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Abstract

Every Riemann surface with genus g and n punctures admits a hyperbolic metric, if 2g-2+n > 0. Such
a surface can be decomposed into pairs of pants whose boundaries are geodesics. We construct a string
field theory for closed bosonic strings based on this pants decomposition. In order to do so, we derive
a recursion relation satisfied by the off-shell amplitudes, using the Mirzakhani’s scheme for computing
integrals over the moduli space of bordered Riemann surfaces. The recursion relation can be turned into
a string field theory via the Fokker-Planck formalism. The Fokker-Planck Hamiltonian consists of kinetic
terms and three string vertices. Unfortunately, the worldsheet BRST symmetry is not manifest in the
theory thus constructed. We will show that the invariance can be made manifest by introducing auxiliary
fields.
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1 Introduction

For constructing a string field theory (SFT), we should specify a rule to cut worldsheets into fundamental
building blocks, i.e. propagators and vertices. A few simple rules were proposed and SFTs for bosonic strings
were constructed following these rules [114]. Construction of an SFT for superstrings is more complicated
because of the spurious singularities [5].

The worldsheets of closed strings describing scattering amplitudes are punctured Riemann surfaces. In
mathematics, there exists a convenient way to decompose them into fundamental building blocks. On a
Riemann surface with genus ¢ and n boundaries or punctures, one can introduce a metric with constant
negative curvature, if 2g — 2 +n > 0. Such a metric is called a hyperbolic metric and surfaces with hyperbolic
metrics are called hyperbolic surfaces. With a hyperbolic metric, one can decompose the surface into pairs of
pants with geodesic boundaries. It may be possible to consider the pair of pants as the fundamental building
block of the surface.

The hyperbolic metric was used to construct SFT in [6Hg], in which the kinetic term of the action was
taken to be the conventional one

\[W%QW, (1.1)

so that the propagators correspond to cylinders. The theories include infinitely many vertices besides the
three string vertex and the Feynman graphs have nothing to do with the pants decomposition. In this paper,
we would like to construct an SF'T based on the pants decomposition. Namely, we will construct an SFT for
closed bosonic strings regarding the pair of pants as the three string vertex and the cylinders with vanishing
heights as the propagator, as depicted in Figure [I]

In such a theory, a state of string will correspond to a boundary of a pair of pants. Accordingly, the
string field should be labeled by an element of the Hilbert space of the first quantized strings and the length
L of the boundary. The external states of the scattering amplitudes are regarded as the limit L — 0 of such
states. The off-shell amplitudes may correspond to Riemann surfaces which have geodesic boundaries with
fixed lengths and will be expressed by integrals over the moduli spaces of such surfaces.

Unfortunately, such an approach suffers from a problem addressed in |9] (section IV. E). The three
string vertex will be given by the correlation function of the worldsheet theory on hyperbolic pants with
the boundary lengths specified. Suppose that one calculates the one loop one point function following
the conventional Feynman rules. The amplitude corresponds to the worldsheet in Figure [2| and we should
integrate over the length [ and the twist angle §. By doing so, the fundamental domain of the modular group
is covered infinitely many times, as will be seen in section[4-3] The same happens for all the other amplitudes.
Therefore, the conventional Feynman rule with the vertex and the propagator in Figure [I] does not yield the
correct amplitudes.

In order to overcome this problem, we formulate the theory using the Mirzakhani’s scheme [10,[11] for
computing integrals over moduli space of bordered Riemann surfaces. Mirzakhani derived a recursion relation
for the volume of the moduli space. Applying her method to the off-shell amplitudes of closed bosonic strings,
we derive a recursion relation satisfied by these amplitudes.

As was pointed out in [12,/13], Mirzakhani’s recursion relation is related to the loop equation of minimal
string theory. On the other hand, the loop equations for minimal strings can be described by an SFT via
the Fokker-Planck formalism [14}[15]. We will show that the recursion relation of the off-shell amplitudes
can be described by an SFT using the Fokker-Planck formalism. The Fokker-Planck Hamiltonian consists of
kinetic terms and three string vertices. One can develop perturbation theory which does not suffer from the
above mentioned problem. Unfortunately, the worldsheet BRST symmetry is not manifest in the SFT thus
constructed. We will show that we can make the invariance manifest by introducing auxiliary fields.

The organization of this paper is as follows. In section [2| we define the off-shell amplitudes of closed
bosonic string theory based on the moduli space of bordered Riemann surfaces. In section [3] we derive
recursion relations satisfied by the off-shell amplitudes. In section [ we prove that the off-shell amplitudes
defined in section [2] can be derived from the Fokker-Planck formalism for string fields. We show that the
solution of the recursion relations in section [3|satisfies the Schwinger-Dyson equation derived from the Fokker-
Planck Hamiltonian. In section[f] we modify the theory by introducing auxiliary fields and make it manifestly
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Figure 1: A pants decomposition.
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Figure 2: One loop one point function.

BRST invariant. Section [f]is devoted to discussions and comments. In Appendix [A] we present formulas for
the local coordinates on hyperbolic pants. In appendix [B] we prove the BRST identity.

2  Off-shell amplitudes

The off-shell amplitudes of the theory we will study should correspond to hyperbolic surfaces which have
geodesic boundaries with fixed lengths. In this section, we would like to define such amplitudes. The
formulation is a modification of the conventional ones [41|16H18|.

2.1 The moduli space M, 1,

Let 3y n1 with L = (L1,--, L) be a genus g hyperbolic surface with n geodesic boundaries (labeled by an
index a = 1,---,n) whose lengths are Ly,---, L,,. Cutting the surface X, , 1, along non-peripheral simple closed
geodesics, we can decompose it into pairs of pants S; (¢ = 1,---2g — 2+ n). There are many choices for such
decomposition and here we pick one. The hyperbolic structure of the surface is specified by the lengths of
the non-peripheral simple closed geodesics and the way how boundaries of S;’s are identified. Therefore the
hyperbolic structure of ¥ ,, 1, can be parametrized by the Fenchel-Nielsen coordinates (ls;75) (s =1,--,3g-3+
n), where [ are the lengths of the nonperipheral boundaries of S; and 7, denotes the twist parameters which
specify how boundaries of different pairs of pants are identified. The Teichmiiller space 7, 1. corresponds to
the region 0 <[4 < 00, —00 < 74 < 00o. A volume form €y, 1, on Ty 1, called the Weil-Petersson volume form



is given by
3g-3+n

Qo= N [dlsndr].
s=1

Qg n,1. does not depend on the choice of the pants decomposition. The moduli space M, , 1, is defined as
Mgnr=Tynr/T,

where T' denotes the mapping class group. The Fenchel-Nielsen coordinates (I5;7s) can be used as local
coordinates on My, 1,. We will define the off-shell amplitudes as integrals over M, ,, 1,. The space of all
inequivalent hyperbolic structures on a surface is the same as that of the complex structures. Hence the
definition of the off-shell amplitudes here can be regarded as the traditional one for the case where the
lengths of the external strings are specified.

2.2  b-ghost insertions

Let us consider an element X, ,, 1, of M ,, 1,. One can attach a flat semi-infinite cylinder to each boundary |[3]
as depicted in Figure [3]and obtain a punctured Riemann surface. The cylinder is conformally equivalent to a
disk with a puncture. Let w, (a =1,--n) be a local coordinate on the a-th disk D, such that D, corresponds
to the region |w,| < 1, the flat metric is given as

2 _ L?z |dwa|2
(27m)? Jwa|®

and the a-th puncture corresponds to w, = 0. By these conditions, w, is fixed up to a phase rotation. w, can
be expressed as a function w,(z) of a local coordinate z on Ygn,L- wq(z) is holomorphic in a neighborhood
of 0D,.

In this way, from ¥, , 1, we obtain a punctured Riemann surface ¥, , with local coordinates around
punctures, which are specified up to phase rotations. To X, , thus obtained, one can associate a surface
state, picking a local coordinate w, as above for each D,. Let us denote this surface state by (X4, 1| By
definition, we have

(S| U1)- T, = <1f[1w;1 ° 04, (0))s, . (2.1)

where Oy, denotes the operator corresponding to the state |¥,) and (-)29 . denotes the correlation function

on X4 . Under a phase rotation w, — e'**w,, (Eg’n,L| transforms as

; (a) _7(a)
<Eg,n,L| - (Eg,n,L| H elaa(LO Lo ) .
a

The correlation function (X, ,|¥1)--|¥,) is invariant under the phase rotation, if
(Lo - Lo)|¥,) =0.

In order to define the amplitudes, we need to construct a top form on the moduli space M, ,, 1, from
the b-ghost. A deformation of the hyperbolic structure of a surface induces that of the complex structure.
Therefore we can construct the b-ghost insertion corresponding to a tangent vector of Mg , 1., following the
procedure given in [4,[16}/18/[19]. Let z; be a local coordinate on the pair of pants S;, such that the hyperbolic
metric on S; is in the form

ds® = e®|dz|* .

