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Introduction and summary

It has been known for many years that string theory amplitudes receive non-perturbative

contribution from D-instantons [1, 2]. Many D-instanton induced terms were predicted

using S-duality invariances of various compactified string theories [2-25], but except for

the early attempts [2], the direct systematic computation of these amplitudes from first

principles has not been carried out. However during the last two years progress was made

in the context of two dimensional string theory [26-31]. In particular, [26, 27] computed

the precise contributions to the amplitudes from D-instantons in terms of some constants

that appear to be divergent in the world-sheet formalism. It was then found that string

field theory gives finite, unambiguous values of these constants [28-31].



The goal of this paper will be to extend this analysis to type IIB string theory and
verify one of the predictions of S-duality. Our focus will be on the simplest case of ten
dimensional type IIB string theory. Tree level four graviton amplitude in this theory
receives a correction proportional to ((3) from an eight derivative term in the effective
action [32]. This contribution is not invariant under S-duality but can be made S-duality
invariant by adding one loop and non-perturbative corrections to the amplitude [2, 3]. The
result takes the form:!

; 272 . _
7272 K| 20(8) + S 2 +dm gl (P Y | (2m)'0 600 (ka4 ks + ),
(1.1)

where 7 = a+i g3 !, gs is the string coupling defined so that the D-instanton action is given
by 27/gs, a is the vacuum expectation value of the RR scalar field and K, is a kinematic
factor depending on the momenta {k;} and polarizations {e()} of the external graviton
states, as described in (6.25), (6.26). The expression (1.1) has been written in the string
frame, as should be clear from the explicit factor of g2 multiplying the tree level term
proportional to ¢(3). In the Einstein frame the expression (1.1) is multiplied by a factor of

Js /2 and becomes proportional to the S-duality invariant function Es/o(7,7) [2, 3]. The
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one loop term 272g2 /3 in (1.1) is known to agree with the results of explicit computation [35,

36]. In this paper we shall verify that the leading non-perturbative term proportional to
e2™7 also agrees with the leading D-instanton contribution to this amplitude.

Formally the leading D-instanton contribution to the four graviton amplitude is given
by the product of four disk amplitudes, each with a single graviton vertex operator and
four open string fermion zero mode insertions [2]. This part of the amplitude can be
computed using straightforward world-sheet methods. However the amplitude is multiplied
by an overall normalization factor that can be formally identified as the exponential of the
annulus amplitude with no vertex operator insertion. Physically it represents the one loop
determinant of the open string fields on the D-instanton. Due to cancellation between the
contributions from the NS and R sector states the annulus partition function vanishes and
if we take this literally, it would appear that the normalization factor is unity. However,
this is deceptive since the contribution from the zero modes cannot be represented as a
determinant and the zero mode integrations must be carried out separately. To deal with
this we proceed as follows:

1. First we show that the exponential of the annulus partition function can be formally
expressed as an integral over the bosonic and fermionic modes of the open string
with precise normalization. Since there is no subtlety in the non-zero mode sector,
the vanishing of the annulus partition function implies cancellation between the in-
tegrals over the non-zero modes of the open string and we focus on the zero mode
sector integrals.

2. Then we show that the integral over the zero modes can be regarded as the re-
sult of Siegel gauge fixing of a gauge invariant integral over the (zero dimensional)

!The prediction of S-duality was shown to be consistent with some results in ' = 4 super Yang-Mills
theory via AdS/CFT correspondence [33]. This is also consistent with the analysis of graviton scattering
amplitude using S-matrix bootstrap [34].



open string fields. The gauge fixing is done following the standard Faddeev-Popov
formalism.

. Some of the zero modes in the gauge fixed version represent bosonic and fermionic
collective modes and must be treated carefully. However one pair of fermionic zero
modes in the NS sector can be identified as the Faddeev-Popov ghosts arising from
gauge fixing. The vanishing of the quadratic term of the action of these modes
indicate the vanishing of the Faddeev-Popov determinant and hence the breakdown
of the Siegel gauge [37, 38].

. We avoid this problem with gauge fixing by using the original gauge invariant version
of the path integral instead of the Siegel gauge fixed version. Since the normaliza-
tion of the gauge fixed version was known, this fixes the normalization of the gauge
invariant version. This version does not have integration over the Faddeev-Popov
ghost modes, but has an extra integral over an out of Siegel gauge mode of the open
string. It also has division by the volume of the gauge group.

. The out of Siegel gauge mode gives a non-zero contribution to the action. The
integration over this mode takes the form of a Gaussian integral and can be carried
out explicitly.

. We find the volume of the gauge group by relating the string field theory gauge trans-
formation parameter 6 to the rigid U(1) gauge transformation parameter 6 under
which an open string connecting the original D-instanton to a spectator D-instanton
picks up a phase . This relationship is found by comparing the gauge transforma-
tion laws in string field theory to the rigid U(1) gauge transformation laws. Once
this is done we can express the integration over 6 in terms of integration over 6 and
then use the fact that 6 has period 27 to compute the volume of the gauge group.

. The remaining modes in the NS sector represent bosonic zero modes related to col-
lective modes of the D-instanton describing its location in space-time. We determine
the precise normalization relating the two sets of modes by comparing the coupling
of the open string zero modes to closed strings to the expected coupling of the col-
lective modes to closed strings. Using this we can express the integration over these
bosonic zero modes in terms of integration over the collective modes with some spe-
cific normalization factor. The integration over the collective modes is left aside, to
be done at the end after combining the contribution from all the pieces. The final
integration over these modes generate the usual energy-momentum conserving delta

function (27)0 609 (3, p;).

. In the R sector there are 16 fermion zero modes, and all of these can be related to the
fermionic collective modes of the D-instanton associated with broken supersymmetry.
Integration over these modes is also set aside till the end after we combine all the
pieces. In particular, we need to insert 16 fermionic modes into the four disks,
each carrying a single graviton vertex operator. The integration over the fermionic
collective modes now produces a suitable 16-dimensional € tensor that needs to be
combined with the rest of the amplitude.



The answer for the one instanton contribution to the four graviton amplitude, com-
puted this way, takes the form:

i €m0 = 2m/95 96 78 gT/2 [¢ (21)10 600 (k) + ko + kg + ky) . (1.2)

EQ. (1.2) agrees with the term proportional to *™7 in (1.1). a dependence of the amplitude
can be obtained by exponentiating the disk one point function of the RR scalar field since
that is the only amplitude that involves a and not its derivative. The overall phase of the
term is not determined due to the usual ambiguities in evaluating path integral over chiral
fermions, but this phase can be absorbed into a shift of a.

The fact that the instanton contribution gives the correct dependence on g, was already
noted in [39]. The ratio of the subleading non-perturbative corrections, hidden in the - - -
in (1.1), to the leading non-perturbative correction is also being analyzed in [39].

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In sction 2 we describe our normalization
conventions in the world-sheet string theory and compare them with those of [40] whose
results we use. In sction 3 we describe our normalization conventions in string field theory,
and compare the coupling constants and fields that arise there with those appearing in [40].
Sections 4-6 contain the main results of this paper. In sction 4 we compute the normal-
ization of the D-instanton amplitudes by manipulating the exponential of the annulus zero
point function following the procedure described earlier in this section. This computes
the total contribution from the steepest descent contour passing through the instanton.
However the actual contribution of the instanton to the full amplitude depends on how
the steepest descent contour fits inside the actual integration contour. This produces a
multiplier factor that accompanies the normalization. In sction 5 we argue that for the
D-instanton of type IIB string theory this multiplier factor is one. In sction 6 we compute
the disk amplitude with one graviton and four fermionic open string zero mode insertions
and combine this with the result of sction 4 to compute the leading D-instanton contribu-
tion to the four graviton amplitude. In sction 7 we review the prediction of S-duality for
this amplitude and show that the result of explicit D-instanton calculation agrees with the
prediction of S-duality. In sction 8 we discuss possible generalization of this analysis to
D-instanton contribution in other (compactified) string theories, including the contribution
from Euclidean D-branes wrapped along compact cycles.

2 Conventions for the world-sheet theory

In this section we shall describe our normalization conventions. Since we are trying to
reproduce a single constant, it is important that we carefully keep track of all the constants
in our analysis. We work in the o/ = 1 unit. For the rest of the conventions, we shall try
to follow closely the ones used in [41]. In a few places we shall differ from the convention
of [41]; we shall mention them as we encounter these differences.

The world-sheet of type IIB string theory has a set of 10 scalar fields X* describing the
target space-time coordinates, their superpartner left and right-moving fermions ¥*, ¥,
the world-sheet grassmann odd ghost fields b, ¢, b, ¢ and the grassmann even ghost fields



B,7,B3,7. The B,y system is ‘bosonized’ by introducing scalar fields ¢, ¢, and fermionic
fields &,n, €, 7 via the relations:

B=0ce™ y=ne’, B=0e0, =17 (2.1)
The operator products between various fields take the form:

“w v _ an 123 v [ 77,‘17”
OXMIX(w) = —g g e W) = g

eN9(2) 20(W) — (5 _ gp) Nn@2elata)o(w) 4 ...

00(2) 0d(w) = ——— 4. (2.2)

(z —w)

where - -- denote less singular terms whose knowledge will not be needed for our analysis.
The Minkowski metric n*” is taken to have mostly + signature, and is replaced by d,,
in the euclidean computation. There are similar operator product expansions involving
anti-holomorphic fields that we have not written down. In the following discussion we shall
only write down the various relations involving the holomorphic fields, with the implicit
understanding that there are similar relations involving anti-holomorphic fields as well.

