofcourse on f and

g)thatrelatesthem :

jgi= U’jfi: (2.36)

Thisisshown asfollows. By the Riem ann m apping theorem ,there existsa holom orphic m ap

z0= bR(z)relating thereduced surfacesV(f) and V(g):

V
(g) = bR(V(f)): (2.37)
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W e constructthe m ap using the sym m etry ofthe problem : �rstwe uniquely m ap the region

to the right ofthe im aginary axis ofV(f) to that ofV(g) by requiring that f(1),f(i),and

in�nity are m apped to g(1),g(i),and in�nity,respectively. W e then extend the m ap to the

leftoftheim aginary lineusing Schwarz’sre
ection principle,which applied heregives bR(z)=

�(bR(�z�))�. The m ap bR so constructed takes the localcoordinate curve Cf to the local

coordinatecurve Cg (de�ned by (2.35)with f replaced by g):

Cg = bR(Cf): (2.38)

A reparam eterization t0= ’(t)ofthetwo coordinatecurvesisde�ned im plicitly by therelation

bR(f(t))� g(’(t)): (2.39)

Itfollowsfrom theaboveconstruction that’ isareparam eterization.Indeed onereadilyveri�es

that

bR

�

f

�

�
1

t

��

= bR(f(�t�))= bR(�(f(t))�)= �(bR(f(t)))�

= �(g(’(t)))� = g(�(’(t))�)= g

�

�
1

’(t)

�

;

(2.40)

which establishesthat(2.2)holds.

W e now give a form alargum ent thatexplains why (2.36)holds. The surface state hfjis

de�ned by itsoverlap with a generic state j	i. W ithoutlossofgenerality,we can restrictto

statesj	i= jX biwhich areeigenstatesoftheposition operator6 X̂ (t),

X̂ (t)jX bi= X b(t)jX bi: (2.41)

The overlap hfjX biiscom puted by the path-integraloverV(f),where we im pose open string

boundary conditionson theportion oftheboundary with =z= 0 and theboundary conditions

X (f(t))= X b(t)on thecoordinatecurveCf.Schem atically,

hfjX bi=

Z

z2V (f)

[dX (z)]e�S B C F T [X ] with X (f(t))� X b(t)on Cf : (2.42)

Applying the reparam eterization z ! z0= bR(z),we see thathfjX biisequivalently com puted

by the path-integralover V(g),provided we keep track ofhow the boundary conditions are

m apped,

hfjX bi=

Z

z02V (g)

[dX (z0)]e�S B C F T [X ] with X (g(t0))� X b(’
�1 (t0))on Cg: (2.43)

6Fornotationalsim plicity,wearefocussing on the m atterpartofthe CFT.
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Thepath-integralin (2.43)can now beinterpreted ascom putingtheoverlap ofthesurfacestate

hgjwith theposition eigenstatejX b� ’�1 i.Thus

hfjX bi= hgjX b� ’
�1
i: (2.44)

To proceed,wenotethatthereparam eterization U’ thatgives

U’ X̂ (t)U
�1

’ = X̂ (’(t)); (2.45)

willalso give

U’jX bi= jX b� ’
�1
i: (2.46)

Indeed

X̂ (t)U’jX bi= U’U
�1

’ X̂ (t)U’jX bi= U’ X̂ (’
�1 (t))jX bi= X b(’

�1 (t))U’jX bi; (2.47)

con�rm ing that U’jX bi is the X̂ (t) eigenstate ofeigenvalue X b � ’�1 (t),as stated in (2.46).

Back in (2.44),weseethat

hfjX bi= hgjU’jX bi 8 jX bi; (2.48)

which im plies

hgj= hfjU
�1

’ = hfjU
?
’ : (2.49)

ThisistheBPZ conjugateoftheclaim ed relation (2.36).

Sofarwehaveassum ed thatthecoordinatecurvesCf and Cg donotreach in�nity.Itisvital

forustoconsiderprojectors,forwhich thecoordinatecurvedoesreach in�nityattheopenstring

m idpoint:f(i)= 1 .Ifweassum ethatthem idpointistheonly pointforwhich f(t)isin�nite

then the reduced surface V(f) splitsinto two disksV(f)� and V(f)+ ,with <z < 0 and <z > 0,

respectively,joined atthe pointatin�nity. The claim (2.36)stillholdsin thiscase: any two

such twist-invariantprojectorsjfiand jgican berelated by a reparam eterization ’.W ede�ne

them ap bR forV(f)+ and,asbefore,weextend itto V(f)� .Again,them ap bR :V(f)+ ! V(g)+ ,

isguaranteed to existby theRiem ann m apping theorem ,butthistim eitisnotunique.W hile

before f(i)and 1 provided two di�erentpointswhose m apscould be constrained,now they

arethesam eone.W epartially �x theSL(2;R)sym m etry by requiringthatf(1)and f(i)= 1

are m apped to g(1)and g(i)= 1 ,respectively. There isone degree offreedom leftun�xed,

so thereexistsa oneparam eterfam ily ofanalyticm apsfrom V(f)+ to V(g)+ .Thisredundancy

willplay an im portantrolein thefollowing.

Finally,wenotethatwecan neverhopeto relateregularsurfacestatesto projectorsusing

reparam eterizations,since the topologiesofthe reduced surfacesV(f) are di�erentin the two

classes.
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3 A belian fam ilies for generalprojectors

The basic building block ofSchnabl’ssolution isthe state  �,which isconstructed from the

wedgestateW �+ 1 byaddingsuitableoperatorinsertions.In thissection wegeneralizethewedge

statesW �,associated with thesliverW 1 ,tostatesP� associated with a generictwist-invariant

projectorP1 .In thenextsection weshalldealwith theoperatorinsertionsand constructthe

analog ofthestate � fora genericprojector.

Aswehaveexplained in x2.4,given aprojectorP1 ,thereexistsareparam eterization ’ that

relatesitto thesliver:

W 1 = U’P1 : (3.1)

(Thereisin factaone-param eterfam ilyofsuch reparam eterizations.Fornow wesim ply choose

oneofthem .) W ede�neP� by

P� � U
�1

’ W � = U’�1 W � : (3.2)

Itfollowsfrom (2.16)thatP0 = I and from (2.17)thatthe statesP� obey the sam e abelian

relation asW �:

P� � P� = U’�1 W � � U’�1 W � = U’�1 (W � � W�)= U’�1 (W �+ �)= P�+ � : (3.3)

In x3.1 we give a geom etric construction ofP� by determ ining the shape ofthe associated

one-punctured disk P� in the presentation where the localcoordinate patch is that ofthe

projector P1 . In x3.2 we focus on specialprojectors,for which the construction sim pli�es

considerably and thereparam eterization totheslivercan begiven in closed form .Fora special

projectorthecorrespondingabelian fam ilyobeysarem arkablegeom etricproperty:thesurfaces

P� with di�erentvaluesof� arerelated to oneanotherby overallconform alscaling.

3.1 A belian fam ilies by reparam eterizations

Given a single-split,twist-invariant projector jfi,we wish to �nd a reparam eterization that

relates it to the sliver. In the notations ofx2.4, we write the sliver as jW 1 i � jgi with

z0= g(�)= 2

�
arctan(�)andlookforaone-param eterfam ilyofconform alm apsbR � :V(f) ! V(g).

From now on weshalldrop thesuperscriptin V(f) ! V,and werenam ethesliver’scoordinate

z0! zS and thesliver’sregion V(g) ! U.

To describe the conform alm aps bR �(z) we need to de�ne a set ofcurves and regions in

the conform alplane. W e denote by C
+

0
and C

�

0
the rightand leftparts,respectively,ofthe

coordinate curve C0 ofthe projectorjfi. Itisconvenient to extend C
+

0 and C
�

0 by com plex
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Figure1:Left:CoordinatecurvesC �

0
oftheprojectorand (shaded)regionsV� to theleftand

rightofthe coordinate disk. Right:Coordinate curvesV �

0 forthe sliverand (shaded)regions
U � to the left and right ofthe coordinate disk. The m ap bR relates the reduced surfaces of
thetwo projectors.IttakesV� to U � and de�nesthereparam eterization thatrelatesthetwo
projectors.

conjugation to curveson the fullplane,m aking the extended curvesinvariantundercom plex

conjugation.Fortwistinvarianceoftheprojectors,thecurveC �

0
isdeterm ined by C +

0
:z 2 C

�

0

if�z 2 C
+

0 .ThecurveC
�

0 isthem irrorim ageofC +

0 acrosstheim aginary axis.(SeeFigure1.)

LetV+ denote the region ofthe z-plane to the rightofC +

0
and letV� denote the region

ofthe z-plane to the leftofC �

0 . Since the coordinate curvesreach the pointatin�nity,both

V+ and V� are conform ally equivalentto the UHP,with the role ofthe realaxisin the UHP

played by thecurvesC �

0
.Theunion ofV+ and V� isV,thesurfaceoftheprojectorm inusits

coordinatedisk.Letusde�neanalogousregionsU � forthesliverasfollows:

U
+ =

n

zS

�
�
�<(zS)�

1

2

o

; U
� =

n

zS

�
�
�<(zS)� �

1

2

o

: (3.4)

Itisalso usefulto de�neverticallinesV �

� in thesliverfram e:

V
�

� =
n

zS

�
�
�<(zS)= �

1

2
(1+ �)

o

: (3.5)

TheboundariesofU � areV � .Both U + and U � areconform ally equivalentto theUHP,with

theroleoftherealaxisin theUHP played by thelinesV +

0
and V �

0
.(SeeFigure1.)

W eareinterested in them ap

R :V+
! U

+
; zS = R(z): (3.6)
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Them ap m ustexistsinceboth regionsareconform alto theUHP.Ofcourse,them ap willtake

theboundary C +

0
to theboundary V +

0
.W eim posetwo additionalconditions:

1.Theintersection ofC +

0 with therealaxisism apped to zS = 1=2.

2.Thepointatin�nity on C +

0
ism apped to thepointatin�nity on V +

0
.

Them ap R com m uteswith theoperation ofcom plex conjugation:R(z�)= (R(z))�.Thusthe

portion ofthe realaxis contained in V+ is m apped to the portion ofthe realaxis contained

in U + .W ecan then de�nethem ap bR thatm apsthewholeV to thewholeU asfollows:

bR(z)=

8
<

:

R(z) ifz2 V
+

0 ;

�R(�z) ifz2 V
�

0 :
(3.7)

Itiseasy to check that bR isan odd function:

bR(�z)= � bR(z): (3.8)

Them ap bR describesareparam eterization between theprojectorand thesliver.Indeed,letting

f(�)denotethecoordinatefunction oftheprojectorand fS(�S)denotethecoordinatefunction

ofthesliver,wehavetherelation �S = f�1 � bR � f(�).Asbe�tsareparam eterization,itsatis�es

thecondition in (2.2).

Aswehavealready rem arked,thereparam eterization bR(z)isnotunique:weonly speci�ed

two outofthe three conditionsneeded to determ ine a m ap H ! H uniquely. The rem aining

am biguity isthatofpost-com position with theselfm apsofU + thatleavethepointszS = 1=2

and zS = 1 invariant.Given afunction R 0(z)thatrealizesthem ap in (3.6)with theconditions

listed above,we can generate a one-param eter fam ily R �(z) ofm aps that satisfy the sam e

conditionsasfollows:

R �(z)� e
�2�

�

R 0(z)�
1

2

�

+
1

2
; (3.9)

with �1 < � < 1 an arbitrary realconstant. It is clear that the m ap is a scaling about

z = 1=2 with scale factor e�2� . W ith R � replacing R in (3.7) we obtain a fam ily bR � of

reparam eterizations. W e willlater use this am biguity to produce,for any �xed projector,a

fam ily ofsolutionsparam eterized by �.

Letuscontinue ouranalysis,assum ing thata choice of bR hasbeen m ade fortheprojector

underconsideration. Since the function bR(z)isinvertible we can de�ne the curvesC �

� asthe

im ageundertheinverse function bR �1 oftheverticallinesV �

� :

C
�

� � bR �1 (V �

� ): (3.10)
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Figure2:Left:ThesurfaceP� with itscoordinatedisk shaded.Right:ThewedgesurfaceW �

with itscoordinatedisk shaded.

