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ABSTRACT: Working within the framework of both the A, and the Berkovits open superstring
field theory, we derive a necessary and sufficient condition for a Neveu-Schwarz marginal
deformation to be exact up to third order in the deformation parameter. For a specific
class of backgrounds, we find that this condition localizes on the boundary of the worldsheet
moduli space, thus providing a very simple computational prescription for recovering algebraic
constraints (generalized ADHM equations) which need to be satisfied by the moduli. Applying
our results to the D(—1)/D3 system, we confirm up to third order that blowing up the size
of the D-instanton inside the D3 brane worldvolume is an exact modulus of the full string
theory. We also discuss examples of more complicated backgrounds, such as instantons on
unresolved ALE spaces, as well as the spiked instantons.
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1 Introduction and summary

It is a widely accepted conjecture that classical solutions of open superstring field theory!
(OSFT) formulated on a given consistent open superstring background (boundary SCFT),
should correspond to new consistent open superstring backgrounds. Depending on the back-
ground, there are a variety of types of classical solutions to consider. This paper offers a
detailed look at a special class of classical solutions, called marginal deformations which ex-
ist for continuous ranges of parameters and generally appear whenever the GSO-projected
boundary spectrum of the background at hand contains operators with conformal dimension
1/2 in the matter sector. Restrictions, imposed on the marginal couplings by the requirement
that the deformation corresponds to a consistent solution of the classical equations of motion
of the OSFT, will prove to offer a direct probe into the structure of the moduli space of the
given open superstring background. Deriving manageable expressions for such constraints on
marginal couplings, while keeping the setup as general as possible, is the main goal of this
paper. As a concrete example of such a background, let us consider the system of superim-
posed stacks of D(—1) and D3 branes in type IIB superstring. Here one can identify matter
marginal operators associated both with the modes of open strings localized on the D(—1)
and the D3 brane stacks, as well as the modes of open strings stretched between the two
stacks. We will see that imposing consistency of a classical solution of the OSFT equations of
motion, which excites the vevs of these operators, yields the ADHM constraints on the moduli
of N =4 SYM instantons [17]. The consistent open superstring backgrounds provided by
exactly marginal deformations in this system should therefore be generally identified with
finite-size instantons living on the D3 worldvolume [18, 19]. The discussion in this paper will,
however, demonstrate that our results are applicable to a much wider variety of backgrounds.

While it is well-known that there is an algorithmic way of writing down the classical
equations of motion order by order in the deformation parameter, non-trivial conditions for
the existence of a solution arise at each order. Namely, we have to require that the obstruction
to inverting the BRST operator at each order in the deformation parameter vanishes. These
obstructions can be identified as obstructions to exact marginality of the deformation at each

LOver the past three decades, several constructions of open superstring field theory in both NS and R
sector appeared in the literature (see [1-6], as well as [7-13] for some recent developments). In this paper we
will focus on the NS sector of the Ao open superstring field theory [6] and the Berkovits (WZW-like) open
superstring field theory [5]. These were recently shown to be related by a field redefinition [14-16].



order. We will first present conditions which the deformation needs to satisfy at first order
in order for the obstruction appearing at second order to be absent. We will argue that
these conditions are automatically satisfied whenever the background which we start with
has at least N = (2,0) supersymmetry in two non-compact target dimensions. On the other
hand, a non-trivial constraint will be obtained by requiring that the obstruction at the third
order vanishes (as first observed by [20]). While this obstruction can be in general evaluated
using the techniques of [21], we will see that substantial simplifications will arise in situations
where all marginal operators V5 in the NS sector decompose as pr +V1_/2 into states with
charge +1 under the U(1) R-current of a global N’ = 2 worldsheet superconformal algebra
[22, 23]. Again, this will be argued to always be the case whenever our background has at
least N = (2,0) supersymmetry in two non-compact target dimensions. We will show that
in such cases, the third-order obstruction localizes on the boundary of the worldsheet moduli
space and that it vanishes if and only if the auxiliary fields (as introduced in [23, 24])

HE = lim [ij(z)vgt(—z)} , (1.1a)

2

D=

Hp = lim [2,2 <Vi(z)Vir(—z) - VI(Z)V_(—Z)>:| , (1.1b)
z—0 2 2 2
are set to zero. Noting that (1.1) give rise to algebraic (quadratic) constraints on the marginal
couplings, we observe that this procedure provides a general, yet very simple prescription for
extracting the geometry of the moduli space for any background where the worldsheet SCFT
description is known and where our assumptions are valid. Borrowing the terminology of
[24], we shall call the constraints Hf = Hy = 0 the generalized ADHM equations. Also
note that these conditions were identified by [23, 24] as the flatness conditions for the quartic
effective potential as derived in the context of both Berkovits and A,, OSFT. We can therefore
conclude that (at least in the cases with the above-described enhanced N/ = 2 worldsheet
superconformal symmetry) the notion of exactness of a marginal deformation up to third
order coincides with the notion of flatness of the quartic potential of classical effective action.
We will first derive (1.1) starting with the classical equations of motion of the A, open
superstring field theory. We will also show that the localization property of the third-order
obstruction persists if we deform the theory by adding stubs: we will see that the additional
terms arising due to non-associativity of the star product with stubs exactly compensate the
addition of fundamental bosonic 4-string vertex, thus avoiding the need to integrate over the
corresponding bosonic moduli. This provides a strong indication that obstructions arising
at third order for marginal deformations of closed string backgrounds with an enhanced
worldsheet superconformal symmetry will be amenable to a similar localization procedure
(in the context an NS heterotic string field theory or an NSNS type II closed superstring
theory; see also the Conclusions section of [24] for a discussion). We also show that the
third-order obstruction derived in the Berkovits open superstring field theory is identical to
the one derived in the A, theory provided that one assumes that the obstruction at second
order vanishes.



We will then go on to demonstrate the utility of the generalized ADHM equations Hf =
Hp = 0 for deriving constraints on moduli in several cases of relevant backgrounds. Starting
with the superposition of a stack of D(—1) branes with a stack of (euclidean) D3 branes, we
show that the usual ADHM equations [17, 25] (see [26] for a review) are reproduced upon
substituting the boundary marginal vertex operators appearing in the system into (1.1). In
particular, we will see that the vanishing of Hf implies vanishing of the complex hyper-
Kihler moment map p® [27] (that is, the D-term of the corresponding 4d N = 2 low-energy
effective action of the brane configuration) while the vanishing of Hy implies vanishing of
the real hyper-Kéhler moment map u® (the F-term). This shows that at least up to the
third order in the marginal deformation parameter, it is possible to construct solutions to
the classical equations of motion of open superstring field theory which correspond to non-
trivial objects such as finite-size instantons. Put in different words, we show (up to third
order in the deformation parameter) that finite-size instantons give rise to consistent open
superstring backgrounds. Using the example of the D(—1)/D3 system, we also check that
evaluating the third-order obstruction directly (by introducing Schwinger parametrization for
the propagator in the spirit of [21]) yields the same constraints on the marginal couplings as
setting the localized auxiliary fields (1.1) to zero. We will then consider examples of more
complicated backgrounds. Starting with the D(—1)/D3 system sitting at an unresolved C2/Z,
singularity, we recover the complex and real hyper-Kéahler moment maps which first appeared
in [28] and were further discussed in the string theory context by [29]. Finally, by considering
general systems of D(—1), D3 and D7 branes containing stretched string sectors with four
Neumann-Dirichlet directions, we manage to reproduce some of the results of [30, 31] for the
equations governing the moduli spaces of crossed and folded instantons at zero B-field. Note
that our discussion will involve moduli for all marginal boundary fields which are present in
the theory for the given background (including e.g. strings stretched between two D3 brane
stacks spanning different complex 2-planes).

The paper is organized as follows. In section 2 we begin with a general discussion of
marginal deformations in the A, formulation of open superstring field theory: we will first
focus on deriving conditions which need to be satisfied in order for the second-order obstruc-
tion to vanish (subsection 2.1), then discuss the structure of the obstruction arising at the
third order (subsection 2.2) and finally briefly describe the changes which need to be put in
place when we render the bosonic 2-product non-associative by adding stubs to the Witten
star product (subsection 2.3). We will briefly repeat this discussion in section 3 in the context
of the Berkovits (WZW-like) formulation of open superstring theory, showing that give the
deformation is chosen to make the second-order obstruction vanishing, then the third-order
obstructions arising in the two theories are equivalent. In section 4 we will exhibit three
methods for obtaining explicit expressions for the third-order obstruction written directly in
terms of the marginal NS boundary fields V; /5. The first two methods (subsections 4.1 and
4.2) will assume presence of a global N = 2 superconformal symmetry of the worldsheet
theory and will yield a simple algebraic expression for the third-order obstruction. The third
method (subsection 4.3), while being available for more general backgrounds, will only yield



expressions containing integral over a Schwinger parameter. In section 5 we consider three
examples of open superstring backgrounds (D(—1)/D3 system in flat space in subsection 5.1,
D(—1)/D3 system at C2/Z, orbifold singularity in subsection 5.2 and spiked instantons at
zero B-field in subsection 5.3) where we apply our results to compute algebraic constraints on
moduli. Finally, in section 6 we point out the main contributions of this paper, put them into
the context of recent developments and offer a brief discussion of possible future directions.
We provide three appendices where we collect our conventions for spinors in 4d (appendix
A), our conventions for the A, formulation of open superstring field theory (appendix B)
and also some OPE and correlation functions to be used in the paper (appendix C).

2 Analysis of the third-order obstruction in A,, OSFT

In this section we will analyse in detail the structure of the obstruction to marginal defor-
mations in the Ay, OSFT [6] (both with and without stubs) which arises at third order in
the deformation parameter. We collect our conventions for A, OSFT in Appendix B. As
the discussion which is to follow is somewhat technical, let us now briefly summarize the
main points. Considering a marignal deformation ¥(\) whose leading order ¥, is given by a
h = 1/2 zero-momentum NS Grassmann-odd state V; 5 as U1 = ¢V, /2e_¢, we will first show
that the deformation is unobstructed at second order if and only if the projector condition

PoMa(Wq,0) =0 (2.1)

holds. Here F, projects on the kernel of the zero-mode of the total worldsheet stress-
energy tensor (see subsection 2.1 for details) and My is the 2-product of the A, OSFT.
The projector condition (2.1) holds both in the case with and without stubs. In the case
without stubs, we will denote by mso the bare 2-string product, which can be defined in
terms of the usual Witten’s star product as ma(A, B) = (—1)““ A x B (where d(A) denotes
the degree of A). Adding stubs of length w, the bare 2-string product gets deformed to
MY(A, B) = (—=1)¥ A e=wlo[(e=wLo A) x (e=*Lo B)]. Evaluating the obstruction at third order
against arbitrary test state e, we will then obtain expressions

by —
O = —wsg [X2€,m2 [L_0P0m2(\1’17\1’1)7\1’1:|:| +
0

b —
—wg |:X267m2 |:\I’1, L—Opomg(\lfl,\lfl)]} + O3 (2.2&)
0
1 bo — 1
= 5ws ba(¥1, Xe), L—OPob2(‘P17X‘If1) + EWL[b2(Xea£‘Ijl),b2(£\I’la Uy)], (2.2b)

in the case without stubs (see subsection 2.2), and analogous expressions

O =—wg [X%, M [E—OFOMZQO)(%, 0y), \1/1” +
0

bo —
— wg [X%, M [\I/l, L—OOPOMQ(O)(\I/l, \I/l)” +



+ws [X% M(O)(qfl,qfl,\yl)} + 0y (2.3a)

1 by —
= Zws [Bgo)(\yl,xe), L—OPOBgo)(\Ifl,X\pl)} +
0

n é {wL [BZSO’(Xe,g\yI),BgO’(g\IJI,qfl)} +ws [Xe,B?EO)(X\IJI,\Ifl,\Ifl)]} . (2.3b)

in the case with stubs (see subsection 2.3). Here O3 cancels the anomalous terms arising
in the evaluation of star products due to the non-primary nature of the state X2e (where
X is the PCO) and by denotes the degree-graded commutator based on mg (analogously
for the products Béo) and MQ(O) deformed by adding stubs). Finally, Méo) is the bosonic
3-product arising in the presence of stubs and 330 is its degree-graded symmetrization. We
will refer to (2.2a) and (2.3a) as the X2-form of the obstruction (due to the appearance of
X?2e) and to (2.2b) and (2.3b) as the Berkovits-like form (due to its similarity to the quartic
vertex of classical effective action derived in Berkovits OSFT — see [23, 24]). Evaluating these
expressions for O (that is, deriving explicit expressions for O in terms of V; /5 and the test
state, with the ghost structure stripped away) using various methods will be the subject of
section 4.

2.1 Marginal deformations in the A,, OSFT

The purpose of this subsection will be to set the scene for the detailed analysis of the ob-
struction to exact marginality which arises at third order in the deformation parameter. In
subsection 2.1.1 we will discuss the range of validity of the projector condition (2.1). In partic-
ular, we will use the results of [32, 33] to argue that it holds for all h = 1/2 NS states whenever
the initial open superstring background conserves at least two spacetime supercharges with
the same chirality in two non-compact dimensions. We will then show in subsection 2.1.2 that
the projector condition (2.1) guarantees vanishing of the obstruction at second order and we
will derive an expression for the third-order obstruction, which will be used as a starting point
for the manipulations in subsection 2.2.

2.1.1 Projector condition
Let us denote by Py the projector on ker Ly. Defining Py = 1 — Py we have PyPy = P,
ﬁoﬁo = ﬁo, Poﬁ() = FOPO = 0 together with

b
Q Po-i-o

PoQ =Py (2.4)
Let us now consider any two NS states? V = cVyje™ ¢ W = Wy jpe™ ¢ where V;, Wl are

= 1/2 Grassmann-odd matter primaries. Note that thls always needs to be the case 1f V is
to be identified with the leading order term Wy in the open superstring field theory marginal

2We will assume that the matter part of the NS sector only contains states with non-negative conformal
weight and that matter vacuum is the unique state with h = 0. This is true for superstring compactifications
at zero momentum. The matter part will be allowed to carry Chan-Paton factors.



deformation, because the string field ¥ needs to be Grassmann-odd. This is automatic in the
case of the GSO(+) projection (which we will focus on in the following), while in the case of
the GSO(—) projection this would necessitate inclusion of internal Chan-Paton factors. Let
us also define V; = G_%V%, W, =G_ 1W1 and denote by {V1 W1 +n coefficient of (2z)~" in
the OPE of V% (+z) and W%( 2) (that 1s {V1W1 H is proportlonal to the identity). Here
G, are the Laurent modes of the N’ =1 worldsheet matter supercurrent G(z). Let us now
consider the following two assumptions:

L. {V%W%}o has pole of order at most 1 in the OPE with G(z), that is
G+%{V%W%}0:0, (2.5)
2. the OPE of V; with W 1 and, V 1 with W1 do not have poles of integral order, that is
{Vlw%}l = {Véwl}l =0. (2.6)

First, we note that using the formula (6.206) of [34] (the generalized Wick theorem) we have
G 1/21V12Wy2}0 = {V1iWy 2 }1, so that it follows that Assumption 2 implies Assumption 1.
Also, if Assumption 1 holds for any two h = 1/2 NS states, then Assumption 2 is implied.?
Given the two assumptions, we will now show that we have properties

Pomg(XV, W) + Pomg(v, XW) =0, (2.8&)
P(]Xmg(v, W) =0 s (2.8b)

which together imply the projector condition
PoMy(V, W) = %[PoXmg(V, W) + Pyma(XV, W) + Pyma(V, XW)]| =0.  (2.9)
To see this, note that using formula (3.9) of [35], we obtain
Pyma(XV, W) = —i—nc{V%W%}l — c@c{Vlwé}le_d’, (2.10a)
Pyma(V, XW) = —ne{ViWi1 h — cac{Véwl}le_d’, (2.10b)

where used that XV = ¢V — e®nVy /o (and similarly for XW). This establishes (2.8a)
provided that Assumption 2 holds. We also have

PoXma(V, W) = PoQéma(V, W) = Q€cdc{V1 W Yoe 2, (2.11)

3If Assumption 2 was to fail, there would need to be a h = 1/2 NS state Yy/2 = {ViWy,2}1 # 0. That
is ((G_1/2V12)(21)W1 a(22)(Y1/2)"(23)) # 0, where (Y;,5)" is the conjugate of Y;/,. But this correlator is
non-zero if only if the two-point function ((G_1/2V1/2)(21){W1/2(Y1/2)"}o(22)) is non-zero. However, this
vanishes if Assumption 1 holds for any two h = 1/2 states in the NS sector because then we have

(G_y Vi (W (Y1) o) = (V]G {W 1 (Y1) }o) = 0. (2.7)

It therefore follows that if we adopt Assumption 1 for any two states in the theory, then Assumption 2 follows,
as claimed.



where the only contribution comes from the supercurrent term, that is

Py Xmo(V,W) = j{ d—%ne(bG(z)ﬁc@c{VlWl Yoe 2% = —cdc G, 1{V. W, loe™?,  (2.12)
27 2 2 2° 2 32

which, however, vanishes, as long as Assumption 1 holds (i.e. that the OPE of G with
{V% W% }o does not contain higher-than-simple poles). This establishes (2.8b) and there-
fore (2.9). Alternatively, it is possible to prove (2.8) by showing that the expressions on the
L.h.s. evaluate to zero against an arbitrary test state e: since we are working at zero momen-
tum, we can conclude that the states Pymo(XV, W), Pomo(V, XW), PoXmso(V,W) (which
all have ghost number +2, picture number —1 and conformal weight 0) can each be expanded
as Ben + ¢dcV, /2€_¢, where B is some number and V, /2 is some h = 1/2 zero-momentum
matter operator (as manifested by the above-derived expressions). That is, the expressions
on the Lh.s. of (2.8) vanish if and only if they vanish when evaluated in the BPZ product
against the dual basis of test states e, = s /26_‘1’ (gluon-like vertex) or exy, = cOcd&e2?
(Nakanishi-Lautrup vertex) at ghost number +1, picture number —1 and A = 0. We would
therefore need to show that

ws [6, FPymo (XV, W) + P()TTLQ(V, XW)]
wg [e, Py Xma(V, W)]

0, (2.13a)
0, (2.13b)

for both e = e, and e = exs. Furthermore, noting that PyM,(V, W) is actually proportional
to Can1/2€_¢ only (see (2.10) and (2.12)), we can conclude that

P()MQ(V, W) =0 <= ws(eg, P(]MQ(V, W)) =0 (2.14)

for any two states V = ¢V, /2€_¢, W = cW, /ge_¢ which are present in the theory.