We assign ghost number 1 to ¢, ¢,7,7,1,7, —1 to b,b, 3, 3, &, € and 0 to the rest of the
fields. We also assign picture number ¢ to e9® and eq‘g, 1to &, €, —1 ton,7 and 0 to the rest
of the fields. The SL(2,C) invariant vacuum carries zero ghost number and picture number.

The stress tensor T'(z) and its fermionic partner Tr(z) for the matter sector take
the form:

Tyu(2) = —OX OX 1 + 00", Tp(2) = —1,0X" (2.3)

with similar expressions for their anti-holomorphic counterparts. The operator product
expansions involving T}, and T take the form:

151 2 1

) 1 1 1
TF(Z)TF(w) = 5 (Z—’U))g +§Z— Tm(w)+ )
3 1 1
The stress tensors of the ghost fields are given by
3 1
Tye=—2b0c+cob, TQ’W(Z) = 5587 + 5’}/8,3 =Ty +Tye, (2.5)
where )
Tye=-—n0¢,  Ty=—50006— 0. (2.6)



The BRST charge is given by
Qp = j{dZJB(Z)a (2.7)

where
18(2) = c(2){Tm(2) + Ty (2)} + 7(2)Tr(2) + b(2)c(2)0c(z) — 37(2)26(2) : (2.8)

and § is normalized to include the 1/(27i) factor so that § dz/z = 1.
The picture changing operator (PCO) X [42, 43] will be taken to be:

X(2) = 2{Qp,6()} = 2006 + 267 Tp — SO e® b 20 (D) . (29)

This differs from the one used in [41] by a factor of 2. Since the picture number non-
conservation on a Riemann surface of genus g is proportional to 2g — 2, and since string

29—2

z where g, is the string coupling constant, the difference

amplitudes carry factors of g
in the normalization of the PCO can be absorbed into a redefinition of the string coupling
and the normalization of the vertex operators. We shall see that (2.9) is a convenient
normalization to use for computation of amplitudes.

We also introduce the inverse picture changing operator
V=2cde . (2.10)

Both X and Y commute with the BRST operator. Furthermore, they have a non-singular
operator product expansion:

V() X(w) =1+ O(z —w). (2.11)

Since we shall be using some of the results from [40] we shall now give the relation
between the normalization conventions used here and those used in [40]. The results of [40]
can be found by making the following replacements in our formulae:?

ﬂ%_ﬁ/Q’ ’7—>27a £—>€/27 ”7_>2n7 ¢_>¢7
XH 5 XM, P — —i Yt V2, T — Tg, Tr —Tr/2. (2.12)
Next we introduce the 16-component spin fields S* and S, in the matter sector, car-

rying opposite chirality. We shall use the convention that e=#/2S, and e=3%/25% are GSO

even operators. The relevant operator product involving the spin fields are:
W (2) €—¢>/25a(w) = —(z— w)—1/2 (7“)a56_¢/2 Sﬁ(w) e

YH(z) e 5% (w) =

v
2
i _ aB —
e (e S
e 3%25%(2) e 72 G5(w) = (2 —w) 285 e 2 (w) + -+,

S, (2) P S5(w) = i (2 — w) ™ (s e dulw) + -, (2.13)

2With these replacements, the bosonization rule for 3,~ should take the form 8 = e~ ®d¢, v = ne®.
Ref. [40] states the bosonization rules as 8 = e 0, v = e 1, but this is inconsistent with the operator
product expansion v(2)B(w) ~ (z — w) ™" used in [40] if we take £, n to anti-commute with e*?.



where the 16 x 16 matrices +/ 3 satisfy the identities:
() = ('), ()% = (1) aps {727} =20, for1<i<9,
(7°)% = Sap, (")ap = ~dag- (2.14)

These are related to the full ten dimensional gamma matrices I'* as follows:

(0 ()
Fu_((’}/#)aﬂ . ) (2.15)

An explicit choice of such gamma matrices can be found e.g. in appendix A of [44]. It will
be understood that when we take product of the v*’s, the successive v*’s will have their
indices alternating between upper and lower indices. Therefore (’y“’y”)aﬁ will correspond
to (7#)*(v")ss. With this convention, we have

{2} =20 Lg, (2.16)

where I1¢ denotes the 16 x 16 identity matrix. The consistency of (2.13) with (2.2) can be
seen by studying various correlation functions. For example, we have

(ce™PPH(21)ce™??Sa(22)ce 2 S5(23)) = i K 4h5/2, (2.17)

where K is an overall constant giving (cdcd?ce™2?)/2 in the holomorphic sector. This can
be obtained by either taking the operator product of the second and third operators first
using (2.13) and then using (2.2), or by taking the operator product of the first and the
second operator first using (2.13) and then using (2.13) again.

We now give the mode expansion of the various fields. The ghost and the matter fields
have mode expansions

b(z) =Y bpz "7, c(z) = enz "M,
B(z) = Zn: Bz "3, V(z) = z::'Vnz‘”+5,
n(z) = mz ", §z) =) &z ",
iV20XH(z) = En: akz iN2YM(z) = }nj dhzn2 (2.18)

Also useful will be the mode expansions of the total stress tensors of the matter and ghost
superconformal field theory and the super-stress tensor of the matter theory:

1
T(z) =3 Lnz "2, Tr(z) =53 GM 2732 (2.19)

Note that in this equation T'(z) refers to the total stress tensor of all the fields, while Tx
is the super-stress tensor of the matter fields only. The superscript (m) of Gq(lm) will serve
to remind us of this.



The normalization conventions described above will be used for both closed and open
strings For open strings the expansion coefficients of the anti-holomorphic fields are not
independent, but are related to those of the holomorphic fields. For computing correlation
functions on the upper half plane, this relationship is used to arrive at the doubling trick in
which we replace the upper half plane by the full complex plane and the anti-holomorphic
fields in the upper half plane by holomorphic fields at the complex conjugate points.

Finally, we state the normalization of the vacua of the closed string and the open string.
For the closed string vacuum carrying momentum k, we choose the normalization [41]:

(k|e_16_1coeoc1r e 22(0)e 29 (0)|K) = —(2m) 10610 (% + &) . (2.20)
The normalization of the open string vacuum on a p-brane will be chosen as:

(kle_1cocr e 22 (0)|K') = (2m)PTL6PH) (k + &) . (2.21)

3 Conventions for string field theory

We shall now review some of the relevant properties of open-closed superstring field theory
that describes the coupled dynamics of the degrees of freedom of a D-p-brane and the
closed string degrees of freedom. We shall need only a small part of the string field theory
and not the full details. The full details can be found in [45, 46], but our convention
differs from that of [46] in one important way. In the analysis of [46] the kinetic term of
the closed string fields was accompanied by a factor of g;2, that of the open string fields
was accompanied by a factor of g;! and the normalization of the interaction terms were
specified only implicitly by requiring that they satisfy appropriate sewing identities. Here
we shall accompany the kinetic term of the closed string fields by a constant =2 and that of
the open string fields by a different constant g, ! and adjust the relation between x and g,
so that the interaction terms have simple normalization. This corresponds to appropriate
rescaling of the closed and the open string fields. We shall introduce a third constant g,
such that the tension of a BPS D-p-brane is given by (27)7?/gs. In particular the type IIB
D-instanton action will be given by 27/gs.

3.1 Closed string sector of string field theory

We shall begin by writing down the kinetic term and the sphere 3-point interaction terms
for the NSNS sector classical closed string field. We denote the NSNS sector classical closed
string field by a state |1).) in the NSNS sector of the closed string Hilbert space of ghost
number 2, satisfying,

(bo = bo)|voe) =0, (Lo — Lo)ltbe) =0, (3.1)
and write the quadratic and the cubic term in the action as:
4 /1 _ — 1 _ _
5:= = (5l @+ Qplv) + 5 (88), & =@-a/2.  (32)

where {V1V5V3} is given by the sphere correlation function of a pair of PCOs and three
closed string vertex operators V1, Vs, V3, inserted using appropriate local coordinate system



specified by string field theory. The correlation function is computed with the normaliza-
tion (2.20). Our sign convention for the action is such that in the Euclidean (Lorentzian)
theory we take the weight factor in the path integral to be e¥ (e*¥). The string field |¢.)
with canonical normalization is related to . via

|¢c> = H|¢c> ) (3.3)

so that 1 .
5.=4 (300 @+ Tple) + 5{60). @ =(@-a)2, (34

To check that the kinetic term has the correct normalization, we can fix Siegel gauge
bo|de) = 0. In this gauge we can replace Qp + Qp by coLo + ¢ Lo, and the kinetic term of
the action reduces to:

(¢elcoco(Lo + Lo)|¢e) - (3.5)

Since each of Ly and L have additive terms k2 /4, the kinetic term has the correct nor-
malization k2/2. In particular, if we define the graviton field h,u as the following term in
the expansion of |¢.):

d'k _ _
_/W)huu(k) crerd” 1 d” e ?(0)e?(0) k), (3.6)

then, with the normalization (2.20), the kinetic term for h,, will take the form:

dlok

~5 ) @ s hy (=) K2 B (k) . (3.7)

This agrees with the quadratic term in the Einstein action,

/ d"%z\/—detg R, (3.8)

in the de Donder gauge, if we expand the metric as

2K2

lek &
= 17”,/ —+ 2K / W huy(k) 61 . . (39)

In this convention, a normalized graviton state of momentum k and polarization e,
in the (—1,—1) picture has the form:

— e ClCl d" d”, e ?(0) e_$(0)|k‘> coew =¢€yu, Neu, =0, ke, =0, eey =1.
(3.10)
Using (2.18), the associated vertex operator is given by

V= —2¢, cce Pt e ? P etk (3.11)

We shall also need the zero picture vertex operator of this state, obtained by multiplying
this by the picture changing operators X X'. This takes the form:

2 e {OX! +iky PPt} {9XY +ike 979} N 4o (3.12)



where --- involves terms proportional to " and F* that will not be needed for our
analysis. This agrees with the conventions of [40] after using the translation rules (2.12).