Each boundary of S; is either shared by another pair of pants S; (j #4) or is equal to one of the boundaries
of ¥y L. In the former case, the local coordinate z; on S; and z; are related by

zi = Fij(%), (2.2)



Figure 3: Attaching flat semi-infinite cylinders to ¥ ,, 1..

in a neighborhood of S; n S; = C;;. If the boundary of S; coincides with 0D, z; and w, are related by

Zq = fia(wa)a (23)

in a neighborhood of 0D,. The transition functions Fjj, f;, describe the moduli of ¥, ,, 1,.
Suppose that under an infinitesimal change of moduli, z;, wq, F3j, fio change as

zZi — z;tev;,

Fij - F'L’j + 5Fz_] s
fia e fia + 5fia .
Egs. (2.2), (2.3) imply

Zi +EV; = (EJ + 5Fzg) (Zj + 8’1)]‘) .
Zi tEV; = (fia + 5fia) (wa) )

and we obtain

dZi
e(v; — dfzjvj) =0F;(z5),

EV; = 5fia(wa) s

in a neighborhood of C;;, 9D, respectively. One can take v; to be holomorphic in neighborhoods of boundaries
of S; and smooth inside. For such v;, we define

W)=Y 4 . o (ai)b(a0) -

Here the integration contours are taken so that they run along 0S; keeping S; on the left for z;.

For our purpose, we need to make the formulas , and more explicit. .S; itself is a hyperbolic
surface with three boundaries and by attaching flat semi-infinite cylinders to the boundaries as above, we
get a three punctured sphere with local coordinates Wy, (k = 1,2,3). Therefore S; is conformally equivalent
to C - Uzﬂ Dy, where Dy, are the disks corresponding to the cylinders. We choose the local coordinate z; on
S; to be the complex coordinate z on C such that the three punctures are at z = 0,1, co. The explicit forms
of Wi(z;) are given in [20,[21], which are presented in appendix |A] There is a freedom in choosing which of
0Dy, corresponds to each boundary of S;, but implies Wy (z;)’s are related by SL(2,C) transformation
of z; and a phase rotation and the choice does not change the result. If the boundary 0D, of ¥ ,, 1, coincides
with [Wg(z;)| = 1, we can take w, to be equal to Wy (z;). Then the explicit form of becomes

dzi@(z)i)(zi)] . (2.4)

05; 271

2= Wit(w,) . (2.5)



C;; should coincide with [Wy(z;)| = 1 and [Wy/(2;)| = 1 for some k, k" and we obtain the explicit form of (2.2))

as
1 ( i ) ( )
Zi = W, — | 2.6
P AW (z)
where 6;; is the twist angle.
We take the Fenchel-Nielsen coordinates ls,7s (s =1,--,3g—3+n) on My n.1. Changes of the transition
functions (2.5) and (2.6)) under the variation Iy — s + 0ls,7s — 75 + 075 describe those of the hyperbolic
structure of 3, ,, 1,. If I, is the length of C;;, 75 = é—;@ij. For I, - I, + &, we can take

OWi(z) (8%)‘1 |

Vi s al, \ oz
Vi = _8Wk(2’j) 8Wk -
T l dz; )

for k =1,2,3, in neighborhoods of boundaries |Wy(z;)| = 1, |[Wg(z;)| =1 of S;, S; respectively. Therefore we
define

b(0,,) = b(v) = bs,(01,) +bs;(01,),

dz; OWy, ( OWy, )_1 dz; aWk aWk - T/
bg. = - b 7 A b i)
5:(0L,) jési 271 Ol ( 0z; (z:) + as; 2mi Ol, \ 0%z; (%)

bs, (01.) =~ § dz; OWi (OWi 45 OW (010
SN Jos, omi ol \ 0z 0s; 2mi Ols \ 0z

Here k (k = 1,2, 3) for W}, in each term is chosen so that the relevant component of the boundary corresponds
to |[Wg| = 1. For 75 > 75 + &, we define

b(0,.) =~ [ § Zimie) (awf

s i 2T 0z Cqj 271 07;

-1 _ = -1
dz; .~ [OW, -
) s f g G b(zo] ey
where k for Wy, is chosen so that C;; coincides with [Wy(z;)| = 1. The contours run along C;; so that S; lies
to its left for z;.
In the same way, for a pair of pants S; one of whose boundary coincides with 0D, , we define

_ - -1
dz; OWy, (OWi\ ™! dz; oWy, (OWL\ -, _
bs. (1) =~ § ( )bi B(z). 2.9
s On) == § o smian, \am ) ") P amion, (a5, ) O3 (2.9)
2.3 Off-shell amplitudes
Now we define the connected g loop n point amplitude Ay, ((|¥1),L1),--, (|¥),Ly)) by
Agn (([91), L), (|0, L)) = 270910m1 fM (2mi) 739578y o LI Bog-gean| ¥1)-+[Un) . (2.10)
g,n,L
Here (X4 » 1| Besg-6+2n is defined so that
(Zg,n,L|B6g—6+2n|\pl>"'|\I/n> = (Bﬁg—6+2n H w(;l o O\Ila (0))2{,% 5
a=1
holds for any |, ), with
3g-3+n 3g-3+n
B6g—6+2n = H [b(@lg)b(ah)] /\ [dls N dTS] . (211)
s=1 s=1



The factor 2791971 is due to the fact that Y11, has a Zy symmetry. The state |¥,) is taken to be an
element of Hy which consists of the states |¥) satisfying

bo| ) = (Lo = Lo)|¥) =0, (2.12)

where bE = by + by.

Bgg-6+2n is defined by using the Fenchel-Nielsen coordinate I,,7s associated to a pants decomposition of
Yg.n,L. We should check if the amplitude does not depend on the choice of the pants decomposition.
Suppose that we have two pants decompositions, in which Eg n,L 18 decomposed into pairs of pants S; (i =
1,-29-2+mn) and S} (j =1,-,29-2+n). Let z; and z] be the local coordinates on S;, S} respectively.
There should be a function G;; holomorphic on S; N Sj such that

If a boundary of S; N SJ’- coincides with 0D,, we have functions g;,, g;-a such that

Zi = gia(wa)a
z; = g}a(wa), (2.13)

in a neighborhood of D,. Suppose that under an infinitesimal change of moduli, z;, 2}, wq, Gij, gia, 9;, change

J’
as

Zy > Zi T EV;,

’ / ’
Z; =z teEvy,
w(l - wa b

Gij i Gij + 5GU s
Gia =  Yia +0gia,

gja - g;’a + 693'11 .

We can derive

8Zi ’ ,
E('Ui - gvj) = 5Gij(zj) N (2.14)
J
EV; = 5gla(wa) ,
v = 0gj,(wa). (2.15)
(2.14) implies
dz; 0z ,
o Vi T b(z) =0.
ygé’(Smsr.) 2mi 92! v;)b(zi) =

If we take v;, v to be holomorphic in neighborhoods of the boundaries of S;, S  respectively, we get
dz; 0z; ,

Vi — b %

Zyg(SmS’)Zm 0z ’ v )b(z:)

ng de Jvi(z0)b(zi) - Zf o HEAIEAP

as! 27 J

o
Il

Therefore the b-ghost insertion (2.4]) satisfies

b(v) =b(v'), (2.16)

if v and v’ corresponds to the same change of moduli.



Let (lS7 Ts) (13;7/) be the Fenchel-Nielsen coordinates associated to the two different pants decompositions.
Using (2 , we may be able to express b(3,),b(9-,) in terms of b(3y;),b(0;/). In doing so, there is one
thing one should be careful about. In defining b(9;,), we have taken the coordinate on D, to be Wy(z;), if
0D, coincides with a boundary of .S;. If one of boundaries of S; coincides with 9D,

Wi(zi) = e' Wi (2]),
should hold with some k. Here o, is a real function of moduli. If we fix w, in (2.13)) to be Wi(z;), (2.15)

implies
d dz, OWyer dw
b jg 4 b i) - a % “ ab a
E‘¢.8D 27T (Z ) (Z ) 0D, 271'2 k ( ) ( J ) (Z]) 7’60[ 9D, 211 v (w )

Therefore the relations between b(3;, ), b(0r,) and b(9y; ),b(d;,) should be

/
b(d,) = Z[altb(al) aTtb(an)] Za‘j‘ab(‘”
t
ol or, 2o Oag
b(d,.) = Lb(0) Lh(0n) | -1 Y S=2by .
@) = B[ gwon T -1 3 G

Here ba(a) denotes by acting on the a-th Hilbert space. Substituting these into the amplitude 1D we can
see that it is independent of the pants decomposition, if |¥,) (a =1,---,n) satisfy the condition (2.12)
By the BRST identity proved in appendix [B] we have

(Sg.nLlBog-sr2n 2, QD W1)|T,,) = d [(Sg.n.LlBog-7420T1)+[¥,)] (2.17)

and the amplitude A, ,, ((|¥1), L1),--, (¥, ), Ly, )) is BRST invariant if one treats the boundary contributions
appropriately. By construction, Ay, ((|¥1),L1),--, (|¥,), Ly)) exists for 2g -2 +mn > 0.

The amplitude is not something we usually deal with in string theory. In the limit L, — 0, Mg, 1.
coincides with the moduli space M, ;, of punctured Riemann surfaces and (I,; 75) become the Fenchel-Nielsen
coordinates on M, ,. Therefore

Jim Ay (102), L), (02, L0) (2.18)

is equal to the on-shell amplitude when |¥,) are taken to be on-shell physical states. In section |5, we will
show that the off-shell amplitudes of the kind studied in |22}24] can also be derived in our formalism.

