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String theory derivation of RR couplings to D-branes
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Abstract

We derive the couplings of D-branes to the RR fields from the first principles, i.e. from
the nonlinear o-model. We suggest a procedure to extract poles from string amplitudes
before the eventual formula for the couplings is obtained. Using the fact that the parts of
amplitudes with poles are irrelevant for the effective action this procedure ultimately
simplify the derivation since it allows us to omit these poles already from the very
beginning. We also use the vertex for the RR fields in the (=3, —1) ghost picture as the
useful tool for the calculation of such string amplitudes. We carry out the calculations in
all orders of brane massless excitations and obtain the Myers-Chern-Simons action. Our
goal is to present the calculations in full technical details and specify the approximation in

which one obtains the action in question.

1 Introduction

The couplings of the RR fields to the D-branes have been intensively studied recently
from the various points of view. In several cases they were determined using anomaly inflow
arguments , E, , @, E] But this approach is inconsistent when transversal scalars are
nonzero. In this case the couplings were derived using properties of the string theory with
respect to T-duality transformations [ﬂ] or using some mathematical tools [ﬂ] Unfortunately
when scalars are nonzero the interaction between the RR fields and excitations of branes
becomes more complicated, but it still preserves a nontrivial gauge symmetry [ Several of
Féle% rﬁults were checked in the leading orders by calculating string-scattering amplitudes

, 1Ld, L.

In this paper we study the couplings of RR fields to a stack of N D-branes in the type
IT superstring theory by calculating string-scattering amplitudes. We restrict ourself to the
tree-level amplitudes in the low-energy limit. We also assume that the only nontrivial fields
are massless RR fields C, gauge fields A, and scalar fields ®°.

The main difficulty in this approach is the calculation of integrals over locations of vertex
operators. This problem become more and more complicated when the number of vertexes
increases. However in order to determine the effective action we are looking for only a part of
all integrals is needed. In fact, in order to determine the effective action for fields rather than
sources one has to make the Legendre transformation. In the case of tree-level scattering
amplitudes this transformation becomes simple — one just has to remove all terms with poles
in momentum and leave finite in arbitrary momentum part. If this extraction of singularities
(poles in amplitudes) could be done before the calculation of integrals the derivation of
couplings simplifies drastically. Because most of complicated, but irrelevant expressions can
be omitted. In the next section we suggest the procedure of such extraction and discuss it’s
application in details. Note that the integrals for the finite parts of the amplitudes are simple
and can be calculated for arbitrary number of vertex operators. The result is presented in
appendix.

Before proceeding with the general case with both nontrivial A, and ®; in section 4 we
consider the simplified case, when all matrix-valued scalars vanish. We use the RR vertex
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in (—%, —%) picture during this consideration. In order to compare our result with the well-

known one [m] it is necessary to integrate by parts at the end. In the general case nonzero
scalar fields play the role of transversal coordinates and the RR field depends on them.
That’s why integration by parts and carrying out other calculations is more complicated
when scalars are nontrivial. We avoid these difficulties by using RR vertex in the (=3, —3)
picture, accordingly to the discussion in [ﬂ] This approach allows us to obtain low-energy
effective action in all orders of gauge and scalar fields.

The paper is organized as follows: in the next section we discuss the separation of the
amplitudes into the finite part and the part with poles. In sections 3 and sections 4 we
calculate the contribution from the first part and see that it gives us the full Myers [H]

action. Section 5 ends the paper by conclusions.

2 Separation of amplitudes

Our aim now is to devide the string amplitudes, given by the following o-model correlator

Tr </VRR Pexp %VA@ > (1)

= P

with vertexes Vrr and V4 ¢ for RR and gauge/massless matter fields respectively, into two
parts. The first should contain finite terms (1PI graphs) and the second one — all poles
from 1PR graphs.

It is clear that poles in amplitudes arise when two vertex operators merge (come close to
each other). We could consider the Wick pairing between those vertices, which never merge.
These pairings contribute to finite (1PI) part and so to the effective action.

In oder to avoid SLgy divergence one should fix the location of several vertex operators.
If we fix Vg then there is a hole set of Wick pairings between Vi and all others, which
are finite in the above sense.

We assume that besides those, finite at first glance terms, all others terms contribute
only to S-matrix poles and do not contain part finite in all momentum. According to our
assumption we are going to consider only Wick pairings between Vrr and V4 ¢, but omit
all pairings between V4 ¢ themselves, because all pairs of V4 ¢ meet together during the
integration over 9%. We also conclude that the separation should preserve SLo since we
have already fixed it. In other case the result would depend on symmetry-fixing condition.