Finally, let us briefly discuss additional constraints imposed on the boundary (i.e. chiral)
worldsheet theory in the cases when our background conserves some number of spacetime
supercharges. For compactifications? down to four spacetime dimensions, it was argued long
ago [32] that requiring N = 1 spacetime supersymmetry necessitates that the local RNS
N = 1 worldsheet superconformal symmetry enhances to a global N' = 2 superconformal
symmetry. For compactifications to dimensions higher than four, it automatically follows
that spacetime supersymmetry implies extended worldsheet superconformal symmetry, as one
can always dimensionally reduce back to four dimensions. Results for compactifications to
dimensions lower than four, which appeared only recently [33] (for the heterotic worldsheet),
seem to suggest that the boundary worldsheet theory has a global N/ = 2 superconformal
symmetry as long as the background conserves at least two spacetime supercharges with the
same chirality in two non-compact dimensions (i.e. N = (2,0) supersymmetry in 2d — we are
going to discuss a concrete example of this minimal setting in subsection 5.3). Furthermore,

“Here, the notion of “compactification” is taken to include also the brane configuration. That is, we
consider spacetime supersymmetries of the theory living on the component of the worldvolume common to all
branes constituting our configuration.



recalling the unitarity bound h > |¢|/2 for two-dimensional N' = 2 superconformal theories
(where ¢ denotes the charge under the U(1) R-current J) and noting that the GSO projection
is by the construction of [32, 33] implemented by projecting onto states with ¢ € 2Z + 1, we
conclude that the matter primaries V; 5 with h = 1/2 can be all chosen to carry charges
either ¢ = +1 or ¢ = —1 under J. Matter primaries Viﬁ/z with (h,q) = (1/2,+£1) belong to
the (anti-)chiral ring of the theory and they satisfy

GE(2)VI(0) = éVf(O) + reg. , (2.15a)
GE(2)VE(0) = reg., (2.15b)

where VT are (h,q) = (1,0) matter fields. We also have

GE(2)VE(0) = %Vﬂf(o) + %avﬂ;(m + reg. (2.16a)
GE(2)VT(0) = reg. (2.16b)

Using these properties, we will now show that Assumptions 1 and 2 hold for any two h = 1/2

fields in the matter sector. We first note that for any states Vfﬂ and Wfﬂ in the (anti-)chiral

ring, we have (using the generalized Wick theorem)
Gt {ViWT} =0, (2.17a)
27 3 3
G~ {VIWT}=0. (2.17b)
T2 2 2

Using similar ideas to those which we have employed above when discussing the relation
between Assumptions 1 and 2, we can show that it follows from (2.17) that®

{(Viw$} =0 (2.18)
2

But then, (2.18) and the generalized Wick theorem give that

Gt {ViWi}o=0, (2.19a)
20 3 3
G {VIWT}y=0. (2.19b)
27 3 3
Finally, (2.19) then implies
{Viwi} =o. (2.20)
2
which in turn gives that
G {VIWI}o =0, (2:21a)
T2 2 3
G {VIWfly=0. (2.21b)
T2 2 2

SFor instance, if Y;r/z = {V;WY/Z}l # 0, then ((Gfl/zV;/z)(zl)Wf/z(zz)(Y;r/z)T(23)) # 0 which would

mean that GL/Z{WY/Z(YI/Q)T}O # 0, contradicting (2.17).



We have therefore shown that Assumptions 1 and 2 (and therefore the projector conditions
(2.8) and (2.9)) hold for all states in a theory with A/ = 2 global worldsheet superconformal
symmetry where all h = 1/2 states can be chosen to carry R-charge ¢ = +1. As per the
discussion above, this should always be the case when the background preserves at least
N = (2,0) supersymmetry in two non-compact dimensions.

2.1.2 Marginal deformations in A,, OSFT at second and third order
Writing down the A, OSFT action up to quartic order, we obtain

S [U] = %ws(\II,Q\P) + %ws(\Il,Mg(\I/,\I/)) + %ws(\I/,Mg(\Il,\I/, W)+ (222)

so that varying this action with respect to ¥, we get the equations of motion
QU + My(V, V) + M3(VU, ¥, U)+...=0. (2.23)

Note that U carries picture number —1 and ghost number +1. We want to construct a
continuous family of classical solutions W(\), such that ¥(0) = 0 and such that the leading
term in \ is given by a Q-closed state ¥ = c¢V1e~? where V1 is a zero-momentum Grassmann-
odd h = 1/2 matter primary. Writing the clasQSical solution2\1f(/\) as a perturbative expansion

T(A) =D ATy = ATy + N2y + NP+ (2.24)
k=1

and substituting (2.24) into (2.23), we obtain, order by order in A,

0=QV,, (2.25&)
0= Q\Ifg -+ MQ(\I’l, \Ifl) , (225b)
0=QY;3+ Mg(\Ill, \1’2) + Mg(\I’Q, \1’1) + Mg(\lfl, vy, \Ill) . (2.250)

At second order, we have to satisfy the equation (2.25b). This is clearly integrable because
QMa(Wq, 1) = —Ma(QW1, ¥1) — Ma(V1,Q¥1) =0. (2.26)
A putative solution in Siegel gauge reads

by —
Ty = —L—‘;POMQ(\Ifl,\Ifl) + 1y, (2.27)

where 1o is a ghost number +1, picture number —1 string field with ngyo = 0. However, in
order for (2.27) to actually solve (2.25b), we need

Q\II2 = <Z—(;Q — ﬁ0> ﬁoMg(\Ifl, \I’l) + Q¢2 = _ﬁOM2(\I’17 \Ill) + Q¢2 (2'28)



to be equal to —Ms(¥1, ¥y). That is, we need the second order obstruction
O2 = PoM2(V1, V1) + Qi (2.29)

to vanish. Put in different words, in order for the solution (2.27) to be consistent, we need
PyMsy(Wq, V1) to vanish up to Q-exact terms. But since PyMy (¥, V1) is a zero-momentum
state in ker Ly at ghost number 4+2 and picture number —1, it has to be equal to a linear
combination of cdcV, /2e_¢ and nc = Q(%c@cage_zd’), where V; /2 is an arbitrary NS state
with h = 1/2. Consistency therefore requires that PyMs (¥, ¥1) does not contain the state
cdcV, /2e_¢’, so that it is necessary and sufficient to check that®

ws(eg,PoMg(\Ifl,\Ifl)) = 0, (230)

where e is a zero-momentum test state in ker Ly at ghost number +1 and picture number —1
of the form e, = c@l /2€_¢. Thus, recalling (2.14), we can conclude that the necessary and
sufficient condition for the vanishing of Oz is actually PyMa(¥q, ;) = 0 (which is a special
case of the projector condition (2.9) with V =W = ;).

Assuming from now on that PyMs (¥, ¥;) = 0 and proceeding to the third order, we
need to solve the equation (2.25c) for U3. We have integrability condition

QM3 (¥, V3) + QMo(Va, ¥1) + QM3 (¥, ¥y, V) =0, (2.31)
which is satisfied provided that ¥4 solves the equation of motion at second order. Indeed, we
have

QMQ(\I/l,\IJQ) —I—QMQ(\I/Q,\I/l) —I—QMg(\Ifl,\Ifl,\I’l) (232&)

= —M3(QW1, V) — Ma(¥1,QWs) — Ma(QWs, W) — Ma (W2, Q1)+

+ QM;3(Vq,Vq,Uy)  (2.32b)
— M (Uy, Mo (01, 01)) + Mo(Mo(W1, 1), W) + QMs(Wy, Uy, Uy) (2.32¢)
~0, (2.32)

where in the second equality we have assumed that ¥, is a consistent solution of (2.25b) and
the third equality follows by one of the A, relations

1
(@, Ms] + §[M27 M| =0. (2.33)
A putative solution of (2.25¢) can be written as

bo —
Uy = —L—OOPO[MQ(\IJQ, W) 4 Ma(Uy, Uy) + My(Uy, Uy, U)] + s, (2.34)

5Note that we can actually always set 1o = cV1e~? where \71/2 is some h = 1/2 state in the NS sector (so
that Q2 = 0) because as per our discussion in subsection 2.1.1, the state PoM2(¥1, V1) can never contain 7c.
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where 13 is a ghost number +1, picture number —1 string field with ngw3 = 0. Again, this
only solves the equation (2.25¢) provided that

QU3 = <z—(;Q — Fo) Po[Ms(Vs, ¥1) 4+ Mo(P1, ¥a) + M3 (U1, Uy, U1)] + Qs (2.35)

is equal to —My(Wq, Uy)— My (Vq, Uy)— Ms(¥q, Uy, ¥y), that is, provided that the third-order
obstruction

by —
O3 = Po{Mz |:L_(;P0M2(\I’17‘Ij1),\1’1:| +
b
+ Mo [\1’1, L—(;POM2(‘I/1,‘I/1) - M3(‘I/1,‘I/1,‘I’1)} — Q3 (2.36)

vanishes.” Again, we therefore need to ensure that the projector part Ogroj = Py{...} of
O3 vanishes up to Q-exact terms. Since Ogroj € ker Ly at ghost number +2 and picture
number —1, the only states which it can be proportional to (and which are not Q-exact) are
of the form cdcV, /2e_¢. The necessary and sufficient condition for the obstruction to vanish
is therefore

O = —ws(eg, OF) = wi (e, EOY™) = 0. (2.37)

From now on, let us drop the lower index on e, as for the rest of the paper we will work only
with the test state e = ¢V, /26_¢. Also note that upon identifying e = Wy, the expression
wr,(e,£05™) becomes proportional to the quartic part of the classical effective action of
[23, 24]. More precisely, we obtain

O =48 (2.38)

The necessity of existence of such a relation was already proven in [24] where it is also noted
that this relation implies that all marginal deformations which are unobstructed at third order
automatically give rise to flat directions of the quartic effective action. In fact, we shall see
in section 4 that under certain assumptions, the converse appears to be true as well.

2.2 Simplifying the third-order obstruction

We will now expose algebraic manipulations whose aim will be to simplify O into a computable
form. Although we have checked that it is in principle possible to proceed by generalizing the
calculations of [24] and keep all intermediate expressions manifestly in the small Hilbert space,
we found it much more economic to perform the computations in the large Hilbert space.
Bearing in mind that our main goal is to provide a practical expression for the obstruction,
we will therefore adopt a pragmatic approach and expose here a relatively short path the
main results which leads through the large Hilbert space. In subsection 2.2.1, we will derive
the X2-form (2.2a) for O, while in subsection 2.2.2, we will derive the Berkovits-like form
(2.2b).

"Note that in general i, also enters Oz and, in some cases, it may be possible that it can be fine-
tuned so as to make Oz vanish. However, in most cases of interest, the projector condition (2.9) will give
PyMs(tp2, V1) = PoM2(¥1,12) = 0 so that ¢ does not contribute to Os.
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2.2.1 X? form

Proceeding along the lines of [20], we will first show that O can be rewritten as
2 bo -
O =—wg | X%e,my L—Pomz(‘lfl,‘l’l)v Uyl +
0
by —
—ws [X2€,m2 [‘Pl, L—Opomz(‘lfl,%)” + O3, (2.39)
0

where O3 (to be defined below) consists only of terms which are localized on the boundary
of the worldsheet moduli space and which are zero up to contributions which cancel the
anomalous terms which appear due to the non-primary nature of the state XZe.

Quartic vertex

Focusing on the quartic vertex term O® = —wy[e, EM3(U1, U1, ;)] first, we obtain

0(4) — —%{WL [e,fMg(Mg(\Ifl, \1’1), \Ifl] — ng [Mg(\lfl, \I’l), \I’l)] +
+ Wi, [e,fMg[\Ifl,Mg(\Ifl, \Ifl)] — ng [\Ifl, Mg(\Ifl, \Ifl)“ +

+wr, [e, XM3(¥q, Uy, Uy)] } ., (2.40)

where we have used that Qe = 0.

Cubic vertex

The cubic vertex terms

b
o = w; [€,§M2 [L_OPOM2(\I’17\I’1)7\I’1:|:| ; (2.41a)
0
(3) _ bo
02 = Wy e,fMg \I’l, L—P(]Mg(\lfl,\l’l) 5 (241b)
0

vield
o = %{wL [e,XHz |:2—00F0M2(\I’17\I’1)7\I’1:|:| —wr (e, EMy (My(Ty, W), ¥y)] +
o [e,XMg [;_Ooﬁommwg,wlﬂ g [e, My (W, ), 01)] +
—wy, [e,EMy (PyMo(¥q, V1), V)] } , (2.42a)
of) = %{WL [e,XM2 {ml, E—ZﬁoMg(\Iﬁ,\Ifl)H — wy, [, €M (W1, My (T3, 07))] +

bo — — _
+wr [6,XM2 [\1’1, L—OOP0M2(\I’17‘I/1)H +wr, [e,EMs (U1, Mo(¥1, 1)) ] +
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— Wy, [e,§M2 (\I’l,POMQ(\II:[,\:[Il))] } . (2.42b)

Here we note that the second and fourth terms in (2.42a) and (2.42b) cancel with the first
four terms in (2.40). Also, note that we have

 Thy— bo —
wr, [e,XM2 [L—OOPOM2(\IJ1,\IJ1),\IJ1” = wr [e,X§m2 [L—OOPOM2(\111,\1/1),\1/1” . (2.43)

because the difference of the second insertions on the l.h.s. and the r.h.s. would lie in the
small Hilbert space. We then have

| by —
wr [e,XMg [L—ZPOMQ(\IJI,%),%” =

— [e,X2§m2 [z_‘;ﬁomz(qfl,%),\pl” 4
+wr, [e, Xémy (Mo (W1, V1), ¥1)] —wp, [e, Xéma (PoM2(P1, 1), ¥1)] ,  (2.44)
together with
wr, |:€,XM2 {E—Zﬁoﬁg(ﬁ/l,\ﬂl),\lfl” =
= wy, [e,ngmg [%Fomg(\yl,wl),\m” +

— Wy [€,X§M2 (mg(\lfl, \Ifl), \1’1)] + Wi, [€,X§M2 (Pomg(\lfl, \Ifl), \1’1)] . (2.45)

Altogether we obtain

0=0%1+0 1+ 0" =0, +0,+0s, (2.46)
where we define
1 _
O, = 5{ —wr, [6,XM3(\I’1,\I/1,\I/1)] +

—+ wp, [6, Xfmg[Mg(\Ifl, \Ifl), \Ifl]] — W, [6, XgMQ[mQ(\Ill, \Ifl), \I’l]]

+ wr, [6, Xfmg [\I’l, Mg(\l’l, \I’l)]] — Wy, [6, XéMQ [\I’l, 7712(\1/1, \Ifl)]] } s (247&)

bo —
Oy = wr, [e,X2§m2 [—LO Pomg(\Ill,\Ill),\h” +
0

+ wy, |:€,X2£m2 [\yl,z—oﬁomg(ml,%)n . (2.47b)
0

O3 = %{ —wr, [, XEma[PoMa (W1, V1), W] +wr [e, XEM o [Poma (W1, U1), Uy]] +

—wr, [, EMa[PyMa(Vq, Uy ), Uq]]
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—wr [e, XEmo[V1, BpMo (W1, ¥1)]] +wr [e, XEMo Wy, Pyma (W1, ¥1)]]

_|_
—wg, [, €MV, PyMo(Vy, 1)) } (2.47¢)

First, O; clearly vanishes: to see this, we note that m3 = [n, M3], so that
Wi, [e, Xﬁg(\lfl, \Ifl, \Ifl)] = Wr [6, Xfmg(\lfl, \Ifl, \1’1)] (2.48)

and then we use mg = [ma, M2]. Second, Oy consists of terms containing single propagator.
Finally, O3 contains only terms with Py and it is therefore completely localised on the bound-
ary of the worldsheet moduli space. Using the cyclic property (B.18) of mg and (B.20), it
can be rewritten as

O3 = %{4% [PyM (U1, W1),ma(Vy, Xée) +mo(Xée, ¥q)] +
+wr, [PoMa(¥1, U1), ma(X W1, Ee) + ma(Ee, XU1)] +
+ wr, [EPoma (U1, U1), ma(Wy, XEe) + mo(X&e, Up)] +
+wr, [Poma (1, ¥1), ma(§¥1, XEe) — ma(XEe, §¥1)] +

+wr [EPoXma (W, 1), ma(¥1,Ee) + ma(fe, ¥1)] } . (249)

First, note that the last line in (2.49) can be dropped even without assuming the condition
(2.8b) because the matter part of PyXms (W1, V1) can only be proportional to G+%{V%V% Yo,
which is a h = 1/2 state, so that it gives zero when inserted in the symplectic form against

Pofmg(\lfl, fe) =+ P0§m2 (fe, \1’1) (250)

which, by (C.4), is proportional to identity in the matter sector. The rest of the expression
(2.49) can be evaluated as well and turns out to give zero up to terms which arise due
to anomalous transformation properties of the non-primary state £Xe (see [20] for details).
Below these will be shown to cancel with anomalous contributions to Os.