We shall now argue that with this normalization the three point functions of the
gravitons also agree with that of [40]. For this let us consider three gravitons with momenta
{k;} and polarizations eEZZ for 1 < i < 3. Let us denote by V;’s their vertex operators.
Comparing (3.6) with (3.10) we see that the V;’s are given as in (3.11). It now follows
from (3.4) that the three graviton amplitude is given by

4k {V1V2V3} =41k <V1(21)V2(2’2)V3(23)> y (313)

where () denotes correlation function on the sphere and 23, 22 and z3 are three fixed points
on the sphere. The factor of ¢ is the standard factor that arises in the computation of the
S-matrix, taking into account the fact that in Lorentzian signature the path integral is
weighted by e*®. On the other hand, in the notation of [40], the same amplitude would
have been given by

i} o3 VieOVala)Va(en) = Smige (M Valea)Vala)), g =30 (314)
C

The factor of g2 arises from the convention that each closed string vertex operator is

accompanied by a factor of g. and the 8w/g? factor multiplies every sphere amplitude,

determined in [40] by the requirement of factorization. The relation g. = k/(27) was

needed to get the correct three graviton coupling as computed from (3.8), (3.9).

We now see that (3.13) and (3.14) agree. Since it was shown in [40] that (3.14) com-
puted with these vertex operators (3.11) agrees with the one computed from the Einstein-
Hilbert action with gravitational coupling k, we conclude that s appearing in (3.2) is
the gravitational coupling constant appearing in (3.8). Once the conventions have been
matched, it follows that all the higher order amplitudes computed from the action (3.2) also
agree with those computed in [40]. We shall now briefly indicate how this works for the four
point function. According to (3.2) there will be a contribution to the four point function
obtained by joining a pair of three point vertices by a propagator. In the Euclidean theory
three point vertices are each proportional to 4k times appropriate three point functions on
the sphere, while it follows from (3.5) that the propagator is given by

1 7 \—1 11 7 > 2 —s(Lo+Lo) ,i6(Lo—L
— 5 bobo(Lo + Lo) 6L0750:§§b0b0/0 ds i df e=sLotlo)gi0(Lo=Lo) (3 15)

Standard manipulation in conformal field theory now shows that the effect of the expo-
nential factors and sum over all the internal states in the propagator is to sew the two
three punctured spheres into a four punctured sphere. The by, by factors convert one of
the unintegrated vertex operators into an integrated vertex operator and the integral over
s and 6 generates integration over the location z of the integrated vertex operator with
measure d?z/2 where for z = x + iy, d*z = 2dzdy. This has been reviewed in appendix A.
Therefore after Wick rotation to Lorentzian signature, we get a net normalization factor:

i(4k)? <1> % =2ik?/m, (3.16)

~10 -



besides the integral over the sphere four point function with three fixed and one integrated
vertex operators with measure d?z. On the other hand, according to the prescription
of [40] the amplitude will get a factor of g* from the four vertex operators, a factor of
87 /g? from the sphere and the standard factor of i for the S-matrix. This generates a
multiplicative factor:

igt x 8mg 2 =1i8m(k/(2m))* =2iK?/T. (3.17)

This is in agreement with (3.16). This agreement is not surprising, since the normalization
of the amplitude was fixed in [40] by demanding that the amplitudes factorize correctly,
while in the amplitudes computed from string field theory, the factorization of the ampli-
tude is guaranteed.

This can also be generalized to higher point function. Given an n-point function,
adding another vertex operator can be achieved by sewing of a three point function us-
ing a propagator. From (3.4), the three point function gives a factor of 4k, whereas the
propagator generates an integral with measure d?z/(87). Therefore the net effect is multi-
plication by a factor of k/(27) = g. and the integration over the location of the puncture
with measure d?z. This agrees with the prescription of [40].

The Ramond sector of closed string field theory is somewhat more involved, but we
shall not need this for our analysis.

3.2 Open string sector of string field theory

We now turn to the open string sector of the open-closed string field theory on a Dp-brane.
The NS sector string field |¢ng) is taken to be a state with picture number —1 in the open
string Hilbert space, and the quadratic and cubic terms in the action take the form:

1771 1
g2 |2 (UnslQalins) + g {Uks} ] (3.18)

o

where in the definition of {V;V2V3} we include disk amplitudes with one PCO insertion,
computed with the standard normalization given in (2.21) and sum over both cyclic ordering
of the open string vertex operators Vi, Vs, V3. This explains the factor of 1/3! instead of
the usual factor of 1/3. g, is the open string coupling whose relation to the closed string
coupling constant x will be given later. If we define the field |¢ng) via,

[¥NS) = go|PNs) (3.19)

then, up to this order, the action takes the form

%<¢NS‘QB‘¢NS> + %{92531\15}- (3.20)

Since in the Siegel gauge @p is replaced by coLg, and since Ly acting on open string
states has an additive term k2, the kinetic term has standard normalization. Therefore the
3-point coupling between three physical open string states is given by gg times the disk 3-
point function of the vertex operators with the standard normalization (2.21), without any

- 11 -



additional factor. Furthermore, following analysis similar to the one described for closed
strings, one can show that each additional external open string state gives an additional
factor of g,, and the new vertex operator has to be converted to integrated picture and
integrated along the real axis. This agrees with the normalization used in [40]. Therefore
the g, appearing in (3.18) agrees with the one used in [40].

The infinitesimal gauge transformation parameter of the NS sector of the classical open
string field theory corresponds to an arbitrary NS sector state |#) of ghost number 0. The
gauge transformation law up to order ¢ng takes the form:

8|¢ns) = @Bl0) — go [0ns] (3.21)

where [AB] is defined so that for any state |C),*
(C|[AB]) = {CAB}. (3.22)

Finally we turn to the Ramond sector of the theory. Usually the construction of the
kinetic term requires either adding a free field [41] or including a projection operator [49].
However the construction simplifies if we focus on the effective action involving only the
zero mass level states, after integrating out all the massive modes. In this case we can take
the classical string field to be a state |[1)r) of the open string of ghost number 1 and picture
number —1/2 and the action up to the cubic order can be taken to be of the form:

171 1
S=2 [2<1/1RD70 Qplvr) + g{vvns} (3.23)
where {@b%sz} is given by the disk amplitude without any PCO insertion and,
dz dz
Yo=¢ — V), A= —X(). (3.24)

The ¢ includes a factor of 1/(27) so that ¢ dz/z = 1. For the full string field theory this
is not an acceptable action since the Hilbert space contains states in the kernel of ), but
at mass level zero this problem is absent. Defining |¢r) = |¢r)/go, We can express the
action as

5 (ORI Qulon) + % (Ghons). (3.25)

Note that we have used the same coupling constant g, for the NS and R-sector action.
This can be seen from the fact that a four point amplitude of two NS and two R sector
states has contribution from a pair of R-R-NS interaction vertices connected by an R-sector
propagator and also one R-R-NS and one NS-NS-NS interaction vertex connected by an
NS sector propagator. Therefore if we use different coupling constants for the R-R-NS and
NS-NS-NS interaction terms, the moduli space integrands of these two contributions to
R-R-NS-NS amplitude will not match.

30ne should keep in mind however that the relation between g, and & or gs depends on the value of p,
i.e. the particular Dp-brane we are considering.

“When the states A, B, C are not all grassmann odd, the contributions to {ABC} from different
cyclic orderings come with opposite signs [46], e.g. in Witten’s open string field theory [47, 48], [f¢ns] =
e*d)Ns—d)Ns*@ .
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3.3 Interaction between open and closed strings

We shall now describe the normalization of some interaction terms that involve closed
strings (and possibly open strings) on Riemann surfaces with boundaries. Since our analysis
in sction 6, where these interaction terms will be used, will involve product of four copies
of the disk amplitude with identical interaction vertices, the overall sign and factors of 7 in
these interaction terms will not be important and will be ignored.®

The elementary interaction term is the one point function of the closed string on the
disk. The corresponding term in the action, denoted by {t.}p is defined via the relation:

{wc}D = 75- <(CE%)>D (3.26)

where 7T is the tension of the Dp-brane under consideration, and ( ) p on the right hand side
is the closed string one point function on the disk computed with the normalization (2.21).
The closed string is inserted at the center of the disk z = 0 using the local coordinate
eP z, where z is the coordinate system in which the disk is described by |z| <1and S is a
parameter that characterizes the string field theory under consideration [46]. (3.26) can be
taken as the definition of the D-brane tension. It has been shown in appendix B that this
definition of the brane tension agrees with the usual definition based on the low energy
effective action.