Itfollowsfrom bR(C �

� )= V �

� that

<(bR(z))=
1

2
(1+ �); z2 C

+

� : (3.11)

ThevariouslinesV �

� and C �

� areshown in Fig 1.

W e now proceed to the key step in the construction: we introduce a fam ily P� ofstates

associated with the projector that is related by a reparam eterization to the wedge states.

Consider�rstthesurfaceW � forthewedgestateW � given by

W edgestatesurfaceW � : �
1

2
(1+ �)� <(zS)�

1

2
(1+ �): (3.12)

Thissurfaceisshown on therightsideofFigure2.W ewrite

W � = (V �

� ;V
+

� ); (3.13)

where (C;C 0)denotes the region between the curves C and C 0. The coordinate disk forW �

is(V �

0 ;V
+

0 ).Using z
�

S
forcoordinateson V �

� ,the identi�cation forthe surfaceisdescribed as

follows:

z
+

S
� z

�

S
= 1+ �: (3.14)

Now de�nethesurface

P� � (C �

� ;C
+

� )=
�
bR �1 (V �

� ); bR
�1 (V +

� )
�
; (3.15)
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with the identi�cation inherited from that ofthe verticallines in (3.14). The surface P� is

shown on the leftside ofFigure 2. The coordinate disk in P� is the region (C �

0
;C

+

0
),orP0

without the identi�cation. It follows that the com plem ent ofthe coordinate disk in W � is

m apped by bR �1 to the com plem ent ofthe coordinate disk in P�. W e have thus related the

statesP� and W � by a reparam eterization.Using z� forcoordinateson C �

� ,theidenti�cation

(3.14)becom es
bR(z+ )� bR(z� )= 1+ �: (3.16)

Using (3.7)thisgives

R(z+ )+ R(�z� )= 1+ �: (3.17)

A few com m entsarein order.SinceP0 isthecoordinatediskoftheprojectorwithitsboundaries

identi�ed,this is sim ply another surface forthe identity state. M oreover,the lim it ofP � as

� ! 1 isexpected to bethesurfacefortheprojectoritself.In fact,thecurvesto beidenti�ed

aregoingtoin�nity,and theidenti�cation becom esim m aterialbecausein�nity isasinglepoint

in theUHP.W ethusobtain theUHP with thecoordinatepatch oftheprojector| thisisthe

surfacefortheprojector.

In order to describe star products ofwedge states it is convenient to use an alternative

presentation ofthe region (3.12). W e use the transition function (3.14) to m ove the region

(V �

� ;V
�

0
)to therightofV +

� .Sincetheim ageofz
�

S
= �1=2 isz+

S
= (1+ 2�)=2,wehave

W � = (V �

0
;V

+

2�); (3.18)

with theidenti�cation in (3.14)stilloperational.(SeeFigure3.) Sim ilarly,thesurfaceP� can

also berepresented as

P� = (C �

0
;C

+

2�); (3.19)

with theidenti�cation in (3.17)stilloperational.(SeeFigure3.)

The gluing forthe starproductofwedge statesisperform ed sim ply by translation with a

realparam eterin thesliverfram e.Using therepresentation (3.18),thetwo verticallinesto be

glued are alwaysin U + . Thisinducesthe identi�cation between two C + curvesin V+ forthe

starproductofthestatesP�.IfthecurveC +
� described with a coordinatez< isto beglued to

C
+

�+ 
 with a coordinatez> ,then z< and z> arerelated by

R(z> )� R(z< )=



2
: (3.20)

The right-hand side is the real translation param eter that relates the curves R(C +
� ) and

R(C +

�+ 
).
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Figure3:Left:ThesurfaceP� presented astheregion between C
�

0 and C +

2�.Right:Thewedge
surfaceW � presented astheregion between V

�

0
and V +

2�.

Figure4:Left:P� presented astheregion between C
�

0
and C +

2�.M iddle:P� presented asthe
region between C

�

0
and C

+

2�
. Right: The surface P�+ � obtained by gluing the com plem entof

thecoordinatedisk in P� to P�.
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W enow dem onstratetheabelian relation P� � P� = P�+ � geom etrically.W epresentP� as

the region (C �

0
;C

+

2�)and P� as the region (C �

0
;C

+

2�
),as shown in Figure 4. The surface for

P� � P� isobtained by m apping theregion (C
+

0 ;C
+

2�
)in P� to theim m ediaterightofC

+

2� 2 P�

and by gluing togetherC +

2� 2 P� and C
+

0
2 P�. Using coordinatesz 2 P� and z0 2 P�,the

gluing identi�cation thatfollowsfrom (3.20)is

R(z)� R(z0)= �: (3.21)

W hen z02 C
+

2�
,wehave

<(R(z))= <(R(z0))+ � =
1

2
(1+ 2�)+ � =

1

2
(1+ 2(� + �)); (3.22)

wherewem adeuseof(3.11).Itthusfollowsthat,aftergluing,theim ageofC +

2�
in thez-plane

isthecurveC +

2�+ 2�
.Thecom positesurfaceistheregion (C �

0
;C

+

2�+ 2�
)shown on therightsideof

Figure4.Tofully con�rm thatthisissim ply P �+ � wem ustexam inetheidenti�cation between

C
�

0
and C +

2(�+ �)
.Letz0 2 C

�

0
and z1 2 C

+

2� denotetwo pointsidenti�ed in P � (seeFigure4):

R(z1)+ R(�z0)= 1+ �: (3.23)

Letz2 2 C
+

0 2 P� denotethepointidenti�ed with z1 by thefollowing relation:

R(z1)� R(z2)= �: (3.24)

Letz3 2 C
+

2�
2 P� be the pointassociated with z2 on accountofhaving the sam e im aginary

valueafterm apping by R:

R(z3)� R(z2)= � : (3.25)

Finally,letz4 2 C
+

2(�+ �)
in thez-planedenotethepointglued to z3:

R(z4)� R(z3)= �: (3.26)

Therelation between z4 and z0 istheidenti�cation derived from thegluing procedure.To �nd

thisrelation wenotethatthelastthreeequationsim ply thatR(z1)= R(z4)� �.Togetherwith

(3.23)we obtain R(z4)+ R(�z0)= 1+ � + �,which isthe expected gluing relation on P�+ �.

Thiscom pletestheveri�cation thatP� � P� = P�+ �.

3.2 A belian fam ilies for specialprojectors

Forsingle-splitspecialprojectors,the m apsR(z)thatrelate them to the sliverare explicitly

given by

R(z)= z
s
; (3.27)
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Figure5:The surface P� foran arbitrary specialprojectorwith param eters.The curvesC �

�

and C +
� are identi�ed via the relation (z+ )s + (�z� )s = 1+ �. The localcoordinate patch is

theregion between C �

0 and C +

0 .

wheresistheparam eterappearingin thealgebra[L0;L
?
0
]= s(L0+ L?

0
)ofthespecialprojector.

W ewillexplain (3.27)in x5.1.Thefullm ap from thecom plem entofthecoordinatedisk in the

projectorto thecom plem entofthecoordinatedisk oftheslivergiven by (3.7)is

bR(z)=

8
<

:

zs ifz 2 V+ ;

�(�z)s ifz 2 V� :
(3.28)

It follows from (3.27) that the coordinate curve C
+

0 is the s-th root ofthe sliver line V
+

0 .

Sim ilarly C +
� isthe s-th rootofV +

� . The surface P� associated with a specialprojectorwith

param eters isshown in Figure5.

Another key feature ofspecialprojectors is that we can write the m ap from P� to H in

term softhe m ap z = f(�)thatde�nes the projector. Recallthatf(�)m aps the upper-half

disk of� to theregion (C�0 ;C
+

0 )| thisisP0 withouttheidenti�cation Them ap f(�)isknown

explicitly forspecialprojectors,asweshallreview in x5.1.

The�rststep in constructing them ap from P � to H isrelating thecurvesC +
� to thecurve

C
+

0
.From therelation (3.11)wehave

<(zs)=
1

2
(1+ �) for z2 C

+

� and <(zs)=
1

2
for z2 C

+

0 : (3.29)

ItfollowsthatC +
� isobtained from C

+

0
by a constantscaling!Indeed,

z
0
2 C

+

� ;z 2 C
+

0
! z

0= (1+ �)1=sz: (3.30)
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Sinceitappearsfrequently later,wede�nethescaling function I�;s asfollows:

I�;s(z)� (1+ �)1=sz: (3.31)

Because ofthere
ection sym m etry abouttheim aginary axis,C �

� isobtained from C
�

0
by the

sam e constantscaling. The identi�cation forP � isalso properly transform ed by the scaling.

Indeed,using (3.17)wehave

(z+
0

)s + (�z�
0

)s = 1+ � forP � and (z+ )s + (�z� )s = 1 forP0; (3.32)

and thescaling z� 0= (1+ �)1=sz� relatestheidenti�cations.W ethushave a fullm apping of

thesurfaces:

P� = I�;s(P0) forspecialprojectors: (3.33)

Fora generalprojector,this m ap is di�cult to obtain and does notfollow directly from the

knowledgeofR(z)and f(�).

W enow claim thatthem ap from P� to H isgiven by thefollowing function h�:

h� = fI � f
�1
� I

�1

�;s: (3.34)

Thefunction I�1�;s scalesP� down to P0,with theidenti�cation applied to theboundary ofP 0.

Thefunction f�1 then m apsP0 totheupper-halfdisk with theinherited identi�cation.Finally,

thefunction fI isde�ned by

fI(�)=
�

1� �2
: (3.35)

Thisisthe function thatde�nesthe identity state:itm apsthe upper-halfdisk of�,with the

leftand rightpartsofthe sem icircle boundary identi�ed via � � �1=�,to H. Itisthen clear

thath� m apsP� to H.

ThesurfacestateP� corresponding to thesurfaceP� isde�ned by

h�;P� i� hf � �(0)iP �
= hf� � �(0)iH (3.36)

forany state � in the Fock space. The correlation function on P� in the projectorfram e has

been m apped to thaton theUHP on theright-hand side,wheref� isgiven by

f� = h� � f = fI � f
�1
� I

�1

�;s � f: (3.37)

Thisistheexpression obtained in[5].(See(3.35)of[5].) Inthatwork,however,thepresentation

ofP� using the conform alfram e ofthe projectorwasnotgiven,and a geom etric proofofthe
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relation P� � P� = P�+ � was not provided. The above results willbe usefullater in our

calculationson thetachyon vacuum solutions.Fora generalprojector,thecalculation off� is

com plicated becausethem ap from P� to P0 isnontrivial.

W e conclude this section with an exam ple. Aside from the sliver,the sim plest and m ost

fam iliarprojectoristhebutter
y state.Thebutter
y isa specialprojectorwith s= 2.Recall

thattheconform alfram eofthebutter
y isde�ned by

z = f(�)=
�

p
1+ �2

: (3.38)

Letusseethatthebutter
y isrelated to thesliverthrough thereparam eterization induced by

R(z)= z
2
: (3.39)

Thefullm ap (3.7)between thecom plem entsofthecoordinatedisksisthen given by

zS = bR(z)=

8
<

:

z2 ifz2 V+ ;

�z2 ifz2 V� :
(3.40)

Since the butter
y is a specialprojector with s = 2,the square ofthe coordinate curve

m ustbea straightlineora setofstraightlines[5].Pointson thecoordinatecurvearef(�)for

� = ei�,so wehave

z
2 = (f(ei�))2 =

e2i�

1+ e2i�
=

ei�

2cos�
=
1

2
+
i

2
tan� : (3.41)

Thepointsherespan a verticallinewith realpartequalto 1=2.For� 2 [� �

2
;�
2
],weobtain the

fullverticalline so we indeed �nd that bR m apsC +

0 ! V
+

0 . For� 2 [�
2
;3�
2
],(3.41)showsthat

z2 also spansthe fullverticalline with itsrealpartequalto 1=2. W ith the m inussign in the

second caseof(3.40),we�nd that bR m apsC �

0 ! V
�

0 .

Ifwe write z = x + iy,with x and y real,itfollowsfrom the realpartof(3.41)thatthe

butter
y coordinatecurveispartofthehyperbola given by

< (z2)= x
2
� y

2 =
1

2
: (3.42)

In fact,thefullcoordinatecurveisthepartofthehyperbola thatlieson H.