2.2.2 Berkovits-like form
We will now show that the X2-form (2.39) can be recast in the Berkovits-like form

1 by — 1
O = jws bg(\Ifl,Xe),L—(;Pobg(\Ifl,X\Iq) + swrlba(Xe, 601), by (€01, W), (2.51)

where we have defined by(A, B) = ma(A, B) + (—1)4A4B) iy (B, A). Note that only primary
insertions appear in (2.51). We will show in section 3 that exactly the same expression is
obtained by analyzing the third-order obstruction which arises in the Berkovits open super-
string field theory provided that we assume that the deformation is unobstructed at second
order.
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O3 terms

Let us start with analyzing Os. To this end, note that it is possible show that
—wp, [Poba (W1, W), Eb2(X Wy, &e)] = —wp, [Poba (W1, ¥1), Eb2(E W, Xe)] (2.52)
Indeed, we have

—wr, [Poba(W1,¥1),Eba(X W1, &e)] = —wr, [Poéba(V1, U1), Qba (01, Ee)] +
+ wr, [Po&ba (W1, Wq),bo(EW1, Xe)] (2.53a)

= +wr, [Py Xb2(V1, V1), b2(E V1, Ee)] +
—wr, [Poba(V1,WU1),£02(EW1, Xe)]  (2.53b)
= —wr, [Poba(V1, U1),Eb2(EV, Xe)] (2.53¢)

where in order to write down the last equality, we have used (C.6) to note that
b2 (W1, Ee) = ma(EW1, L) — ma(&e, EV) (2.54)

is proportional to identity in the matter sector so that it gives zero in the symplectic form
against PyXby(¥1, ¥;) which is proportional to a h = 1/2 state in the matter sector.® We
therefore end up with

O3 = —%{5% [Poba (W1, W1), b2 (W1, Xée)] + wr [Poba (W1, W1), Eb2(E W1, Xe)] +

— Wy, [P()bg(\lfl, \Ifl), bg(f\yl,Xfe)] } . (255)

Although it is straightforward to explicitly evaluate (2.55), we do not need to do so at this
point, as we will soon show that it is exactly cancelled by a Py term which we pick up when
we move one of the PCOs in Os.

Os terms

Next, let us analyze Oy. Reabsorbing &, we obtain
02 = 5&)5 bQ(\I’l,X 6), L—Opobg(\l’l, \Ifl) . (2.56)

In order to avoid the appearance of non-primary fields during the explicit evaluation of (2.56)
(these would arise due to the X?2e insertion), let us move one of the two PCOs sitting on e
inside the Poby (W1, ) part of (2.56). We end up with

1 by — 1 _
Oy = Fws ba (W1, Xe), L—(;Pobz(‘lfl,X\I’l)] +owr [b2(W1,6Xe), Poba(W1,EW1)] ,  (2.57)

8 Py X b (U1, U1) itself vanishes if we assume the projector condition (2.8b).
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with the Py part of the second term in (2.57) satisfying
1 1
—owr [b2(¥1, €Xe), Poba (W1, €¥1)] = +5wr [Poba (W1, ¥1), £b2 (¥, £Xe)] (2.58)

where we have used (C.4). Note, however, that this (localised) contribution will precisely
cancel with Oj: introducing the string field

E = Eba (P, XEe) — Eb2(EV1, Xe) + ba(EV1, XEe), (2.59)

and using (2.55), it can be shown that
- 1
wr, [Poba (U1, ¥1),E] = —12 (Og + WL [Pob2(‘1’17‘Ifl)asz(\l’hiXe)]) : (2.60a)

However, it can be also shown that n= = 0, which in turn gives that wr[Pybe (¥, ¥1),=Z] =0
and therefore

O3 + %WL [Poba (W1, Wy),Eba(¥q,£Xe)] =0, (2.61)

that is, O3 is completely canceled by the Py part of the second term in (2.57). Finally, in
order to rid ourselves of the non-primary insertion £Xe in the identity part of the second
term in (2.57), we can use the super-Jacobi identity and the fact that the string field

ba [V1,b2(6X e, EW1)] — bo [EW1,ba(EX e, Wy)] + bo [EW1, b2 (Xe, W), (2.62)
lies in the small Hilbert space to show that

1 1

WL [b2(W1,€Xe), ba (W1, EW1)]] =+ GuL [ba(Xe, £V ), ba(EW, Wy)] . (2.63)

Putting our results together, we therefore recover the Berkovits-like expression (2.51) for the
obstruction. For the sake of the discussion which is to follow in Section 4, we introduce the

notation
1 _
Oprop = 5&)5 bg(\Ifl,Xe), %Pobg(\yl,X\I’l) s (264&)
0
1
O/ = =W [bg(Xe, 5\1’1), bg(f\l’l, \Ifl)] s (2.64b)

6
so that @ = OP*P 4+ O'. We can also check the validity of the intermediate manipulations we
have performed so far by comparing (2.51) with the Berkovits-like form of the quartic part
of the classical effective action of [23, 24]. Indeed, we again recover the relation (2.38).

2.3 A, OSFT with stubs

Let us now consider A,, OSFT with stubs.” We will show that apart from deforming the
star product mg into a non-associative product M2(0), adding stubs introduces additional term
into both the X?2-form (subsection 2.3.2) and the Berkovits-like form (subsection 2.3.3) as a
consequence of the appearance of the bosonic 3-product M?EO). See subsection 2.3.1 for our
conventions for A,, OSFT with stubs.

9T thank Ashoke Sen for this suggestion.
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2.3.1 Preliminaries
Here we largely follow the notation of [36]. Denoting the picture by a superscript in the round

brackets, we define the bosonic products Ml(o) =Q,

MP(A,B) = (—1) @ evwlo[(e=wLo 4) x (e~wLo B)] (2.65)

and higher products Méo), ... 80 as to cover the missing regions of the bosonic moduli space.
The superstring products are then defined similarly to the case without stubs by suitably
distributing PCO charges among the insertions. For instance, the superstring 2-product then
reads

1
MY (A, B) = = [XM2(O) (A, B) + MV (X A, B) + MV (4, XB)] . (2.66)

In the spirit of the case without stubs, we introduce the gauge 2-product ,ugl), so that when

acting on the states in the small Hilbert space, the superstring 2-product can be computed
as

MY = [Q. s (2.67a)
1
1) (A,B) = 5 [eMy" (A, B) - My (64, B) - (1" (4.¢B)| . (267b)
We also have the property that MQ(O) =n, ugl)]. The superstring 3-product can be defined in
terms of the following tower of products

M = (1@, 1)+ v, ), (2.68)
W4, 8,0) = ¢ [eMD(4,8,0) - M{"(e4, B,0)
—(=1) "M (4,B,C) — (-1 DB €MD (4, B C)| L (2.68)
" = Q.+ 17, a5 (2.68)
p0(4,8,C) = 3 [eM (4, B,0) - M (¢4, B,0)

~(=1)" MY (4,B,C) — (-1 "B MO (4, B eC)]|, (2.680)

with the properties Mél) = [n, ,ug)] and QM?EO) = [n, ,uz(,)l)]. The equation of motion is written
in terms of the multi-superstring products Mnn_l), which satisfy a cyclic A, algebra, as

ST MEY@) = QU+ MYV (U, W) + M (U, 0, 0) + ... =0. (2.69)
n=1

It is straightforward to check that the relations (2.9), (2.8) and (C.5) continue to be satisfied
under the same assumptions as before if we replace ms by MQ(O) (this is due to the presence
of the projector Py and the fact that the insertions have Ly = 0). It is also easy to see that
we again have that the second-order obstruction to exact marginality vanishes if and only if
the projector condition POMQ(I)(\I/l, ¥;) = 0 holds, which we shall from now on assume.
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2.3.2 Third-order obstruction with stubs: X? form

It is straightforward to check that the computation goes through mostly along the lines of the
case without stubs with only a couple of minor changes wherever we encounter M3 or make
use the associativity of mo. The integrability of the equation of motion at third order in A
follows again straightforwardly by using the fact that [Q, Mél)] = 0, the fact that Ws solves
the equation of motion at second order and also the A, relation

1
@)+ 5[y My = 0. (2.70)
In order for a consistent solution to exist, we need the obstruction
05 = Ry {Mél) [bo Mz( )(‘1’17‘111),\1’1} +

b
+ Mz(l) [‘I’h =

LOMz(l)(‘I’la‘I’l) —M§2)(\I/1,\I/1,\Ifl)}. (2.71)

to be vanishing up to @Q-exact terms. Going through identical steps as in the case with-
out stubs, we can show that it is necessary and sufficient to require vanishing of O =
—wg(e, Ogroj) = 01 4+ Oy + O3, where e = CV1/26_¢ and 01, O, O3 will now be described.
First, we have

2
+wr [G,Xsz(O) [ﬂgl)(\l’ly\l’l ] wr,

O, = —{ —wr, [G,Xugz)(\lfl,\lfl,\lfl)} +
e X g (0, 91),
where we note that the string field X,u( )(\Ifl, Uy, Uy) — X{M?El)(\lfl, Uy, Uy) lies in the small
Hilbert space and therefore —wL[e X,u3 )(\Ill, Uy, 0y)] = —wL[e,XgM?El)(\Ill, Uy, ¥y)] so that

+wp [e XeMSO [0y, 1) (W, )] } —wy |e, XeulV Wy, MY )(xlfl,\lfl)]} } (2.72)

we can use the relation M =@, /J/3 ] [Mg( ),ué )] (see [36]) to write
1
Ol = —§wL |:€ X§Q,u3 (\1’1,\1’1,\111)} . (273)

Finally, using the relation [n, ,u(l)] = ZM?EO), we conclude that
O, = ws [X%,Méo)(ml,\yl, \1'1)] . (2.74)
Note that this is different compared to the case without stubs where we had O; vanishing.

As for the remaining two contributions to O, we again obtain

bo

0y = wr, [e,X%MéO’ [ 7 DMy (W1, W), \IJIH

b
twr, [e,X2§M2 [\Ifl,L—OP M >(\I/1,\I/1)” , (2.75)
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together with
1
O3 = { + dwy, [pwg Wy, 0y), MO (0, Xée) + MO (Xee, \I/l)]

+wr, [Pouél)(\l’l,%),M( )(X\I’laée) +M (56 X‘Pl)]

Fuwr [§P0M2(0)(\111,1'1),M( (0, Xee) + MO (Xee, \1/1)]

o [PoM” (1, 91), MO (€4, Xe) - Mé”(Xfe,sw}}. (2.76)

Altogether, the X2 form of the obstruction in the case with stubs therefore reads

, ]
OP oM (W, W), 14| +

0= —ws [X%, My [
b
Lo
+ws [ X2 MO (01, 01, 0| + 05 (277)

— wg [X%, MO, ﬁOMZSO)(\Ifl,\Iq)]] +

2.3.3 Third-order obstruction with stubs: Berkovits-like form

We will now show that the obstruction can be rewritten in terms of the product Béo) (see
(2.79) for definition) as

1 bo —
0 = Jws [Béo)(\lfl,Xe), L—OPOB§°>(\P1,XW1)] +
0

+ % {wL [B;°> (Xe, €0y), B (0, \I/l)] +ws [Xe, B (X0, 0, qfl)} } . (2.78)

so that all insertions are primary.

Non-associative commutator algebra

Let us define the degree-graded commutator based on the Witten star product with stubs as
B4, B) = MV (A, B) + (—=1)4NdB) A [0 (B A). (2.79)

Denoting
[A, Bl = e Eo[(e7 0 A) « (e7WE0 B)] — (—1)AllBlgmwlo[(emwlo B) s (e7wE0 4)], (2.80)

we therefore have Béo)(A, B) = (—=1)“4Y[A, Blg. Clearly we have

B (A, B) = (~1)" B g0 (3, A) (2.81)
and it can be shown that cyclicity of the symplectic form w.r.t. MQ(O) implies
w(BS (A, B),C) = (~1)"+1w(4, B (B, C)). (2:82)
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We also have the generalized super-Jacobi identity
(_1)d(A)(d(C)+1)B§0) [A,Béo)(B,C’)] I (_1)d(B)(d(A)+1)B§0) [B,Béo)(C’, A)]
n (_1)d(C)(d(B)+1)B§0) [C, Béo) (A, B)}
= ~(~1)"WM1Q, B)(4, B,C) (2.83)
where we have defined

B{"(A,B,C) =M (A, B,C) + (—1)UDUEB+IO) A 1O (B ) A)+
4 (= 1) OB 1O 4 B+
+ (1) ¥NB O (B A ) + (—1) B A0 (A, €, B)
4 (—1)HAEB OB j1O) (o B A). (2.84)

In particular, we obtain
BY [ewy, BY (v, \1'1)] — 2B [\I/l, BO (W, e0))| = [Q, BO)(Wy, 601, Ty),  (2.85)
where
510, B0 601, 1) = QML (W1, €01, W) + QML (€0, 1, W)+
F QM (W, 0y, 601) + B (X0, 00,0 (286)

O3 terms

It is straightforward to see that we obtain

Oy = —1—12{5wL [PoBY (w1,w1), 6B (0, X¢e) | +
+wr | PyBY (W, 0,),6BY (60, Xe)| +
—wr [RBY (w1, ), BY (€1, Xee)| } - (287)
Oy terms
First, using cyclicity of the simplectic form and the definition of B(O), we obtain
Oy = %ws [Béo)(‘I/sze)y ;—%FOBS))(‘I’M‘I’Q} 5 (2.88)

which we again rewrite as
1 by —
0y = ws BY (0, Xe), L—OPOBéo)(\Ill,X\Iﬁ)} +
0

1 _
+ 5w [B;m(wl,gX@,pOB;O)(wl,gmg . (2.89)
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It is easily checked that the Py part of the second term in (2.89) again cancels Osz. As for the
identity part, defining the string field

T =B [w;, B (gXe,gxyl)} ~ B [5@1,350) (gXe,\Ifl)} n

+ B [ew, BY (Xe,c00)] . (290)

which satisfies nY = 0, so that wr(¥;,T) = 0, we can use the generalized super-Jacobi
identity (2.85) and cyclicity of the symplectic form to show that

1
swr | B (W1, 6Xe), BYY (1, 601)])| = —ws | X%, M (1,91, 91)] +
1
5 {wL [B§°>(Xe,§x111),B§°) (5@1,\111)} +ws [Xe,Bg)) (X\I/l,\Ill,\Ill)]} . (2.91)
Substituting back into (2.89), we recover the Berkovits-like form (2.78).

3 Equivalence of the A, and Berkovits obstructions at third order

Here we show that the third-order obstruction arising from the reduced Berkovits open su-
perstring field theory (i.e. @ = 0) is identical to the one derived in the A,, OSFT without
stubs. After setting up the stage by reviewing the machinery of marginal deformations in
the Berkovits theory in subsection 3.1, we will evaluate the third-order obstruction against
arbitrary test states in 3.2, recovering the Berkovits-like form (2.2b) for the obstruction which
we derived in the context of A,, OSFT in the previous section.

3.1 Marginal deformations in Berkovits open superstring field theory

Expanding the Berkovits action up to quartic order, we obtain

Sbrl®] = T [PQP] + CTro 102, QP — - Tro [0 [®,[2,Q2]] +...  (3.)