Next we shall describe the interaction term involving disk amplitudes with multiple
insertions of closed strings and open strings. In the action it will appear as:

1 1
S e = 3 e {6 ) (3.27)

where 1), stands for the open string fields ¥ng or ¥r, ¢ = /K and ¢, = 1),/g, are the
canonically normalized fields, and,

wresto == T [Wrdio. (3.28)

Here (" 1 ) p denotes correlation function on the disk / upper half plane with appropri-
ate number of PCO insertions, computed with the normalization (2.21), with the vertex
operators inserted with choice of local coordinates appropriate to the string field theory
under consideration and the integral runs over part of the moduli space of the associated
Riemann surface with punctures, as prescribed by the particular version of the string field
theory we consider. If we use the SL(2,R) invariance to fix the position of one closed string
puncture and one open string puncture, then for the rest of the punctures the integration
measure is fixed as follows. For a variable closed string puncture at position z = x + iy,
the integration measure is taken to be d%z/(27) where d?z = 2dxdy, whereas for a variable

°If we want to be more careful, we need to include additional factor of i in (3.28) in order to have
compatibility with sewing relations. This is related to the fact that for a disk amplitude with closed and
open strings, if we make an SL(2, R) transformation to go from a configuration with one fixed closed string
puncture and one fixed open string puncture to one with three fixed open string punctures, the resulting
integration measure over the closed string puncture is given by i d?z instead of d*z.

~13 -



open string puncture at position x, the integration measure is taken to be dx. This is
consistent with the normalization of the integration measure over closed string punctures
on the sphere and open string punctures on the disk found in sction 3.1 and sction 3.2.
The extra factor of 27 in (3.28) relative to (3.26) reflects the fact that the disk with one
closed string insertion at the origin has a conformal Killing vector that rotates the disk
around the origin, and the volume of this group is 2w. Therefore in the computation of the
one point function of closed strings on the disk there is an implicit division by a factor of
27 that needs to be removed in (3.28).

With this normalizations, we can check iteratively that the interaction terms will sat-
isfy the appropriate sewing relations needed for the gauge invariance of the theory. For
example, let us consider a disk amplitude with m on-shell closed strings and n on-shell
open strings with canonically normalized external states. Part of this contribution comes
from a Feynman diagram where a closed string three point vertex with two external states
is connected to a disk amplitude with m — 1 closed strings and n open strings by a closed
string propagator. In this case we get a factor of 1/(4x) from the propagator (3.15), and
another factor of 1/2 while writing dsdf in terms of d?z as discussed above (3.16) and in
appendix A. Therefore the amplitude involves a factor of 4k from the closed string three
point vertex as given in (3.13), a factor of 77 x™ 1g” from the disk amplitude with (m —1)

closed string and n open strings, a factor of (27r)*(m*2)

associated with the integration
measure of the (m — 2) integrated closed string puncture on the disk and a factor of 1/(87)
from the closed string propagator. This gives a net factor of Tx™g?/2 x (2r)~("=2) accom-
panying this diagram. On the other hand, the same amplitude also gets a contribution from
the interaction vertex (3.27) with m external closed strings and n external open strings,
covering a different region of the moduli space. The associated normalization factor is
TTK™g? times (27)~(™~1 since there are (m — 1) integrated closed string punctures on
the disk with m closed string punctures. Therefore the two normalization factors match,
as required by gauge invariance. A similar analysis involving sewing via an open string
propagator connecting a disk amplitude with m closed strings and (n— 1) open strings and
the disk amplitude with three open strings can be used to check consistency of the relative
normalization given in (3.28) for (m,n) and (m,n — 1).

3.4 Relation between the different coupling constants

We are now in a position to discuss the relation between k, g, and 7. In the following
we shall ignore factors of ¢ and minus signs in the intermediate steps since x, g, and
T are all positive. The relation between g, and 7 may be found as follows. Let us
consider a disk amplitude with m on-shell closed strings and n on-shell open strings with
canonically normalized external states. Part of this contribution comes from the interaction
vertex (3.28) with m closed strings and n open strings, with associated normalization factor
TTK™g? times (27)~(m~1). We shall write this as T&™g?/2 x (2r)~(™=2). On the other
hand, the same amplitude receives contribution from another class of Feynman diagrams
in which a disk amplitude with p closed string states and ¢ open string states is joined to
another disk amplitude with m — p closed string states and n — g + 2 open string states by
an open string propagator. In this case this amplitude gets a factor of m T kPg x (277)_(1’_1)
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and 7T k™ Pgn—at2 x (277)*(7”*1”*1) from the two interaction vertices. The Siegel gauge
open string propagator

bo(Lo) ™" = bo /0 ool (3.29)

does not generate any extra factor. This gives a net factor of 727 2x™gn"2 x (2m)~(m=2),

Equating the two factors associated with the two Feynman diagrams we get Tk™gl'/2 =

72T 2k™gn+2. This gives
1

gl
This agrees with the result of [50] obtained by different method and also with the result
of [40]. For D-instantons we shall label T as

(3.30)

2
T=", (3.31)
s
Therefore, we have
9o = gs/(47°) . (3.32)

gs is a useful parameter since 7 = a + @ gs_l, where a is the vacuum expectation value of
the Ramond-Ramond scalar, transforms as 7 — —1/7 under S-duality transformation.
The relation between k and T can be found by considering the annulus zero point
function. On the one hand, this can be obtained by joining a pair of disk one point
function of closed strings by a closed string propagator. Since the disk one point function
of canonically normalized closed string is proportional to x7, this contribution will be
proportional to (£77)2. On the other hand this contribution may be expressed as an integral
of the open string partition function that does not depend on any parameter. Equating
these two expressions we can determine 7. This computation was carried out in [40] and
since our conventions for the parameters agree with that of [40] we just state the result:

K2T? = % (2m)7-2 | (3.33)

For D-instantons p = —1 and 7 = 27/gs. This gives

K2 =257"g2. (3.34)

4 Normalization of the D-instanton amplitude

The general expression for the contribution to an amplitude due to a single D-instanton in
type IIB string theory, with action 27/gs, takes the form

Ne /95 4 (4.1)

where N is a normalization constant and A is the usual world-sheet contribution to the
amplitude. We have not explicitly written down the e?™*® factor since we have not switched
on RR scalar background, but the presence of this factor follows from general considera-
tions. Our goal in this section will be to compute N. As mentioned below (1.2), we shall
not be careful about the overall phase of N since it can be absorbed into a shift of a.
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4.1 Annulus partition function

The general procedure for computing the normalization of the D-instanton amplitude was
described in [31]. As in [31], we shall formally write the normalization N as:

N =icet. (4.2)

Here ( is a possible multiplier factor that specifies what multiple of the full steepest descent
contour of the D-instanton is included in the actual integration contour over the string
fields. This will be analyzed in sction 5. The factor of ¢ is common to all string amplitudes
and reflects the usual factor of ¢ that appears while relating the analytic continuation of the
Euclidean momentum space Green’s functions to the S-matrix via the LSZ prescription. A
is the annulus partition function, formally written as [40]

A= /0 N % B n(it) =12 {D3(0fit)" — 9a(0lit)" — d>(0fit)* + 291(011'15)4}] , (4.3)

where the ¥;’s are the Jacobi theta functions and 7 is the Dedekind n function. The

—27nt inside the square bracket counts the difference between the bosonic

coefficient of e
and fermionic open string states on the D-instanton with Lg eigenvalue n. The first two
terms inside the square bracket reflect the contribution from the NS sector states and the
last two terms reflect the contribution from the R sector states. The last term is actually
zero, but we have written it here since this is the form in which it arises when we take
the trace over open string states. The 1/2 inside the square bracket comes from the GSO
projection operator (1 + (—1)/)/2 where f is the world-sheet fermion number.

Now the annulus partition function A given in (4.3) actually vanishes due to cancel-
lation between the NS and R sector states. However this cancellation cannot be trusted
since the Ly = 0 sector represents NS and R sector zero modes for which (4.3) is not
applicable. Nevertheless the cancellation in the Ly > 0 sector shows that the contribution
to N comes entirely from the zero mode sector. Our strategy, following [31], will be to
represent the zero mode contribution to A as integrals over the zero mode string fields,
and then explicitly carry out these integrals.

To proceed further, it will be useful to regulate the contribution from the Ly = 0
states to (4.3) by giving a small positive value to Ly. This can be achieved for example
by considering open strings stretched from one D-instanton to a neighboring D-instanton
separated by a small distance a and noting that in the limit of zero separation the spectrum
reduces to that of open strings with two ends lying on the same D-instanton. For non-zero
separation between the two D-instantons, both the NS and the R-sector modes get a small
positive contribution to Lg given by h = a?/(47?), introducing an additional multiplicative

factor e~ 27th

in the integrand. Noting that the term inside the square bracket in (4.3) gets
a contribution of 8 each from the NS and the R-sector zero modes, we can express the

regulated zero mode contribution to (4.2) as:

N =i( exp [ /0 - % (8 e 2mth _ 86_2””‘)} : (4.4)
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We can now use the general result®

Cdt | ot N~ —omnd | L b
oo wth, _ mthi | — ~ ] i i 4.
b [Z 2 2" T )
to express N as
.. |h®
N =i¢ o (4.6)

For reasons that will be clear soon, we shall express this as an integral of the form:

9 9 16
. d§ 1 1
N =i¢ /{ 11 \/i} dpdq exp [— gh D &ut! - hpq] / I dxa exp [2gaBXaXB:| ,
n=0 2 n=0 a=1
(4.7)
where §,, are grassmann even modes, p, g are grassmann odd modes, X, are grassmann odd
modes and g, is an anti-symmetric, 16 x 16 hermitian matrix with the property:

92 = hIlGa (48)

where I is the 16 x 16 identity matrix. Note that even though we have written the
quadratic term in ¥ as £,&", in euclidean signature this is just > N({“)2 and the integral
over the £#’s is well-defined.