Considernow thesurfaceP0,nam ely,theregion in H in between C �

0 and C +

0 .Letz+ 2 C
+

0

and z� 2 C
�

0
.How dowewritetheidenti�cation ofC �

0
and C +

0
asan analyticrelation between

z� and z+ ? From (3.17)wehave

z
2

+
+ z

2

�
= 1: (3.43)
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Figure6:(a)ThesurfaceP� in thebutter
y fam ily.ThecurvesC �

� and C +
� areidenti�ed.The

coordinatepatch isthatofthebutter
y itself.(b)The sam e surface,with the com plem entof
thecoordinatepatch placed com pletely to the rightofthe patch.The curvesC �

0
and C +

2� are
identi�ed.

Thiscorrectly identi�esz� = �1=
p
2 with z+ = 1=

p
2.W ecan con�rm (3.43)by recalling that

theidenti�cation isinduced by thatof� and �1=�.Thereforethepointz� = f(�� )isidenti�ed

with z+ = f(�+ )when �+ = �1=�� .Thisgives

z
2

�
=

�2
�

1+ �2
�

=
1

1+ �2+
= 1� z

2

+
(3.44)

in agreem entwith (3.43).

The surface P� associated with the butter
y projectorisobtained by a dilation z ! (1+

�)1=2z ofP0,aswehaveseen in (3.33).Underthisdilation thebounding curvesC
+

0
and C �

0
in

(3.42)becom ethecurvesC +
� and C �

� whosepointssatisfy

z2 C
�

� ! <(z2)=
1

2
(1+ �): (3.45)

Theiridenti�cation isobtained from (3.43)by thedilation:

z
2

+ + z
2

�
= 1+ �: (3.46)

The surface P� isthe region between C �

� and C +
� . The coordinate disk can be viewed asP0,

withoutidenti�cations,insideP �.ThesurfaceP� isshown in Figure6(a).

W ecan usetheidenti�cation (3.46)to m ovetheregion (C �

� ;C
�

0 )to therightofC
+
� .Since

pointsz� 2 C
�

0
satisfy <(z2

�
)= 1=2,(3.46)showsthatundertheidenti�cation they becom e

<(z2+ )=
1

2
(1+ 2�) ! z+ 2 C

+

2� ; (3.47)

wherewehaveused (3.45).ThesurfaceP� can thereforebedescribed astheregion between C
�

0

and C +

2�,with thesetwo curvesidenti�ed via (3.46).Thispresentation isshown in Figure6(b).
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4 Solutions from reparam eterizations

In this section we construct the tachyon vacuum solution associated with a generaltwist-

invariantprojector.W ebegin x4.1with areview ofthealgebraicstructureofSchnabl’ssolution.

W e then give a form alconstruction ofthe solution associated with a generalprojectorusing

reparam eterizations. In x4.2 we present the CFT description ofthe states  � and  0

� for a

generalprojector. In the last subsection we analyze the various operator insertions in m ore

detailand geom etrically con�rm thatthey obey theexpected algebraicproperties.

4.1 R eview ofthe algebraic construction

Schnabl’ssolution 	 consistsoftwo piecesand isde�ned by a lim it:

	= lim
N ! 1

h

� N +
NX

n= 0

 
0

n

i

: (4.1)

The \phantom piece"  N doesnotcontribute to innerproductswith statesin the Fock space

in thelim it.Nam ely,

lim
N ! 1

h�; N i= 0 (4.2)

forany state� in theFock space.On theotherhand,thepieceinvolving thesum of 0

n isthe

lim it� ! 1 ofa state	 �,

	 � �

1X

n= 0

�
n+ 1

 
0

n ; (4.3)

which form ally satis�estheequation ofm otion forall�,

Q B 	 � + 	 � � 	� = 0: (4.4)

The state 	 � can be form ally written as a pure-gauge con�guration [3]and is considered to

be gauge-equivalent to 	 = 0 forj�j< 1. The equation (4.4)forany � isequivalent to the

following relationsfor 0

n with integern:

Q B  
0

0
= 0; (4.5)

Q B  
0

n = �

n�1X

m = 0

 
0

m �  
0

n�m �1 ; n > 0: (4.6)

Thereisa sim plealgebraicconstruction ofthestates 0

n,which wenow review.Ithelpsto

use the abstractnotation of[5]even though forthe tim e being allthe operatorsare m eantto

be those associated with the sliver. The leftand rightpartsofthe operatorL+ = L + L? are
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denoted by L+

L
and L+

R
,respectively,and L+ = L

+

L
+ L

+

R
.The operatorK � eL+ isde�ned by

K = eL+ = L
+

R
� L

+

L
.Forthesliver,itsexplicitform derived in [2]is

K = eL+ =
�

2
K 1 =

�

2
(L1 + L�1 ): (4.7)

TheantighostoperatorsB ,B ?,B + = B + B ?,eB + = B
+

R
� B

+

L
aresim ilarly de�ned by replacing

T(z)! b(z)orLn ! bn.Thusforthesliver,

eB + =
�

2
(b1 + b�1 ): (4.8)

In thislanguage,wecan write

 0 = CjP1i; (4.9)

 n = � CjP1i� jPn�1 i� B
+

L
CjP1i; n > 0; (4.10)

aswellas

 
0

0
= �Q B B

+

L
CjP1i (4.11)

 
0

n = CjP1i� jPn�1 i� B
+

L
L
+

L
CjP1i; n > 0; (4.12)

wheretheoperatorC is

C �
2

�
c1: (4.13)

Again,atthisstageallobjectsarede�ned in thesliverfram e.In particular,jP�iisthewedge

statejW �iand jP1iisjusttheSL(2;R)-invariantvacuum j0i.

Itwasalgebraically shown in [3]thatthestring�elds 0

n de�ned by (4.11)and (4.12)satisfy

(4.5)and (4.6).In theproof,oneusestheabelian algebra P� � P� = P�+ �,standard properties

ofthe BRST operator (Q B is a nilpotent derivation ofthe star algebra and annihilates the

vacuum state),aswellasthefollowing identities:

eB +
jP1i= (B +

R
� B

+

L
)jP1i= 0; (4.14)

eB +
CjP1i= (B +

R
� B

+

L
)CjP1i= jP1i; (4.15)

(B +

R
�1)� �2 = (�1)�1�1 � (B+

L
�2): (4.16)

The �rst two equations (4.14) and (4.15) are im m ediately checked using jP1i = j0i and the

expansions(4.8)and (4.13).Theidentity (4.14)can also beunderstood asa specialcaseofthe

fam iliarconservation lawsobeyed by wedgestates,

eL+
jP�i= (L+

R
� L

+

L
)jP�i= 0;

eB +
jP�i= (B +

R
� B

+

L
)jP�i= 0:

(4.17)
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Thelastidentity (4.16)isobtained by observing thatforany derivation D = D L + D R onehas

(D R �1)� �2 = � (�1)�1�D�1 � (DL�2): (4.18)

ForD = eB + we�nd (4.16),whileforD = K weobtain

(L+

R
�1)� �2 = �1 � (L+

L
�2): (4.19)

Let us con�rm that  0

n as de�ned in (4.12)is indeed the derivative with respect to n ofthe

state n in (4.10).SincejP�i= e�
�

2
L+

jIi,wehave

d

d�
jP�i= �

1

2
L
+
jP�i= � L

+

R
jP�i; (4.20)

wherewehaveused (4.17).W ith thehelp of(4.19)we�nd that

d

dn
 n = CjP1i� L

+

R
jPn�1 i� B

+

L
CjP1i= CjP1i� jPn�1 i� L

+

L
B
+

L
CjP1i; (4.21)

asclaim ed.NotethatL+

L
and B +

L
com m utebecauseL+

L
= fQ B ;B

+

L
g and (B +

L
)2 = 0.

One can also show thatthe solution satis�esthe gauge condition B 	 = 0. The algebraic

propertiesthatguaranteethisfactare

fB ;Cg= fB
?
;Cg= 0; (4.22)

L C jP1i= � C jP1i;

which follow im m ediately from the m ode expansions on B , L, and C in the sliver fram e.

To show that (4.22) im ply B  n = B  0

n = 0, the following identities are useful. W riting

B = 1

2
(B � + B

+

L
+ B

+

R
),onecan provethat

B ( 1 �  2)= B  1 �  2 + (�1) 1 1 � (B � B
+

L
) 2: (4.23)

Fora largernum beroffactorswehave

B ( 1�  2� ::: n)= (B  1)� :::�  n +
nX

m = 2

(�)
P

m �1

k= 1
 k  1� :::� (B � B

+

L
) m � :::�  n :(4.24)

Onecan actually m akem anifestthefactthat 0

n isannihilated by B in thefollowing way:

 
0

n =
1

n
B

�

C jP1i� jPn�1 i� (L+
L
+ 1

n
)C jP1i

�

: (4.25)

W ehaveseen in theprevioussection thata genericsingle-splitprojectorP1 can berelated

to the sliver W 1 by a reparam eterization ’ asP1 = U �1
’ W 1 . This allowed us to construct
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the abelian fam ily P� from the wedge states by the sam e transform ation P� � U �1
’ W �. W e

now proceed to de�neoperatorsassociated with P1 by sim ilarity transform ationsofthecorre-

sponding operatorsassociated with the sliver. From now on we use the subscriptS to denote

objectsin thesliverfram e,and objectswithoutthesubscriptarethosein thefram eofP1 .W e

have

C � U
�1

’ CS U’ ; (4.26)

L � U
�1

’ LS U’ ; (4.27)

L
?

� U
�1

’ L
?
S
U’ ; (4.28)

L
�

� U
�1

’ L
�

S
U’ = L � L

?
; (4.29)

L
+

L
� U

�1

’ (L+

L
)S U’ ; (4.30)

L
+

R
� U

�1

’ (L+

R
)S U’ ; (4.31)

and analogous expressions for the antighost operators B ,B ?,B � ,B +

R
,B +

L
. Because ofthe

form alproperty (2.14),L? in (4.28) is the BPZ conjugate ofL in (4.27),so our notation is

consistent.ItisalsoconsistenttouseL+

L
and L+

R
in (4.30)and (4.31)sincereparam eterizations

preservetheleft/rightdecom position ofoperators.Aswewillseeexplicitlyinx4.3,theoperators

L
+

L
and L+

R
are,respectively,theleftand rightpartsoftheoperatorL+ de�ned in (4.29).Itis

alsoobviousthatallthealgebraicproperties(4.14),(4.15),(4.16),(4.17),and (4.22)areobeyed

by theoperatorsin thefram eofP1 .

Thestates n associated with P1 aregiven by

 n � U
�1

’  n S = �CjP1i� jPn�1 i� B
+

L
CjP1i; (4.32)

and  0

n associated with P1 aresim ilarly obtained.Finally,thesolution 	 associated with P 1

isobtained from thesliver’ssolution 	 S as

	= U
�1

’ 	 S : (4.33)

Clearly,ittakesthe sam e form (4.1),with the understanding thatthe states  0

n and  N are

now thosein thefram eofP1 .

4.2 Solutions in the C FT form ulation

W e now translate the above form alconstruction into a geom etric description. In the CFT

form ulation,thestate n S in thesliverfram eisde�ned by

h�; n S i=

�

fS � �(0)c(1)

Z

�V
+
�

dz

2�i
b(z)c(n + 1)

�

W n+ 1

; (4.34)
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Figure 7: A diagram ofthe correlatoron W n+ 1 used in (4.34)to describe the solution in the
sliverfram e.Shown areghostinsertionsatzS = 1 and zS = n+ 1.Theverticallinein between
theseinsertionsrepresentstheantighostlineintegral.

forany state� in theFock space,where1< � < 2n+ 1.A pictorialrepresentation ofthecor-

relatorisgiven in Figure7.ThecontourV +
� isoriented in thedirection ofincreasing im aginary

zS,and by �V +
� wedenotethesam econtourwith oppositeorientation.Theexpression (4.34)is

thedirectgeom etrictranslation ofthealgebraicexpression (4.10),asexplained in detailin [3].

Recallthechangein thenorm alization offS.