3 A recursion relation of the off-shell amplitudes

Given a propagator, one can construct the string field action which reproduces the off-shell amplitudes defined
in the previous section order by order in the string coupling constant gs. If we take the propagator to be the
one depicted in Figure[l] we run into the difficulty mentioned in introduction. In this paper, as a workaround,
we construct an SFT by studying equations satisfied by the off-shell amplitudes.

In order to calculate the right hand side of , we need to specify the integration region in terms of
the Fenchel-Nielsen coordinates. However no concrete description of the fundamental domain of the mapping
class group in 7y, 1 is known in general. Mathematicians were trying to calculate the the Weil-Petersson
volume Vj ,, (L) of M, ,, 1, defined byﬂ

Vin(@ =200 [0,y (31)
Mg.n,L

and encounter the same problem. Mirzakhani discovered [10,[11] a way to overcome this difficulty. In this
section, we would like to explain her method (for reviews, see for instance [7}25,26]) and apply it to the
off-shell amplitudes.

2There are two conventions for V4 1(L) due to the presence of Zs symmetry. Here we adopt (3.1) so as to make (3.9) look
simple.



3.1 Mirzakhani’s scheme

Mirzakhani’s idea is to transform an integral over M, , 1, into the one over its covering space. Suppose X;
are X are manifolds and
T Xl i X2 5

is a covering map. Let dvy be a volume form on X5, and we define dv; to be the pull back, i.e.
d'U1 = 7T*d1)2 .
For a function f on X7, one can define the push forward =, f by

(m @)= > f).

yen=1(z)

sz(mf)dw: fX s, (3.2)
holds.

Eq. (3.2) can be used to calculate the volume of the moduli space M 1 o, for example. We take X5 to
be Mj 1,0 and X; to be the following space of pairs

Then

{(Z1,1,0,7)%1,1,0 € M1,1,0 and v is a simple closed geodesic on X1 1,0} -

The set of simple closed geodesics v on ¥ 1,9 is a discrete set with infinitely many elements and a mapping
class group orbit. X; can be described by the pair (Iy,7,) where [, is the length of v and 7, is the twist
parameter corresponding to it. X; corresponds to the region

0<ly<o0, 0<7, <1y,
with (l,,0) ~ (I4,1,). The projection 7 can be defined by
m(21,1,0,7) = E1,1,05

and for dvy = §21,1,09, we have
dvy =" dvg = dly Adr, .

If one takes the function f to be a function of [, the value of m, f at 31 1,0 € M1,1,0 becomes
Z f(l’Y) )
S

_2
1+el?

> ) =1, (3.3)

where the sum is over the set of simple geodesics on X1 1,0. In [27], McShane proved that for f(I) =

holds. (3.3)) is called the McShane identity. For this choice of f, (3.2) becomes

f QMO:f (mf)dw:f fdm:fmdl 2, (3.4)
Mi 1,0 7’ X X1 0 ’Y].+6l’Y 6’

and we get the volume of My ; ¢.

Mirzakhani generalized this procedure to general (g,n), by discovering a generalization of the McShane
identity. For ¥4, 1, € Mg, 1, let 51, B, be the boundaries so that the lengths of 3y, 5, are Ly, Ly,
respectively. The generalized McShane identity derived in [10] is

Li= > Druas+y, 2. (Toyra, +Drizar,), (3.5)
{~,8} e a=2 €€,



where

DLLILII = 2(10g(€% +€%) —IOg(e_% +6L-5L )) ) (36)
T ) cosh %’ + cosh L+TU (3.7)
'L = 0) " r .
LEE & cosh % + cosh %
v = the collection of unordered pairs of nonperipheral simple closed geodesics {v,d}
L= on Y, 1. which bounds a pair of pants along with the bondary 3 ’
v = the collection of simple closed geodesics v on Xg p, 1,
@ which bounds a pair of pants along with the bondaries 5, and B, [’
and l,,ls are the lengths of v, d respectively. For L, L',L" >0, Dpr/r», Trrp»>0 and
Drror=Drrrrs,
TLLIL// = TL/LLN’
DLLILI!+TLLIL!!+TLL/!L!:L, (38)

Multiplying (3.5)) by Qg4 » 1. and integrating it over M, ,, 1,, one obtains the Mirzakhani’s recursion relation:

1 oo (o)
LVyun(LL) = 5 [ dL'L [ dL"L"Dppus (Vg_l,n+2(L',L"7L)+ > Vgl,m(L’,Ll)Vg2,n2(L",L2))

stable

+ Z /(; dL,L, (TLlLQL’ + DLlLaL’) Vg,n(L, L\La) y (39)
a=1

which holds for 2g — 2 +n > 0. The sum Y 4,1, here means the sum over g1, gz,n1, 72, L1, Ls such thatﬂ

g1+g92 = ¢,
ny+ne = n+2,
LiuLy = {Ly,-,L,},
LinLy = ¢,
291 -2+n7 > 0,
292—-2+mny > 0. (3.10)

With the information Vj 3(L1, Lo, L3) = 1, V11(L) = 71’—; + i—;, it is possible to calculate V(L) for all the
other g,n by the recursion relation (3.9).

3.2 Recursion relation of the off-shell amplitudes

A recursion relation of the off-shell amplitudes ([2.10)) is derived in the same way as the Mirzakhani’s recursion
relation. Multiplying (3.5) by (2mi)™39*3""(S, ,, 1| Bsg-6+2n|¥1)-|¥,) and integrating it over M, , 1, we
obtain

L f (2mi) 29378y L Bog-6+2n V1) ¥r)
L

g,m,

- f > Dryuys - (2mi) P9S8 L Bsg-ge2n V1) [ Wn)
Mot (4,636,

+2, fM > (Tripat, +Dryr,e,) - (210) 29378 1 Ll Beg-6s2n|¥1)-¥0) . (3.11)
a=2

9L NeB,

3Here we consider L1,Lo as unordered subsets of L = {L1,, Ly }.



The left hand side yields
LlAg,n ((|\Ill)aL1)av(|\Iln)aLn)) .

Here we restrict ourselves to the case 2g — 2 +n > 1. We will rewrite the terms on the right hand side by
using the formula (3.2)). Let us first consider the integral

/M Z (TLlLalw + DLlLalﬂ,) : (27”‘)739%%(Eg,n,L|Bﬁng+2n|\Iil)"'|‘IJn> . (3'12)

9:mL ye6,

In order to unfold this integral, we take Xo to be M, , 1, and X; to be the space of pairs

{(Eg n L77) ‘

YgnL € My 1 and vy is a simple closed geodesic on ¥ ,, 1,
which bounds a pair of pants along with the boundaries 5, and S,

The set of possible v on 3, , 1, is exactly €, and is a mapping class group orbit. X; can be described by the
triple (I, 7,,% ,,_; 1) where 7, is the twist parameter corresponding to v and X} ,,_; 1, is the complement

of the pair of pants bounded by 81, 84,y with L” = (L, Lo, v, L,y oe, L,). X; corresponds to the region
0<l,<o00, 0<7, <1,
with (1,,0,%7 ;1) ~ (Iy, 14,2 .1 1-)- The projection 7 can be defined by

7T(Eg,n,Lv’)/) = Eg.,n,La
and for dvy = €1y, 1., we have
* ’
d’l)l =T d’UQ = dl-y A dT’Y A Qg,n—l,L’ s

4 : 4 !
where €2 |, 1, is the Weil-Petersson volume form on ¥} ,,_; 1.
Now, if one takes

fdvr = (Trp,, +Dryr,,) - (2m0) 2978y LIBeg-ge20 V1) ¥5)
(13.2) becomes

fX (TLiLat, +Dryr,,) - (2m0) 7297378 1 Ll Beg-gran|¥1)+¥5)
1

) f >, (TriLa, +Dryn,,) - (2m) 758y 1 Ll Beg-6e2n | W1) V) (3.13)
ManL ye@,
Therefore is obtained by evaluating the left hand side of .

Let us consider a pants decomposition of >, ,, 1, such that one pair of the pants is with boundaries 31, 84,
(Figure . We denote this pair of pants by 51 and the adjacent one by S2. Based on the pants decomposition
we define the Fenchel-Nielsen coordinates l5, 75 (s = 1,---,3g—3+n) such that (I, 1) = (l,,7y). Cutting ¥, , 1,
along 7, we get a three holed sphere ¥4 5 (1, 1, ,1,) and Elg,n—l,L" pIY - inherits the pants decomposition

g,n—1,
of ¥y . Then (2m')_39+3_"(Eg,n’L|BGQ,6+2n|\I/1)~--|\I/n) can be expressed as

(272) 205 (Sg 0 1| Bog-6+20 1)+ V)
= (27Ti)_39+3_ndll A dT1<29 7L7L| [bsl (811) + b52 (all )] b(aﬁ )Bég—8+2n|\l’1>"'|\pn) ’ (314)
where Bg,_g,s, denotes the 6g -6 +2(n - 1) form on X} |, 1, defined through (2.11| -
Yg.n,L can be generated by gluing a pair of pants ¥ 3 (1,1, ,) and X gn—1,L/ (Figure l using the plumbing
fixture relation . Hence the correlation function on the right hand side of - can be factorized into

those on ¥ 3 (1,,1,,,) and Eg 1,1~ Let |©i) be a basis of the Hilbert space H of the worldsheet theory of
the strings and (§| be the conjugate state of |;) such that

(pilej) = by,
(@ilef) = (-1)"6i;,
Sleaeil = Slef)eil(-1)me =1

10



z]g,n,L

Figure 4: ¥, , 1, and 7.