We shall now proceed as follows.

1. First we shall show that (4.7) may be interpreted as the Siegel gauge fixed path
integral of the open string field theory on the D-instanton with appropriate normal-
ization. Up to normalization, the modes &* will represent the translation modes of
the D-instanton in the h — 0 limit, the modes p and g will represent Faddeev-Popov
ghosts in the NS sector and the modes x, will represent the fermionic collective
modes on the D-instanton in the h — 0 limit.

2. Then we shall show that the Siegel gauge becomes singular in the A — 0 limit, and
this is the reason why the coefficient of the pg term, representing the ghost kinetic
operator, vanishes. The remedy will be to work with the original gauge invariant
path integral before gauge fixing.

3. We shall integrate over the collective modes at the end following standard procedure.
In particular we shall determine the correct normalization factor that relates the
modes &* to the locations g“ of the D-instanton in Euclidean space time. The inte-
gration over the g‘“s will then generate the standard energy momentum conserving
delta function for the momenta of external states entering the amplitude A in (4.1).
The integration over the modes x, will force us to insert the vertex operators of each
of the sixteen . ’s into the world-sheet defining the amplitude A, since otherwise the
integral will vanish.

To arrive at (4.5) we need to put a lower cut-off ¢ on the ¢ integral and take the ¢ — 0 limit at the end
of the calculation. A discussion on this may be found in sction 8 and [51].
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4.2 (Gauge invariant string field theory in the Ly = 0 sector

Since open strings living on the D-instanton do not carry any continuous momenta, the
associated open string field theory is zero dimensional, containing a discrete set of modes.
Since we shall be working with only the Lo = 0 sector, we begin by listing the basis states
in this sector.”

NS : 671/201| - 1)7 cldlil/2| - 1>7 /371/20001| - 1>7

’7—1/201| - 1), Cocld/il/2| - 1), 7—1/20001| - 1), (4.9)
R: (y)"a|l—1/2,a), (y0)"coci|—1/2,a), (4.10)

where we have defined,
|—1) = e ?(0)|0), | —1/2,a) =e ?/25,(0)|0). (4.11)

Since classical open string fields carry ghost number 1, we have the following expansion of
the classical fields |¢ng) and |¢g) introduced in (3.2):

[éns) = i ¢! Boyjacocr] = 1) + Euerd” o] = 1), (4.12)
[9Rr) = Xac1] —1/2,a), (4.13)

where ¢! and &, are grassmann even modes and x, for 1 < a < 16 are grassmann odd
modes. The i multiplying the coefficient ¢! reflects the fact that the reality condition on
the string field requires an expansion of the form given in (4.12) with real ¢! [52]. As
discussed in sction 3.2, the kinetic term of the action is given by:

S = Sxs + Sk, Sns = %((ﬁNS!QB\(bNS% Sk = %<¢RD}O QBloR) - (4.14)

Since gauge transformation parameters are described by states of ghost number 0, we see
from (4.10) that there is no gauge transformation parameter in the R sector, while the NS
sector contains a single gauge transformation parameters 6:

lOns) =108 1p0c1| — 1), (4.15)

where again the factor of ¢ reflects that real gauge transformation parameter in string field
theory corresponds to real #. Classical gauge transformation law

d|¢ns) = QplOxs) » (4.16)
translates to the following transformation of ¢! and &*:
50" = 0 (—1|v1/2c1QBB-_1/9c1] — 1), 06! =i 0 (=1ldyc_1c0QBB_1p2c1| — 1) . (4.17)
The partition function of the theory may now be defined as:

I:/{ﬁ d{“}d(bl {ﬁlan}eS//de. (4.18)

©n=0
At this stage the overall normalization of the partition function has been chosen arbitrarily.
The final result will be independent of this choice.

"Note that in the regulated version, what we refer to as Lo = 0 states actually have Lo = h.
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4.3 (Gauge fixing to Siegel gauge

We now consider the Siegel gauge in the NS sector:

bo|¢ns) = 0. (4.19)

This translates to:
¢t =0. (4.20)

Using (4.17) we see that the corresponding Faddeev-Popov determinant is given by:

(=1lv1/2¢-1QBB-1/2c1] — 1) . (4.21)

This may be represented by introducing a pair of grassmann odd ghost fields p, ¢ defined via,

’¢ghost> = _p771/2cl‘ - 1> + q571/261’ - 1> ) (422)

with action,

1
Sehost = §<¢ghost\QB\¢ghost> = —pq{(—1|y1/2c-1QBP_1/2c1| — 1), (4.23)

so that [ dpdqeSshost gives us the Faddeev-Popov determinant (4.21).

Since the Siegel gauge NS sector field and the ghost field (4.22) both satisfy the Siegel
gauge condition bg|1)) = 0, the BRST operator @ p reduces to ¢gLg. Therefore the sum of
the classical action and the ghost action now takes the form:

1 9
Sns + Sghost = =5 Y h€"6u —hpa, (4.24)
pn=0

where we have used the fact that the Ly eigenvalues of these states is given by h. On the
other hand, using the form of ) given in (2.10), and of Qp given in (2.7), (2.8), and the
fact that we need total ¢-charge —2 to get a non-vanishing disk correlation function, we see
that the Ramond action Sk given in (4.14) gets contribution only from the yTr = ne? Tr
term in @ p. Using the expansion (2.19) we may express the R sector kinetic term as

1 m
Sk = igocﬁ Xa XB s Gap = <_1/27O‘|07100 Gé )Cl| - 3/2’ B> : (4'25)

There is a comment that is in order here. If we regularize the path integral over zero
modes by considering open strings stretched between a pair of D-instantons, then the string
field theory action naturally pairs strings of opposite orientation. This necessarily doubles
the spectrum of the theory. In the NS sector we can avoid this problem by working with
states with Chan-Paton factors o1 or oy, since Qp will not mix these sectors. However
for the fermions, the operator Gém will still pair the states in these two sectors, since
G(()m) is linear in the perturbation that separates the D-instantons and this perturbation is
proportional to o3. Therefore if we just pick states in the sector o1 or oy then the kinetic
term will vanish. This can be avoided as follows. Let us suppose that we have separated

the instantons along the z! direction. In that case it follows from (2.3) and (2.19) that
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acting on the R sector ground state, G((]m) will be proportional to 7!, which has non-zero

matrix element between the dotted and undotted spinors of the SO(8) group that acts
on the coordinates 1,---,8. If we now pick the dotted spinors of SO(8) from the sector
with Chan-Paton factor o1 and the undotted spinors of SO(8) from the sector with Chan-
Paton factor oo, then G(()m) will have non-zero matrix element between these states and
will provide an action of the form given in (4.25). This of course leaves the phase of the
partition function ambiguous, but as mentioned below (1.2), this phase can be absorbed
into a redefinition of the vacuum expectation value a of the RR scalar field.
Now using (2.19) and (2.4) we see that

(GIm Gy =2 <Lgm> - Z) . (4.26)
On the other hand ¢;| — 3/2, 8) has L&' = —5/8. Therefore (4.26) gives,
(G5 er| =3/2.8) = Lor| =3/2.8) = hea| = 3/2,). (4.27)

This in turn shows that the matrix g,3 defined in (4.25) squares to h times the 16 x 16
identity matrix.
After gauge fixing, the partition function I defined in (4.18) takes the form:

I= /{de“}dpdq {dea}es+5gh05“
" o
-/ {de“} dpdg {H dxa} ERu NGt g)
I «a

Comparing this with (4.7), we get,
N=ic(@2rn)°I. (4.29)

Let us now set h = 0. Since g,g squares to h times the identity matrix, g.g also
vanishes. In this case the action vanishes identically and the integrand becomes indepen-
dent of {£,}, {xa} and p,q. Lack of dependence on {{,} and {x.} may be traced to the
fact that these are bosonic and fermionic collective modes of the D-instanton, but the lack
of dependence on p and ¢ indicates the vanishing of the Faddeev-Popov determinant and
therefore the breakdown of the Siegel gauge choice.

4.4 (Gauge invariant partition function

We circumvent the problem of breakdown of Siegel gauge by replacing I in (4.29) by the
original gauge invariant expression (4.18). This gives,

N=i¢(@2n)° /{Hdé“}dgf)l {Han}eS//de. (4.30)
17 «@

We shall now set h = 0 and regard &*, ¢! and x, as degrees of freedom of the open string
with both ends lying on the same D-instanton. Substituting (4.12) and (4.13) into (4.14),

we get
S = —%(¢1)2. (4.31)
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We can now carry out the ¢! integral, generating a factor of 2,/7. This gives,

N:ig(%)—%ﬁ/{];[dgu} {];[an}//de. (4.32)

It is to be understood that even though we have written the £* and x, integrals as part
of NV, these integrals need to be performed after taking the product of N' with the rest of
the world-sheet amplitude A appearing in (4.1).