Letusapply thereparam eterization U �1
’ to thestate n S.Geom etrically,thisam ountsto

m apping theregion (V +

0
;V

+

2(n+ 1)
),including theoperatorinsertions,by theconform altransfor-

m ationR �1 used toconstructthestatejPn+ 1ifrom thewedgestatejW n+ 1i.Itisstraightforward

to calculatethetransform ationsoftheoperatorinsertionsin (4.34).W e�nd thatthestate n

associated with a generalprojectorisgiven by

h�; n i= hf � �(0)C(1)B C(2n + 1)iP n+ 1
(4.35)

forany state� in theFock space,where

C(�)� R
0

�

R
�1

�
1+ �

2

��

c

�

R
�1

�
1+ �

2

��

; B �

Z
dz

2�i

b(z)

R 0(z)
: (4.36)

ThecontouroftheintegralforB can betaken tobe�C +
� with 1< � < 2n+ 1.(Theorientation

ofthecontourC +
� ,inherited from theorientationofV +

� ,isdirected towardsincreasingim aginary

z).In general,when B islocated between two operators,thecontouroftheintegralm ustrun

between thetwooperators.NotethatC(�)isnothingbuttheoperatorc(zS),with zS =
1

2
(1+ �),

expressed in the fram e z = R �1 (zS). The argum ent � ofC denotes the labelofthe line C +
�

thatcontainstheinsertion.Thesurfaceand insertionsforthecorrelatorindicated in (4.35)are

shown in Figure8.
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Figure 8: The surface and insertionsrelevantto the correlator(4.35)used to de�ne  n. The
surfacePn+ 1 includestwo ghostinsertionsC and an antighostlineintegralB.

Thisde�nition of n isvalid forn > 0,and  0 can bede�ned by thelim itn ! 0:

 0 � lim
n! 0

 n : (4.37)

Letuscalculate 0 explicitly.Theanticom m utation relation ofB and C isgiven by

fB ;C(�)g= B C(�)+ C(�)B = 1: (4.38)

Note thatthe contourforB in the term B C(�)should be �C +

�
with � < �,and the contour

forB in theterm C(�)B should be�C +

�
with � > �.Using thisanticom m utation relation,the

innerproducth�; n iin thelim itn ! 0 isgiven by

lim
n! 0

h�; n i= hf � �(0)C(1)iP 1
: (4.39)

This gives the CFT description ofthe state  0 = CjP1i in (4.9) for a generalprojector. It

coincideswith thestateobtained by reparam eterization from thesliver’s 0.

Anotherusefulexpression fortheinnerproducth�; n iis

h�; n i= � R
0(R �1 (1))2

�

c(�R �1 (1))f � �(0)c(R�1 (1))

Z

C
+
�

dz

2�i

b(z)
bR 0(z)

�

P n+ 1

; (4.40)

where � > 1,and we have m apped the operator C(2n + 1) to bR 0(bR �1 (�1))c(bR �1 (�1)) =

R 0(R �1 (1))c(�R �1 (1))using the identi�cation (3.17)forthe surface Pn+ 1. Note that� m ust

be Grassm ann even in orderforthe innerproductto be nonvanishing. W e willuse (4.40)in

thenextsection.

Letusnow consider 0

n. Taking a derivative of n S with respectto n isequivalentto an

insertion oftheoperator Z

�V
+
�

dz

2�i
T(z) (4.41)
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Figure 9: The surface and insertionsrelevantto the correlator(4.43)used to de�ne  0

n. The
surface Pn+ 1 includestwo ghostinsertionsC,an antighostline integralB,and a stress-tensor
lineintegralL.

in (4.34),with 1 < � < 2n + 1.See [3]form oredetails.Since theoperatoristransform ed by

R �1 to

L �

Z
dz

2�i

T(z)

R 0(z)
; (4.42)

thegeom etrictranslation of(4.12)fora generalprojectoris

h�; 
0

n i= hf � �(0)C(1)L B C(2n + 1)iP n+ 1
; (4.43)

where the contourofthe integralforL can be taken to be �C +
� with 1 < � < 2n + 1. The

surfaceand insertionsforthiscorrelatorareshown in Figure9.

Note that B and L com m ute. In general,when L is located between two operators,the

contourofthe integralm ustrun between the two operators. The de�nition (4.43)isvalid for

n in therangen > 0.Asin thecaseof 0,thestate 0

0
can bede�ned by thelim itn ! 0:

 
0

0
= lim

n! 0
 
0

n : (4.44)

Using theanticom m utation relation (4.38),theinnerproducth�; 0

n ican bewritten as

h�; 
0

n i= hf � �(0)C(1)B L C(2n + 1)iP n+ 1

= hf � �(0)L C(2n + 1)iP n+ 1
� hf � �(0)B C(1)L C(2n + 1)iP n+ 1

:
(4.45)

Itis trivialto take the lim it n ! 0 forthe �rst term . The lim it ofthe second term can be

calculated using theform ula

lim
�! 0

C(�)L C(� + �)= lim
�! 0

C(�)[L;C(� + �)]= QB � C(�); (4.46)

32



whereQ B � O istheBRST transform ation ofO .Theinnerproducth�; 0
0
iisthus

h�; 
0

0
i= hf � �(0)L C(1)iP 1

� hf � �(0)B QB � C(1)iP 1
: (4.47)

Thisgivesthegeom etrictranslationofthestate 0

0
= �L

+

L
CjP1i+B

+

L
Q B CjP1i= � Q B B

+

L
CjP1i

in (4.11)fora generalprojector,aswe willexplain furtherin the nextsubsection. The state

coincideswith thestateobtained by reparam eterization from thesliver’s 0

0
.

4.3 O perator insertions in the geom etric language

Theexpressionsof n and  0

n in (4.35),(4.40),and (4.43)arethecentralresultsofthissection.

W hilethesolutionconstructed from thesestatesareguaranteedtosatisfytheequationofm otion

becauseitisrelated toSchnabl’ssolution by areparam eterization,itisalso possibletocon�rm

this directly without referring to the reparam eterization. In this subsection we o�er a m ore

detailed analysisofhow variousoperatorinsertionsare presented in the CFT form ulation. It

isthen straightforward to con�rm thattheequation ofm otion issatis�ed using theform ulasin

thissubsection.Thetechniquesdeveloped in thissubsection willbeusefulin handlingoperator

insertionsin theconform alfram eofa generalprojector.

Letusbegin with the operatorL. Itis,by de�nition,obtained from LS by the reparam -

eterization ’,where ’ isim plicitly de�ned by the relation bR(f(t))= fS(’(t))in (2.39). The

function fS(t)becom esfS(’(t))= bR(f(t)),and thusL in thegeneralprojectorfram ez= f(�)

isgiven by LS in thesliverfram ezS = fS(�S)by theconform altransform ation z= bR �1 (zS):

L � U
�1

’ LS U’ = U
�1

’

 Z

V
+

0
�V

�

0

dzS

2�i
zS T(zS)

!

U’ =

Z

C
+

0
�C

�

0

dz

2�i

bR(z)
bR 0(z)

T(z)

=

Z

C
+

0

dz

2�i

R(z)

R 0(z)
T(z)+

Z

C
�

0

dz

2�i

R(�z)

R 0(�z)
T(z):

(4.48)

In obtaining the second line we m ade use of(3.7). Forspecialprojectors,R(z)= zs and the

expression forL sim pli�esto

L =
1

s

I
dz

2�i
zT(z)=

L0

s
: (4.49)

TheoperatorL0 istheVirasoro zero m odein thefram eoftheprojector.Thisisthede�nition

ofL given in [5].Iftheprojectorisnotspecial,(4.49)doesnothold.Generically theexpansion

ofL in ordinary Virasoro operatorsLn containsterm swith negativen.
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TheinnerproducthL �;P� iforany state� in theFock spaceisgiven by

hL �;P� i=

� Z

C
+

0
�C

�

0

dz

2�i

bR(z)
bR 0(z)

T(z)f � �(0)

�

P �

=

� Z

C
+

0

dz

2�i

R(z)

R 0(z)
T(z)f � �(0)

�

P �

+

� Z

C
�

0

dz

2�i

R(�z)

R 0(�z)
T(z)f � �(0)

�

P �

:

(4.50)

ThisprovidestheCFT representation ofthestateL?jP�ibecausehL �;P� i= h�;L?P� i.

Next,we wish to derive a representation ofL jP�i. To this end,we need an expression

forhL?�;P� i. W hile it is possible to construct L? from L?
S
by the reparam eterization ’ as

in (4.48),it is instructive to understand BPZ conjugation directly on the surface P�. BPZ

conjugation is,by de�nition,perform ed by the m ap I(�)= �1=� in the � coordinate. Foran

operatorin the z-plane,BPZ conjugation requiresm apping the operatorto the � coordinate,

perform ing theconjugation,and m apping theresulting operatorback to thez coordinate.The

fullconform altransform ation isthen

z
0= If(z)= f � I� f

�1 (z); I(�)= �1=� : (4.51)

This relation between z0 and z is nothing but the identi�cation between z+ and z� for P0,

nam ely,

R(z+ )+ R(�z� )= 1: (4.52)

Letusapply thisgeom etricunderstanding ofBPZ conjugation to theoperatorL.Them ap If

transform sthetwo integralsin (4.48)asfollows:

Z

C
+

0

dz+

2�i

R(z+ )

R 0(z+ )
T(z+ ) ! �

Z

C
�

0

dz�

2�i

R(�z� )

R 0(�z� )
T(z� )+

Z

C
�

0

dz�

2�i

T(z� )

R 0(�z� )
;

Z

C
�

0

dz�

2�i

R(�z� )

R 0(�z� )
T(z� ) ! �

Z

C
+

0

dz+

2�i

R(z+ )

R 0(z+ )
T(z+ )+

Z

C
+

0

dz+

2�i

T(z+ )

R 0(z+ )
:

(4.53)

ThustheinnerproducthL?�;P� iisgiven by

hL
?
�;P� i= �

� Z

C
+

0
�C

�

0

dz

2�i

bR(z)
bR 0(z)

T(z)f � �(0)

�

P �

+

� Z

C
+

0
+ C

�

0

dz

2�i

T(z)
bR 0(z)

f � �(0)

�

P �

:

(4.54)

Recalling (4.50),wecan write

hL
?
�;P� i= � hL �;P� i+

� Z

C
+

0
+ C

�

0

dz

2�i

T(z)
bR 0(z)

f � �(0)

�

P �

: (4.55)

34



Itim m ediately followsthat

hL
+
�;P� i= h(L + L

?)�;P� i=

� Z

C
+

0
+ C

�

0

dz

2�i

T(z)
bR 0(z)

f � �(0)

�

P �

; (4.56)

and thustheoperatorL+ is

L
+ =

Z

C
+

0

dz

2�i

T(z)

R 0(z)
+

Z

C
�

0

dz

2�i

T(z)

R 0(�z)
: (4.57)

From theseexpressions,weeasily con�rm thealgebra [L;L?]= L + L?,

[L;L?]= [L;L + L
?]=

Z

C
+

0
+ C

�

0

dw

2�i

1
bR 0(w)

I
dz

2�i

bR(z)
bR 0(z)

T(z)T(w)

=

Z

C
+

0
+ C

�

0

dw

2�i

T(w)
bR 0(w)

= L + L
?
;

(4.58)

wherethecontouroftheintegralofzencirclesw counterclockwise,andwehaveneglectedsurface

term softheform bR(w)T(w)=bR 0(w)2 forintegration by partswith respecttow.W hetherornot

thesurfaceterm svanish should bechecked fora given bR(z)by evaluating them in a coordinate

wherethem idpointoftheopen string islocated ata �nitepoint.

W enow considertheoperatorsL+

L
and L+

R
.SinceC �

0
and C +

0
arerespectively theleftand

rightpartsofthecoordinatecurve,theexpression in (4.56)splitsasfollows:

hL
+

R
�;P� i=

� Z

C
+

0

dz

2�i

T(z)

R 0(z)
f � �(0)

�

P �

;

hL
+

L
�;P� i=

� Z

C
�

0

dz

2�i

T(z)

R 0(�z)
f � �(0)

�

P �

:

(4.59)

TheBPZ conjugation m ap If actsas

If :

Z

C
+

0

dz+

2�i

T(z+ )

R 0(z+ )
!