20,3,(L1,La L)

B

Figure 5: The decomposition of ¥, ,, 1, corresponding to (3.15]).
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Here (p;| is the BPZ conjugate of |¢;) and n,, is the ghost number of |p;). Then we have

(Eg.n.Ll [bs, (O1,) + b3, (91,)]0(r, ) Beg-62n|¥1)+|Vn)
271 —(0 i _I
= _TEH Z [(20737(1/1;Lavll)|b20,3,(L1,La,Ll)(all)bo( )|\I/1>1|\Ila)a6 6(Lo LO)|801‘)0
2,3
x 2_ 9,10n, 2( A L/|B(,5978+2n|90j>|\:[12)"'|“Ija)'"|\:[/n)
+ (20737(L1;La7ll)|\]:l >|\Ila)|soz>

)@ dutna(sy B b (8 )b to Lo)|<pj>|\1/2)...|\11a)...|\1/n)]
x (pflp5) (=1)" (3.15)

where
— (_1)na(n2+"'+na—1) ,

ny denotes the ghost number of [¥;) and # denotes the twist angle. The factor 279192 is due to the fact
that 3 |, 1, has a Zg symmetry for g 1 n=2.

Substltutlng and (3.15)) into , we can see that the second term on the right hand side of (3 -
becomes

> f > (Trizar, +Dryr,e,) - (2m0) 297 (Sg Ll Bog-geon V1) Wn)
a=2 Y MgnL YeCa
—(0
=- Z Y €a [[ dli(Tr,L,, + DLlLall)(20,3,(L1,La,z1)|b20,3,<L1,LQ,11)(311)50( PO )W) alii)o
a=2 1,5
x 2700102 f (2mi) P9 TS ) By seanle) W) Wa )| W)
g,n—1,L/

+f0 Al (Tr Lot + Doy Lo 20,3, (L1, L0,00) Y1) Wa)|@i)

X2_6g’16n’2 / (27TZ) Sota- n( g,n— 1L’lBé978+2an2(all)ba‘P'(pj)'\IjQ>"'|\Ila>"'|\:[jn)

g,n—1,L/

x{pilef)(=1)" (3.16)
Wlth P /27T daé 7,0(L0 Lo)
1mphes that it will be convenient to consider the recursion relation of the amplitudes of the form
Ag,n ((|90i1 >v Qag, Ll)’ Y (|90in >v Qn, Ln))
= 2—59,15”,1 f (27Ti)_gg+3_n<Eg7n,L|B€ig—6+2nBi1"'Bgn |§0i1 )1"'|‘pin )n . (317)
n,L

g,m,
Here the indices a, (a =1,-+,n) take values + and

go =1 Qa =+ (3.18)
66 bs, (9L )P == '

S, for bg, (0r,) in denotes the pair of pants which has a boundary corresponding to the a-th external
line in a pants decomposition of ¥, ,, .. bg, (9r,) depends on the choice of the pants decomposition, because
it corresponds to the variation L, - Lo + € with [, 7, fixed. However, bg, (01, )Bgg-6+2» and the amplitude
in is independent of the choice of S,.
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(3.16)) can be recast into

> fM > (Tioizat, +Dryp,1,) - (2m8) 294378y L Beg-6+2n Ba, B, [0iy )1+ |i, In
a=2

9:moL yeB,

=> fo dL(Tr,L,. +Dr,L,L)
a=2

x 3 €a [(203,(L1,L0,0)1Ba, BE, B2 l9i 1103, Yaleio (@5 le5) (1) s

2,7,
X Agﬂt—l ((|90j)aavL)a (|§0i2>7a27L2)7"'a (|(p7;a>,04a,La),"', (|<pin)aan7[/n))
(3.19)

We simplify the formula by introducing the following notation. The external states are labeled by ¢ (for |p;)),
a, and L. We denote these collectively by I and rewrite (3.19)) in the following way:

n
> [M > (Toizat, +Dryp,r,) - (2m8) 2937 (Sy Ll Bog-6+2n B, Bh, i, )+ li, )
a=2

PN N
n ~
= Y ea(THe) + DTG Al e I (3.20)
a=2 ’
where
THR5 = T, 00(50,5,(L1, 1, Loy | Bay Boy By 0 110is )210is )3

DhIzls DLy oL (0,3,(L1, L, La) [ Basy Bary Bas 103 1105 )2l 0is )3
GI112 (‘pfl |301¢2)(_1)n%2 5(L1 - L2)5a1,—a2 )
Al = Ay (e )y o L)oo (@i, ) 0y L))

and for X; = X (i,a,L) and Y! =Y (i,, L)

Xy =Y % [Ow ALX (3,0, L)Y (i, L) .

i a=+

The integral

> Dratyts (27) 5 1 By iz W1 ) ), (3:21)
MonL (5 5 e,
on the right hand side of can be dealt with in the same way. In this case, there can be topologically
distinct configurations of the pair {7,0} in %} as depicted in Figure @ They belong to different mapping
class group orbits. For each orbit, we take X; to be the space of the combination (X4, 1,,77,0) where (v,9)
is in the orbit and express the contribution to by an integral over X;. The amplitudes are factorized
as in Figure[7] A formula similar to (3.20) can be derived for each contribution.
Putting everything together, we can see that (3.11) is transformed into

1 ’ ’ EI T 7
LlAll-nln — *DIlJ JGJ]GJ'I’ AII Iy--1, + Z 1212 A111 AI Zs
g,n g-1,n+1 gi1,m177gz2,n2
2 stable (nl_l)'(nQ_l)'
n ~
+ > (T + DTN G Al e (3.22)
a=2

which holds for 2g—2+n > 1. Here Z;,Z, are ordered sets of indices with n; —1,n5 — 1 elements respectively.

13



Figure 6: Examples of {v,4d} in €.

Figure 7: Factorizations of the surfaces in Figure [6]
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The sum Y ,p1e means the sum over g1, gs,n1,n2,Z1,Zs such that

g1+g92 = ¢,
ni+ne = n+l,
Lhuly, = {I,-I,},
IinZy = ¢,
291 -2+n7 > 0,
292-2+mny > 0. (3.23)

€1,7, = 1 is the sign which will appear when we change the order of the product I1'I5---T,, to IZ11'T,, if we
regard the indices as Grassmann numbers with Grassmannality of the corresponding string state.

Eq. can be made more tractable by introducing A(I)IQIQ. Since we define the amplitudes for surfaces
with 2g — 2 +n > 0, amplitudes for g = 0,n = 2 do not exist. We here introduce a fictitious amplitude

I1Iy _ 1112
Aply® =G

where
GI]I2 = <S0i1|§0i2 >5(L1 N L2)6a1’_a2 ’

which satisfies
G11[2G1213 = 611[3 = 6i1,i35a17a35(L1 - L3) :

Taking this into account, we can turn (3.22) into
LlAEI]f;I" = L1G11[25g_,0(5n72

1 nsJ II'Iy T EI,T. Iz I'T.
+=DY GGy | A2+ ! 1-2 ATt A2
9 g-1,n+1 Z (nl _ 1)!(n2 _ 1)! gi,n1”7gz2,n2
n ~
I 1,J IIydg Iy
+ Y e Gy AT (3.24)

a=2

which holds for 2g -2 +n >0 or g = 0,n = 2. Here the summation Y.’ is over g1, g2,n1,n2,Z1,Z> such that

g1+tg92 = ¢,
ni+ne = n+1l,
Lhuly, = {I,- 1.},
ILinly; = o,

21 -2+n; > 0,

292 -2+ Ng 2 0.
Let us check if (3.24) is valid for (g,n) = (0,2),(0,3),(1,1). For g =0,n =2, (3.24) become&ﬂ
LAl = L,G 2 (3.25)

The first term on the right hand side of 1' is introduced so that Aéfzh = G2 holds. For g =0,n =3, we
have

LIA(I)1?{213 _ %DhJ'JGJIGJ,I, [(_1)\12\|I3|GII2G1'13 " (_1)|I3|(\I2|+|I2|)GUSGI'IQ:I
+TI112JGJIG113 +(_1)\IszslTthGJIGUz

1

= (

1
§DL1L2L3 + §DL1L3L2 + T, 0oLy + TLiLsLy)

*(20,3,(L1,L2.L5) By Boy B, [0 11015 )21 05 )3

4Notice that A(I) ; does not exist.
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where |I| denotes the Grassmannality of |¢;). Substituting (3.8)) into this, we obtain

Ly AJS™ = Li(S0,3,(Ly Lo, L) | Ba, Boy Boy [0in )1l0is )2leis )3 (3.26)
Notice that Mg 31, is a point and (3.17)) implies
AGST = (803,11 La.Lo) | Bay Ba, Bay @i )10y )2l0is)s (3.27)
which is consistent with the above equation. For g = 1,n =1, (3.24) becomes
]_ ’
LAl = DGy
1 1 -(2) p(2) c
= 5 fdlelezw Z (20,3.(L,L2,23)|Ba(b(I1,) +b(I1,))by ' P |¢i>1|¢j>2|‘Pj>3|L —La=l (3.28)
7 2=ba=ly
On the other hand, A{’l can be given as
I 1 el -\ —1
A1,1 = 9 iy <Zl,l,L|BaB2|%‘ )(27”)
1,1,L
1 oy 1 o @ g .
= 5 (S0 BA(GOL) + 501 P e D))ol dly A dbly.
2 Ml-,l,L j 271- o= 3=l,y

The integral on the last line can be unfolded by using the McShane identity and we get exactly (3.28)).