The equation of motion which we obtain by varying this action reads

Qb+ 1%, Q] + ([, [QP, B]] + [, [B,Qua]] + [QP, [, 73] +... =0.  (32)

We partially fix gauge as £,® = 0, meaning that we can write ® = £y ¥ where ¥ is in picture
—1 with 7o¥ = 0. Again, we want to find a continuous family ¥(\) = >"722 Mo, of classical
solutions with ¥; = ¢V /26_¢. Order by order in A, we obtain conditions

0=Qu,, (3.3a)
0=QV,+ %[\I’l,X\I’l] , (33b)

0= Qs+ 5 [W1, QEVa] + S[Wa, XU+ oo (W1, [X W1, €04]) + (XU, [€0, W1])) . (33¢)
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The equation arising at second order in A is clearly integrable because Q[¥1, X W] = 0. A
putative solution for Wy then reads

1 by —
Wy = —=2Py[Wy, XUy] + s . (3.4)
2 Lo

In order for (3.4) to actually solve the equation of motion at O(\?), we need

QYy = % <2—ZQ - ﬁo) Po[¥1, XUq] + Qo (3.5)

to be equal to —%[\1’1, X Wq], that is, we need the second order obstruction
1
05" = §P0[‘111, XUq] + Qo (3.6)

to vanish. Analogously to the A, case, one can show that the necessary and sufficient
condition for OB to vanish is Py[¥1, X¥;] = 0 with Q12 = 0 (so that again, we need to take
1o to be of the form ¢V, /26_¢). Proceeding to the third order, integrability requires that

SQIW1, QEWa] + JQIWs, XU1] + - (QI¥1, [X W1, 601]] + QUX W, [60, Wi]) =0, (3.7

Assuming that ¥y solves the second order equation of motion, (3.7) can be straightforwardly
shown to hold as a consequence of the super-Jacobi identity

Z[X\I’l, [\I’l, X\Ifl]] + [\Ifl, [X\I’l, X\Ifl]] =0. (38)
A putative solution for W3 then reads
b= (1 1
Uy = —— P = U1, QEWa] + - [Wa, XUy +
Lo 2 2

1
+ E([\I’l,[X\Ifl,f\Ifl]] —l—[X\I’l,[f\I’l,\I’l]])} + 3 (3.9)
and the corresponding obstruction can be readily seen to be equal to!?

1 by — 1{bo—
OB _ {Z [wl,QsL—ZPo[wl,X%]] v [L—OOPO[%XM,X%] +

1
g X )+ (X0 e, ) b - Qe (30
Recalling our discussion of the A, case, it is clear that necessary and sufficient condition for
the vanishing of OF is that
OBer = —Trg[e 057 P =0, (3.11)

where O?er’proj = Py{...} is the projector part of (3.10) and ez = c@l/ge_‘b.

10Gimilarly to the A case, we ignore any potential contributions of ¥, to OF" because in most cases of
interest we will have Py[W1, X1)2] + Po[tb2, X W1] = 0 by the projector condition (2.8).
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3.2 Simplifying the third-order obstruction

O?])Ber,proj

Evaluating against all possible test states of the form e = ¢V, /26_‘1’ (again, we drop

the lower index ’g’ from e), we have
1 by — 1 by —
OBer = ——Trs [e,X‘Pl]—Po[\I’l,X\Ifl] — —TI'S [\I’l,Xe]—Po[\I’l,X\I’l] +
4 Ly 4 Ly

4 %TrL (€e[Ty, [X Ty, £0,]]] + 1—12TrL e[ XU, [0, U]]] . (3.12)

Finally, to make contact with the A, obstruction derived in Section 2.2, we can first use the
vanishing of the second-order obstruction (i.e. that Py[¥1, X W] = 0) to establish that

iTrs [[e,X\Ifl];—Oﬁo[\h,X\Ifl]} - —%m ([€e, €0][T, XT,]] +
0

1 bo —
+ T [qu,Xe]L—OPO[\Ifl,X%] (3.13a)
0

so that the expression (3.12) for Ope can be rewritten as

1 bo —
Oper = —=Trg |[¥1, Xe] = Po[¥1, X U4]
2 Lo

+ iTrL [[€e, €01 [P, XUy ]]

4 1—12TrL[§e[\I/1, (XU, 60,]]) + 1—12TrL[§e[X\Ill, €U, 0] (3.14a)
1

) o
= —Trg | [y, Xe] 2 Po[¥y, X U]
27| Lo

1 1
— ST [[Xe, €W][eWy, W, (3.14b)
where, in the second step, we used a super-Jacobi identity. That is

1 by — 1
Oper = 5ws bg(\I’l,Xe),L—(;Pobg(\Ifl,X\Ifl) —|—EwL[bg(Xe,f\Ifl),bg(ﬁ\Ifl,\Ifl)]. (3.15)

Since (3.15) is identical with (2.51), we have shown that the third-order obstructions arising
in the A, and Berkovits open superstring field theories are equal when evaluated against a
test state c@l /2 e~?. Note that strictly speaking this is only true provided that the obstruction
at second order in both theories was already arranged to vanish.

4 Evaluation of the obstruction

Here we will present three ways of evaluating the obstruction at third order. Here, by “evalu-
ating” the obstruction, we will mean deriving an explicit expression for O in terms of V; /5 and
V1 /2 which would be suitable for practical applications. The first two methods will rely on the
presence of a global N/ = 2 worldsheet superconformal symmetry for the given background
with only £1 R-charge marginal fields appearing in the boundary spectrum: in subsection
4.1 we will use the Berkovits-like form (2.2b) as our starting point, while in subsection 4.2 we
will start from the X2-form (2.2a). Both methods will lead to the same result

O = ~(}H;) — (A B}) — 3 (ol o), (11)
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where the auxilliary fields HY, Hy and ]I:]If, H, will be defined in terms of pr and \fo/z in
(4.22) and (4.23). Note that no integration over worldsheet moduli appears in (4.1) — the
result localised on the boundary of the worldsheet moduli space. Upon identifying e = ¥y, the
expression (4.1) for the obstruction becomes proportional to the localized quartic part of the
classical effective action, in accordance with the prediction of [24]. Also, for both methods,
we will show that the final result is unaffected by adding stubs: that is, adding the bosonic 4-
string vertex Méo), which inherently comes with integration over a bosonic modulus, does not
seem to spoil the localization property of the third-order obstruction. Finally, in subsection
4.3, we will present a method for evaluating O directly along the lines of [21] — this will work
also for more general setups.

As we have hinted at above, the core of the first two methods will be the recipe of [22-24],
that is, we will assume that we can decompose the string fields ¥; and e into eigenstates of
the R-current J of an N = 2 worldsheet superconformal algebra {T,.J, G} with R-charge
+1. In particular, we will assume that the theory contains only such NS marginal operators
V, which satisfy V = VT 4+ V~, where V* carry charge + under the R-current. Writing
Vvt = chﬂe_‘b, we have

XV = cVi — Vi, (4.2)

where we assume
G* (VT (0) = %Vf(o) F reg. (4.3a)
Gj:(z)V:%E (0) =reg (4.3b)

While the h = % matter fields are charged under J, their h = 1 counterparts are neutral
JoVE = £VT, (4.4a)
2 2
JoVi =0. (4.4D)

Note that as per our discussion at the end of subsection 2.1.1, these assumptions hold au-
tomatically if we assume that the background at hand conserves at least two spacetime
supercharges with the same chirality in two non-compact dimensions.

Finally, we note that first two methods for evaluating O will allow also for slightly more

11 Namely, we will be allowed to assume that the

general setups then we described above.
worldsheet theory may contain also NS marginal fields in the matter sector with charge zero
under the localising R-current: while we will always deform our theory by a subsector of
marginal operators which can be decomposed as VT + V', the obstruction has to be always
computed against all possible test states. And these we will allow to include also marginal

operators with zero R-charge. That is, we will allow for test states e = e™ + e~ + €", where

1'We would like to thank Luca Mattiello and Ivo Sachs for a useful discussion on this point.

— 24 —



= ¢VF,_ e ? together with €0 = ¢V? /26 . We then have

1/2¢
Gi(z)\?g(O) = %\N’f(O) + reg. , (4.5a)
G(z) ~%(O) = ;\7?(0) + reg. , (4.5b)
Gi(z)iif:g(o) = reg., (4.5¢)
where we note that
V=067, VO +G~ V = (V)T + (V))~, (4.6)

where (\Nf(l])jE carry charge +1 under .JJ. We also have Xe" = c@l) — e‘%\?(l] /2

4.1 Localization: Berkovits-like form

We will now show that starting with the Berkovits-like form (2.51) of the obstruction O =
OPP + (0 and exploiting the virtues of the N/ = 2 R-charge decomposition of ¥y, one
can write down an expression for O which does not contain integration over the worldsheet
moduli. We will first show (subsection 4.1.1) that the propagator term of the Berkovits-like
form decomposes into a localized part ©'°° and a contact part, which will be then shown
(subsection 4.1.2) to exactly cancel with O’. Finally, in subsection 4.1.3 we will evaluate
the OPE in 0'°° to derive the result (4.1) which is suitable for applications. In subsection
4.1.4, we will shortly discuss that adding stubs, while introducing an additional term into the
Berkovits-like form (see (2.78)), it leaves the final result (4.1) unchanged as the appearance
of the bosonic 3-product M?EO) is exactly compensated by the associator of M2(0)

4.1.1 Propagator term

Focusing on the propagator term of (2.51) first, we use the R-charge conservation and c-ghost
saturation to write

OProP — O | OFF (4.7)

where we have defined

1 bo
O*E = @S {bg(m;,xm;) I, — Poba (U] ,Xe}
+ ws [ 2(\1f1+,X\1f+) P0b2(\111 ,Xe)] , (4.8a)
1 _
Oi:F = 5(,‘_)5’ |:b2(\I/1_7X\I/1’_), E—OPObQ \Ill ,Xe :|
+ ws [b2(\111 XU, P0b2(\Ifl ,Xe)] . (4.8b)
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Here we have used the fact that Xe* and X \II%E are R-neutral in the above correlators, because
the Siegel gauge propagator provides a b-ghost, so that we need to take the c-ghost parts for
all insertions. For the same reason, we have that

by —
L—Opobg(\yf,xe) =0. (4.9)
0

ws |b2(UF, X)),
Also, note that any potential R-neutral part eg of e can never contribute to the propagator
term, because c-ghost saturation tells us that Xeg carries charge +1. We will now remove the
propagators by moving the PCO which does not sit on the test state e onto a \I’%E insertion
with R-charge different from the remaining two. This can be done by first going to the large
Hilbert space by placing £ on the insertion where we want the PCO to be moved, then writing
X \Ifli = Q@I’f and finally moving ) onto the insertion with £. In particular, starting with

O** | we get

OF* = + %WL [b2(W7, €07 ), Poba (€97, Xe)] +
+ g [a(WF€07), Pobo(€07, X)) +
+ %ws b (V7 , ¥7), z—(;ﬁobg(X\I/f,Xe)} +
+ 2w [b2<\y1+,@1+>, E—ZFOMX\P;,X@ . (4.10)

where the last two terms vanish by the R-charge conservation. We therefore end up with

1 _
OF = + —wp, [bo(V7,€07), Pobo (E07, Xe)] +

2
1 = _
+5wr [b2(UT, €U ), Pobe (€97, Xe)] . (4.11)
Similarly for OFF, where we get
+ 1 — g D5 +
0

1 b
+ 5ws [b2(Xx111+, ) L—°P0b2(x1q, Xe)
0

1 —
+ 5("}[/ [bQ(ng;’g\IIi—)vP0b2(\Ili|—’Xe)] +

+ %WL [b2(E0T,E07T), Poba (V7 , Xe)] . (4.12)

with the first two terms vanishing by R-charge conservation, that is
1 _ —
Oi$ = + §OJL [bg(f\yl ,f\IIf),PQbQ(\IIf,XG)] +

+ %wL [bg(f\yf,f\Ifl_),ﬁobg(\Ifl_,Xe)] . (4.13)
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Finally, we note that the O’ contribution to (2.51) decomposes into the R-charge eigenstates
as

o — é{‘% [bs(Xe, €UF), bo(EW5, 7)) + wp [ba(Xe, €07 ), ba(€F, W] +
+wr, [b2(Xe, §97), b2 (€0, 7)) +wr [b2(Xe, 1), ba (607, )] +

+ wr, [b2(Xe, E07),ba(§0T, U] +wp, [ba(Xe, EUT), ba(§¥T, UT)] } . (4.14)

Again, we note that c-ghost saturation requires that we take the e®n part of Xe. For e, the
corresponding correlators are generally non-zero because the e?n part of Xe4 carries R-charge
+1. On the other hand the e®n part of Xey is always R-neutral so that it always give zero
and can be ignored. Summarizing our results up to this point, we have shown that O can be
written as a sum of localized and contact terms

O = Ol° 4 O°on | (4.15)
where
ol = — %{WL [b2(UT,E07), Poba(E07, Xet)] +
+ wr, [b2(UF,EUT), Poba (£¥7, Xe™)]
+wr, [ba(€07, €07, Poba (W1, XeT)] +

-l-wL [bg(f\I’+,§\I/1_),Pobg(\lfl_,X€+)] } s (4.16&)

o Z%{WL [D2(X e, €97), ba (W7, WT)] +wr [ba(Xe, €97), ba(EVF, ¥ )] +
+wr [b2(Xe, £U7), ba (607, U7)] +wp [ba(Xe, EUT), bp(E¥7, ¥7)] +
+wr, [b2(Xe, £97 ), b2(EV T, UT)]| 4+ wr, [b2(Xe, EUT), ba(§0T, 1) +
+ 3wr, [b2 (W1, E07), b (6T, Xe)] +
+ 3wr, [b2 (T, E0), b (£07, Xe)]
+ 3wy, [b2(E0,E0T), ba (¥, Xe)| +
+ 3wy, [ba (60T, W), b (V7 Xe)] } (4.16b)

We will now show that Q%" = 0 while O'°° is generally non-zero. Requiring that O'°° (and
therefore the whole obstruction) vanishes will yield a non-trivial constraint on V 1.
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4.1.2 Cancellation of contact terms

Let us first use cyclicity to absorb all terms shown in (4.16b) inside one simplectic form taken
against Xe. We obtain

O =wp(Xe, YT +Y7), (4.17)
where we define

yE = {b2 [EUT, bo(EUF, UT)] + by [EUF, ba (EUT, UT)] +

1
6
+ 0o [CUT, bo(€UF, UF)] — 3by [€UT, ba(TF, €T7)] +
+ 3by [UF, bo(ETT, €TF)] } . (4.18)
Let us now show that nY* = 0. We have
Y = é{ln [T a9, W) + ba [T, bo(€0F, W7)] +
+ by [UF, ba(EWF, UT)] — 3bs [UF, ba(WF, £¥T)] +
— 3by [TF, bo (T, €T7)]
+ by [€UT, b (U, WP)] + by [0, by (T, 7)) +
+ by [€UF, bo (U, UT)] — 3by [€UT, bo(UF, U7)] +
+ 3by [T, b2 (€T, UT)] }

1
_ g{bQ [UF, bo(UF,60F)] + by [UF, ba(€0F, UT)] +

— by [EUF, ba(UT, UF)] + by [€UT, bo (U5, U7)] +
- 2b2 [\Ilitv b2(£\1ji':v \Ijit)] } s

where the last equality is easily seen to vanish due to the super-Jacobi identity. It follows
that wy(Xe,Y*) = 0 and therefore 0" = (.

4.1.3 Evaluation of localized terms

Let us finally evaluate the localized terms. For our convenience, we will do so in the large
Hilbert space. We have

1 _ _ _
Oloc = - 5{("}[/ [b2(\1jii_vXe ) - b2(\1j1 ,X€+),P0b2(£\1’1 7£\II1|—)]
+wr, [b2(§0T, U7, Pobo(§¥T, Xet)] +

+wr [b2(§\1l:-li_7 \Ili"% P0b2(§\111_7 Xe—)] } : (4'20)
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It is then straightforward to compute that

Poba(EW7,€WT) = —£0€cdcHe 7, (4.21a)

Polba (W], Xe™) — bo(U7, Xet)] = neHy + . (4.21Db)
Poba(€97,W7) = —2scacﬂi (4.21c)

Pobo(EWE, Xet) = ., (4.21d)

where we have denoted

i(—z)] = H, (4.22a)

lim {22 (V% (Z)VJ%F(—Z) — Vg(z’)V—(—z)ﬂ = Hp, (4.22b)

and

lim [2,2 <Vg(z)§/§( 2)— @( 2)Vy

z—0

Using (C.10) we finally obtain

oc T — m— 1
O = 0% = —(H{ [Hy) — (Hy [H{) -

(Ho|Hp) - (4.24)
Note that the overlaps in (4.24) may potentially include a Chan-Paton trace. As the test state
e can be chosen arbitrarily, (4.24) makes it clear that the necessary and sufficient conditions
for the third-order obstruction to vanish are

HY =0, (4.25a)
Ho =0. (4.25b)

These are what [24] call the generalized ADHM equations. At the same time, they should be
viewed as only necessary conditions in order for the deformation to be exactly marginal to all
orders as one cannot exclude possible corrections potentially arising at higher orders in the
deformation parameter. Also note that setting e = ¥, we have Hfﬁ = ZHiE and Hy = 2Hj, so
that the obstruction becomes proportional to the localized quartic effective action of [23, 24]

_ 1
O, = ~1 (B EIT) + (B[} ) = —45. (4.26

This serves as a check of consistency of our manipulations, as we have shown that the relation
(2.38), which we have noted at the beginning (and which is originally due to [24]), continued
to hold throughout our analysis. Ref. [23] also notes that the generalized ADHM equations
Hf = Hp = 0 are the flatness conditions for the quartic effective potential (as it is clear from

— 929 —



the form of (4.26)). While it is clear from (4.26) that any marginal deformation which has

vanishing third-order obstruction has to give rise to a flat direction of Sg?f) (this was noted

already by [24]), we observe that our analysis therefore also shows that provided that the
third-order obstruction is given by the expression (4.24) (that is, provided that the worldsheet
theory admits an extended global N' = 2 superconformal algebra with all marginal operators
carrying R-charge +1), then any flat direction of the quartic effective action gives rise to
a marginal deformation which is exact up to third order in A. This is a non-trivial result
because vanishing of the obstructions to exact marginality against all possible test states
could in principle be more restrictive than flatness of the effective potential.