Z

C
�

0

dz�

2�i

T(z� )

R 0(�z� )
; (4.60)

so wesee

(L+

R
)? = L

+

L
: (4.61)

SinceBPZ conjugation isan involution,wealso have(L+

L
)? = L

+

R
.

Using the presentation ofP� asthe region between C
�

0
and C

+

2� and recalling thatthese

curvesareidenti�ed by (3.17),wecan rewritehL+

L
�;P� iin (4.59)as

hL
+

L
�;P� i=

� Z

C
+

2�

dz

2�i

T(z)

R 0(z)
f � �(0)

�

P �

: (4.62)
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Since(L+

R
)? = L

+

L
and (L+

L
)? = L

+

R
,theinnerproductsh�;L+

R
P� iand h�;L

+

L
P� iaregiven by

h�;L
+

R
P� i=

�

f � �(0)

Z

C
+

2�

dz

2�i

T(z)

R 0(z)

�

P �

;

h�;L
+

L
P� i=

�

f � �(0)

Z

C
+

0

dz

2�i

T(z)

R 0(z)

�

P �

:

(4.63)

W eseethatthestatesL+

R
jP�iand L

+

L
jP�iareboth represented astheregion between C

+

0
and

C
+

2� with the sam e operatorinserted on di�erentlocations: itison the rightedge forL +

R
jP�i

and on the leftedge forL+

L
jP�i. Since there are no operatorinsertionsin the region between

C
+

0 and C +

2�,the contourC
+

2� can be deform ed to C +

0 ,and we con�rm thatthe statesare the

sam e:

L
+

R
jP�i= L

+

L
jP�i: (4.64)

Let us next consider the star m ultiplication ofstates with insertions ofL+

R
or L+

L
. W e

takeP� � (L+
L
P�)asan exam ple,butthegeneralization to othercasesisstraightforward.The

operatorL+

L
ofL+

L
P� isrepresented by an integraloverC +

0 on P� in (4.63).Forthe gluing of

the star product we need the identi�cation ofcurves in two di�erent coordinate system s. A

curve C +
q in the z< coordinate ism apped to C +

q+ 
 in the z> coordinate when z< and z> are

related by

R(z> )= R(z< )+



2
: (4.65)

Underthisidenti�cation the operatorinsertion in (4.63)takesthesam eform in thetwo coor-

dinates: Z

C
+
q

dz<

2�i

T(z< )

R 0(z< )
=

Z

C
+

q+ 


dz>

2�i

T(z> )

R 0(z> )
: (4.66)

The operatorintegrated overC +

0 on P� isthusm apped to the sam e operatorintegrated over

C
+

2� on thesurface P�+ � = (C �

0
;C

+

2�+ 2�
)forthestarproductP� � (L+

L
P�).Itfollowsfrom the

�rstequation in (4.63)thatthestarproductcan also beinterpreted as(L+

R
P�)� P�.W ehave

thusshown that

(L+

R
P�)� P� = P� � (L+

L
P�): (4.67)

Theantighost�eld b(z)transform sin thesam eway astheenergy-m om entum tensorT(z).

Thereforetheform ulaswehavederived fortheenergy-m om entum tensorbased on itstransfor-
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m ation propertiesalso apply to theantighost.Theequationsin (4.59),forexam ple,becom e

hB
+

R
�;P� i=

� Z

C
+

0

dz

2�i

b(z)

R 0(z)
f � �(0)

�

P �

;

hB
+

L
�;P� i=

� Z

C
�

0

dz

2�i

b(z)

R 0(�z)
f � �(0)

�

P �

=

� Z

C
+

2�

dz

2�i

b(z)

R 0(z)
f � �(0)

�

P �

;

(4.68)

and theequationsin (4.63)becom e

h�;B
+

R
P� i=

�

f � �(0)

Z

C
+

2�

dz

2�i

b(z)

R 0(z)

�

P �

;

h�;B
+

L
P� i=

�

f � �(0)

Z

C
+

0

dz

2�i

b(z)

R 0(z)

�

P �

:

(4.69)

W ealso havetheanalogsof(4.61),(4.64),and (4.67)

(B +

R
)? = B

+

L
; (B +

L
)? = B

+

R
; (4.70)

eB +
jP�i= (B +

R
� B

+

L
)jP�i= 0; (4.71)

(B +

R
P�)� P� = P� � (B+

L
P�): (4.72)

Finally letusexam inetheoperatorC.Aswehavediscussed in thecalculation of 0 in x4.2,

thestateCjP1ifora generalprojectorisgiven by

h�;CP1i= hf � �(0)C(1)iP 1
= R

0(R �1 (1))hf � � c(R�1 (1))iP 1
(4.73)

forany state� in the Fock space,where P1 isrepresented by theregion between C
�

0 and C +

2 .

Letuscon�rm thatCjP1isatis�esthe relation (4.15). W e need to show thath�;eB + CP1i=

h�;P1iforany state� in theFock space.Since� m ustbeGrassm ann odd in orderto have a

nonvanishing innerproduct,there isan extra m inussign in taking the BPZ conjugate of eB + ,

and wehave

h�;eB
+
CP1i= h�;(B +

R
� B

+

L
)CP1i= �h(B +

R
� B

+

L
)?�;CP1i = h(B +

R
� B

+

L
)�;CP1i:(4.74)

Therelevantcorrelation function can bewritten using(4.68),and itcan beevaluated asfollows:

h(B +

R
� B

+

L
)�;CP1i= R

0(R �1 (1))

� Z

C
+

0
�C

+

2

dz

2�i

b(z)

R 0(z)
f � �(0)c(R�1 (1))

�

P 1

= R
0(R �1 (1))

�

f � �(0)

�I
dz

2�i

b(z)

R 0(z)
c(R �1 (1))

� �

P 1

= hf � �(0)i
P 1
;

(4.75)

where the contourofthe integralin the lastline encirclesz = R �1 (1)counterclockwise. This

concludesthecon�rm ation that eB + CjP1i= jP1i.
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5 O perator construction ofthe solution

In thissection wegivean explicitoperatorconstruction ofthesolution 	 forthem ostgeneral

single-split specialprojectorforarbitrary value ofthe reparam eterization param eter � intro-

duced in (3.9).W ebegin in x5.1with adiscussion ofsingle-splitspecialprojectors.They form a

\hypergeom etriccollection," indexed by aparam eters� 1.Then in x5.2wederivean operator

expression forthestate  n,thekey ingredientof	 in (1.5).The result,given in (5.50),takes

the form ofnorm al-ordered operators acting on the SL(2;R)-invariant vacuum . It holds for

any projectorin thehypergeom etriccollection.

5.1 T he hypergeom etric collection

In a previouspaper[5],a fam ily ofspecialprojectorswith a param eters� 1 wasintroduced.

Itwasdem anded thatthe vector�eld vL �s
associated with the Virasoro operatorL�s in the

fram ez = ~f(�)taketheform :7

vL �s
(~f)�

s

(~fs)0
=
(1+ �2)s

�s�1
; (5.1)

or,equivalently,
d~fs

d�
=

s�s�1

(1+ �2)s
: (5.2)

By integrating thisdi�erentialequation, ~f(�)wasfound to be

~f(�)= �

�

2F1

h
s

2
;s;1+

s

2
;��2

i�1=s
: (5.3)

Itturnsoutthatforeven s the operatorL�s isproportionalto L+ while foreach odd s itis

proportionalto K = L
+

R
� L

+

L
.M oreprecisely,wefound that

q(s)L�s =

(
L+ forseven;

K forsodd;
with q(s)=

�(s=2+ 1)�(s=2)

�(s+ 1)
: (5.4)

It willbe convenient to �x the norm alization of ~f(�) by introducing a rescaled f(�) with

f(� = 1)= 2�1=s.To im plem entthis,wesim ply take

f(�)= 2�
1

s

~f(�)
~f(1)

= 2�
1

s �

 

2F1
�
s

2
;s;1+ s

2
;��2

�

2F1
�
s

2
;s;1+ s

2
;�1

�

! 1=s

: (5.5)

7 W ereservetheuseoff forthem ap with a di�erentnorm alization.Them ap ~f(�)herecorrespondsto f(�)

of[5].

38



Noting that

2F1

h
s

2
;s;1+

s

2
;�1

i

� �(s)=
2�s

p
� �[1+ s

2
]

�[1
2
+ s

2
]

; (5.6)

a shortcom putation showsthatwith thenew norm alization

1

s
L�s =

(
L+ forseven;

K forsodd:
(5.7)

Thism eansthatin thez-coordinateoftheprojectorwehave

1

s

1

zs�1
=

(
v+ (z) forseven;

�(t(z))v+ (z) forsodd;
with z = f(t);t= e

i�
: (5.8)

In herewehaveused thestep function �(t)de�ned in [5],eqn.(2.37).By de�nition,thevector

v corresponding to L = L0=s is

v =
1

s
z: (5.9)

Itnow followsfrom v+ v? = v+ that

v
?(z)=

(
1

s
�1�z

s

zs�1
forseven;

1

s
���z

s

zs�1
forsodd:

(5.10)

Thehypergeom etricconform alfram esareprojectorsforallreals� 1:f(i)= 1 .M oreover

them idpoint� = iistheonly singularpoint,sotheprojectorsaresingle-split.Theseproperties

and the precise shape ofthe coordinate curve can be deduced from the di�erentialequation

(5.2).A littlealgebra gives

dF(�)

d�
=

is

2s+ 1 ~f(1)s
1

(cos�)s
; F(�)� (f(ei�))s: (5.11)

By twist sym m etry it is su�cient to consider the partofthe curve with 0 � � � �=2. The

di�erentialequation (5.11)m ustbesupplem ented with theinitialconditionF(0)= f(1)s = 1=2.

Since the right-hand side of(5.11)ispurely im aginary we see atonce that<(F(�))= 1=2 for

0� � < �=2.Itfollowsalsothatfors� 1,=(F(�))isam onotonicallyincreasingfunction in the

interval0 � � < �=2 with lim�! �=2� =(F(�))= +1 .W e recognize F0 = fF(�)j0 � � < �=2g

astheverticallineV +

0
= fzS j<(zS)= 1=2)g,thepositivepartofthesliver’scoordinatecurve.

W econcludethatthereparam eterization m apping thehypergeom etricprojectorwith s> 1 to

thesliverissim ply

z ! zS = R(z)= z
s
; <z> 0; (5.12)

a fundam entalfactthatwehad so farclaim ed withoutproof.
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Itseem stousplausiblethatthehypergeom etriccollection containsallthesingle-splitspecial

projectors.Itwasshown in [5](section 7.2)thatforaconform alfram etobespecialthefunction

zS = F(�),0 � � � �=2,needsto be piece-wise linearin the zS-plane.On the otherhand we

also saw in [5](section 7.3)thatcornersin F 0 seem to lead to operatorsK thatfailto killthe

identity,thusviolating oneoftheconditionsrequired to havea specialprojector.Ifcornersare

notallowed anywhere,the intersection ofF 0 with the realline m ust be orthogonaland then

F 0 = V
+

0 ,up to a realscaling constant.Thiswould im ply thatallsingle-splitprojectorsarein

thehypergeom etriccollection.

Forintegersthehypergeom etricfunction can beexpressed in term sofelem entary functions.

Forthe�rstfew integervaluesone�nds

s= 1 : f(�)=
2

�
arctan� ;

s= 2 : f(�)=
�

p
1+ �2

;

s= 3 : f(�)=
�2

�

� 1

3

�

arctan� �
�(1� �2)

(1+ �2)2

�1=3
;

s= 4 : f(�)= x

� 3+ x2

(1+ x2)3

�1=4
;

s= 5 : f(�)=
�2

�

� 1

5

�

arctan� �
�(1� �2)(3+ 14�2 + 3�4)

3(1+ �2)4

�1=5
;

s= 6 : f(�)= x

� 10+ 5x2 + x4

(1+ x2)5

�1=6
:

(5.13)

Fors = 1 we recoverthe sliverfram e with a scaling. Fors = 2 we recoverthe butter
y. For

s = 3 we recoverthe projectorin (7.56)of[5]. Fors = 4 we have the projectorwith a = 4=3

in (6.3)of[5].