We will use the following vertex operators: with ghost number —1 in the next section

Vil(z) = AL(P)e(z)e ®E ik (2)e?PeX () 5 c g% (2)
and with ghost number 0 in the section 4

V8 0(2) = e(z) 2P [ A(P),0X%(2) + o' Fu (P4 (2)+ 5
3
+ B(P)OX'(2) + ia/[@:, ®5 (Y (2) + 20/ D@, (P4 (2) |

Indexes p, v, ... correspond to dimensions along D)-brane , ¢, j,...— along transversal direc-
tions and A, B,...— along all. We use doubling trick [[J] in ({),(f) and therefore all the
fields on the boundary 0% depend on z but are independent on z. Note that the conformal
ghost anomaly on the disk is —2. Hence to have non-zero correlation function the total ghost
charge of vertex operators in (f) should be 2.

It is important that vertices (E) contain terms, which are nonlinear in external fields.
These quadratic in A, and &’ expressions are so-called contact terms . Their origin is the
following. We are interested in the on-shell amplitudes. The correct way to obtain them is to
take from (E) only linear part and then calculate o-model correlator with arbitrary external
momentum. After this one should put the momentum on-shell. Unfortunately carrying out



this programm in all orders in 4, and ®° is complicated and have never been done. But if
one adds contact terms to vertexes before the calculation starts, one can calculate corelator
with on-shell momentum. These results should coincide. Thus contact terms are very useful
in simplification of our calculations.

The RR vertexes are [fl, [J]

V(_%)_%)(w ’lI)) —
RR )

= /leP (P_3)*#(P) : c(z)e_¢(w)/2eiPAXA(w)Sa(w) $ 0(2)6_¢(w)/26iPAXA(w)Sﬂ(zD) :

~0 i2v2ma/ _iPaxA A, S o
sﬂw%=@gﬁ3ﬁ/ﬁmxe PaX %MAMAX)FMWFP“WHWWplwcﬂﬂ
11 x / v A A~y B (4)
Po=0+£T"), Sag.a,,, =@ +2)04,Ca,..a,,,) X°=DpX
05, A<p
pg=¢ " (5)
—op, A>p
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(=3.=3) o\ —
Vir (w,w) =
= /leP C?(P) : c(z)e_3¢(w)/2eiPAXA(w)/zsa(w) $ c(é)e_‘i’(w)meiPAXA(@Sﬂ(zD) :
Ao Zﬁﬂ- —1 A A, : !
c'B(P)::gigyi;Tﬁ /1f0xfe PAXT Cuyon, (X) DA IO TP T CF P,

5/

(6)
The coefficient % is taken for convenience here. The origin of (E) will be discussed in
section 4.

Now we are going to consider Wick pairing between X fields. In the low-energy limit
P,P* — 0 Wick pairings between ¢2£X”(2) are proportional to |(z1 — z2)[2* P12 — 1 and
finite, even when vertexes merge.

The pairing between 9, X4(z;)et™»X " (21) and e»X"(22) in the P2 — 0 limit goes to

L and is singular when z; — z».

Z1—22

Note that there is a significant difference between operators A,0X* and ®;0X* . In fact,
operator 4,0, X" could be contracted with all other vertexes and SL2 covariant expression
is the sum over all these contractions (see example below). As we mentioned above, among
the latter there are divergent terms which we omit in our calculations. So all the sum—all
pairings should be omitted to respect SL,. While ®;0, X? can be contracted separately with
Ca,... A (X*, X?), giving rise to the following SLo covariant expression

X(w, @) 0,X1(2,7 = >=—'”L—&:EL— 7
< (w, @) (2,2 =2) g (w=2)(@—2) (7)
That is why ®;0,, X" should be taken into account in the course of our calculations.

Now recall how to calculate the CFT correlator between : ¥ : and some others operators

O 14, 3, [.9):

<: PP (2) 2 0% (1) s OR (22) :> =
" ) )
Z fm(2,2m) p(Mag)y™ <: O7" (x1) t oo : Op () ¢ oot Op™ () :>
m=1

Here a,, denotes the index in any representation of Lorentz group O(9,1), p(MW)g:n" is the
representation of the generator Map and f,,(z, x,,) is a function corresponding to operator



Oy,. For example,

1

Z—T

p(M,)G =65 - gac — 08 - gpo — fundamental representation

(9)

O=1y%: f=

In the case of spin operator Sy:

1 1
o=5, f= m p(Mu)5 = E[I‘“, ['¥]§ — spinor representation (10)

Formula ) should be modified a little when O,, =: 1/)01/10, ;. In fact, in this case
1 cc’ _

f=-— rMuw)pp = (68 - 94005, — 05 - gBo) + 05(6p, - gpor — 0fy - gacr) (1)

(p is the generator of the Lorentz group in the tensor square of the fundamental representa-
tion) and we should also add

%(gAclch — gACgB <: O (x1) & v O+ .. 0% (2) :> (12)
(z — xm)
to the RHS of (f). Hat means that O,, is omitted in ([2).