4.1.4 Adding stubs

In the case with stubs, the computation goes along similar lines as in the case without stubs
(replacing by by BS), except for the fact that there is the additional fundamental 4-vertex
term

1
O™ = Zug [Xe,Bgm (XU, U, 07| (4.27)

We also have to use the generalized super-Jacobi identity (2.83) when manipulating the
identity part of the Py terms picked when moving one of the PCOs during the localization
procedure. We will now show that these two modifications exactly compensate each other.
Let us therefore write

O = Oloc + (Ocon + Ofund ] (428)

For 0'°° we again obtain
oloc — — %{WL [B§°>(\111+,Xe—) — B (wy, xet), PyBYY (@Ifl—,gqff)]
o [BY ey, wr), BB (€0, Xt +
ror (B u) REP €0 xe)] | (@29)

which evaluates to the same expression (4.24) as we have found in the case without stubs.
For O™, we obtain

0" = wp(Xe, YT +Y7), (4.30)
v = ——{BéO’ o7, B (v, wh)| + BY g, B (9T, w5 | +

+ B [evt, BY (v, up) | +

- 3B [ewT, B (v, ¢uf)| + 3B v, B (¢uT ¢ } (4.31)
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This time, however, we obtain a non-zero answer when acting with 7 on Y 4+ Y~ because
Béo) does not associate. In fact, we have

1
nYE = - g{n@fBéO)@i UE,eUF) — nQeBY) (€UT, UF, UF)
B (UF WE X )+ agB) (XUE W ) | (4320
_ Dt (4.32b)

where we have used the generalized super-Jacobi identity (2.83) and also inserted 1 = n&y+&on
to write the result as manifestly n-exact with

1
D* = —g{QEB?(,O)(‘PT, UELEUT) - QB (VT UT, )
— B (U W, XU 4 6B (XU, v \Pﬁ} SRS

That is, the difference between Y+ and D* will necessarily lie in the small Hilbert space so
that we can replace Y+ with DT inside (4.30). This means that we can write

1 N -
ocn — g{wg |Xe, B (W, 07, X07)| - ws [ Xe, B (X0T, 07,97)| +
+ws | Xe, B (W7, 05, XU7)| - ws | Xe, BY (X071, W, 97)| } (4.34)

Here we note that B?EO) provides a b-ghost, so that the c-ghost part of Xe and X \Ific is selected.
However, recalling that the c-ghost part of Xe and XW; is R-neutral, we conclude that the
second and the fourth term in (4.34) are zero by R-charge conservation. Using the symmetry
of the B?EO) product, we therefore end up with

1 1
0" = —Zws | Xe, By (XU, Wi, ¥7)| — zws | Xe, BY (XU, 07, 97)] . (4.35)

However, decomposing the fundamental bosonic 4-vertex term Of"? into R-charge eigen-
states, we obtain

1 1
O = + s | Xe, BY (X, Wi, 7)| + cws [ Xe, BY (X0, 97, 91)] +

6
1 1
+ 5w |Xe, B (xwr, vt w7)] + Sws |Xe, B (x0T, w7, 97))]
1 1
= +5ws |Xe, B (x0T, 7, 07)] + Sws [Xe, B (xwr, wi wr)|, (436)

where in the last step we have again made us of the symmetry of B?SO). We therefore obtain
that O™ + Ofwd — (. Altogether, we conclude that the obstruction is again given by (4.24).
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4.2 Localization: X2 form

Here we will localize the obstruction starting from the X? form (2.39) (see also [20]). Below
(subsection 4.2.1) we also show what changes need to be made when working with stubs.
It is clear that the only terms in X?Ze which will contribute into the obstruction are those
containing a single ¢ ghost insertion. It is straightforward to show that these are precisely

1 . 1 . . -1 .
X% = 5082(6¢V ) — 5(820)6¢V; +c:08n: e‘z’V% +ce? : GV : —§ce¢82V% +... (4.37)

1
2

N

It is therefore clear that we can write X2e = (X2e)t + (X2e)~, where the two states
1 ~ 1 - ~ - 1 -
(XZ%e)t = §c82(e¢ij) — 5(82C)€¢V:f +c:0n: e®VE +ce?  GFV —Ece‘z’(‘ﬁVf (4.38)
2 2 2 2

carry charge 1 under the localising R-current. This means that the X? propagator term in
(2.39) can be rewritten as

— wg | X2, my z—‘;ﬁomQ(\yf,\yf),w; — wg | X2, ms \I/f,zo Poma (U}, 97)
- :b i - - b i

— wg | X2, ms L—(Z)Pomg(\l’l,\lf ), U || — ws | X2e, my x111+,L° Pomy(¥7,07)
- _bo i - - bo -

Pomg(\I’I,\I’ ), U || —ws | X2e,ma qu,L Poma (¥, 0T)

—wg | X2%e, mo

—wg | X?e,mo L—OPOmQ(\IJ;,\IJ;),w —wg | X?%e, mo \Ill_,z—(;ﬁomg(\lll_,\llf)

- b b .-

— wg | X2, ms L—(;Pomg(\lll_,\llf),\l/l_ — wg | X2, my \IJ;,L—OOPOmg(\I/f,\I/;)
- :b B - - - b i

— wg | X2, ms L—Zpomg(mf,m;),\y; — wg | X2e,ms xyf,L—Zpom(qf;,qf;)

In each of the above terms, we will now move one of the PCOs from the test state on the
insertion with opposite R-charge than the remaining two. That is, we will first go to the
large Hilbert space by placing & on the insertion where we want to move the PCO, then write
X?%e = Q¢Xe and finally move Q onto the insertion with £&. We obtain

1] Hwr[EXe,mo [T, Poma (W, €07
V)] Fwr[EX e, ma [V, Poma (€97, Y
ﬂ]—wL [ﬁXe,mg [5\1'1 , Poma (U + \IJ;r
ﬂ] [§Xe,m2 [\II P0m2 (¥, ,S\I/f
1 ]+wr[eXe,my (7, Poma (9], ¥y
1_]] [§Xe ma [§\I/1 , Poms (U, ¥y

L
+wy, er,mg [L—OFQWQ(WT,WT),X\II :|:| +wry, |:§X€ mo [Wl,Z—Pomg(mf,X\P;)}}
0

— 32 —



tuwr :ﬁXe,mg :;—%Pomg(\lfl X)), x111+ twr, _5Xe,m2 _qff, 20 Poma(X U7 ,\1/+)“
4wy, :{Xe,mg :;—%Pomg(X\Ill ,\I/+) \I/+ 4wy, :§Xe,m2 :X\I/f, ;—%Fomg(\ﬂf, \I/f)
+wr, :{Xe,mg :E—OOPOmQ(fol ,\I/l‘),X\I/f:: +wr, :§Xe,m2 \I/l‘ z—ooﬁomg(\y;,xmf):
+wr, :ﬁXe, mo :;—%Fomg(\y;, XU, fo;: +wr, :{Xe, mo \Ifl‘ %Fom(xmf, \1/1—):
4wy, :{Xe,mg :;—%Fomg(X\Ill JU7), ¥ | +wr, :§Xe,m2 :X\I/f, ;—%Fomg(\lll_, \Ill_) (4.39)

We note that all propagator terms now vanish due to R-charge conservation (we are forced
to take the c-ghost part in both Xe and X \Iffc, which is R-neutral) and the identity parts of
the Py =1 — Py terms cancel by associativity of mo. We are therefore left with

—wr, [Pomg(qff,xlfﬂ ma(§¥T,EXe™)] 4+ wr [Poma (¥, E07),ma(EXe, U7)]
+ wr, [Poma (U, 607),me(VT, EXe)] +wr [Poma (697, ¥T), ma((Xe™, UT)]
+wr, [Pomg(gqf L UT), ma (W 1,£Xe )] + wi [Poma (T, ¥ ), ma(EXe™ ,5\1/1—)]
—wr, [Poma (7,07 ), ma(EV, X e™)] +wr [Poma (V1,07 ), ma(¢Xet, U7)]
+ wr, [Pyma (¥ 1— gxyf) mo (U7, EXet)] +wr [Poma(E0T,U7), mo(EXe™, U7 )]
+ wy, [P(]mg( U),me (¥, EXe )] + wr, [P()TTLQ(\I’ 1), ma(EXe” ,£\IJ+)] ,

which can be rewritten in terms of the by product as
1 _ _ _ _
—§wL [bg(f\lfl ,er ),Pobg(\yf,\yf)] — Wy, [bg(\yf,er ),Pobg(\lff,f\lfl )]

- %WL [bQ(S\Il+7§Xe+)7PObQ(\I/1_7\Ill_)] —wL [bQ(\I/1_7§Xe+)7PObQ(\I,l_af\Ilf)] : (440)

We are now ready to evaluate the obstruction. We will treat all insertions as if they were
primary, because contributions coming from the anomalous transformation properties can be
shown to exactly cancel with O3 (see [20] for details). It can then be shown that

Pobo (U, UF) = +2c0cHy e, (4.41a)
Pobo(UT, 60T = —£cOcH e F (1/2)0EcOcHype ¢ (4.41b)

where the auxiliary fields Hf, Hp are as in (4.22) and we define

li_)l%[VT (z)Vg(—z) + V;(Z)VT(—Z)] =H;. (4.42a)

2 2

Keeping only the contributions containing exactly one c-ghost and neglecting anomalous terms
in the OPEs, we further have

—Poba (U], 6Xe™) + Poba (V7 ,6Xe) = c:én: Hy, (4.43a)
Poba(ETF, X e™) = EcHy (4.43b)
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where the test-state auxiliary fields Hf, Hy are as in (4.23). Using these results, it is then
straightforward to establish that we recover expression (4.24), that is

O =~} H;) — (B [H}) — o {Flo[Fo). (1.44)

4.2.1 Adding stubs

Two modifications of the above procedure are needed when working with stubs. First, as
opposed to the case without stubs, the following terms in (4.39)

+owp [exe, M MO @t uty), euy || +wp [exem, MO [wt, M (wf oy
twp [exe, MO (MO0t ew), U ]|+ wp [exe, MO [wy, M0 vy, wt
twp [exem, MO MO (ewr, wi), o] | - wp [exe, M [ewr, MO (i, vy

I§”
=+

+ wg, _5X6+, MQ(O)
o [exet, mg” [

(
(
(
O gy gy ewt]] exet, MO [or, M o
2(1’ )51__+WL_5672_1, (175
(v o). v ]| e [exet o [wy o cut uy)
(

I

tp [exet, MO MO (w7, || - wp [exet, MO [ewt, MO 0y, 0y

which arise when moving one of the PCOs in the propagator term, do not vanish, because the

09 240 ~0

product M2(0) does not associate. Instead, using the A relation [Q, M?EO)]—}— 3

these yield
—ws [ X%, MO (W, wf07)| +ws [Xem, M (9, T, Xu)|
—wg | X2, MO, 07, )|+ ws [ Xe, M _
—ws [ X2, MO (07, U, )] +ws [xem, M X@;,mf,@f)_
—ws [ X2t MO (U7, 07, )] +ws [Xet, MO (B

— wg :Xze+,M?f0)(\If1‘,\Iff,\If1_): +ws :Xe+,M3O) w;,xmf,\y;):

—wg | X%t MO (W, U7, 07| +ws [Xet, MO (XUF, 07, 07| (4.45)
Note that Méo) provides a b-ghost so that we are forced to take c-ghost terms in X2e®, Xe®
and also X \Ilic Since the c-ghost terms in Xe* and X \Ilic are R-neutral, the corresponding
terms (second column of (4.45)) will vanish by R-charge conservation. Also, recall that the
c-ghost terms in X2e® carry R-charge +1 so that these will not in general vanish. This is,
however, where the second modification comes into play: remember that the X? form of O
with stubs contains, compared to the case without stubs, the term

wy | X2, MO (0, 0y, \Ill)] , (4.46)

which, after the R-charge decomposition, precisely cancels with the X? terms in (4.45). As
the rest of the computation goes unchanged, we recover the result (4.44).
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4.3 Direct evaluation

Here we will use the strategy of [21] to evaluate the Berkovits-like form (2.51) of the obstruc-
tion. While this will not put as strict requirements on the background as in the case of the
previous two methods which were based on the N = 2 R-charge decomposition technique,
we will not be able to express the obstruction as explicitly as we were able to in subsections
4.1 and 4.2. We will first deal with the propagator term OP™P in subsection Let us define
a =+/2 —1. We will not consider stubs in this section. Proceeding along the lines of [21], we
can show that by introducing Schwinger parametrization for the Siegel-gauge propagator, it
is possible to express OP™P as

OPrP = —%/ dt <(CV%6_¢(—a_1)c\~fl(+a_1) + c\Nfl(—a_l)CV%e—‘i’(—i-a_l))x
0
X bge ko (CV%€_¢(+G)CV1 (—a) + CV1(+a)cV%e_¢(—a))>S (4.47a)
1

=3 /OO dt <c(—a_1)c(+a_1)boc(e_ta)c(—e_ta)>s><
0 ~ ~
X <(V%e_¢(—a_l)V1(+a_1) + V1(—a_1)V%B_¢(+CL—1)) X
X (V% e ?(+eta)Vi(—eta) + V1(+e_ta)V% e_¢(—e_ta))>s . (4.47b)
Using the result
{c(—a M)e(+a Mboele " a)e(—ea)) = —de H(a®e H —a?), (4.48)

we eventually obtain

o
OProP = 2/ dte t(a?e™ —a"2)x
0

x [+ (@t + ae_t)_1<V%(—a‘l)\Nfl(—Fa_l)V%(+e_ta)V1(—e_ta)>+
— (a7t = ae‘t)_1<V1(—a_1)V%(—i—a_l)V%(+e_ta)V1(—e_ta)>+
N ae_t)_1<V%(—a 1)®1(+a—1)v1(+e—ta)v%(—e—ta)>+
— (a7t + ae_t)_1<V1(—a_1)V%(—i—a_l)Vl(—Fe_ta)V%(—e‘ta)>] . (4.49)

For the contact term, we obtain
1 ~ -
O = —6<(ne¢V%(—a‘l)ch%e_d’(—HL—l) — SCV%€_¢(—Q_1)HG¢V
X (56\7%6_(1’(—1—&)6\/%6_‘1’(—&) - CV%€_¢(G)£CV%€_¢(—G))>L (4.50a)

= 4+2(Vi(—a YV (+a~HVi(+a)V

1 1
2 2

5 Examples

In this section we present a number of examples demonstrating the utility of the generalized
ADHM equations Hf = Hy = 0 in deriving algebraic constraints on moduli of various brane
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configurations. These will include the D(—1)/D3 brane system both in flat space (subsec-
tion 5.1) and sitting at an orbifold singularity (subsection 5.2), as well as a couple of more
complicated brane configurations, some of which were discussed previously by [30, 31, 37]
(subsection 5.3). In the case of the simple D(—1)/D3 brane system, we will explicitly verify
validity of the localization technique by obtaining identical results using the direct evaluation
method as outlined in subsection 4.3.

5.1 N =4 SYM instantons

We will now apply our results on the system of superposed k D(—1) branes and N euclidean
D3 branes which was in this context discussed by [18, 19, 38, 39] and others and, most recently,
by [20, 23, 24]. We will complexify our target coordinates as X"+ = (X?"~14iX?")/\/2, where

Table 1: N =4 SYM instantons.