Forarbitrary s,a seriesexpansion givesL = L0=s with a sim pleanalyticform :

L0 = L0 + 2
1X

k= 1

s!!

(s� 2k)!!

s!!

(s+ 2k)!!
L2k

= L0 +
2s

2+ s
L2 +

2s(s� 2)

(2+ s)(4+ s)
L4 +

2s(s� 2)(s� 4)

(2+ s)(4+ s)(6+ s)
L6 + :::

(5.14)

Foreven s theoperatorL containsa �nitenum berofterm sand thereforeso doesL+ .Thisis

consistentwith (5.7),sinceaccording to (5.1)L�s involvesa �nitenum berofoperatorsforany

integers.
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5.2 T he solution in operator form

To obtain the operatorrepresentation ofthe solution we willbegin with equation (4.40). For

notationalclarity itisusefulto introducethede�nition

r� R
�1 (1); or R(r)= 1: (5.15)

M oreover,letting n ! n � 2,wehavethat(4.40)gives

h�; n�2 i= � (R 0(r))2
�

c(�r)f � �(0)c(r)

Z

C
+



dz

2�i

b(z)

R 0(z)

�

P n�1

; (5.16)

with 1 < 
 � n � 1. The surface Pn�1 in thiscorrelatorisde�ned by the reparam eterization

function R.Ourgoalistoobtain aform ula forthestate n�2 asastring ofoperatorsacting on

the vacuum . The operatorsm ustbe norm alordered so thatevaluation in the levelexpansion

ispossible.

In orderto incorporatethereparam eterizationsthatactwithin thefam ily ofsurfacestates

associated with a projectorwetakeR to be�-dependentasin (3.9),

R �(z)= e
�2�

�

R 0(z)�
1

2

�

+
1

2
; (5.17)

where R 0 isthe \original" function and R � the function obtained by reparam eterization. For

generic projectors,the state  n�2 can be evaluated explicitly only ifcertain conform alm aps

areknown.Forthecaseofspecialprojectorsin thehypergeom etriccollection,fulland explicit

evaluation ispossible.Ourresultisan operatorform ulafor n�2 thatdependson theparam eter

s ofthespecialprojectorand theparam eter� in (5.17).

5.2.1 R eparam eterizations w ithin a fam ily

Let us begin with som e preparatory results concerning the relations between operators and

surfacesde�ned by R � and thosede�ned by R 0.Using (5.17)onecan readily verify that

R �(z)

R 0

�
(z)

=
R 0(z)

R 0

0
(z)

+
1

2

�

e
2�
� 1

� 1

R 0

0
(z)

: (5.18)

LettingL;L� denoteoperatorsde�ned by R and �L;�L? denoteoperatorsde�ned by R 0,equation

(4.48)gives

L =

Z

C
+

0

dz

2�i

R(z)

R 0(z)
T(z)+

Z

C
�

0

dz

2�i

R(�z)

R 0(�z)
T(z);

= �L +
1

2

�

e
2�
� 1

�� Z

C
+

0

dz

2�i

T(z)

R 0

0
(z)

+

Z

C
�

0

dz

2�i

T(z)

R 0

0
(�z)

�

:

(5.19)
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W ehavethereforeobtained

L = �L +
1

2

�
e
2�
� 1

�
(�L + �L?): (5.20)

Analogousrelationshold fortheoperatorsassociated with theantighost�eld b(z).

Itisinteresting to exam ine L forsom e specialvaluesof�.As� = 0,we getL = �L.As�

becom esarbitrarily largeand positiveL becom esproportionalto �L+ :

L !
1

2
e
2�(�L + �L?); as � ! 1 : (5.21)

As� becom esarbitrarily largeand negativeL approaches �L� :

L !
1

2
(�L � �L?); as � ! �1 : (5.22)

Thetransition from R 0 to R can beviewed asa reparam eterization,asdiscussed around equa-

tion (3.9).Indeed,a shortcalculation gives

L = e
�(�L� �L?) �L e��(

�L� �L?)
; (5.23)

showing that �L � �L? generatesthereparam eterization thatm apstheR 0-based operatorstothe

R-based operators.

Letuscom pare surfaces de�ned by R � and surfaces de�ned by R 0. Since R m apsC +
� to

V +
� ,we�nd

z2 C
+

� ! <(R �(z))=
1

2
(1+ �): (5.24)

Forsuch z wealso have

<(R 0(z))= e
2�

�1

2
(1+ �)�

1

2

�

+
1

2
=
1

2
(1+ e

2�
�): (5.25)

Sincewearefocusing on a singlecurvein theprojectorweconcludethat

C
+

� = �C +

e2��
; (5.26)

wherethebarindicatesa curvede�ned by R 0.W ethushavetheidenti�cation ofsurfaces

P� = P e2�� ; (5.27)

where the overline indicatesa surface de�ned by R 0. Note thatthe surface P0 coincideswith

P 0.Thism eansthatthefunction z= f(�)thatde�nestheprojectordoesnotdepend on �.

Thelastingredientweconsideristheantighostinsertion in (5.16).W ewish to rewriteitin

term sofa closed contourintegralthatinvolvesR 0.W ebegin by noting theequality
Z

C
+



dz

2�i

b(z)

R 0(z)
= e

2�

Z

C
+

n�1

dz

2�i

b(z)

R 0

0
(z)

; (5.28)
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which followsfrom (5.17)and contourdeform ation.To rewritetheright-hand sidein term sof

an integralovera closed contourwerecallthaton thesurfacePn�1 theidenti�cation ofpoints

on C +

n�1 and C �

n�1 isgiven by (3.17):

R �(z
+ )+ R �(�z

� )= n; (5.29)

In term sofR 0 theidenti�cation reads

R 0(z
+ )+ R 0(�z

� )= 1+ (n � 1)e2�: (5.30)

W enow considertheintegral

Z

C
+

n�1
�C

�

n�1

dz

2�i

bR 0(z)
bR 0

0
(z)

b(z)=

Z

C
+

n�1

dz+

2�i

R 0(z+ )

R 0

0
(z+ )

b(z+ )+

Z

C
�

n�1

dz�

2�i

R 0(�z� )

R 0

0
(�z� )

b(z� ): (5.31)

Using (5.30)and itsdi�erentialform R 0

0
(z+ )dz+ � R 0

0
(�z� )dz� = 0,we can write the second

integralaboveasan integraloverC +

n�1 .W ethen �nd a cancellation and weareleftwith

Z

C
+

n�1
�C

�

n�1

dz

2�i

bR 0(z)
bR 0

0(z)
b(z)=

�
1+ (n � 1)e2�

�
Z

C
+

n�1

dz

2�i

b(z)

R 0

0(z)
; (5.32)

or,equivalently,

Z

C
+

n�1

dz

2�i

b(z)

R 0

0(z)
=

1

1+ (n � 1)e2�

Z

C
+

n�1
�C

�

n�1

dz

2�i

bR 0(z)
bR 0

0(z)
b(z): (5.33)

Back in (5.28)and using again contourdeform ation,we�nd

Z

C
+



dz

2�i

b(z)

R 0

�
(z)

=
e2�

1+ (n � 1)e2�

Z

C
+

 �C

�




dz

2�i

bR 0(z)
bR 0

0(z)
b(z); on Pn�1 : (5.34)

Thisisourdesired result.

5.2.2 O perator form ula

W earenow in a position to derivean operatorresultbeginning with (5.16).Asa �rststep we

use(5.34)to obtain

h�; n�2 i= �
R 0

0(r)
2e�2�

1+ (n � 1)e2�

� Z

C
+

 �C

�




dz

2�i

bR 0(z)
bR 0

0
(z)

b(z)c(�r)f � �(0)c(r)

�

P
e2� (n�1)

: (5.35)
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Note that we have expressed the surface in term s ofthe function R 0. M oving the antighost

insertion contoursinwardswe pick up contributionsfrom each ofthe ghostinsertionsand we

rem ain with an antighostinsertion thate�ectively surroundstheinsertion oftheteststate�:

h�; n�2 i=
R 0

0
(r)R 0(r)e�2�

1+ (n � 1)e2�

�

c(�r)f � �

�

P
e2� (n�1)

+


f � � c(r)

�

P
e2� (n�1)

�

+
R 0

0
(r)2e�2�

1+ (n � 1)e2�

�

c(�r)

�Z

C
+

 �C

�




dz

2�i

bR 0(z)
bR 0

0(z)
b(z)f � �(0)

�

c(r)

�

P
e2� (n�1)

:

(5.36)

Here 0 � 
 < 1. Thisisthe m ostsim pli�ed expression we have obtained for n�2 when the

projectoriscom pletely general.

Letusnow assum ethatwehavea specialprojectorwith param eters.W ethustake

R 0(z)= z
s

!
R 0(z)

R 0

0
(z)

=
1

s
z; (5.37)

which im pliesthat

Z

C
+

 �C

�




dz

2�i

bR 0(z)
bR 0

0
(z)

b(z)=
1

s

Z

C
+

 �C

�




dz

2�i
zb(z)=

1

s

I
dz

2�i
zb(z): (5.38)

Noticethegreatsim pli�cation:allthatisleftoftheantighostinsertion isaholom orphicintegral

encircling theorigin.W ealso de�ne

an �

�

1+ (n � 1)e2�
�
�1=s

; (5.39)

and con�rm that

R 0(r)= r
s =

1

2

�
1+ e

2�
�
: (5.40)

Using theaboverelations(5.36)can bewritten as

h�; n�2 i= sr
2s�1 (an)

s
e
�2�

�

c(�r)f � �

�

P
e2� (n�1)

+


f � � c(r)

�

P
e2� (n�1)

�

+ sr
2s�2 (an)

s
e
�2�

�

c(�r)

�I
dz

2�i
zb(z)f � �(0)

�

c(r)

�

P
e2� (n�1)

:

(5.41)

Tom ap thecorrelatorstotheupper-halfplanewe�rstscaleP e2�(n�1) down toP0.Thisrequires

thescaling m ap

z
0= anz; (5.42)
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with an de�ned in (5.39).W elet ~f � an � f and perform thescaling,�nding

h�; n�2 i= sr
2s�1 (an)

s�1
e
�2�

�

c(�anr)~f � �

�

P 0

+


~f � � c(anr)

�

P 0

�

+ sr
2s�2 (an)

s�2
e
�2�

�

c(�anr)

�I
dz

2�i
zb(z) ~f � �(0)

�

c(anr)

�

P 0

:

(5.43)

Them ap

g � fI � f
�1 (5.44)

takesP0 to theupperhalfplaneH.Letting

fn�1 � g� ~f = fI � f
�1
� an � f; (5.45)

wem ap thecorrelatorsby g and �nd,noting thatg isan odd function,

h�; n�2 i= sr
s(anr)

s�1
e�2�

g0(anr)

�

c(�g(anr))fn�1 � �

�

H
+


fn�1 � � c(g(anr))

�

H

�

+ sr
s(anr)

s�2
e�2�

(g0(anr))2

�

c(�g(anr))
�
bB fn�1 � �(0)

�
c(g(anr))

�

H

:

(5.46)

Hereallcorrelatorsarenow on theupperhalfplaneH and

bB �

I
dz

2�i

g�1 (z)

(g�1 )0(z)
b(z): (5.47)

Notethatthe bB insertion is� independentand n independent.

Since theoperatorI� fn�1 � �(0)correspondsto h�jU?fn�1 in thestate-operatorcorrespon-

dence,itisconvenient to perform a �nalm ap by I(z)= �1=z. Noting thatthe teststate �

m ustbeGrassm an even,theresultis

h�; n�2 i= 
 s(anr)
s�1 g(anr)

2

g0(anr)

"
D

I� fn�1 � � c

� 1

g(anr)

�E

H

+
D

I� fn�1 � � c

�

�
1

g(anr)

�E

H

+
g(anr)2

anrg
0(anr)

�

I� fn�1 � �(0)bB ?
c

�

�
1

g(anr)

�

c

� 1

g(anr)

��

H

#

;

(5.48)

wherewede�ned


 � e
�2�

r
s =

1

2
(1+ e

�2� ): (5.49)
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W ecan now read outtheoperatorexpression for n�2 :

 n�2 = 
 s(anr)
s�1 g(anr)2

g0(anr)
U
?
fn�1

�

c

�

�
1

g(anr)

�

+ c

� 1

g(anr)

�

+
g(anr)2

anrg
0(anr)

bB ?
c

�

�
1

g(anr)

�

c

� 1

g(anr)

��

j0i:

(5.50)

Equation (5.50)istheexpected result:a form ula forthestate n�2 in which operatorsacton

theSL(2;R)-invariantvacuum .The state dependson both s and �.M oreover,aswe willsee

in the following section,we can readily �nd a levelexpansion ofthe solution. W e recallthat

the\phantom " piece N ofthesolution in (1.5)doesnotcontribute in thelevelexpansion,so

wehave

h�;	i=
1X

n= 2

h�; 
0

n�2 i (5.51)

forany state� in theFock space.