3.3 The solution of the recursion relation

The recursion relation |i is derived from the properties of the off-shell amplitudes Aé{ﬁ"ln . Conversely,
AQ;{I" can be derived by solving the equation li
A‘(I]};;'I” is the order g29=2*" contribution to the n point amplitude. 1} can be solved order by order in

gs, because the right hand side of consists of lower order terms compared with the Aéf,;;'ln on the left
hand side. For example, the equation for g = 0,n = 3 becomes and the solution is 1' because A(Iﬁ?{ﬂ‘*
is defined for L; > 0. can be solved in the same way for general g,n. The solution is unique, because
Aé{;{ln is defined for L; > 0. This unique solution should coincide with the A;{;{I" in @) Therefore the
equation can be used to derive the off-shell amplitudes of closed bosonic string theory.

For later convenience, let us define the generating functional of the off-shell amplitudes:

s n!

oo o0 1
WalJ]= >0 3 g2 —Jy - dy Al (3.29)
g=0n=2

Jr is taken to have the same Grassmannality as that of ¢!. It is straightforward to show that the recursion
relation (3.24]) is equivalent to the following identity:

SWalJ] I'r
L——— = LJpG
51 !
- SD G ” HG 187¢4
K L 7 3 U O
+gsTH,I”GIuKu,]I,55W+[J](_1)|I||1'| ) (3.30)
K/’

Here all the functional derivatives are the left derivatives.

4 The Fokker-Planck formalism

In this section, we would like to develop the Fokker-Planck formalism for the string theory from which we
can derive the recursion relation (3.24) through the Schwinger-Dyson equation.
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4.1 The Fokker-Planck formalism for conventional field theory

Let ¢(x) be a scalar field with action S[¢]. The Euclidean correlation functions are defined by

(@) (@) = [ [d]P[8o(w) (w0, (4.1)

where
P e~S[¢]
1= Tlagtestr
In order to describe this quantum field theory, we consider a system governed by the following Fokker-Planck
equation:

(4.2)

0
- aip[gba’r] = HFPP[¢7 T] . (43)
-
Here Hpp is the Fokker-Planck Hamiltonian defined by
_ ) ) 05[]
e == [ dogs (6¢<x> ' a¢(x>) | 44

It is possible to show that for a solution of (4.3)) with an appropriate initial condition,

lim P[¢, 7] = P[¢],

T—00

holds. The Fokker-Planck equation with the Fokker-Planck Hamiltonian appears in the context of
stochastic quantization |28] where 7 coincides with the fictitious time.

The Fokker-Planck Hamiltonian can be realized as an operator acting on a Hilbert space. Let 7 (), ¢(z)
be operators satisfying the commutation relations

[#(2), $(y)] o(r-y),
[A(x), ()] = [é(x),d(y)] =0,

and |0), (0| be states satisfying

#t()[0) = (0g(x) =0,

ooy - 1.
Then A
P6.7] = (0™ TT6(3() - 6()0).
with '
five =~ [ s (30) - 5525161 #(0),

gives a solution to (4.3) with initial condition P[¢,0] = [1,0(¢(z)). Assuming that this is a good initial
condition, we get

P[¢] = lim {0l [T8(4(x) - ¢(2))[0). (4.5)
The correlation function in (4.1)) is given by

Tim (0le™ ™77 31 )6 ([0} .
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In [14], a string field theory for the (2,3) minimal string theory using this kind of operator formalism was
proposed. The string fields are labeled by the length [ of the string and we define the operators 7 (1), ¢(1)
accordingly. The Fokker-Planck Hamiltonian is given by

fep = 2[0°°d11fowdzzé(zl)w(b)ﬁ(zl+12)(z1+12)+f0°°d11f0°°d12w(11+12)ﬁ(z1)11fr((12)12
v, [l [ dlbd()d) () ) g [T dl [ dbad(l + L))

where w(!) is the disk amplitude for the (2,3) minimal string theoryﬂ The correlation functions of the string
fields are given by

Jim (0l G(1)+6(1)[0) . (46)

One can prove that the correlation functions thus defined coincide with the loop amplitudes of the (2,3)
minimal string theory, in the following way. In order for the limit (4.6]) to exist,

Tim 9, (0l G (1) (1a)[0) = = Tim (0l ® Hrp(lh)-4(1)[0) = 0, (4.7)

should hold. yields the Schwinger-Dyson equation satisfied by the correlation functions of the minimal
string theory. It can be shown that the loop equation of the minimal string theory is equivalent to this
Schwinger Dyson equation. Moreover this string field theory can be derived from the stochastic quantization
of the one matrix model [15]. The Fokker-Planck formalism was applied to construct string field theories for
general (p,¢) minimal string theories in [29H31].

4.2 The Fokker-Planck Hamiltonian for closed bosonic strings

In [12], it was shown that Mirzakhani’s recursion relation is a special case of random matrix recursion
relations. In [13], is identified with a limit p — oo of the loop equation of the (2,p) minimal string
theory. Since (2,p) minimal string theory is a close cousin of the (2,3) one, it is possible to develop the
Fokker-Planck formalism of string field theory corresponding to . The recursion relation in isa
(not so close) cousin of , it is conceivable that the same approach is applicable to this equation. In this
subsection, we would like to show that this is the case.

We introduce operators gﬁl , 1 which satisfy the commutation relations

Here we define
(X1 vE]= xIyK - (—)IKly K x T
Let |0}, {0] be states which satisfy
{olg" = /o) =0. (4.8)

We define the correlation functions of ¢!’s as

(¢"-¢™) = lim (0™ §" 5" o), (49)

5The correspondence between our notation and that in [14] is given by

giwm Yol o W),

) o w().
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with Hamiltonian

H = —Lﬁ'ﬂi’pGlll + Lq?)lﬁ'[
1 v At ATl
—§gsDH D GrgnGrd™ o™ 71

—gSTIIII”G[HKH(,ZgK ﬁ[!ﬁ[ . (410)

As we will see, the right hand side of (4.9) can be calculated perturbatively with respect to gs. We define the
connected correlation functions (¢t---¢' )¢ in the usual way and they can be expanded as

e Rl T

It is possible to show that
(@ pim )y = Al (4.11)

holds.
In order to prove (4.11)), we define the generating functional W[J] of the connected correlation functions

UK CARRED A (4.12)

3‘»—

M8

W[J] =

3
Il
N

such that o
T = Jim (0l e’197|0)) .

Since the limit 7 — oo of ((O|e‘THq§II~--q?)I”'|O>> exists, we havc@

0= lim 8, (0] 719" |0) = — lim (0™ e’ |0) . (4.13)

T—>00

Using (4.8]), we get the following equation from (4.13]):

SW[J] '
0 = JiiL -LJrG
1{ 5 I

L [J] | oW[J]sW[J]
- — SD G ” IIG 18744
27 [rir K [5JK,,5JK, 3Tk O

_gSTH’f”G,,,K,,JI, [ ]( 1)|f||’|} (4.14)

It is possible to solve (4.14) order by order in g5 and obtain (Pl -pTn )$. For example, at O(gy), -
implies

Jedr(L+ L) (0" ¢" )5 - G"1) =0
Since (¢ ¢)§ is defined for L, L’ > 0, we obtain the unique solution

(0" 0" )5 =G"". (4.15)

In general, |D implies an equation in which (L + -+ L, ){¢"--- ¢! )5 is expressed in terms of lower order
correlation functions. Since (¢! )g is defined for Ly, L, > 0, one can solve the equation and the
solution is unique. Hence all the coefficients of the expansion li is uniquely fixed by (4.14). On the other
hand,

WI[J]=WalJ], (4.16)

6 lj can be proved perturbatively in gs.
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yields a solution to (4.14]) because W4[J] satisfies (3.30). Since the solution of (4.14) should be unique, we

obtain (4.11)).
(4.16) implies that W[.J] satisfies the equation (3.30]), which can be expressed as

Tim (0l 77 e”%' jo) =0, (4.17)
in the Fokker-Planck formalism. Here
7' = —LapG 4 Ly
—%!JSDH,I”GI"K"GI'KréKndAJ ’
~gs T Grogen ™ s (4.18)

and we have o
H=T"#r.
Since every ket vector is expressed as a linear combination of states of the form

(0

1’ means that limT_,oo((O|e_Tﬁ is expressed as

tn (0l ™ = 3 (610" ) (Ol A,

T—>00
n=0 "%

In the same way, we can deduce from (4.13)), (4.17)