Xt x| x3 x*| x5 X6 | Xx7 x8| x9 XxO
D(—l) . . . . . . . . . .
D3 X X X X . . . . . .

r=1,...,5. The stack of D3 branes will be taken to span the complex coordinates X'+, X2+
(see Table 1). These we may take to be toroidally compactified without changing the content
of the discussion below. Such brane configuration preserves in total 8 spacetime supercharges,
which give rise to N = (1,0) supersymmetry in the six dimensions X°, X% X7 X8 Xx? X0
(that is N =2 in 4d and N = (4,4) in 2d). Based on our discussion at the end of subsection
2.1.1, we therefore expect to be able to extend the N/ = 1 worldsheet superconformal algebra
to an N = 2 SCA with R-current J with respect to which will all boundary marginal fields
carry charges +1. Focusing on the marginal operators along the Dirichlet-Neumann directions
X1, X2 X3, X4, we will take

At waAS® - B vaAS®
Vi = " V. = ’ . 5.1
2 <waAsa a, b ) ’ 2 <vaAS°‘ bt ) (5:)

The Chan-Paton sectors explicitly displayed in (5.1) therefore describe the strings localized on
the D3 branes (upper-left corner), strings localized on the D(—1) branes (lower-right corner)
and the strings stretched between the two brane stacks. Moreover, each of the four entries in
(5.1) is itself a matrix as we assume that the stacks of the two kinds of branes may consist
of multiple branes. The p = 1,...,4 indices therefore run over the four (euclidean) D3
directions, " are the h = 1/2 worldsheet fermions and, A are N x N matrix-valued SO(4)
vectors, a, are k x k matrix-valued SO(4) vectors, w, are N x k matrix-valued SO(4) spinors
(where o € {4, —} is the chiral Weyl spinor index) and w, are k x N matrix-valued SO(4)
spinors. Also, A, A are the h = 1/4 bosonic twist fields, S® are the h = 1/4 fermionic spin
fields, implementing the change of boundary conditions on 0X* and 9", respectively.

Note that if we were to consider D(—1) branes instead of D(—1) branes, the stretched

string modes would give rise to states w*ASs, W*AS, instead of wa,ASY, W,AS*, where
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& € {+, =} is the anti-chiral Weyl spinor index. See Appendix A for our conventions on
4d euclidean spinors and Appendix C for some OPE and correlators of spin and twist fields.
Also, imposing reality condition on the string field, we obtain reality conditions

(AH)T = Ay, (au)T = Qu, (ma)T =w", (5.2)

on the polarizations of V5, where the last condition is equivalent to the reality condition
(3.4) of [29].'2 We take the localising R-current to be

2 2
J=J+Jo=> ththy:=—i) Oh, (5.3)
r=1 r=1

of the free field NV = 2 worldsheet superconformal algebra with ¢ = 6 along the four Dirichlet-
Neumann directions (together with the stress-energy tensor 7' = T + 15 and charged super-
currents Gt = Gf + G;t)l?’ , where we have bosonized the two complex worldsheet fermions
along the D3 worldvolume as

wr:l: — e:l:ihr ’ (5‘4)

where
_ 1
V2

We then have ¥ = U] + ¥, e = e, + e_ where

¢r:|: (¢27’—1 + Z-w2r) ) (5‘5)

A, r4 A (141
UF=cVie @ =c| ° iwl 1 weASTT e ?, (5.6a)
2 wiAS(iTi?) aril/JH:
5 r+ (1.4
et =cVre ? =¢ ?Tiwl 1 vE AL e ?, (5.6b)
3 veASE2E)  pgrE

where we have explicitely indicated the (Jq,.J2) charges of the stretched spin-fields and we
have denoted

Ary = %(A2r—1 FiAay), (5.7a)

Bry = %(B%—l FiBo,) (5.7b)
together with

ary = L(azr—l Fiagr) (5.8a)

-5

br:l: = —(bgr_l F ibgr) . (58b)

N

12For the anti-chiral stretched worldsheet fermions, the corresponding reality condition can be easily checked
to read (ws)" = w®.

'3Note that had we started with D(—1) branes instead of D(—1) branes, we would have to take J; — Jo as
our localizing R-current (and correspondingly Gl:E + GJ as the two charged supercurrents).
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The reality conditions (5.2) then give (A,4)" = A=, (a,+) = a,+ together with (w4)" = w_
and (w_)f = —w,, so that we can work only with A,,, a,,, w; and w,.

5.1.1 Substituting into the localized obstruction

Let us first evaluate the obstruction using the form (4.24) which was a consequence of the N' =
2 decomposition technique. Substituting into (4.22) and using the OPE from Appendix C, we
obtain (displaying only those Chan-Paton sectors of the auxiliary fields, which are non-zero)

(H} )ps.ps = ([A14, Aoy] — wyy) sp T p?F e (5.92)
(H; )p3,pz = ([A1-, Ag-] —w_w_) "¢, (5.9b)
(Ho)ps,ps = [Ar—, Ary] + wyw— + w1y, (5.9¢)
and
ENsrpney = (a1 a2 + @pwy) 9yt (5.10a)
H)smnpe = ([a1- a2-] +@-w-) Tyt (5.10b)
(Ho) iy ey = (s art] — Byw- — G, (5.10¢)

Note that the reality conditions (5.2) on A+, W, @e imply that (HT)T = HF and (Hy)t = Hy.
Analogously, for the test state auxiliary fields, we obtain

(H )p3,p3 = ([A1+, Bas] — wi0y + [Biy, Azy] —vywy) s 2, (5.11a)

(H; )p3,p3 = ([A1—, Bo_] —w_v_ + [Bi_, Ao ] —v_w_) 4 >z, (5.11b)

(Ho)D&Dg =[A—,Bry] + wit- +w_v4 + [Br—, Apy] + vy +v_wy (5.11c)
and

(HDD(_1),D(_1) = ([a14,bay ] + Dyvg + [bry, agy] + vpwy ) s Tyt (5.12a)

(HI_)D(—I),D(—I) = ([a1—, bo—] + w_v_ + [b1—,ap_] + v_w_) Tyt (5.12b)

(HO)D(—I),D(—I) = [ar—, bpy | —Wiv_—W_vy+ by, Gry ] —Vpw_—V_wy . (5.12¢)

Note that the charged the auxilliary fields Hf precisely encode the complex hyper-Kéhler
moment maps for the instanton moduli space, while the coefficient inside the neutral auxilliary
field Hy encodes the real hyper-Kéhler moment maps. Or, put in different words, we see that
the (H; |H;) term in the quartic part of the classical effective action (see (4.26)) can be
identified with the F-term of the corresponding 4d N = 2 low-energy effective action, while
the (Ho|Ho) gives the D-term. That is, the necessary conditions Hi = Hgy = 0 for the exact
marginality of the deformation in fact read (cf. equations (8.2) and (8.3) of [29])

ILL(C = [a1+, CL2+] + ’lI)+’LU+ = O, (513&)

i© = [Ary, Agy] —wydy =0, (5.13b)
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and

f f—

pF = [(ar)T ar] + (wy) wy — 0y (04)T =0, (5.14a)

i = (AT Ar) = wi (w)T + (wy) oy = 0. (5.14b)

Note that the relative sign in front of the second term of (5.13a) and (5.13b) can be eliminated
by relabeling A,y — 1A, (remember that A,; can be any complex matrix) without changing
the signs inside (5.14). The moduli space of the brane configuration is then obtained by solving
(5.13) and (5.14) modulo the zero-momentum gauge transformations. It was also noticed in
[19, 23] that the auxiliary fields can be re-expressed as

H =7 477; YT P (5.15a)

Ho = —%né‘”Tuu, (5.15b)
and

i = ﬂFéni’;”Tw LT (5.16a)

Ho = —in" T, , (5.16b)

where the ladder t’'Hooft symbols are defined as n!” = n{"” + inh” and we denote

af
T, — (A A= 3Wa(0y)* 105 0 , (5.17)
0 lay, ay] + —wa(auy)aﬁwﬁ
- aBp, 1 af
T = [Aps Bu] = 0a(04,)* 05— Jva(0,) P iog ) as 017 o . (5.18)
0 [, by]+ 20 (0,0) P g+ 200 (0,0 )P g

We therefore obtain
1 - 1 - 1 ~
0= +Ztr[TuynéL‘”nP““Tpo] = +§tr[TWTW] + Zs*“’f"’tr[TWTpo] . (5.19)

Eq. (4.24) says that the obstruction vanishes if and only if Hf = Hy = 0, i.e. if ni" T}, = 0,
that is if and only if

([A A)] — ; NCH 5@) =0, (5.20a)
775” <[au7au] + %wa(auu)aﬁwﬁ> =0. (520b)

These are precisely the flatness conditions (6.16) and (6.17) of [24] for the quartic effective

potential. A particular solution
, 10
> = 5.21
w P ( 0 1) , ( a)
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. 1
@, = p (0 2) , (5.21h)

Ous (5.21c)

of (5.20) for the SU(2) gauge group with k& = 1 was found in [24], which corresponds to
a blown-up instanton with size p. Upon substituting the polarizations (5.21) into ¥y, we
therefore obtain that W(A\) = AUy + A2Wy + A3W3 + O(\*) (where W5 and U3 are determined
in terms of ¥; by (2.27) and (2.34), respectively) is a solution of the classical equations of
motion of the Ao, OSFT which is consistent up to third order in A. Thus, we can conclude that
our findings represent evidence that finite-size instantons provide consistent open superstring
backgrounds.

5.1.2 Direct evaluation

We will now show that identical results for O are obtained by using the formulae (4.50b)
and (4.49). As we shall see, the way the intermediate results recombine into (5.19) turns
out to be somewhat non-trivial. This should therefore serve as a convincing check of the
validity of the A/ = 2 localization method. See Appendix C for the various twist and spin
field correlators and OPEs which we are going to use. Let us first focus on terms coming from
the (33)(33)(33)(33) correlators (that is, the Chan-Paton sectors localized on the D3 brane
stack). Note taht this is a calculation which has already been done by [21]. We have

OPrP 5 — 2/ dte t(a’e™ —a?)(a ! + e ta) " Mtr[A, B, AF AV )+
0

- 2/ dte t(a’e™? —a?)(a! — e ta) " Mtr[B, A, AV A+
0

- 2/ dte ' (a?e™® —a?)(a — e7a) *tr[A, B, AV AF)+
0

-2 /000 dte ' (a?e™® —a?)(a +e7a) *tr[B, A, AF AV (5.22a)
S itr[AuB,,A“A”] + %tr[BuA,,A”A“H
+ Str{ABLAY A 4 Tt[B, A, AR A (5.22b)
where we have used the integrals
/000 dte ' (a?e™® —a ) (@™ —ae™) Tt = —% , (5.23a)
/000 dte t(a?e ™ —a H(a ™ +ae )™ = —% . (5.23b)

We can also show that

O’ > —tr[A, B, AY A¥] — tr[B,, A, A” A¥]
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4 itr[B“Al,A”A”] + %tr[A“B,,A“A”] . (5.24)
Finally, putting (5.22b) and (5.24) together, we find that
1
OPP + 0" O + §tr[[Au, B,|[A*, AY]], (5.25)

which is precisely the (33)(33)(33)(33) contribution to (5.19). By an identical computation, we
obtain the (11)(11)(11)(11) contribution (that is, contribution from the Chan-Paton sectors
localized on the D(—1) brane stack) to OP*P + O’

oPoP | ' 5 +%tr[[au, by]a", a"]], (5.26)

which reproduces the corresponding term in (5.19). Next, let us consider the contributions of
the type (33)(31)(11)(13). Using that (eo#5" ) + (e0?5")BP* = 26" *8 and various integrals
of the type (5.23), we obtain the corresponding contributions to both OP™P and O’ vanish.
As for the (33)(33)(31)(13) and (11)(11)(13)(31) terms, let us only focus on contributions
proportional to tr[A,B,w,wg] — the remaining 7 contributions will follow using very similar
calculation. Evaluating the corresponding correlators using formulae from appendix C, we
first obtain

1
O >+ \/5[5“”5“/3 — 1(60“5’”)0‘6} tr[A, B, wa g . (5.27)

Computing the corresponding contribution to OP'™P again involves various integrals of the
type (5.23). One eventually obtains

QPP o — tr[A“B,,wamB]{ (2 _ \/5) (60-}15.1/)015 + <\/§4_ 1) (go_ua_u)aﬁ_i_

8
- g(ea“&”)o‘ﬁ + gsaﬁé‘“’} ., (5.28)

where the four terms inside of the curly brackets precisely correspond to the four terms
constituting (4.49). It is then straigtforward to show that (5.28) combines with (5.27) to give

1
Oprop + O/ D — §(Eauu)a6tr[AuBuwawﬁ] ) (529)

which is indeed the correct contribution to (5.19). Finally, we consider the (31)(13)(31)(13)
and (13)(31)(13)(31) contributions to OP™P + (O’. We obtain

1
OP*P 4 O D — §tr[vaw5w7w5 + WaTaw, 5] (€7’ — ¥0PT)
1
— §tr[®aw5w7w5 + W V3 W wWs]| (&?aﬁ&?“"; — Ea‘saﬁ“’)

1
— §tr[®aw5w7w5 + ’lf)a’l)g’lf)»ng]&“aé&‘ﬁ'y
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1
— §tr[vaw5w7w5 + WaTpwws)e® e’ (5.30)

where the first two terms in (5.30) were supplied by O’ while the rest of the expression comes
from OP™P. Using the cyclic properties of the trace, we have

1
§tr[vaw5w7w5 + Wo Taw~s)e*e?Y = —§tr[wav5w7w5 + Towatywsle®P e | (5.31a)
1
§tr[vaw5w7w5 + WaTaw,Wsle* e = —§tr[wav5w7w5 + Towpywsle® e’ | (5.31b)
so that (5.30) can be rewritten as
prop / 1 — — — — af _~vé ad By
OP*P + O > — §tr[vaw5w7w5 + Wavgwyws|(e* T’ — *e”T) . (5.32)

But at the same time, we note that the (31)(13)(31)(13) and (13)(31)(13)(31) contributions
to (5.19) can be written as

1 1
gt s + vama, 0] (0) (0 + 3 (0,) (0, 4

1 1
+ 16 1 [Bavs w5 + Tawsiyw,) {(a,w)aﬁ ("% + 57 ()" (apa)'v5] - (5.33)

We can also show that

(Ow)aﬁ(auu)vé = 4(e*7eP0 4 2Py (5.34a)
epupo(auy)aﬂ(apo)% _ 8(507655 + 6‘1555’7) , (5.34b)

so that, using cyclicity of the trace, one can show that (5.33) is indeed equal to (5.32).
1
+§tr[wav5wﬁ,w5 + Tawpthyws] (€206PY — Pe10) (5.35)

We have therefore shown that in the case of the D(—1)/D3 system, one obtains identical results
for the obstruction whether one uses the localization method or evaluates (2.51) directly.

5.2 Instantons on unresolved ALE spaces

Here we will consider blowing up D-instantons inside D3 branes which are placed inside ALE
spaces in their orbifold limit [28, 29, 40, 41]. For the sake of concreteness, we will focus
on the A-series of the ADE classification of the orbifold singularities, but our results are
straightforwardly extendable to D-type and E-type ALE spaces as well (see [40]). In their
singular limit, the A,_;-type ALE spaces coincide with the C2?/Z,, supersymmetric orbifold
where n = 1,2,... We will consider the C? to extend along the directions X', X2, X3 X4,
Defining the complexified coordinates X"+ = (X?" =1 £4X?")/\/2, the Z, acts as

gX'FgTl = ¢E X1 (5.36a)
gX* gl = T X% (5.36b)

— 492 —



Table 2: Instantons on ALE spaces.

x ox?2|x3 x4 | x° x6|Xx7 x®8| x9 XxO
D(—l) [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ]

D3 X X X X . . . . . .
C%/Zn || x x| x x| o o | o . e
where & = €2™/" is the n'™® root of unity. We will consider placing k (—1) branes at the

fixed point of the Z, action together with N euclidean D3 branes extending along the C2
directions: see Table 2. Such background has the same spacetime supersymmetry as the
D(—1)/D3 system on the flat space, so we should again expect to be able to decompose
U, = \IIIr + U7, We will denote by k; and Ny for I =1,...,n the number of D(—1) branes
and D3 branes carrying the n distinct twisted RR~charges (that is k1 + ko + ...+ k, = k and
Ny + Ny + ...+ N, = N). The matter part of the most general marginal deformation in the
C? directions is then written as

141
( AiiI,JBszrj: wiAI’JbJAS(i?iE))

\¥ (5.37)

W= H-

Jar,JJBy x o+l +1 Iay,Jb
w:l:al JAS(:I:2’:I:2) ar?l:l Jwr:l: ,

where I,J = 1,...,n and Ay = 1,...,Ny, af = 1,...,k; are the fundamental U(N;) and
U(kr) indices. Invariance under the Z,, action

Vg AT P A(g) 7t = g AP (5.384)
Y(g) AL TP (g) 7t = g TF AP (5.38D)
Yg)ar 2 y(g) Tt = ¢ H e it (5.38¢)
Y(g)ass " (g) Tt = T F A (5.38d)
Nguwi71y(g) ™ = ¢ wlin b7 (5.38¢)
(GBI By (g) 1 = ¢l glan By (5.380)

however, implies various selection rules on I, .J. Keeping only the non-zero entries of pr we
actually have (suppressing the U(Ny) and U (k) indices)

v (M| sl )
1 — I
2

II R (1 +£1 II+1 14+ IIF1 24+
oy ASHEzE) aly YTt ag Y

(5.39)

that is, the (33) and (11) Chan-Paton sectors are block upper and lower diagonal for Vf/z

and V1_/2 along X!, X2 respectively, and vice versa along X3 X*. The (31) and (13) Chan-