6 Leveland other expansions

In thissection wewillexpand and analyzetheoperatorform (5.50)ofthesolution.W esetup

thelevelexpansion com putation forarbitrary sand � in x6.1.W eproceed up tolevelfour,but

givetheingredientsnecessary to carry thecom putationsto arbitrary order,ifso desired.

In x6.2 we considerthe specialcase � = 0 and com pute the vacuum expectation valuesof

�eldsup to levelfourforarbitrary valuesofs.Thisallowsusto com pute the levelzero,two,

and fourvacuum energiesasfunctionsofs. Fors � 1 we �nd num ericalevidence consistent

with convergence ofthevacuum energy to theexpected valueofm inustheD-branetension.

Recallthatfors< 1thespecialfram esarenotprojectors.Thestring�eld 	which provides

a solution fors� 1 isthereforenotexpected to providea solution fors< 1.Indeed,fors< 1

we�nd num ericalevidenceconsistentwith theenergy failingtoconvergetotheexpected value.

In x6.3 we show thatthe tachyon vacuum solution in the Siegelgauge cannotbe obtained

in the presentfram ework. The fram ework im posesconstraintson expectation valuesthatwe

show arenotsatis�ed in them ostaccurateversion oftheSiegelgaugesolution known to date.

Finally,in x6.4 weconsiderthelim it� ! 1 ofthesolution.Thislim itisofsom einterest

becausethesurfacestatesused tobuild thesolution approach thesurfacestateoftheprojector.

Forlarge� thesolution providesan analyticexpression closely related to thealternative level

expansion schem e introduced in [23]and explored further in [24]. In this schem e,the string
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�eld solution is written in term s ofoperators ofincreasing levelinserted at the m idpoint of

a regulated projector. Our solution is given in term s ofexponentials of� and hasa leading

divergentterm aswellasterm sthatvanish as� ! 1 .

6.1 Levelexpansion prelim inaries

W e now set up the levelexpansion ofthe solution (5.50). W e begin by levelexpanding the

operatorsU ?
fn�1

and bB �.W e then write outthe levelfourstring �eld and com pute the expec-

tation valuesofthe variouscom ponents. The resultsare given in term sofin�nite sum sthat

weevaluatenum erically.

TheoperatorU ?
fn�1

isde�ned by thefunction fn�1 (�)introduced in (5.45):

fn�1 = fI � f
�1
� an � f: (6.1)

Itism ostconvenientto obtain a factorized form in which

Ufn�1 = e
�t0L0 e

�t2L2 e
�t4L4 e

�t6L6 � � � ; (6.2)

with calculablecoe�cients �tn.Thebpzdualisim m ediately written

U
?
fn�1

= � � � e
�t6L�6 e

�t4L�4 e
�t2L�2 e

�t0L0 : (6.3)

Given an arbitrary function f(�)thatde�nesa surfacestateand hasan expansion

f(�)= � + f2�
3 + f4�

5 + f6�
7 + f8�

9 + � � � ; (6.4)

the�rstfew �tn coe�cientsareobtained following thestepsindicated in appendix A of[2].W e

�nd thatthey aregiven by

�t2 = f2;

�t4 = f4 �
3

2
f
2

2 ;

�t6 = f6 � 3f2f4 + 2f3
2
;

�t8 = f8 � 3f2f6 �
5

2
f
2

4
+ 9f2

2
f4 �

19

4
f
4

2
:

(6.5)

Usingthisresultand thepowerseriesexpansion offn�1 wecan readily calculatethecoe�cients
�tn needed to obtain Ufn�1 to levelfour:

e
�t0 = an ; �t2 =

�s+ 2a2n(1+ s)

2+ s
; �t4 = �

(s� 2)s+ 8a4n(1+ s)

2(2+ s)(4+ s)
: (6.6)
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W ith theseweget

U
?
fn�1

= � � � e
�t4L�4 e

�t2L�2 (an)
L0 : (6.7)

Theexpansion of bB ? iseasierto obtain.Recalling (5.47)and therelation g = fI � f�1 we�nd

bB =
1X

n= 0

�n bn = b0 +
4(1+ s)

2+ s
b2 �

16(1+ s)

(2+ s)(4+ s)
b4 + � � � : (6.8)

Notethatboth theVirasoro operatorsand theantighostoperatorsin theaboveexpansionsare

even m oded.

Thelevelexpansion ofthestringisobtained by theaction on thevacuum ofarbitrary ghost

oscillators,even m oded Virasoro operators,and even m oded antighostoscillators. The string

�eld up to levelfouristhusgiven by

	 4 = �

�

tc1j0i

+ uc�1 j0i+ vL�2 c1j0i+ w b�2 c0c1j0i

+ A L�4 c1j0i+ B L�2 L�2 c1j0i+ C c�3 j0i+ E b�2 c�2 c1j0i+ F L�2 c�1 j0i

+ w2b�2 c�1 c0j0i+ w3b�4 c0c1j0i+ w4L�2 b�2 c0c1j0i
�

:

(6.9)

The�rstlinecontainsthelevel-zero tachyon,thesecond linecontainsthethreelevel-two �elds,

and thelasttwolinescontain theeightlevel-four�elds.In thisexpansion theVirasorooperators

includem atterand ghostcontributionsand havezero centralcharge.

To describethesolution,assum ea generalexpansion in a basisofFock spacestates

	=
X

i

�
(i)
jO ii: (6.10)

Up tolevelfour,thestatesjO iiand theexpansion coe�cients� (i)arethosein (6.9).Ourgoalis

tocom putethoseexpansion coe�cients,sincethey aretheexpectation valuesofthecom ponent

�elds.Assum enow that n�2 ,given in (5.50),isalso expanded in thesam ebasis:

 n�2 =
X

i

�
(i)
n jO ii: (6.11)

Using (5.51)wehave

	=
1X

n= 2

 
0

n�2 =
X

i

1X

n= 2

(@n�
(i)
n )jO ii: (6.12)

Com paring with (6.10)we�nd thatthevevsaregiven by

�
(i) =

1X

n= 2

@n �
(i)
n : (6.13)

48



W e can now expand the solution (5.50)to levelfour. Since the com bination anr appears

repeatedly both by itselfand astheargum entofg weintroducethenotation

~a � anr; g � g(~a): (6.14)

Using theexpansion (6.7)ofU ?
fn�1

and theexpansion (6.8)of bB ,togetherwith (6.11),we�nd

thattheexpansion of(5.50)yields

tn = 2
rs~as�2
g2

g0

�

1�
g

~ag0

�

; un =



r

~a2

g2
tn ; vn = 
r�t2tn ; wn = �2




r
s�2~a

s�1 g
3

g02
;

A n = 
r�t4tn ; B n =
1

2

r�t2

2
tn ; Cn =




r3

~a4

g4
tn ; E n = �2




r3
s~as+ 1�2

g

g02
;

Fn =



r

~a2

g2
�t2tn ; (w2)n = �




r3
E n ; (w3)n = �2




r3
s~as+ 1�4

g3

g02
;

(w4)n = �2



r
s~as�1 �t2�2

g3

g02
:

(6.15)

Thepowersofr herearisefrom thefactor(an)L0 = (~a=r)L0 in U ?
fn�1

| see(6.7).In theabove

form ulaeallappearancesofan arein thecom bination ~a.Note,however,thatthecoe�cients �t2

and �t4 have an dependence. Following (6.13),the expectation value ofA,forexam ple,would

begiven by

A =
1X

n= 2

@nA n : (6.16)

Forarbitrary � and s,the derivativeswith respectto n ofthecom ponent�eldsin (6.15)give

long and com plicated expressions. Therefore,we do notattem ptany furthersim pli�cation of

thestring �eld.

6.2 LevelExpansion for � = 0

In thissubsection we set� = 0 and explore the solution forvariousvaluesofs. W e calculate

explicitly the expectation values oflevelfour �elds and use them evaluate the approxim ate

energy ofthe solution. W e �nd num ericalevidence consistent with the energy converging to

theexpected valueof�1 (in unitsoftheD-branetension)fors� 1.Fors< 1 wecan stilluse

(5.50)to calculate a string �eld butgiven thatthe s< 1 surface statesarenotprojectors,we

have no reason to believe thatthe constructed �eld isa solution.Indeed,a levelcom putation

oftheenergy in thosecasessuggeststhatitdoesnotconvergeto m inusone.
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For� = 0 wehaver= 1 and thesolution in (5.50)reducesto

 n�2 = s(an)
s�1 g(an)

2

g0(an)
U
?
fn�1

�

c

�

�
1

g(an)

�

+ c

� 1

g(an)

�

+
g(an)2

ang
0(an)

bB ?
c

�

�
1

g(an)

�

c

� 1

g(an)

��

j0i:

(6.17)

Thistim ewewrite

a � an = n
�1=s

; g � g(a); g
0
� g

0(a); (6.18)

and theresultsin (6.15)sim plify to

tn = 2sas�2
g2

g0

�

1�
g

ag0

�

; un =
a2

g2
tn ; vn = �t2tn ; wn = �2s�2a

s�1 g
3

g02
;

A n = �t4tn ; B n =
1

2
�t22tn ; Cn =

a4

g4
tn ; E n = �2sas+ 1�2

g

g02
;

Fn =
a2

g2
�t2tn ; (w2)n = �E n ; (w3)n = �2sas+ 1�4

g3

g02
; (w4)n = �2sas�1 �t2�2

g3

g02
:

(6.19)

These form ulae,togetherwith (6.13)allow theevaluation ofthelevelfourexpectation values.

Asin [2],no sim pleclosed form seem spossibleand thecom putation m ustbedonenum erically.

The levelfourstring �eld in (6.9)can be rewritten using m atterVirasoro operators. Ex-

panding the Virasoro operators in (6.9) into m atter and ghost parts one obtains the string

�eld

	 4 = �

�

t
0
c1j0i

+ u
0
c�1 j0i+ v

0
L
m
�2
c1j0i+ w

0
b�2 c0c1j0i

+ A
0
L
m
�4 c1j0i+ B

0
L
m
�2 L

m
�2 c1j0i+ C

0
c�3 j0i+ D

0
b�3 c�1 c1j0i+ E

0
b�2 c�2 c1j0i

+ F
0
L
m
�2 c�1 j0i+ w

0

2b�2 c�1 c0j0i+ w
0

3b�4 c0c1j0i+ w
0

4L
m
�2 b�2 c0c1j0i

�

;

(6.20)
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s= 0:6 s= 0:8 s= 1 s= 1:2 s= 1:4 s= 2:0 s= 3:0

t(s) 0:52860 0:53755 0:55347 0:57278 0:59361 0.65779 0:75882

u(s) 0:02935 0:03881 0:04367 0:04600 0:04694 0:04634 0:04268

v(s) 0:04541 0:09289 0:13765 0:17939 0:21840 0:32231 0:46548

w(s) 0:09945 0:11908 0:13108 0:13860 0:14330 0:14857 0:14617

Table 1: The expectation values of all�elds up to leveltwo calculated using the exact analytic

expressionsasa function oftheparam eters.

wheretheprim ed �eldsaregiven by

t
0= t u

0= u + 3v

v
0= v w

0= w � 2v

A
0= A B

0= B

C
0= C + 7A + 15B + 5F D

0= �5A + 3B + F (6.21)

E
0= E � 6A � 8B + 4w4 F

0= F + 6B

w
0

2
= w2 + 12B + 2F � 3w4 w

0

3
= w3 � 4A

w
0

4 = w4 � 4B

Notethatin (6.20)we had to introduce a �eld D 0to m ultiply thestateb�3 c�1 c1j0i.Since
bB only haseven-m oded oscillators,thatstatearisesfrom (5.50)only afterexpanding thetotal

Virasoro operators in U ?
fn�1

into m atter and ghost parts. Note also that the state Lm
�3 c0j0i

does not arise in the expansion. The expansion in ghost and m atter parts cannot generate

odd-m oded Virasoro operators,only odd-m oded antighostoperators.