[lim <<o|e-TH]H - 0,

T—>00

[lim (o] ] 7 = 0. (4.19)

T—00

4.3 String field action S[¢']

In the case of conventional field theory, the Fokker-Planck formalism is an alternative to the path integral
formalism. Let us discuss if the theory we have can be formulated using a path integral with action S[¢!].
It is possible to define the weight P[¢!] following (4.5)):

-S["] 5 R
P1267:1' 0le "2 TT6(p! - 61)|0).
0') = rorgemsren = fm (0 [T 83" =)o)
From (4.19), we obtain an equation for S[¢']:
/ 08
[LG" + g T Grpo” =
o¢
]_ ryr 4 ! 1
= L¢I - §gsDII I GIIJIGIHJH¢J ¢ + gSTII I GIIIN . (420)

Using (3.8]), the last term on the right hand side of (4.20) is expressed as
1y 1 ©° —(2 c
T G = SL [ S0 0,00 B 001) 506 O POlahleselel],
j - el

1 e _ .
5 [ DL, 3 (S0t Ba (D) + (01 P PO leiilen)ale)e],
0 7 Lo=Lz=l,
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The integrand of the first term on the right hand side coincides with that of A{,l, but the integration region
includes infinitely many fundamental domains of the mapping class group. The second term is equal to
—LA{’I. Therefore the last term on the right hand side of li may be given as

L [Oo x A{,l - A{,l] )

and divergent. Hence the equation (4.20) is not well-defined.
Still, (4.20) can be solved formally order by order in g5 and we get

1 S 7y ” ’ S "
Sle']= 5G1J¢1¢J - %Aé,lgl GrsGryGrgng” ¢7 ¢7 + ngH DGrmGri¢? + 0(g2). (4.21)

This should be the action which yields the off-shell amplitudes with the propagator G!7. Let us compute the
one loop one point function using the path integral formalism. The contribution from the three string vertex
becomes g
5 J 0 2 B0 il B 001) + @5 OPDleiblealeg],

and diverges. The contribution from divergent term %TI " GG 77¢”7 in the action cancels this divergence
and we get the correct answer gsA{’ 1- This pattern seems to continue forever. If one computes the four point
amplitude using the three string vertex in , one gets a divergent result. The four string vertex cancels
the divergence and make the amplitude finite.

Therefore, the Fokker-Planck formalism is necessary for a well-defined formulation of the theory in our
setup. On the other hand, the formally defined action (4.21)) will be useful in studying various aspects of our
formulation.

4.4 SFT notation

In order to discuss various properties of the theory, it is more convenient to express the Fokker-Planck
Hamiltonian (4.10]) in terms of the variables in the Hilbert space of strings. Let us define

[6%(L))
[ma (L))

> 6165). (4.22)

> lei)ir, (4.23)

The string fields [¢p* (L)), |mo (L)) are taken to satisfy

(L)), | (L)) € Ho,
Im-(L)).l¢" (L)) € H5 , (4.24)

where H§ consists of the states |¥) satisfying
co|¥) = (Lo — Lo)|¥) = 0,
where ¢ = ¢ + ¢y. We also impose the reality condition [4}32]

o (L) = (o* (L),
o (L) = ~(¢7(L)]. (4.25)

The reality condition for |7, (L)) will not be so simple, as is always the case in the Fokker-Planck formalism.
Conditions (4.24) and (4.25) have been implicitly assumed in the previous subsection.
Notice that [¢*(L)), |1 (L)) are Grassmann even. They satisfy the canonical commutation relation

[7a (L)1 16" (E))2] = 63 6(L = L) PV Ris) (4.26)
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where

|[Ri2) = 2 lpi)ilef)2 = D leidalei s = [Rar) = |R),

is the reflector and

%b{)caP o=+
P, = Lt p e
200 0 o =—

The states |0), (0] satisfy
[ma (L)) [0)) = (0] l6*(L)) = 0.
In terms of these string fields, the Fokker-Planck Hamiltonian (4.10]) is expressed as

A = [TALLURIE (L)ra(D)) - (Rira(D)m-a(D))]
~go [ ALadLodLa(Te,p0n, BLo, B2, B2, |67 (L)hlas (L2))al s (Ls))s
500 [ ALdLad Ly Dy 1B, B, B 67 (BN I6™ (E))alres (Le))s, (127)
where

Trors0:(X0,3,(L1,L0,L5) |5

<TL2L3L1 |

(DrsL, L] Drori2(20,3,(L1,Ls,05) |+

and the sum over repeated indices a1, as, oz is understood. ¢! and 7; are given by

o (pilo™ (L)),
T (pilma (L)),

and the correlation functions of |¢® (L)) are expressed as

(16 A6 L)y = [ vt (Cam it Bog-sean B, B, P Run )P Bun) . (4:28)

g,n,L

The correlation functions can be calculated perturbatively. The Euclidean action corresponding to the
Fokker-Planck Hamiltonian (4.27)) becomes

1= [Tar|- [T dL(R\ﬂa(T,L))%M“(T,L)) +H()| (4.29)
where
H(r) = [T ALLURIE (7. L)ma(r, 1)) = (Rlma (. L)7-a (7. 1)

—Gs f dL1dLodL3(Tr, 1y, |Bla, B2, B2, 16" (7, L1) )| Tay (T, La) ol may (7, L3) )3

—%gsfdleLgdLg(DL3L1L2|B1a1BEQ2BZB|¢°‘1(7',Ll))1|¢°‘2(7,Lg))2|7ra3(7',L3))3.
|p*(7, L)), 7o (T, L)) satisfy the boundary conditions

Jim 16, 1) = a0, 1)) =0,

The correlation functions are expressed as

f [dﬂ-d(b]e_”(ﬁal (07 Ll))"'|¢an (Oa Ln))
[drdple! ’

{l¢™ (L1))-++|o% (Ln))) = (4.30)
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using the path integral. To develop the perturbation theory, we decompose the action as I = Iy + gsV/, and
we get propagators by Wick’s theorem:

o o (1 T —|r-7'|L ’ (1)
lp* (7, L)1l¢™ (7", L)) = e (L= L")0.-ar P25 | R12)

T (T, L)hlmar (7', LY))2 = 0,

Ta (T D)6 (7, L2 = e TTEG(r —7)5(L - L')3S PV|Ry,).

With the propagators and the vertex, it is straightforward to compute (4.30). By construction, the results
are given by the integral

-/.-/\/l 1’~~n’<Eg,n,L|BGg—6+2nBé1 BZHP—(i)l |R1’1>"’P—(ZZL Rn’n) 5
g,n,L

unfolded by Mirzakhani’s method. The integrations can be done taking care of the contributions from the
boundaries of the moduli space appropriately.

5 BRST invariant formulation

With the Fokker-Planck formalism developed in the previous section, one can express the off-shell amplitudes
of the bosonic string theory. In order to describe the string theory, we need the BRST symmetry on the
worldsheet to specify which states of strings are physical. Unfortunately, the Fokker-Planck Hamiltonian
and the action (4.29) are not invariant under the BRST symmetry, although the amplitudes are. We
will modify the action so that the BRST symmetry becomes manifest in our formalism.

5.1 BRST transformation
As is proved in appendix [B} (3, ,, 1| satisfies the BRST identity

n

(Eg7n7L|Bﬁg—6+2nB(lxl ”'Bgn Z Q(a)

a=1
=d ((Zg,n,L|Beg-7+20BS,+BL )
=Y Gau 01, ({Sgn Ll Boggron BY, b P-BL ) (5.1)
a=1

Integrating this over M, 1., we obtain

S P QU@ (167 (L1))116%" (L))

a=1

= 27::15aar«|¢°‘1(Ll))ln-b(_)(a)P(a)aLa|¢+(La))a~..|¢an(Ln))n»;. (5.2)

implies that the correlation functions of |¢® (L)) is invariant under
del™ (L)) eP_Qlo™ (L)),
del™ (L)) Ql¢™ (L)) - ebg PIL|o" (L)) , (5.3)

with a Grassmann odd parameter e. This can be identified with the BRST transformation of |¢*(L)). It is
easily checked that the two point function

(16 (L1))116°2 (L2))2)§ = 8(L1 ~ L2)bay —ay P2 [Ra2),
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is also BRST invariant. The transformation of the |, (L)) is fixed by requiring that the commutation relation
(4.26) is invariant and we obtain

Ol (L))
Oelm—(L))

€Q|m (L)) — by PO |m_(L)),
eP_Q|m_(L)). (5.4)

The generator of the transformation is given by
Q = f dL[(RIQlé"(L))|m+ (L)) + (RIQlé™(L))|m-(L))
~(R|bg POL|¢" (L))|m-(L))]

which satisfies

Qo) = (0lQ =0,
[TILIEO<(0|6_TH] O=0. (5.5)

5.2 The BRST variation of H

Although the correlation functions are invariant under (5.3)), the Hamiltonian (4.27) is not. The BRST
variations of the correlation functions which appear on the right hand side of (4.27) yield total derivatives
with respect to the length variables, but they come with the coefficients Ty 1», Dy~ and do not vanish

upon integration.
The Hamiltonian (4.27)) can be expressed as

= [Ow AL(R|T* (L)) |7 (L)), (5.6)
where

IT*(L))y = LI¢* (L)) - Lim_a(L))s
g [ dLydLo(Ty, 1| B, B2, B2[6% (L1))1|may (La))a| Raa)

—son [ ALdLoA D, B, B, B (Ll (L)l R
|T%(L)) is the SFT version of 7! and we have
[t 0l |72 (2) < 0. (5.7
The BRST variation of H is given by
Q.= [ dL((RIQ (D)D) + (RIT* (L)@ lma (L))

where
1Q°(L)) = [Q,|T*(L))].
From and , we obtain
[ 1 (0l [ 107 (2)) =0 (5.8)
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5.3 BRST invariant formulation

Although [Q, H ] does not vanish, lj and 1' implies that it consists of “null” quantities. Using this fact,
we will make the theory manifestly invariant under the BRST transformation by introducing auxiliary fields.