Paton sectors are block diagonal. Imposing reality condition on the string field (that is

(Vi) =VT

1 /2) 1 /2) imposes reality conditions

II+1 I+1,1 II+1 I+1,1 _
(A =43, (i) =ai", @ = (). (5.40)
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It is then straightforward to evaluate the auxiliary fields using formulae (4.22), which yields
(again, displaying the non-zero Chan-Paton sectors only)

()30 = 01 (A},+I+1A§il,z — AT AT, - wi’lwi’[> SUNETEES (5.41a)
(Hy )p3,,p3, =017 (A},}_IA?:M — AT A - w{’lw51> plmp? s (5.41D)
(Ho)p3,.p3, = 01 (A}}_lA}ju A A
+A%_I+1A§j-1,l - A%J}_IA%:LI + wi’lwi’] + wi’lu’)i’l) ,  (bdlc)
and
(HT)D(—I)I,D(—l)J =077 (a}jﬂa%il’l — a?}_la}fu + wi’lwi’l) TPt (5.42a)
H o1, b1y, = 010 (a},}_lcﬁ:l, [ =i pgary ol wh! ) apt (5.42b)

_ - 14 1+ 1-
(HO)D(—l)I,D(—UJ =01y (%,1—1“1-1,1 — a7 %40t
2— 2+ 2+ 2— 11 I ~I.1 I.1

a7 1@ —Ap A7 — W Wy — W w > - (5.42¢)
One can also check that the reality conditions (5.40) imply (HE)T = HF and (Hy)" = Hy. Note
that analgously to the N = 4 SYM instanton case, the charged and neutral auxiliary fields H*
and Hy encode the well-known forms for the complex and real hyper-Kahler moment maps
for the unresolved ALE background at hand, which were first written down by Kronheimer
and Nakajima. Equivalently, Hf and Hy yield the D-term and the F-term, respectively,
of the corresponding 4d N = 2 low-energy effective action upon being inserted into the
localized classical effective action of [23, 24] (see also (4.26)). It is again easy to read off the

corresponding algebraic constraints on the moduli (cf. Introduction section of [28], as well as
eq. (8.6) of [29])

T = araafir —afiqart p + witwi! =0, (5.43a)
Af = Apy AT - AT AT el el =0, (5.43b)
and
N]}% = (Q}J—FLI)T“}J—FLI - a},—i}—l—l(a},—;—l—l)t’_
+ (a3, Pladt, ;= oy (a2 T — ol (@) + (wi)iwl =0, (5.44a)
ﬂ]}% = (A}L,[)TA}J—FLI - A},—;—i-l(A}j}—i-l)T—’_
+ (AT )TAT = AT (AT DT+ @Dl —wl ()T =0, (5.44D)

We can again relabel A™ — iA™" so as to make the signs agree with [29]. We have therefore

again reproduced previously known flatness conditions for the open string background at
hand.
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5.3 Spiked instantons at zero B-field

Here!? we will consider a configuration of several stacks of (euclidean) D(—1), D3 and D7
branes (see Table 3) which wrap a direct product of four complex planes with coordinates
X+ = (X271 £4iX?)/\/2 for r € 4 = {1,2,3,4}. We will denote by D3,, where a € 6 =
{(12), (13), (14), (23), (24), (34)} a D3 brane stack spanning the complex 2-plane C? indexed by
a. Also denote by a the conjugate of ¢ in 6, that is e.g. @ = (34). Such a brane configuration
(minus the D7 branes) will give rise to moduli spaces of spiked instantons [30, 31, 37]. As
we are only equipped to deal with the dynamics of massless modes, we will require the
NSNS B-field to be turned off everywhere. In order to preserve some amount of spacetime

Table 3: Brane configuration corresponding to general spiked instantons.

X ox?2 1 x3 Xt x% Xx6|x7 x%| X% XO

D(_l) . . . . . . . . . .
D3(12) X X X X . . . . . .
D3(13) X X . . X X . . . .
D3(14) X X . . . . X X . .
D3(23) . . X X X X . . . .
D3(24) . . X X . . X X . .
D3(34) . . . . X X X X . .

D7 X X X X X X X X . .

supersymmetry, we will have to take some of the brane stacks to consist of antibranes. One
can show that there are only two inequivalent'® choices of distributing the RR charges, both
of which have N = (2,0) supersymmetry in the two non-compact dimensions X, X©:

Ci: D(-1), D3pg), D33y, D3(gy, D33y, D3y, D3gy, D7,  (5.45a)
Co: D(-1), D3g2), D3us, D3asy, D33, D3gy, D3@gy, D7.  (5.45b)

Therefore, recalling our discussion from subsection 2.1.1, we expect to be able to decompose
all marginal NS boundary fields into eigenstates carrying charges +1 under a localising U (1)
R-current of a global N' = 2 worldsheet superconformal algebra. Indeed, noting that the
fermionic NS twist fields surviving the GSO projection for strings stretched between the
D(—1) and D3, branes, as well as between D7 and D3(s) branes and also between D3,
and D3, branes (for s # t) are always chiral (that is, they can be bosonized with U(1)
charges +(1/2,1/2) under the U(1) currents (J,, Js) = (:p—try 1, :90s_1sy 1) where ¢4 and
s+ span the four Neumann-Dirichlet directions at hand), it is easy to see that for Cy, all
marginal NS boundary fields carry charges +1 under the localizing R-current

Ji+Jo+ J3+ Jy, (5.46)

14T thank Ondra Hulik for this suggestion.
15In the sense that they cannot be mapped to each other by T-dualities.
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of the free field N/ = 2 worldsheet superconformal algebra with ¢ = 12 along the directions
X1, ..., X8 (remember that J, = —idh, =:1),_1,, :, where h, is such that 1o = eT¥r),
Analogously, for Cs, all NS boundary fields carry charges +1 with respect to the R-current

Jy—Jy—Js— Jy. (5.47)

While it is straightforward to evaluate the generalized ADHM equations Hfﬁ = Hy for both
C1 and C,, below we will only do so explicitly for simpler configurations which are termed
by [30, 31] as crossed and folded instantons. These two configurations will each conserve four
spacetime supercharges giving rise to N = (4,0) and N = (2,2) supersymmetry, respectively,
in the two non-compact dimensions X, X.

5.3.1 Crossed instanton scenario

Here we will keep only the D(—1), D3(;2) and D3 34) brane stacks. There are three T-duality
inequivalent possibilities of distributing the RR charges:

CCl : D(—l) s D3(12) 5 D3(34) s (548&)
CCy:  D(-1), D3pg, D3y, (5.48b)
CCg : D(—l) s D3(12) 5 D3(34) . (548(3)

All three configurations preserve N = (4,0) supersymmetry in the two dimensions spanned
by X?, X0, First, note that there are no massless NS modes for the strings stretched between
the D3(12) and D3(34) branes. In the case of CCy, all massless NS stretched fermions are
chiral. For CCg, the massless NS fermions stretched between the D(—1) and D3;) branes
are anti-chiral while those stretched between the D(—1) and D3(34) branes are chiral. Finally,
for CCgs all massless NS stretched fermions are anti-chiral. In the three respective cases, all
boundary fields therefore carry charges +1 with respect to the U(1) currents

Jog =+ + J2+ J3 + Jy, (5.49a)
Joo=—D1+Jo+ 3+ Ju, (5.49b)
Jog=—-J1+J2—Js+Jy. (5.49c¢)

However, analyzing the generalized ADHM equations Hf = Hp = 0 for each of the three
crossed-instanton configurations, one eventually finds that all of them give rise to the same
constraints on the moduli space. We will now therefore work these out for CCy, only making
brief comments along the way on how one should proceed had we started with CCq or CCs.
Let us introduce the following notation for the matter part of the marginal boundary fields
which we will work with:

(VT)Dg(T-s%D?’(T'S) = Z A(uri)l/’ui ) (5.50a)
? ucd

(V?D(_l)p(_l) = Z ars )", (5.50b)
re4

— 46 —



together with

(V)b 51 = — w1 (5.51a)
(Vi)( 1),D3(rs) = @ yroE, (5.51b)

where, as usual, the notation Vf/z is taken to mean that the respective states carry charge
+1 under Jg 1. We have also introduced the following notation for the boundary condition
changing operators

w(rs)a — ETESS(TS)OC , (5.52&)
pFDa — Srsgrsa (5.52Db)

with bosonic twist fields X7 = 6271627 T" = 2"~ 152" and S"$)* the chiral components of
the 4d euclidean spin fields in the complex 2-plane (rs). Observe that in the case of CCy, we
would have a+'F, As_Lm)l/JljF 14(34)1%$ (where we have arbitrarily relabelled a4 — a+ etc.)
and w(ilZ)w(lz)i, u’)im)l/}(ii) contributing into V1/2
be in place for CC3. We have the reality conditions

instead. Similar changes would have to

A=A @ =A%, (@) =a=, (5.53)
together with
(wgz))T — (12 (wgﬂ))T — w3 (5.54)

For CCq and CCs, we would have also (ZD(()-[H))Jr = w124 and (wg 7 ))T = w3 respectively.
The charged auxiliary fields then give constraints

-(12), (12)

a1y, a94] +0) " wi™ =0, (5.55a)

[a14,a34] =0, (5.55Db)

[a14+,a4+] =0, (5.55¢)

[ag+,a34+] =0, (5.55d)

[ao+,a4+] =0, (5.55e)

lasy, asy] + 0P =0, (5.55¢)
together with

(A0 A0 — (P — o, (5.56a)

(A2 AP =0, (5.56b)

A, AR - el =0, (5.560)

[Ag?f),Aé?f)] =0, (5.56d)
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and

12 12
APD, ALY

12 12

AP Al
(12
2+—7
(12

[
[
[A
(A", Ay
[A
[A
[
[

)

)

9

)

1+—7

4639

2+—7

(34) (34
AT AL

AL, A3

(12
(12
439 (34
(34

)

)

0

0
2120
+1=0,
=0
=0
=0
=0

The diagonal part of the neutral auxiliary field then gives

Z[(ar+)T, art] —

red

SIS, AP ¢ @) e — Wl

red

34 34 _ (34 _ (34 34

re4

Finally, from the off-diagonal part of the charged auxiliary fields, we get

together with

and

wy

_(12)( ‘$2))T i (w$2))Tw(12)+

J’_

+ Wy

wg_ )wf4) _ f4)ws_12) -0,
agea? — P a2 _ .
ag ol — oA — 0,
20 A 0
azi — oM ALY =0,

Aéf)wim - w$2)a3+ =0,
Afllf)wilz) - w$2)a4+ =0,
Ag?f) f4) - wf4)a1+ =0,
A(34) (34) _ wf4)a2+ _o.
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5.57a
5.57b
5.57c
5.57d
5.57e
5.57f
5.57g
5.57h
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(5.584)
(5.58b)

(5.58c¢)

(5.59)

(5.60a
(5.60b
(5.60c
(5.60d

(5.61a
(5.61b
(5.61c
(5.61d



Identical equations would be obtained for CCy except for the replacements

w(+12) — wgrm and w(jz) — w$2) . (5.62)

Similarly for CCs. Note that as observed by [30], it is impossible to find a single-instanton
solution of these constraints which would have non-zero vevs in both stretched sectors ((12)
and (34)) simultaneously: equation (5.59) implies that any such solution would have to have
either wim) = wf4) =0or wﬁfz) = wf"*) = 0. But then, equation (5.58a) fixes the rest of the
stretched moduli to be zero as well. In other words, it is only possible to dissolve a single
D-instanton into only one D3-brane stack at a time. Analysis of the above constraints for

a general number of D-instantons, as interesting as it may be, lies beyond the scope of this
paper.

5.3.2 Folded instanton scenario

Here we will keep only the D(—1), D3(12) and D3(y3) brane stacks. There are two T-duality
inequivalent possibilities of distributing the RR charges:

FCl : D(—l) R D3(12) y D3(13) R (563&)
FCy : D(—1), D39, D33, (5.63b)

both of which preserve N = 1 supersymmetry in the four dimensions spanned by X7, X8 X?
X0, which gives rise to N = (2,2) supersymmetry in the two dimensions spanned by X?, X9,
In the case of FCq, all massless NS stretched fermions are chiral. For FCy, the massless NS
fermions stretched between the D(—1) and D3(;3), D(—1) and D313y branes are anti-chiral,
while the massless the NS fermions stretched between the D312y and D3y3) branes are chiral.
That is, in the two respective cases, all boundary fields carry charges 1 with respect to the
U(1) currents

Jpa=+J1+ o+ J3, (5.64a)
JF’Q =—-Ji+Jo+ J;3. (5.64b)

However, similarly to the crossed-instanton scenario, upon evaluating the auxilliary fields Hf,
Hy, we obtain structurally identical constraints for both FC; and FC,. Let us therefore focus
on FCy only. On top of the moduli introduced in the crossed instanton case, we denote

(VD302 D3s5) = @3Ny (@B) (5.65a)
(V)D800,D3012) = SRRTC (5.65b)
where we introduce BCCOs
P@e = 52535 (5.66)
Yo = 52535 (5.67)
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We have reality conditions

A = A =AY (@) =, (5.68)

together with
(w&w))’[ _ w(12)a ’ (w&w))T _ w(13)a ’ (W(J({23)1)T _ W(23)1a ] (569)
The constraints on moduli coming from the diagonal part of the charged auxilliary fields then

read

a1y, a2+] + 0Pl =0, (5.70a)
a1y, as:] + 0Pl =0, (5.70b)
[a1+, CL4+] =0 y (5700)
lagy,a3+] =0, (5.70d)
[a2+, CL4+] =0 R (5706)
[asz+,a4+] =0, (5.70f)

together with
AR, AL - Pl < o, (5.71a)

12 1
[A§,+),A§+)] =0, (5.71b)
13 13 13
[Aéf),Aif)] =0, (5.71d)
and

[A] 1+ ) 31-5)] =0, (5.72a)
(A, Al =0, (5.72b)
(A5 A2 — Wi 31 Wf3> =0, (5.72¢)
(A5 2+ AL’ =0, (5.72d)
[A] 1+ Ay =0, (5.72e)
A A0 =0, (5.72f)
ALY, AL+ WEW I — o, (5.72¢)
(AU AP =0 (5.72h)
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The diagonal part of the neutral auxiliary field then gives

_(12), (12 12) 1. (12
> lars)T ary] — w7 (@) + ()Tl +
re4

" (@) + () =0, (5.73a)
12 12 _(12 _ (12 12 12
S 402+ (o1 — w4
red _ _
+(WJ(r23)1)TWJ(r23)1 B ng)l(wfg)l)T _o, (5.73b)
13 13 _(13 _(13 13 13
S A8+ (o1l — D 1)
red _ _
+(VV_(E?,)l)TW_(E?,)l B Wi23)1(Wj-23)1)T —0. (5.73¢)

Before we write down the constraints coming from the non-diagonal part of the charged

auxilliary fields, we note that one first needs to fix possible phases (cocycles) ¢, & for

r =1,2,3 arising in the OPE
PEE()pIE(0) ~ (Fp(12DEy3E () (5.74a)
¢(i§)ﬂ:(z)¢(§3)i(0) - 5§¢(1§)i¢3i(0), (5.74Db)
¢(12)ﬂ:(z)¢(13):t(0) ~ citqp(2§’)i¢li(0), (5.74c)
1/}(13):|: (Z)¢(12)i(0) ~ Eitw(%)iwli(o)’ (574(1)
¢(i§)j:(z)¢(23)i(0) ~ Cziw(ig)i¢2i(0), (5.74e)
w(ii%)ﬂ:(z)w(m)ﬂ:(o) G IBEY2E(0) (5.74f)

Associativity of the OPE requires that

We will now see that the relations (5.75) can be used to eliminate all potential phase am-
biguities from the algebraic constraints on the moduli. Using the OPE (5.74), from the
non-diagonal part of the charged auxiliary fields one obtains constraints

azrwl? — P ALY 4 e alP W — o, (5.76a)
agrol? — P AP —o, (5.76b)
ag o™ — o A8Y 4 FalPwEN — o, (5.76c)
agwl® — AP — o, (5.76d)
A:(ff)wﬁ” - w$2)a3+ + C§Wi23)1w$3) =0, (5.76e)
Afff)wﬁrm - wgrlz)a4+ =0, (5.76f)
A8 B gy, e w2 — o, (5.76g)
AL W —way, =0, (5.76h)
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together with

APWE A ¢ al

Ailf)ng)l . Wi23)1A(13) -0,

4+

13)+5-(23)1 T-(23)1 12 ~ 13) (12
ASITEN A 4 o191 o,

13)7-(23)1 T-(23)1 12
ALDWE A o,

Using the consistency relations (5.75) and replacing

(E:J{)_lwfg)l _ ng)l 7

5;WJ(F23)1 . ng)l 7

(5.77a)
(5.77b)
(5.77¢)
(5.77d)
(5.78a)
(5.78b)