W e can now consider som e num ericalwork. For s = 1 we �nd the expectation value

t= 0:553466,u = 0:0436719,v = 0:137646,and w = 0:131082. These im ply t0 = 0:553466,

u0= 0:45661,v0= 0:137646,and w 0= �0:14421 in com pleteagreem entwith [2].W ehavealso

checked thattheexpectation valuesofthelevelfour�eldsfors= 1 agreewith thosein [2].For

s= 2 we�nd

t= 0:65779; u = 0:04634; v = 0:32231; w = 0:14857: (6.22)

Vacuum expectation valuesfortheseand othervaluesofs arelisted in Table1.
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s= 0:6 s= 0:8 s= 1 s= 1:2 s= 1:4 s= 2:0 s= 3:0

E 0(s) �0:91925 �0:95064 �1:00777 �1:07934 �1:15927 -1.42348 �1:8943

E 2(s) �0:91495 �0:96663 �1:00782 �1:02736 �1:02271 �0:87438 �0:2896

E 4(s) �0:91389 �0:97221 �1:0045 �1:00843 �0:99591 �0:98916 �1:4827

Table2:Theenergy calculated atlevelszero,two,and four,forseveralvaluesofthe param eters.

Theenergy,norm alized to m inusone,can becom puted using thevevsofthe�eldsand the

kineticterm sin thestring �eld theory.To levelzero,two,and fourweget

E 0 =
2�2

3

�

�
1

2
t
2

�

;

E 2 = E 0 +
2�2

3

�

�
1

2
u
2 + 3u(v� w)+ 2(v� w)2

�

;

E 4 = E 2 +
2�2

3

�

4A 2 + 24AB + 5AC � 6AE + 18AF � 8Aw3 � 24Aw4

� 3B C + 8B E � 24B w2 � 24B w3 + CF � Cw2 � 5Cw3 + 3Cw4

�
3

2
E
2 + 6E F + 3E w2 + 6E w3 � 8E w4 �

13

2
F
2
� 5Fw2 � 18Fw3

� 2w 2

2 + 24w2w4 + 4w 2

3 + 24w3w4

�

:

(6.23)

In Figure 10 we plot energies as a function ofs 2 [0:6;2:0]. There are three curves: the

level-zero energy E 0(s),the level-two energy E 2(s),and the level-fourenergy E 4(s). Ateach

leveltheenergy wascom puted using theexactnum ericalvaluesforallthe�elds.Fors� 1 the

variouscurvesare consistentwith an energy thatapproachesthe correctvalue.Fors< 1 the

plotsuggeststhatthe energy willnotapproach the correctvalue. Som e particularvaluesare

also tabulated in Table 2.Note how e�cienttheconvergence isfors= 2,while fors= 0:6 it

appearsthattheenergy willnotm ovem uch beyond thevalue�0:91.

6.3 N o Siegelgauge in the fam ily

Thesolution forthetachyon vacuum in theSiegelgaugeisa statein theuniversalsubspaceof

the totalCFT:the ghostnum berone subspace spanned by allstatesbuilton the vacuum by

acting with �nitenum bersofghostand antighostoscillatorsaswellas�nitenum berofm atter

Virasoro operators. Apartfrom an SU(1;1)sym m etry thatrelatescertain expectation values

no additionalrelationsareknown.
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Figure10:PlotoftheenergiesE 0(s);E 2(s);and E 4(s)com puted atlevelszero,two,and four,
respectively.Theexactvalueis�1.

It is clear from the form of  n that the solution 	 belongs to a constrained universal

spacewherestatesarebuiltacting on thevacuum with arbitrary ghostoscillators,even-m oded

antighost oscillators,and even-m oded totalVirasoro operators. Before im posing any gauge

condition,thelevelfouruniversalsubspacecontains10 states,whilethelevelfourconstrained

spacehasonly 8 states.

Asweshow now,atlevelfourtheSiegelgaugeexpectation valuesm ustsatisfy an additional

relation ifitisto lieon theconstrained universalspace.Thiscondition isnotsatis�ed.

In the Siegelgauge we can use the expansion (6.20) ofthe string �eld. The question is

whether the values ofthe prim ed �elds in the Siegelgauge are consistent with expectation

valuesforthe unprim ed �elds. Can we solve forthe unprim ed �eldsusing (6.21)? There isa

constraint,however.W ereadily �nd that

D
0= �5A 0

� 3B 0+ F
0
: (6.24)

This is a constraint that m ust be satis�ed by the Siegelgauge solution,ifit is to have the

structuralform required by thegenerals solution.From [25]wehave

A
0= �0:005049;

B
0= �0:000681;

F
0= 0:001234:

(6.25)

Thistogetherwith(6.24)predictsD 0= 0:028522.Thevaluefrom [25],however,isD 0= 0:01976,

in cleardisagreem ent.W econcludethatwecannotreach theSiegelgaugesolution foranyvalue
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oftheparam eters.

6.4 Projector expansion

In [23]a variantoflevelexpansion wasproposed in which thestring �eld solution iswritten in

term sofoperatorsofincreasing levelinserted atthem idpointofa regulated projectorsurface

state. The originaldiscussion used the butter
y state butthiswasextended to large classes

ofprojectorsin [24].In thissection weshow how to obtain a possibly related expansion using

the� param eterin thelim itoflarge�.

In thesolution (5.50)and initslevelexpansion wenotedtherepeated appearanceofanr= ~a,

which isgiven by

~a = anr=
h1

2
�

1+ e2�

1+ (n � 1)e2�

i1=s
: (6.26)

For� ! 1 wegeta �nitelim it

lim
�! 1

~a =
� 1

2n � 2

�1=s
� �a: (6.27)

W ealso notethatforlarge�

r’ 2�1=se2�=s; an ’ 21=s�ae�2�=s : (6.28)

LetusseparatethefactorU ?
f from U ?

fn�1
.W erecall(6.1),which im pliesthat

Ufn�1 = UfI�f
�1 (an)

L0 Uf : (6.29)

Itfollowsthat

U
?
fn�1

= U
?
f

h

(an)
L0 U

?
fI�f

�1 (an)
�L 0

i

(an)
L0 : (6.30)

Since fn�1 is independent ofthe overallscale off,we can assum e that f(z) � z + :::in

evaluating UfI�f
�1 .W ecan then writean expansion withoutan L0 term :

U
?
fI�f

�1 = � � � e
�d6L�6 e

�d4L�4 e
�d2L�2 : (6.31)

Herethe �dn arecalculablecoe�cienctsthatareindependentof�.W ethen have

U
?
fn�1

= U
?
f

�

� � � e
�d6a

6
n L�6 e

�d4a
4
n L�4 e

�d2a
2
n L�2

�

(an)
L0 : (6.32)

The string �eld willbean expansion in powersofe2�=s.The leading term in the expansion of

the string �eld willoccurwhen U ?
fn�1

actson the tachyon state,the state with L0 = �1. In

thiscase,to leading orderin e2�=s,theabovefactorin parenthesisisequalto one,and wehave

U
?
fn�1

c1j0i’ U
?
fc1j0i�

1

�a
2�1=s e2�=s: (6.33)
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Itnow followsfrom (5.50)that

 n�2 ’
1

2
s�as�1

g(�a)2

g0(�a)

1

�a
2�1=s e2�=sU ?

fc1j0i� 2
�

1�
g(�a)

�ag0(�a)

�

; (6.34)

or,equivalently,

 n�2 ’ U
?
fc1j0i� 2�1�

1

sse
2�=s2�as�2

g(�a)2

g0(�a)

�

1�
g(�a)

�ag0(�a)

�

: (6.35)

Thism eansthatto leading orderin theexpansion thestring �eld isgiven by

j	i= U
?
f c1j0i� 2�1�

1

s e
2�=s2

1X

n= 2

@n

�

�as�2
g(�a)2

g0(�a)

�

1�
g(�a)

�ag0(�a)

��

: (6.36)

Thisisthe generalresult,valid forallarbitrary s � 1. Note thatthisterm divergesparam e-

terically with �.Forthecaseofthesliver,thestring �eld becom es

j	i= U
?
f c1j0i�

1

4
e
2�

� 2
1X

n= 2

@n

�
g2(�a)

�ag0(�a)

�

1�
g(�a)

�ag0(�a)

��

; s= 1; (6.37)

with g(z)= 1

2
tan(�z).Recalling thede�nition of�a in (6.27)onecan easily evaluatetheabove

expression num erically.Theresultis

j	i= U
?
f c1j0i�

1

4
e
2�

� (0:39545107): (6.38)

W ewillnotattem ptthecalculation ofthesubleading term sin thesolution.In thework of[23]

the leading term ofthe solution isa divergentcoe�cientthatm ultipliesa ghostinsertion on

a regulated projector.The regulation param eterand thedivergentcoe�cientarerelated,and

thishelpsproduce �nite energy. W hile the expansion ofthe solution around the sliverin this

subsection iswellde�ned in calculating coe�cientsin frontofstatesin theFock space,itisnot

wellde�ned in calculating the energy ofthe solution. Itwould be interesting to �nd a m ore

system aticway to expand thesolution forlarge�,in particular,in thecontextofVSFT.

7 C oncluding R em arks

W e�nd ittantalizing thatprojectorsplay a signi�cantrolein the construction ofsolutionsof

OSFT.Projectors are essentially the solutionsofvacuum string �eld theory (VSFT),so this

factshould help relateOSFT to VSFT and,with som eluck,to obtain a regularform ofVSFT.

In addition to �nding new solutionsofOSFT,thedevelopm entofVSFT m ay pavetheway for

furtherprogressin this�eld.
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Theroleofprojectorswassom ewhathidden in thetachyon vacuum solution ofSchnabl[2].

TheL0,L?
0
structureassociated with thegeom etry ofthewedgestatesseem ed tobethecentral

and necessary ingredient. In [5]itwas found thatthe L0,L?
0 structure is not unique to the

wedgestates.Including otherconditionsrequired by solvability,oneisled tospecialprojectors.

In thiswork wehaveused reparam eterizationsto show thatanytwist-invariant,single-split

projectorfurnishesasolution.Itisnotrequired tohaveaspecialprojector,buttheform ofthe

solution sim pli�esconsiderably forthatcase. Thisisa satisfying conclusion:each single-split

projectorfurnishesa solution in a di�erentgauge,and allsingle-splitprojectorsareallowed.

Ourm ethodsusing reparam eterizationsdo notim m ediately apply to m ultiple-splitprojec-

tors,i.e.,conform alfram eswhere thecoordinatecurve goesto in�nity atotherpointsbesides

the string m idpoint. These projectors are not related by regular reparam eterizations to the

sliver. Exam ples ofm ultiple-split specialprojectors were given in [5]. It is not di�cult to

constructform alsolutionsforacertain classofm ultiple-splitspecialprojectorsby insertingop-

eratorsanalogousto thosein section 4,butitisnotobviousifthecalculation oftheirenergies

iswellde�ned.

W hile the idea ofusing reparam eterizationsiscertainly notnew,itwasgenerally feltthat

concretecom putationswould bedi�cultsincetheoperatorsthatperform reparam eterizations

areextrem ely di�cultto construct.W efound a way to im plem entthenecessary reparam eter-

izationswithoutconstructing theoperators.

One particularly interesting by-productisthe construction ofan abelian algebra ofstates

forany projector. The surface statesinterpolate between the identity and the projector. For

thesliverthisisthefam iliaralgebra ofwedgestates.W ebelieve,although wehavenotproven,

thatthewedgestatesaretheuniquestatesthatinterpolatebetween theidentity and thesliver

and star-m ultiply am ong them selves. Ifthisisthe case,the possibility ofreparam eterizations

im pliesthatthe interpolating fam ily m ustbe a canonicalunique objectforany projector. In

this sense there is no preferred projector and our use ofthe sliver is recognized to be just a

technicaltool.
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