We modify the Euclidean action (4.29) by adding terms involving auxiliary fields |\” (7, L)), [A2(7, L)) as
follows:

fose = [T ar[- [T anRina(r D) 5116 (D) + H ()
¢ [TAL(RIQ LN L)+ RIT . DWD)) | (59)
Here |Q%(7, L))(|T*(7, L))) is equal to |Q*(L))(|T*(L))) with |¢p*(L)), |7 (L)) replaced by classical fields
|0%(7, L)), |7 (T, L)) respectively. AL (7,L)) and [A2(, L)) are taken to satisfy the boundary conditions
A& (0, L)) =AZ(0, L)) = 0
Iggrst is invariant under the BRST transformation

delp™ (7, L)) = €ePQlo"(7,L)),

delp™ (T, L)) = €Ql¢™(7,L)) - ebyPOL|¢" (7, L)),
)y = eQlmi(7,L)) - €ebyPor|m_(1,L)),

5 |7 (T L)) = eP.Qlr_(7,L)),

S A (L)) = €[lmalr L))+ N (7 L))],

SN (T, L)) = —bc|ma(T,L)).

The correlation functions are defined by

[ [drdpdAdAT JeIorsT |1 (0, Ly))-++|¢*" (0, L ))
[ [drdgd\2dAT Je-Tonst

(5.10)

We would like to show that the correlation functions in this BRST invariant theory coincide with those

given in (4.30). The numerator of (5.10)) is computed as

[ lamdgdA2dAT 1 67 (0, L)) (0, L))
= [1a32x7] [ lamdgle 3 S [T ar [T (mee (DS D) + (RIT (I, L)))]

nOn

x| (0, La))-+16%" (0, Ln)) -
The n # 0 terms on the right hand side vanish because of and , and this becomes
[ tm (017 ] 16 (0, 2016 0. L))o} [ [amdodranT]e”!
The denominator is evaluated in the same way and we obtain
f [drdpd\2dNT Je-TorsT f [drddd)\2dAT Je~!
Therefore the correlation function coincides with .

Now the theory is invariant under the BRST symmetry, we regard the BRST invariant quantities as
physical. One type of BRST invariant observable is of the form

(lo™(L)),
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for ) satisfying
Qle) =0.
As we mentioned in section [2]

Aim (@] (nl(l¢7 (L2))167 (L))

gives the on-shell amplitude if we take |¢,) to be on-shell physical states.
Another type of BRST invariant observable would be of the form

[ drgels @y, (511)
with Q|p) = 0. The amplitude

[z [ dugerl-feal67 (L) (L)) (512)

for these observables is in the form of an integration over the moduli space of complex structures of Riemann
surfaces with boundaries. Therefore it is natural to take (| to be

(¢l =(Bl(co - o),

where (B is the boundary state corresponding to some D-brane configuration. For example, taking the states
|©q) to be the point like string state with appropriate ghost part, we obtain the off-shell amplitudes of the
kind studied in |22424]. Such amplitudes involve the external leg contributions coming from the integration
region L, ~ 0. Indeed, using (A.5), the contribution of {¢4|¢~(L,)) for L, ~ 0 can be approximated as

2 2 _
fo dL.bb(Ar, )Plpa) ~ fo dLa%bgb(;Pe‘(”Ta)(LO*LO)|<pa)

bibo
LO + I_/O

This type of observable is suitable for studying mass renormalization [33}34].

pe—C(Lo+Eo) |pa) .

6 Discussions

In this paper, we have constructed a string field theory for closed bosonic strings based on the pants decom-
position of hyperbolic surfaces. In such a setup, the Fokker-Planck formalism is indispensable as discussed in
section [£.3] We have introduced auxiliary fields to make the theory manifestly BRST invariant. The action
(5.9) we obtain consists of kinetic terms and three string vertices.

There are many interesting points that deserve further study. The most obvious one would be to construct
an SFT for superstrings based on the same idea. It is straightforward to generalize our formalism to Type
0 superstring case, using the supersymmetric version of derived in [35]. We will present the results
elsewhere.

The formulation we get in section [fis invariant under the worldsheet BRST symmetry. We should clarify
the meaning of this symmetry from the point of view of string fields. In ordinary formulation of SFT, the
worldsheet BRST symmetry is utilized to define the gauge or BRST transformation for string fields which
is nonlinear with respect to these fields. In our case, the worldsheet BRST symmetry will not be related
to the gauge or BRST symmetry of the string fields in the usual way, because the theory is not based on
a triangulation of the moduli space. The similarity between the structure of our formalism and that of the
covariantized light-cone SFT [36] may provide a clue to this problem.

Our formalism is based on the one constructed for minimal strings. In the minimal string case, the
operator corresponding to 7' in becomes

0 - _Qfoldl'“’(l')@(l—l’)—fowdl’w(uz’)ﬁ(l’)z'
‘gsfoldl'qg(l')é(l—l')—gsfowdl’(ﬁ(uz’)ﬁ(z')l',
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and satisfies A
[ lim <0|e-THFP] 17(1) = 0. (6.1)

Eq.(6.1) is equivalent to the Virasoro constraints [37,38]. 7'(1) satisfies an algebra

(LT (1), 12T (12)] = gslalo (I = 12)T (11 +12) (6.2)

which serves as the integrability condition of . Laplace transforming , we obtain the Virasoro
algebra. We are not sure if T satisfies a similar algebra. Exploring the algebra of 7' will be crucial in
understanding the structure of the theory. It may be also important to point out that one can take the
Fokker-Planck Hamiltonian to be

[ L (BT L))ma(L).

instead of (5.6). Here f(L) is a function of L satisfying f(L) # 0 for L > 0. The recursion relation can be
derived from this modified Hamiltonian. Such a Hamiltonian was constructed in [39] in the minimal string
case.

The classical equation of motion for string fields can be derived in our formalism. It is possible to assign
the target space ghost number ¢* such that 4]

g'(¢") = {4_%? o

2—n¢§ a=-
2-n, «q=+
gt(ﬂ'l) - {4 Pi )
Ny, a=-

The fields with g* = 0 can be considered as the classical fields. Although the action S[¢!] is not well-defined,
eq.(4.20) implies that the equation

1 1y " ’
Lo' = 2g: D" GG grd” 67 = 0.

may be identified with the classical equation of motion for string fields. In the BRST invariant formulation
in section [pl this equation coincides with

|T*(r,L)) =0, (6.3)
under the conditions
|Ta (T, L)) =0,
Or|p“(r,L)) =0. (6.4)

For BRST invariance, we may also have to impose

|Q%(7, L)) =0. (6.5)
Indeed (6.3)) (6.4]) and (6.3]) solves the equation of motion derived from the action (5.9)), if the auxiliary fields
vanish.
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A Hyperbolic metric on the three holed sphere

Let us consider a hyperbolic pants whose boundaries are geodesics. The pair of pants is conformally equivalent
to C - Uizl Dy, where D1, Dy, D3 are disks around z = 0,1, co respectively. We take the length of 0Dy to be
Ly =27) (k=1,2,3). Around 0Dy, a local coordinate py is taken so that the metric becomes

2
ds® = . 2 ax |dpk‘2
|| sin (A log | pxl)

~ 1
|pk|:exp[ﬂ- (lk+7)] ’
Ak 2

where [}, is an integer. pr can be expressed as a function pg(z) of the complex coordinate z on C. Although
pr(2) have singularities in C—U?_, Dy, it is well-defined around 9Dy, and the three-holed sphere corresponds

to the region
o> exn | i+ 5 )|
z X o - .
Pk p A k 5

The explicit forms of py(z) are given by [20}/21]