Our next task is to find the relation between £* and the D-instanton locations £~“ along
the Euclidean space-time. This analysis proceeds as in [31]. We note that the integrated,
zero picture vertex operators associated with the mode &* is given by

X(2)iV2¢r e ?(2) = iV20XH(2). (4.33)

Now consider the effect of inserting the field £* into a disk amplitude of open and
closed strings with the closed strings carrying total momentum p#. It follows from (3.28)
and (4.33) that this will insert a vertex operator

/ dz 9o €, iV/20X"(2), (4.34)

with the integral running along the boundary of the disk. The factor of g, arises from the
relation [1),) = go|¢o) and that &, appears in (4.12) as coefficients in the expansion of field
|¢Ns) with canonically normalized kinetic term. Using the operator product expansion

OXH(z) P X — P e X(a) (4.35)
2(z — z) ’ ’

we can now evaluate the integration over z and get a factor of
Go&uiV22mi (—2217?):@9071'\/55# (pr) , (4.36)
i i

multiplying the original amplitude without & insertion. On the other hand if g" denotes
the D-instanton location, then the dependence on &* of the amplitude is expected to be
via a multiplicative factor of the form,

& (i) =1 4 i€, (Zpﬁ‘) T (4.37)
Comparing (4.36) with (4.37) we get,
Gom V28 =&, (4.38)
This gives
9 9
I déu =907 027" ] dé,. (4.39)
u=0 n=0
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By virtue of (4.37), the integration over {E .} will generate the momentum conserving delta
function (27)10§ (10) (Zp pi), keeping in mind that these integrals have to be performed after
multiplying N by the rest of the world-sheet amplitude A as given in (4.1). Therefore, for
now we leave the g“’s unintegrated and write

N =iCg;0r 10275 (%)%ﬁ/{ﬂdf}} {Han}//de. (4.40)

Next we shall analyze the result of integration over 6. As in the case of [31], 0 is related
to the rigid gauge transformation parameter 6 under which an open string connecting the
D-instanton under study to a second spectator D-instanton picks up a factor of €. Let
us express the NS sector open string field |¢A5NS) associated with the open string connecting
the two instantons by an expansion similar to (4.12), but with the coefficients denoted by
€* and ¢'. This will carry a Chan-Paton factor (8 (1)) Then according to (3.21), under the

gauge transformation generated by 6, the transformation of |$NS> is given by,
5|éxs) = —go [Ons] - (4.41)

In particular the transformation law of g“ may be obtained by taking the inner product of
this with the state cicod” | — 1) with Chan-Paton factor (9 9). This gives, up to a sign,

5E" = go {(crcod™ || — 1))@ B_1/2¢1] — 1) (Gverd”y| = 1)} (4.42)

The trace over the Chan-Paton factors ensures that only one of the cyclic ordering con-
tributes to the three point function on the disk that defines the { } in the above equation.
There is one PCO inside this correlation function. Taking its location to coincide with the
vertex operator ¢ ¢ e =2 of the state B_; s2¢1| — 1) multiplying the gauge transformation
parameter 0, we can convert the vertex operator of the gauge transformation parameter to:

1
X(2)coEe ™ (2) = 5[, (4.43)
where I is the identity operator. Therefore we have
~ 1~ ) ~
T ; Bo—@ ; Vo=@ - 1%
0t =g,i0 5 & <(Z\@cacw e (zl)> (zﬂcw e (22)>>D =5 gol EF . (4.44)

Comparing this with the infinitesimal rigid U(1) transformation SEM = i0¢r, we get 0 =
260/g,. Since 6 has period 2, this gives,

/ d6 = dr/g, . (4.45)

Substituting this into (4.40) we get
_ =10 _~109-5 -5 9o P
N=iCg,0n 19275 2n) "2/ - {1;[ dgu} {1;[ an} : (4.46)

Finally note that the variables x, are the coefficients of expansion of the field |¢r). It will
be useful to express N as integration over the coefficients of expansion of the field [¢g)
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since this enters the interaction terms (3.28) without any additional factor of g,. To this
end we introduce the variables y, via

|¢R> = on Cl‘ - 1/27 Oé) ) (447)

Comparing this with (4.13) and using |[¢¥r) = go|PRr), We get
Xa = 9o Xa> H an = 936 H dj(va y (4.48)
« e

since x4 are grassmann odd variables. Substituting this into (4.46) we get

N = icglotl =31/ /{Hdgu} {Hdga} . (4.49)
% o

Finally we use (3.32) to express this as:®

N =Ny /{Hd&;} {Hd;}a}, No=iCgll?27 18772 (4.50)
" «

Integration over the grassmann odd variables shows that unless the rest of the amplitude
contains insertions of the 16 ¥, ’s, the result vanishes identically. This will be discussed in
sction 6.

5 The multiplier factor

There are two steps involved in the evaluation of the contribution due to a given instanton
to the amplitude. The first is to evaluate the contribution to the integral from the steep-
est descent contour / Lefschetz thimble associated with each saddle point, including the
classical vacuum and the various instanton solutions. This amounts to integration over the
full set of field fluctuations around each saddle point, with each field integrated over its full
range, but possibly deformed into the complex plane. The second step is to express the
actual integration contour, along which the path integral over the fields is to be performed,
as a (weighted) union of the Lefschetz thimbles for different saddle points [53-55]. This as-
sociates a multiplier factor ¢ to each instanton, with which we need to multiply the steepest
descent contribution, before we add the contribution to the amplitude. This can sometime
be non-trivial, e.g. in the analysis of [31] in two dimensional bosonic string theory, the
multiplier factor associated with the D-instanton turned out to be 1/2. Our analysis in
sction 4 can be interpreted as part of the first step of the analysis since we integrate all
the modes from —oo to oo without worrying about whether the actual integration contour
involves the whole range. In this section we shall carry out the second step.

The D-instantons are complex solutions in the Euclidean type IIB string theory since
the RR scalar field is imaginary for the D-instanton solution [2]. This may lead one to
wonder whether the D-instantons contribute to the amplitude at all, since usually the
integration contour in the Euclidean field theory runs over real field configurations, and

8This dependence on gs was first observed in [39)].
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therefore would seem to miss the D-instanton configurations altogether. However we shall
now argue that this is not the correct way to view the D-instantons since they are not
regular solutions of supergravity. Instead one should regard the D-instantons as regular
solutions in the open string field theory on an unstable D-brane system whose vacuum
describes the regular perturbative vacuum [56]. For example a D-instanton in type IIB
string theory can be regarded as a kink solution on a non-BPS Euclidean D0-brane or a
vortex solution in the euclidean D1-D1 brane system. These are regular real solutions of
the open string field theory and the reason that the solution appears to be complex in
the closed string theory is due to the fact that in the Euclidean theory there is a complex
contribution to the action of closed and open strings. For example in the non-BPS DO0-
brane action there is a term proportional to [ x dT, where y is the RR scalar and T is
the open string tachyon, and in the Euclidean theory this gets a factor of ¢ due to the
dT' term acquiring an ¢ from the Wick rotated time direction. Since from the open string
perspective the D-instantons are real solutions, we conclude that the integration contour
over the open string fields include the full steepest descent contour of the D-instanton.
Therefore the multiplier factor ¢ is 1.

6 4-graviton amplitude

We shall now compute the leading D-instanton contribution to the four graviton amplitude.
Naively, the leading contribution comes from the product of four disk one point functions,
with a graviton vertex operator inserted at the center of each disk. However the contribu-
tion from such configurations to the four graviton amplitude vanishes due to the left over
integration over the Y,’s in (4.50). The remedy is to consider a different amplitude where,
besides the four graviton vertex operators inserted at the centers of the four disks, we also
have 16 X,’s as external states [2]. As will be explained below, this gives a contribution
to the effective action containing product of 16 Y,’s and can give a non-zero result after
integration over the x,’s.
We shall now proceed as follows:

1. We shall first show that the disk amplitude with a single graviton and n Y,’s vanish
for n = 0,2, so we need at least four ¥, insertions on the disk to get a non-vanishing
result. Therefore the 16 X,’s must be equally distributed among the four disks.

2. Let Aapgys(e, k) e’*€ be the disk amplitude of a single graviton of polarization ey
and external open string modes Xa, X3, Xy and Xs. Note that we have included
the dependence of the amplitude on the position 5 of the instanton. This can be
summarized by saying that the effective action of the open closed string field theory,
after integrating out the Ly > 0 modes, has a term”

1 A% g I
4 / om0 ¢ Aass (k) k) XaXpXoXs - (6.1)

9For writing the effective action (6.1) we need an off-shell continuation of the function A,g,s. Any
off-shell continuation will serve our purpose since eventually we shall evaluate this for on-shell external
gravitons.
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Eq. (4.1) and (4.50) now show that, after integrating out the open string modes, the
closed string effective field theory will have a term

16 10 -
No e=2/9s /Hd§“ I dXa exp Ll, / )10 et Aupys(h(k), k) XaX5XAXs
- !

a=1

(6.2)
After expanding the exponential and using the result

16 ~
/ H dXa Xos *** Xag = €o-arg s /Hdgu 3 Yok (27T)105(10) (Z kz) ,
a=1 1 7

(6.3)
we get a four graviton interaction term in the closed string effective field theory:

Noe 1 g v

(2m) 10600 (kg + ky + ks + ky)

/ dlokl d10k4
(27r)10 (271-)10

4
X H Aaiio; (h(ki), ki) - (6.4)

i=1

This generates the following contribution to the four graviton amplitude with polar-

izations effl), and momentum k; with 1 <7 <4:

1
—2 s
No e ™o w €a1P17181-afavada

4
< T Asiyiss (€D, ki) (2m) 0600 (ky + ky + ks + ka) . (6.5)
=1

Therefore our main task will be to compute Aqgys(e, k).