(note that this rescaling does not have any effect on the previously derived constraints (5.70),

(5.71), (5.72) and (5.73)) we can rewrite these constraints as

asrtl® — @D A0 4 N _ g
a0 — gD 40D _ g
a1 — g 40D _ 02y
ot a4 o
Aélf)wgrlz) - w$2)a3+ - ng)lwsrlg) =0,

AS}f’wS}?) - w$2)a4+ =0,
Aélf)wgrlg) - w(+13)a2+ - ng)lwgrlz) =0,
Ailf)wilg) - w(+13)a4+ =0,

together with

ALDWEI g 400 00509

A(12)W_$_23)1 B ng)lA(lg) _

4+ 4+ U
13)+%-(23)1 +,(23)1 12 13) _(12
ALDWE 40D 19509

13) 15,(23)1  15,(23)1 4 (12
ARPWEN WAL <o,

which are free of the cocycle factors. Note that setting VVJ(F%)1 = Wf?))l = 0 and keeping only

a single D-instaton, we can use analogous arguments as we did for the crossed scenario to show
that it is impossible to find a solution with both wﬁfz) # 0 and wﬁfg) # 0 simultaneously. This
reproduces the result of [30]. That is, we can again only dissolve a single D-instanton into

one of the two D3 brane stacks at a time. However, it would be very interesting to investigate

whether a non-trivial solution can be found if we allow for non-zero WJ(F23)1, V_Vfg)l, that is,

if it is possible to dissolve all three brane stacks into each other.
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6 Discussion and outlook

The aim of this paper was to take up the line of development initiated by [23]. In the context
of the Berkovits formulation of open superstring field theory, the authors of [23] (motivated by
[22]) introduce the N' = 2 R-charge decomposition technique and derive the simple expression
(4.26) for algebraic couplings of the quartic classical effective action, noting that it localizes
on the boundary of the worldsheet moduli space. In particular, they apply these results in
the case of the D(—1)/D3 system and show that their result reproduces the ADHM equations
as flatness conditions for the quartic effective potential. Ref. [20] then goes on to investigate
(within the framework of the A, formulation of open superstring field theory) obstructions
to exact marginality of deformations of the D(—1)/D3 system by massless open string modes.
They also compute open string gauge field profiles for the finite-size SU(2) instanton and
compare their result with the findings of [19]. Finally, ref. [24] shows that it is possible to
repeat the analysis of [23] using A, OSFT so that one manifestly stays in the small Hilbert
space throughout the derivation. They also derive relation (2.38) between the third-order
obstruction and the quartic part of the classical effective action and note that it implies
that all marginal deformations which are unobstructed at third order must correspond to flat
directions of the quartic effective action. The main contributions of the present paper can
then be listed as follows:

1. We have shown that assuming that the background at hand supports a global N' = 2
worldsheet superconformal symmetry such that all NS marginal fields have R-charge
+1 (this we argued to include backgrounds preserving at least N = (2,0) in two non-
compact dimensions), then the flatness conditions Hf = Hgy = 0 of [23, 24] (generalized
ADHM equations) are in fact equivalent to the conditions which are neccessary and
sufficient for the vanishing of the obstruction to exact marginality at third order in
the deformation parameter A. In particular, applying these results in the case of the
D(—1)/D3 system, we have confirmed that the solution of classical equations of motion
of open superstring field theory describing a finite-size instanton is consistent up to
third order in A.

2. Apart from discussing the situation in the context of both the usual A, and Berkovits
formulation of open superstring field theory, we have investigated the changes which
arise in the context of Ao, OSFT deformed by adding stubs to the Witten star product.
Our findings show that even though this necessitates an addition of higher fundamental
products into the theory which involve integration over bosonic moduli, the final result
remains unchanged and localized on the boundary of the moduli space. As per the
discussion of [24], this should open the way to generalizing these results to a closed
superstring setting.

3. We have discussed computation of the third-order obstruction (and therefore the quartic
part of the effective action) in more general cases where the above-mentioned global
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N = 2 worldsheet superconformal symmetry is not present. This was based on the
method of [21] using a Schwinger parametrization of the Siegel gauge propagator.

4. We have further used the generalized ADHM equations Hf = Hy = 0 to compute
algebraic constraints on the moduli in the case of two more complicated backgrounds:
the D(—1)/D3 system on the background of the C2/Z,, orbifold and also the D-brane
confgurations giving rise to the crossed and folded instantons at zero B-field. Doing so
we have demonstrated that the generalized ADHM equations can be used for a quick
derivation of algebraic constraints on the moduli in a wide variety of backgrounds. We
have also noted that in two of our three examples, where the background had N = 2
supersymmetry in 4d, the auxiliary fields Hiﬁ were related to the F-term of the low-
energy effective action while the auxiliary field Hy was related to the D-term.

Finally, let us conclude by briefly discussing possible future directions. It would be of
great interest to investigate if there are additional contraints on the marginal couplings ap-
pearing at higher orders in the deformation parameter. In particular, it is a priori not clear
whether consistency at higher orders produces corrections to the generalized ADHM equations
or whether, under certain assumptions, the vanishing of the third-order obstruction already
implies exact marginality at all orders (for the D—1/D3 system, this was already argue to
be the case in [42] from a different point of view). One might also try to obtain analogous
constraints on the fermionic moduli (or, equivalently, fermionic sector of the quartic effective
action) using a formulation of open superstring field theory in the Ramond sector [10, 11] (see
also [43] which generalizes the computation of [21] to the Ramond sector). Together with the
bosonic constraints discussed in this paper, these findings would provide information about
the whole supermoduli space. These considerations would also allow for a discussion of how
spacetime supersymmetry manifests itself at the level of complete effective actions [44]. It
would be also interesting to see whether our results generalize to the case of NS marginal
deformations in heterotic string and NSNS and RR marginal deformations in closed type II
superstring (see [45] for a related recent discussion of marginal deformations in closed (su-
per)string field theory). Ultimately one should be interested in looking at moduli spaces of
D-brane systems on marginally deformed classical closed string backgrounds. This can be
done by including the effects of non-dynamical background on-shell closed string field (sat-
isfying closed SFT equations of motion) into a classical open superstring field theory action
through open-closed disk vertices (see [46] for some related recent progress). We hope to
report on our progress in this direction soon [47]. Unobstructed open string marginal defor-
mations yield new consistent open string backgrounds. As such, these need to be described
by superconformal boundary states. It would be interesting to recover these boundary states
by computing suitable gauge invariant observables in open superstring field theory [48-50]. In
the case of finite-size instantons, one should expect that the corresponding boundary states
will be highly non-trivial as they cannot satisfy the usual linear gluing conditions on the free-
field oscillators a4, 11 (all such cases are already exhausted by the conventional Dp-branes).
OSFT methods may therefore yield valuable insights into the structure of these boundary
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states complementary to other techniques (see e.g. [51]). We hope to report on our progress
soon [47].
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A Spinors in 4d

We will consider the euclidean Clifford algebra in 4d {v*,4”} = 26"”. In terms of the Pauli

matrices
= 01 R 0 N , = Lo , (A.1)
10 i 0 0-1

we define

so that o#g¥ + o¥a* = 26" and

0 ot
AH = (6“ 0) . (A.2)

Here @, 3, ... are the chiral 2d Weyl spinor indices with «, 3,... € {+,—}, while &, §,... are

the anti-chiral spinor indices with ¢, 3, ... € {+, =}. Defining the charge-conjugation matrix
sothat e~ =& " =e,_ =¢e.; = +1, we have
P =ep,  Pa=1lcpa,  Ya=e4e0”, P =™, (A3)

together with

50‘5657 = -0y, 6‘5‘356& = —5,-‘3‘ . (A.4)
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We further define
1
(J‘“’)aﬁ = —(o¥a" — o¥a"),

()%, = %(6“0" Py (A.5)

which satisfy the (anti-)selfduality relations

1
§Euupaapo =+ou, (AG)
1
iauupaﬁp" = 0w - (A7)

Finally, defining the (anti-)selfdual t’"Hooft symbols

Napr = Equvd + 5041,51/4 - 5a1/5u4 s (A8)
ﬁa,uu = Eauvd — 5041,51/4 + 5a1/5u4 ’ (AQ)
we have
Ouy = iTchMV ) Opw = Z‘7—0770;11/ ) (AlO)
together with
NepvTepo = 5,up5uo - 5up5uo + Euvpo (All)
ﬁcuuﬁcpa = 5up51/0 - 51/p5u0 - Euupa . (A12)

B Conventions for the A, OSFT

We denote by £ and X the £-ghost and PCO charges

dz 1 dz 1
L ey, X= L 2X(2). (B.1)
2|=1 2 2 |2|=1 271 2

£E=

Note that X = [@,¢]. We will work in the suspended Hilbert space. Let d(A) = |A] + 1
denote the degree of state A. We define

ma(A,B) = (1) A« B (B.2)
and denote
(A,B) =Tr(Ax B) = Tr(AB) (B.3)
the BPZ inner product. Also,
[A,B] = AB — (—1)4lIBIBA (B.4)
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will be used to denote the graded *-commutator of string fields A, B. The symplectic form is
then defined as

w(A,B) = (=1)*Y(A, B). (B.5)

Then we have
0=QA, (B.6a)
0 = Qma(A, B) +ma(QA, B) + (—1)" Y my(4,QB), (B.6b)

together with
0=Q%A, (B.7a)
0= QMa(A, B) + M2(QA, B) + (-1)" M5(4,0B) (B.7b)
0 = My(Ms(A, B),C) + (=1)" A My(A, My(B, C)) + QMs(A, B,C)+ (B.7c)
+ M3(QA, B,C) + (=)™ M3(A,QB, C) + (-1)MA+B) py(A, B,QC),  (B.7d)

where

Ma(A, B) = %(Xmg(A, B) + ma(X A, B) +ma(A, XB)) . (B.8)

In the large Hilbert space, M> is exact, i.e.

M2(A7 B) = QM2(A7 B) - M2(QA7 B) - (_1)d(A)M2(A7 QB) ) (BQ)
(here A, B need to be in the small Hilbert space) where we define

— 1

M3(A, B) = Z(&ma(A, B) = ma(€4, B) — (—1)* Ny (A, €B)). (B.10)

The BPZ product on the small Hilbert space can be expressed in terms of the BPZ product
on the large Hilbert space as

(A,B)s = (€A, B)L = (~D)"|(A.¢B).. (B.11)
The corresponding relation for the symplectic form reads
ws(A,B) = —wp (€A, B) = —(=1)*w (A,¢B). (B.12)
Further, we have

(4, B) = (-1)4IPI(B, )
(A,B*xC)=(AxB,C) (B.13a)

so that the cubic vertex mo enjoys the following cyclic property

(A, ma(B,C)) = (—1)dNEBI+AO) (B my(C, A)) (B.14a)
= (—1)HONAA+B) (' my (A, B)). (B.14b)
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We also note that we have

(4,QB) = —(-)"(QA, B,
together with
(A,6B)1 = (-1)"I(€A, B,
(A, XB), = (XA,B),
The corresponding relations for the symplectic form read
w(A, B) = (~1)¥DIB+1 (B A)

w(A,B*C) = (=1)" B+, (A% B,0O)
w(A,my(B,C)) = (=1)* A+ (my(A, B),C)

together with

W(Av ma (B7 C)) = (_1)d(A)+d(B) (_1)d(A)(d(B)+d(C))w(Bv m2(07 A))
(—1)UAFC) (_)ACHAA)+B)) (O my(A, B))

and
W(A7 QB) = _(_1)d(A)w(QA7 B) )
together with

wr(A,¢B) = (1) Ww (¢4, B),
wr(A,XB) =wr(XA,B).

C Some useful OPE and correlators

We will work with the symmetric conventions where

—22¢0c(0) + O(2)

c(z)e(—2) =

§(2)€(—2) = —22€06(0) + O(2%) ,
T(2)e 0 (=2) = (22)TeTH(0) + O(2)
TO(2)e”?(—2) = 22 + (22)%06 + O(%) .

Define V = CV%G_d), W = CW%6_¢, where the h = 1/2 matter fields V%, W% satisfy

Vi(+2)W1(—2) = (22)7{V1 W1 }1(0) +{V1W13}0(0) +
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(B.15)

(B.16a)
(B.16b)

(B.17a)
(B.17Db)
(B.17¢)

(B.18a)
(B.18b)

(B.19)

(B.20a)
(B.20b)



where {V%W% }n denotes the coefficient of the pole of order n in the OPE of (that is, {V%W% h
is proportional to the identity). We also denote Vi = G_15Vy/5, W1 = G_1,W /5. Using
the formula (3.9) of [35] and the OPE (C.1), one can first show that

Poma(V,W) = cdc{V1 W, Yoe 2%, (C.3)
where, in particular, we note the absence of {V%W%}l on the r.h.s. of (C.3). Further, we
have

Poéma(V, W) = +£€cde {V%W%}oe—%, (C.4a)

Pyma(EV, W) = —£cde {V%W%}Oe—% — (1/2)0¢coc {V%W%}le_w , (C.4b)

Pyma(V,EW) = —Ecde {V%W%}oe_% + (1/2)0¢coc {V%W%}le_w : (C.4c)
which give

— 1
PoMo(V,W) = g[Poﬁmz(V, W) = Poma(§V, W) — Poma(V.EW)] = Poéma(V, W), (C.5)
where we have noted that d(V') = —d(§) = +1. Finally, we also have
Poyma(EV,EW) = —c@cf@f{V%W%}le_zd’ : (C.6)

so that PyMo(V, W) = £ Pymao(V,W). Let us further denote

G(2)V1(-2) = (22) 71V, (0) + ..., (C.7)
so that using
Q= 7{ % [C(Tm + Tey + Tp) + bede + ne® G — none®?b| (C.8)
we have
Q(CV% e ?) =0, (C.9a)
Q(cdcdte™2%) = —2¢n, (C.9b)
X(CV%€_¢) =cVy — e¢77V% , (C.9¢)
X (cOcdce™2?) = 2¢dp — Dc. (C.9d)
It will be also useful to note that
<cac§e_2¢(2)c(w)>L = —(z —w)?, (C.10a)
<c§c£8£e_2¢(z)c77(w)>L =-1, (C.10b)
(n(21)&(22)€(23)) , = 223(212213) " - (C.10c)
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Setting o/ = 2, we also have

iOXM(2)i0XY (w) = +6" (z —w) 2+ ...,
PH(2)YY (w) =+ (2 — w) T +

ey

together with

5%(2)S8 (w) = +saﬁ(z —w)7 7 4 (1/4)(z — w)t2

§%(2)SP (w) = —%(z — w) "3 — (1/4)(z — w) '

Sa<z>sﬁ-<w>:+<1/f )o" b (w) +

P (2) 5% (w) = +<1/f)(z— )‘%(a“)aﬁS( .

and
A(2)A(w) = —A(2)A(w) = +(z —w) "% + ...,
i0X"(2)A(w) = 7" (w)(z — w) ™ Cy
0XH(2)m, (w) = (1/2)08 Aw) (2 w>—%
()7 (w) = (1/2)(z — w) "2

+ ...

(ea™ )P s paby, (W) + ...
(6"€) : b, : (w) + ...

9

It will also come in useful to note the following RNS and spin field correlators (see [52] and

[53])

SHYSPO  SHPEVO  SHO SVP
_|_

(M (21)" (22)0P (23)07 (24)) = _

)
212734 213724 214223

uv Spo
(W (2 " (22)i0XP (25)i0X 7 () = Lo
212234
together with
1
Ky Y(2)8%(2 Sﬁ p -+ 234 |:6uu€aﬁzl3224__ cohGY aﬁ:|7
(7 e)e" (22)5% (20) 7 z)) (z13214223724%234) /2 2127234 p(e0"7")
J V(55)8%(2:) 5P _ Z34 [(5‘“’ apZ13z2a 1., aﬁ] 7
(P (1)1 (22) 5% (23) 5" (24)) EeEye 5(0"0")
and
1
S%(2:)58(25)87 (22)5° _ <2122’13223224> 2 <€aﬁay5 B Ea(;sg,y> ’
(8%(21)8(22)87(23)5° (24)) i T
(5%(21)5° (22)57(23)5° (24)) = L
and

(A(2)iDXP (2)i0X (23)A(24)) = — = ( \/213224 N \/

2 1, 212234
214733
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212234>
)
213224

(C.15a)

(C.15b)

(C.15¢)

(C.15d)

(C.16)



and

((21)5°(22) S (23)) = +(1/V2) (0" P oy or? (C.17a)

(OX"(21) Az (23)) = +(1/2)8 2,2 203t - (C.17b)

Finally, we have

gaﬁe’yé eaégﬁ’y

(AS*(21)ASP(22)ASY (23)AS’ (24)) = — , (C.18a)
212734 214223
. ; _ 5 ) v gdﬁ.g'}’é
(7,5%(21)7 87 (22) ASY (23) AS° (24)) = — L —— | (C.18b)
(AS*(21)7,5" () AS (23)7, 5 (24)) = 0. (C.18¢)
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