The boundary 0Dy, corresponds to

w(rg, )\2 As) I 2F1(1+1>\1 z>\2+z)\3 1+iA— z/\z —iA3 . 1+Z)\1, ) Xy
pl(z) = € M Z(]‘_Z) /\1 1-4) +z)\ idg 1-i) +z>\ +i\ ’
2F1( LAy —idg 122 2.1 — i )
1
1+’L)\2 ’L)\1+’L)\3 1+2)\2 ’L)\l 1)\3 ixg
2022130) 1( 1+idg;l—2)]72
p2(z) = e (1-2)z % “ix +z,\ “ida 1-ix j/\ Tix ’
( 2 1=t 2 1 3.1 - Z)\g; 1-— Z)
( ) v()\g )\2 A 1( 1) 2F1 (1+74/\3—;)\2+2)\1’ 1+Z>\3—;)\2—l)\1 ; 1 + Z)\?,; %) % (A 1)
z = e — — - > - - ; - s .
P3 2 2F1 (1—1A3+;)\2—z/\1 , 1—1/\3+;A2+1)\1 : 1- Z)\Sa %)
where L4idg +idg i) L4idg —idg i)
. 7 +17 7 7 —17 +1
G20 (A1 A2, 28) _ D(-i);)? 7( N S)V( N 3) (A.2)
- F(Z)\l)z ,y(1—’£)\1—;)\2+i)\3),y<1—’i>\1+;>\2+i)\3)7 '
and
1) =
r(l-=z)°
Notice that
p2(z) = Pl(l—z)|>\1<_>>\2 )
1
p3(z) = pi(=) ;
2 XA
z
P1(2)|)\2<_,)\3 = _Pl(z_l)»
1
P2(z)|>\1<_>>\3 = _P2(;)a
p3(2)n o, = —p3(1-2), (A.3)

hold. Attaching flat semi-infinite cylinders to the boundaries of the three holed sphere, we get a surface
conformally equivalent to a three punctured sphere. The local coordinates on the cylinders are given by

Wi(2) = exp [—)\ik (Zk + %)] or(2), (A.4)
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up to a phase rotation and the metrics on the cylinders become

Notice that Imz = 0 gives geodesics connecting the boundary components and perpendicular to them. There-
fore W}, = £1 become the basepoints which are used to define the twist parameters of the Fenchel-Nielsen
coordinates [40].

For studying various properties of the amplitudes, it is useful to examine the limits L; — 0,00 of the
formula . Since the behavior does not depend on k because of 7 we consider the case k= 1. In the
limit Ly = 27 - 0, implies

(A1, A2, A3) = nw + e + O(AD),

where

C:2’y+%[¢(1+Z>\;+Z)\3)+1/}(1_Z)\;_Z)\3)+’(/}(1_ZA;+2A3)+w(1+ZA;_ZA3)]ER,

and n € Z. From (A.1) and (A.4), we get
2~ e—c+)f’—l(l~1+%—n)VV1 .
I, should be taken [20] so that I; —n = -1 and we eventually obtain
71_2
z~e WL (A.5)

The limit L; = 2wrA; — oo can be obtained from the Fuchsian equation. We get

2~ AW, +O(Ai1)' (A.6)

B BRST identity

In this appendix, we would like to prove

<Eg,n,L|B6g—6+2n-éié1 "'BZH Z Q(a)

a=1

al Qn

=d I:(Zg,n,L|Bﬁg—’7+2nB1 "'Bn

+ Z(2g,n7L|Bﬁg_6+2nB;1-..Bga-..égn] , (B.1)
a=1
where
39-3+n
Bog-rson = 3. [H(b(@ls)b(&s)) /\(dls/\de)][b(&‘lt)dlt-rb(an)dn]
t=1 s#t s#t
Be B 1 Qg =+
@\ bg (01, )b(s, e L6 L AL, AdB, g = -

U
)
|

0 Qg =+
e T \bg(ap, ) B -EED AL, + b(9p, e ES LD A, g = -
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It is straightforward to derive (2.17)) and (5.1) from (B.1J).

Decomposing X ,, 1, into pairs of pants, (X4 , 1| can be expressed in terms of (X 31| In order to prove
(B.1), we will study some of the properties of (X0 3 |- (X0,3,L| satisfies

(Z0,3.LI01)|W2)[Ws) = (Wi 0 Oy, (0)W5 " 0 Oy, (0)W5 0 O, (O))CU{M} :

Here we take the local coordinate on Cu {oo} to be the z in appendix [A| and Wy (2) is given in (A.4). We
introduce the twist angles 6, by deforming (¥¢ 31| as

3. 4 (r@_7@
<EO,3,L| N (20,3,L| H ezea(Lo‘l -L{® ),

a=1
so that we have
S 0. (LO L)
(2073;L| H@ e 0 |‘Il1>|\112)|l1/3) = (fl 00\1’1(0)f2OO‘I’z(O)f3OO‘I’3(O)>Cu{oo} ) (BQ)
a=1

where

fa(wa) = Wa_l (6i0"'wa) :
(B.2) implies

3 o (L[ € 1nC 1 nC
(oanl [T D = 3 (1000, (01220, 0152 O, (0)) gy (LI

11,%2,13

which can be regarded as the definition of the state (X 31|
Following the formula (2.4]), we define

3

b(dL,) = > u"0L,).

a’=1

3
T(,) = > T0r,),
a’=1

with
' dwqr O for Owy AWy Ofgr OWgr -, _
b(a) b = _% a a a b W) — a a a b »
(Or.) ) 2mi 0L, 0z )" R omi oL, oz )
’ dwlaflawl d@/afraﬂ)f—,
T(a) 9 = _% a a a T W) — a a a T W)
(Or.) ) 2mi 9L, 0z~ ) P om oL, oz L)
Here T(z), T (%) are the stress tensors of the worldsheet theory and we have
{Q,6(9L,)} =T(0L,), (B.3)

with )
Q=2Q").

It is possible to show that for any state |¥}),

dwar O fur Oy Qv O fur O
[ 5% omi 0L, 02 W)= P oL oz
=-0r, [far 0 Ow(0)],

T(wa,)] Fur 0 Og(0)
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holds. Hence we obtain

3 @ 7@ 3 @7
(So,3,LIT(0r,) [T "o L) — Y (SoslT(dL,) [T e Fo 50D lpi Vi, e, Mook, 1606, 165 |

a=1 i1,12,13 a=1
- Z aLa <f1 ° O‘If1 (0)f2 © O\IJ2 (0)f3 ° 0‘1’3(0)>(Cu{oo} <90:3|<90(z:2|<90§1|
11,i2,13
S o (L@@
= —(’)Lu <20)37L|H61 allo ' ~Lg™) . (B4)
a=1

We can also define

_i(b(()a) - B(()ll)) )
_i(L(()a) - I_/(()a)) )

(e, )
T(0,)

and it is easy to prove
{Qv b(a9a, )} = T(aea,) )

3 . a 7 (a 3 . a 7F(a
(S05.LIT(0p,) [T 56”1670 = —8,, | (Bg5.0 [T 0”251 (8,) | - (B.5)

a=1 a=1

b(0r,),T(0L,),b(dy,) and T'(0p, ) satisty the following commutation relations:

[T(9r,),b(0r,,)] = 0r,b(0r,)-0r,b(0L,),

[T(01.),b(,,)] = -0,b(L,),

[0(91,),T(0s,,)] = —0p,b(0L,),

(T'(06.),b(0s,,)] = 0. (B.6)

Using (B-3), (B-4), (B.5) and(B.6), it is straightforward to show
... 3
(So3,.L1Ba, B2, B2, 3, Q1
a=1
=d[(Soswl (b, B2, BE, + B, b2 B3 +BL B2 b )], (B.7)
which is (B.1)) for g =0,n = 3.

Other cases can be proved by using . Let us consider the next simplest case g = 1,n = 1. The surface
state (X711 1| can be expressed as

) _
(Z11,0] = Z123(20,3,@,1%17)|€w”(L° Lo )|‘Pi)2|@j>3(¢§|@§>(_1)n%
,]

. (2) _7(2)
198(S0.3. (1.1, 1€ 0 TE6 ) Ryg) (B.8)

Using this, we obtain
_ _ e
(11,01B2BaQ = 123(X0.3,(L,1,.1 )|BzBéQ(1)€w”(LU LoD | Rys)
oty

.3 ) @ _7(2)
= 193(20,3,(Lto i) [(0(81,) +b(81,))b(0p, ) BE Y- QW e (o =L )| Rys) dl, A db.,

a=1 l2:l3:l7

(B.9)
In going from the first line to the second line, we have used

(Q® +Q®)|Ry3) = 0. (B.10)
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Using , we eventually get

5 51 _i0, (LD -L
sty o 2 59, (402,03 ¥ (e K v ol
(X1,1,21B2Ba@ o [123(203(“ 15)[b(9, ) Bl Fo Lo )|R23)” oy, Ay Adb

~1 (2) _7(2)
+ 01, (128 (B0.8,(5.12.) (B0, ) Bae® F0” 1070 Ry )| dly A dfy
Y

lo=l3=

~q (2)_7(2)
+ 00, [123(508, (2,121 (B0, ) + B(D1,)) Bl F0” 10D | Ry | dly A df,
Y

la=l3=
~1 4 (2) _7(2)
+123(20,3,(L.15.1) | (012 ) + b(D13))b(Dg, b e’ (Fo -~ Fo )|R23)|

= d[(21,1,0](B1Ba + Baba)] - (B.11)

dl, A db,
l"f

l2=l3=

The proof for all the other cases goes in the same way. We use induction with respect to 2g -2 +n. So far

we have shown (B.1)) for 2¢9—2+n = 1. Assuming that (B.1]) is true for 29—2+n = K > 0, let us prove (B.1) for

2g -

2+n=K+1. (¥,,1| can be expressed by (X 31| and surface states with 29 — 2+ n < K by factorizing

the surface as in Figure [5| or Figure Using the induction hypothesis, we obtain (B.1)) for (X,,, 1| in the
same way as we did for (¥11,1|-
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