We shall begin by showing that the disk amplitude of a single graviton with po-
larization e, vanishes. The vertex operator in the (—1,—1) picture up to a sign is
2eu cEe*‘ﬁe*‘z’w“zﬁ”. We place the vertex operator at the point ¢ in the upper half plane
and, using the doubling trick, replace ¥ (i) by ¥”(—i). The v correlator now produces
a factor of n*” which shows that the amplitude is proportional to n*“e,,. This vanishes
since the polarization tensor is traceless.

Next we compute the disk amplitude for one graviton and a pair of fermion zero modes
X« and xg. We insert the graviton vertex operator at ¢ on the upper half plane as before,
but convert this to (0, —1) picture by taking the product with the PCO X, represent x, by
the unintegrated —1/2 picture vertex operator ¢ e~9/2 S, inserted at the origin of the upper
half plane, and represent x 3 by an integrated —1/2 picture vertex operator e/ 255(2) and
integrate z along the real axis. The amplitude is proportional to:

/ dz (2 e c {OXH + ik, PPt} e X e 09¥ (i) ce 9/25,(0) e ¥/255(2))uup . (6.6)

— 95—



We can now use the doubling trick to convert this to a correlation function on the full
complex plane:

/dz (2eu c{OXH + ik, Py} ek X (1) cem R X =Py (i) ceid)/QSa(O) 67¢/28g(2)>plane ,

(6.7)
where all the fields are regarded as holomorphic. The z integral may be taken to pass
either above or below the origin where ce~?/2S,, is inserted since, according to (2.13), the
difference between these two choices of contour is proportional to ’ygﬂ which is symmetric
under the exchange of o and 5. Since eventually we need to contract this amplitude with
€ap..., the contribution of this term will vanish. Let us take the contour to pass above
the origin. We can now deform this to pick up the residue from the ?y* insertion at .
Using (2.13) we see that the resulting contribution will be proportional to

1 _ ; . i b e
§kp Cpv (WW)BVCB WQS'Y@“C'X(Z) ce " Xe (bd’ (—i)ce WQSa(O))plane
X /fp €uv (’Yp'u)ﬂ’y('yy)’ya ) (6.8)
where y#1"F» ig the totally antisymmetric product of v#!,--. 7 normalized so that it

is given by y#! ... ~#" when all the u;’s are different. After expressing v*#+” as a linear
combination of Y#*** nf’~H and n*~P, we see that (6.8) vanishes using the symmetry and
tracelessness of e, and the condition k*e,, = 0.

We shall now compute the amplitude A,g (e, k) with one canonically normalized
graviton and four ’s inserted on the disk. During this computation we shall not be careful
about factors of ¢ and minus signs since according to (6.5) the result will be raised to fourth
power. We shall convert the graviton vertex operator at ¢ to an unintegrated zero picture
vertex operator given in (3.12) and call this Ve

Vo = 2eu, cc{OX! + ik pPpH HOXY +ikop7yp" et .o (6.9)

The - -- terms have non-zero ¢ charge and will not contribute to the correlation function.
We denote the unintegrated —1/2 picture vertex operator of Y, by ¢ W, where,

Wy =e %28, (6.10)

The corresponding integrated vertex operator is W,. We take the vertex operator of Y, to
be unintegrated, placed at the origin, and those of Xz, X, and X; to be integrated along
the real axis. Therefore, according to (3.28), the amplitude will be given by:'®

Aaprs(e k) = waT /d?/ldy2dy3 (Ve (i) c Wo (0)Wa(y1) W (y2) Ws (y3))unp - (6.11)

1%String field theory fixes the assignment of PCOs near each degeneration. This translates to the following
simple rule for the amplitude under consideration. If the net number of fermionic open string states that
approach each other is even, then their picture number must add up to —1, while if this is number is odd,
then their picture number should add up to —3/2. We can see that the picture number assignment we
have taken is consistent with this rule when two or three open strings come together, but when all four
open strings come together, we need to move one of the PCOs from the closed string vertex operator to
near the open string vertex operators. The effect of this movement can be computed using the trick of
vertical integration following [57], and can be shown to vanish in this case. Therefore (6.11) gives the
correct expression for the amplitude.
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The factor of k comes from having to express 1. as k¢., since the external graviton is
taken to be the canonically normalized field. Since Y,’s appear in the expansion of |ir),
it follows from (3.28) that we do not get any extra factor of gs.

We can represent the vertex operator V¢ as

Vo(z) = 2eu c(2) c(2) UR)T" (7)), (6.12)
where U, is a holomorphic operator,
UF = (OXH + i kypPypi) eF-X (6.13)

This allows us to use the doubling trick and express the amplitude in terms of correlation
functions of holomorphic fields on the full complex plane:

Aagrs(ek) = 27k T e / dyrdyadys (¢ UP(i) ¢ UY (i) ¢ Wa(0) Wi (y1) W (y2) Wi (3))
(6.14)

where it will be understood that due to Dirichlet boundary condition on X*, the e**X

~ik-X in the expression for U*(—i). Due to the symmetry arguments

factor is replaced by e
described earlier, the relative positions of the integration contours does not matter. We
shall choose the 31 contour to be above the real axis and y» and y3 contours to be below the
real axis with Im(y2) > Im(y3). The holomorphic correlation functions will be normalized
following the open string prescription (2.21), with the (27)P*1§®+1) (k) factor absent for
D-instantons.

We can now deform the y; contour into the upper half plane and the ys contour into
the lower half plane to pick residues at ¢ and —i respectively. For this we use the operator
product expansion derived from (2.13):

1 4
y—z4

Wa(y) UH(2) = ko (V7)o Wa(2) €% (2). (6.15)

Similarly we close the y3 contour in the lower half plane, picking up the residue at —i. This
gives, after including the (27)2 factor from the residue theorem,

Aaosles) =87k T ey [ dy (e(0) 10 Warli) X i) (6.16)

(=)o (07)3 Wi (=) X (<)c(0)Wa0) W 2) )

Next we can deform the yo contour to pick the residue at —i using the operator product
expansion derived from (2.13):

W (0W (2) = —— i () e (). (6.17)

This gives
Augrslek) = 1674k T e <c(i) k(1) Wi (i) ™ (i) (6.18)

(=) ke (077 s (=) (1) cOWa(0))
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Finally we can use the result
i

(c(@) W (i) € (i)e(0)Wa(0)e(—i)e™*¢r(—i) =™ (=) = S (1) pras (6.19)

and drop all factors of 7 since we have not kept track of these factors even in the interaction
vertex (3.28) that we have been using. This gives,

Aars(esk) = 5 T KT e (199,) 30 (177 i by b (6:20)
Using the result,
VAT = APHT TP — T (6.21)
and the fact that v, v* are symmetric matrices and that we eventually anti-symmetrize
the amplitude under the permutation of «, 3, v, §, we can write

1
Aapys(e, k) = §7T4KT6W (Y1) 8a(Y )5y kp ko - (6.22)
sing (6.5) an . we now get the single D-instanton contribution to the 4-graviton
Using (6.5) and (6.22 he single D-i ibuti he 4 i
amplitude:
oo (Loa ) L st T o0 vy ) 0
Noe 219 (Gt nT ) et oatnsi T, (7)o, 07 4}
: i=1
(6.23)
We now use the result:!!
4
ernpmdrasfinnds TT L) (vt )5 (Y7 )y KD RS} = ()22 Ko, (6.24)
i=1
where
Ke(e1, ea, 3, e4) = tHIVITHAVA §P1017p404 l_lleujp]kg)kf(ij) (6.25)
J
and tP191'P494 ig defined via the relation:
1
pHAVL AV H FED = g [4Te(My My My My) — Tr(Mi Mo) Tr (My My)]
+2 permutations,
My = kD £ — fORL . (6.26)

This gives the amplitude to be
Noe 2795 98 (74 T K, . (6.27)
Using (3.31), (3.34) and (4.50), and the result { = 1, we can express this as:
e 2m/9s z'gz/2 2718 =26 98 (74 2377/293 x 21/ gs) K, = i e~ 2m/9s 26 18 gZ/Z K.. (6.28)

This reproduces (1.2). We shall check in sction 7 that it agrees with the prediction of
S-duality.

" This result was stated in [2] up to an overall normalization factor. The proportionality between the two
sides of (6.24) follows from space-time supersymmetry which fixes the tensor structure of the four graviton
amplitude. We have computed the normalization by numerically evaluating both sides for special cases.
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7 Prediction for the D-instanton contribution to the four graviton am-
plitude from duality

We shall now derive the prediction for the same amplitude using S-duality of type 1IB
string theory. In the convention of [40], which agrees with ours, the tree level scattering
amplitude takes the form:

‘ 4
% k2K, [fw + 2g(3)] (2m) 10 610 (k) + kg + k3 + Ka) . (7.1)

The first term can be identified as the contribution to the scattering amplitude from the
Einstein-Hilbert action [58] and can be used to check the overall normalization of (7.1).
This is S-duality invariant by itself as can be seen by converting this result to the Einstein
frame by multiplying this be a factor of 1/g2. The second term can be identified as the
contribution from a new term in the action proportional to the fourth power of the Riemann
tensor [32]. This term is not S-duality invariant by itself, but admits a completion to an S-
duality invariant action by adding a one loop and non-perturbative terms [2]. This modifies
the four graviton amplitude to:'?

i 64 2m? , _
1 k2K, e TAG) + S g2+ 4mg32 {2 4Ty | (2m)108 1) (kg o R +Ka)
(7.2)
where, .
i
T=a+ —, 7.3
0 (7.3)
with a being the expectation value of the RR scalar field. The coefficient of e?™" gives
the single D-instanton contribution to the amplitude and the coefficient of e~2™" gives the

anti-D-instanton contribution. Therefore the expected contribution to the amplitude from
a single D-instanton is:

e2mia e—27r/gs 252 Kc4ﬂ_g§>/2 — j ¢2ria e—27r/gs 96 8 gZ/Q K., (74)

where in the last step we have used (3.34). This agrees with (6.28) for vanishing RR scalar.

8 Generalizations

In this section we shall discuss possible generalizations of our analysis.

The computation of the D-instanton amplitude in this paper consisted of two parts.
The subtle part involved the computation of the normalization constant N in sction 4.
This part of the computation will be the same for all single D-instanton amplitudes in type
IIB string theory, irrespective of the number of external lines, their nature and the order
of gs; to which we want to compute the amplitude. The second part of the analysis, that
in sction 6, is specific to the amplitude we are interested in, and will have to be redone for
a different amplitude.

'2The original paper [2] had a typographical error in the coefficient of the ¢*™ term, but the correct
coeflicient can be found in later papers e.g. in [3].
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Next we shall discuss generalization of this analysis to other theories. Our analysis in
this paper, as well as in [31], simplified since the contribution from the Ly > 0 states in
the integrand of the annulus partition function (4.3) cancelled and we had to deal with a
finite number of modes. However this is not necessary. Let us suppose that the annulus
partition function A has the form:

A:/Ooong(t). (8.1)

Then the key property that is needed to generalize our analysis is the vanishing of f(t)
in the t — 0 limit so that the integral does not have any divergence from the lower end.
This is valid in any string theory without closed string tachyons, since the contribution
from the small ¢ region can be interpreted as coming from the infrared region of a single
loop of closed strings emitted and absorbed by the D-instanton. This contribution is finite
as long as there are no closed string tachyons and we have more than two non-compact
dimensions. For this reason we only have to deal with possible divergences from the ¢ — oo
region associated with the tachyonic and zero modes of the open string. Let us express the
tachyonic and the zero mode contributions to f(t) as

Ze—thhi o Z 6727rthj ’ (82)
i=1 7=1

where the sum runs over the non-positive hﬁ-’ and h;-c values. If m and n are equal, then (8.2)
vanishes at t — 0, and we can analyze the contribution of (8.2) to e?* by representing it as
integral over bosonic and fermionic modes as in this paper and deal with the zero modes
appropriately. For the tachyonic modes we can simply use the steepest descent contour
as in [31]. For the rest of the contribution to f(¢), coming from Ly > 0 modes, we can
evaluate the integral over ¢ in (8.1) explicitly (if necessary numerically) and get a finite
result since the integrand vanishes sufficiently fast both as ¢t — 0 and ¢t — oco. If on the
other hand m and n in (8.2) are not equal, we can simply include the contribution from
appropriate number of positive hg’ or h; modes in the sum in (8.2) to make them equal,
and then proceed as before. One can easily verify that the final result is independent of
which set of positive h; values we include in the sum in (8.2).

This gives a systematic procedure for computing the contribution of a D-instanton
to an amplitude from the steepest descent contour (Lefschetz thimble) of the instanton.
However we also need to understand how the steepest descent contour fits inside the full
integration contour. If the instanton is a real solution in open string field theory on unstable
D-brane system and has no tachyons, then we expect the full steepest descent contour to
be part of the integration contour and the multiplier factor will be unity. Otherwise we
need to do further analysis to evaluate the multiplier factor.

This shows that the ability to carry out systematic computation of D-instanton cor-
rection to string theory amplitudes does not rely on supersymmetry but on the ultraviolet
finiteness of string theory. Finally we would like to note that the arguments given above
hold also for other Euclidean D-branes as long as they are wrapped on compact cycles and
have more than two transverse non-compact directions. Therefore the same method could
be used to compute the contribution to the superpotential induced by Euclidean D-branes
in N=1 supersymmetric string compactification.
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A Sphere four point function from sewing of two three point functions

In this appendix we shall review how connecting a pair of three point interaction vertices
by the propagator (3.15) generates the four point amplitude with the normalization factor
given in (3.16). For simplicity we shall illustrate this in the context of bosonic string theory,
but the same analysis can be carried out for superstring theory.

Let us suppose that the three point interaction vertices are described by a three point
function on the sphere with vertex operators placed at 0, 1 and co. We shall denote by z
the global coordinate on the complex plane and choose the local coordinate at 0 to be z and
that at co to be —1/z. This choice is not symmetric under the permutation of the vertex
operators, but will serve to demonstrate the main point of the analysis, i.e. to determine
the normalization given in (3.16). We now denote the global coordinates associated with
the two three point vertices by z and 2z’ and sew the puncture at 0 of the first interaction
vertex with the puncture at oo of the second interaction vertex using the sewing parameter

q=e "M, (A1)

where s and 6 are the parameters introduced in sction 3.1. This gives

z <—21/> =gq, (A.2)

i.e. z = —qz’. Therefore in the z plane the punctures at 2z’ = 0 and 2z’ = 1 are located at
0 and —¢q respectively. The amplitude obtained by sewing two three point functions with
the propagator (3.15) is now given by:

i(4r)* <4£r) /Oo ds /27r de <ECW1(1) ccWa(o0) %dzzb(z)%diig(i) ccWs(0) EcW4(—q)> ,

v (A.3)
where ¢ is a contour enclosing the points 0 and —¢ and W;’s are dimension (1,1) primaries
in the matter sector. The 4k factors come from the three point functions as in sction 3.1
and the i is the usual factor in the expression for the S-matrix. We can now carry out the
contour integrals to express this as:

din /0 " ds /0 o <ECW1(1)EcW2(oo) ccW3(0) |q|2W4(—q)> : (A4)

™

Defining w = —q = —e 1% as the location of the fourth vertex operator and d*w = 2dzdy

for w = z + iy, we can express this as
27 K2

T

This reproduces (3.16).

/ Pw (GeWy (1) 6Wa(0) 6 (0) Wi(w)) . (A.5)
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B Comparison of the two definitions of the brane tension

In this appendix we shall check that the brane tension 7 that enters (3.26) agrees with
the usual definition based on the low energy effective action. For this we recall that the
presence of a Dp-brane gives a contribution to the action of the form:

—71/&H1 V=detGe®, (B.1)

where G denotes the string metric along the brane and @ is the dilaton field. Using (3.9),
and assuming that the Dp-brane is placed at the origin of the transverse coordinates, (B.1)
leads to the following contribution to the action linear in Ay, and ®:

-7 [ G &0k [ S (0, kL) - 9(0,k)] (B.2)

p,v=0

where k| denotes components of momenta transverse to the brane and we have used the
same symbol ® to label the Fourier transform of the dilaton field.

We can now compare this with the terms linear in h,, obtained from (3.26) using the
expansion of |¢).) = k|¢.) from (3.6). Let us denote these coefficients by hj,,, instead of the
same symbol h,, that appears in the expansion of the metric. This gives a term in the
action of the from:

)10 v ; (B.3)

HT/ dOk h, <( 260606 ¢1,Z)“e (bwu zk;X(O))>

D

g % <f dw w2 ¢(w) — fdw w2 5(@)) : (B.4)

with the contours evaluated around the origin of the disk and containing factors of

where

(£27i)~!. One can map this into the correlation function on the upper half plane by mak-
ing appropriate transformation of coordinates and then use the doubling trick and (2.21)
to evaluate the matrix element. The result is,

4’ pkl p vl : vl
T/ M huu(oakL)+ Z 77“ huu(ovkl_) ’ (B5)

p=p+1

where the relative minus sign between the two terms in the square bracket is due to the
difference in the boundary condition on the *’s for pu tangential and transverse to the
D-brane. Similarly (3.26) can be used to calculate the term linear in the scalar ¥ that
multiplies the state (6_1/27-1/2 + 3_1/27_1/2)0161| —1,—1) in the expansion of the string
field. By choosing the normalization of W appropriately we can express this as:

T/dgpkl . (B.6)

2m)9-p

In order to compare (B.2) with the sum of (B.5) and (B.6), we need to know the relation

between the fields (h,,,, ®) and (h),,, ¥). Since h,, and k), are known to transform in the
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same way under the linearized gauge transformation laws in supergravity and closed string
field theory respectively, they can differ at most by a term proportional to the scalar field ®.
Therefore the general form of the relationship between the two sets of fields takes the form:

9
hiw = hyy +a®nu, UV=bpd+c Zn‘“’hw/, (B.7)
pn=0

for some constants a, b and c. Note that for non-zero ¢, ¥ transforms under gauge trans-
formation — indeed this can be seen directly using the linearized gauge transformation
laws of closed string field theory. We can find the constants a, b and ¢ by comparing the
action and gauge transformation laws of the low energy supergravity with the action and
gauge transformation laws of closed string field theory [59], but we shall take a shortcut.
Substituting (B.7) into the sum of (B.5) and (B.6), we get:

p 9
(1-c¢) Z Uuyhul/(oa ki)—(1+c¢) Z U“thl/(oa ki) (B.8)

kT [ dO Pk, [
=0 p=p+1

2 ) (2n)9-p
+{a(2p—8) — b} ®(0,k,)| .

Comparing this with (B.2) for different values of p, we see that we must have:
c=—1, a=0, b=2/k. (B.9)

We also see that if we had started with some arbitrary normalization on the right hand
sides of (B.5) and (B.6), the comparison between (B.8) and (B.2) would have fixed them
to be k7 /2 as given in (B.5) and (B.6), This in turn confirms the normalization of (3.26).
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