If one wants to calculate the correlator with more than one : ¥ : operator one has to
continue by induction: calculating step by step, decreasing the number of operators : ¥ :
inside the correlator by one per one step. If the correlator is complicated it is convenient to
represent graphically all items in the final sum. This technic is developed and discussed in

).

To complete the evaluation of correlators like (§) we use the following results [[L5, [Ld]

( Sa(w) Sp(@) )= Caplw— )~ (13)
and
( 85(0) Sulw) ¥4()) = SThsw =9 F@-nFw-0F (g

Now we are ready to discuss the separation of fermion fields correlators. We start with
considering an example which can help us to realize the specific features of S Ly invariance of
such correlation functions. An important point here is that both parts, finite one (1PI) and
the one with poles in momentum, should be represented as the integrals of SLs covariant
expressions.

The example is (all vertexes are taken without c-ghost part here)

-1

(Vi (w0, %, p) Vi (2, )V, k) = PRSI s v

I . o 2"
\/5 { \/5 H (p)Au(k)Au(kl)Faﬁ |:($ _ U}) + (;17 — '(I)) + (I — Z):| +
1

+§Ho¢ﬂ (p) AL (k) Fy (K1) [(ZUPF“C)aﬁ @ i o) + (IMCE)ap i o } +

1
+Ha6(p)Au(k)Fop(kl) [QGHFZB - gp“l"gﬁ} (z — 2) } )
N 1
H = (P-)3977 Tgs = ([")3Cs, WP =g[0ATP] p* =k =K1 =0, p+k+k =0
(15)
We want now to separate eq. (@) into two parts, preserving action of SLy group. The first

term is covariant due to on-shell condition k, A, (k) = 0. Second term is also covariant due
to the following property of the gamma-matrixes

v




(£77)2 (T%)5, Cep = — ()5, Cer (277)5 (16)

This property could be derived easily with the convenient choice of matrix of charge conju-
gation Cqop = Cgq and it’s main property Co, (I*)7(C71)%% = (T'*)2[LF).
In fact, we use that

Cary (B") ] = Cay (TI)F(CTH2Cee (TY)E(CTH)C, 5 = (T (TVN)1C, 5 = —(2)1Cyp
(17)
and

(T2 (X77)5 = (B77)(T")§ (18)
The identity ([L) is true in the case, when p # p and p # o. This completes the derivation

of (E)

The last term in ([L) seems to be non-covariant. But if y is equal either p or ¢ then

(B7PTHC)ap + (THCEP) 43 (19)

is equal to
—97M" o5 + 97T (20)

and together two last terms from (E) are covariant.

Thus, since the first and the last terms are singular when x — z, by assumption, only the
second term contributes to the effective action in question. As well we also have obtained
a nontrivial constraint that all three indexes y, p, o in the second term should be different.
This consideration could be easily generalized to arbitrary correlation function in question.

In another words we see that separation of the correlators such as (]II) could be done
in two steps. First, it is necessary to skip 4,0, X" from V{ ;. Second, it is necessary to
consider Wick pairings (items in (E), or graphs in another Words) only between Vrpr and
any other vertexes. As was described in the above example, we also have constraint that all
operators 1? in vertexes, connected by Wick pairings, have all distinct vector indexes.

3 RR couplings to gauge fields only

In this section we carry out all necessary calculations when matter fields ®; are absent
and derive RR couplings in this case.

We use VRj% and one V 'in our calculus and preserve transformations C' — C + dA
explicitly. Really, as mentioned in introduction VR;% depends only on & = dC and does
not change under such transformations. On the other hand the gauge invariance under
A, = A, + Do is not explicit in this approach until the eventual result is obtained.

Thus, we change

Pexp 1% (21)
{
from (fll) to

n

-1 0 _ -1 0
1+ PE_O %VA T j{VA _1+/0 dt P %VA exp j{tVA
= oom )y >

0%
(22)
in order not to change total ghost number of correlator.



First item — 1 — in this expression corresponds to the fact that D-brane is the source
for the R-R field under which it is charged:

1

This coupling is non-perturbative from the first-quantized string theory point of view [E] and
we will add it by hands in the end of our calculations. At this step we remove 1 from (£3).

Unfortunately the naive expression @) does not preserve SUSY. We see that all ver-
texes V§ have been changed by multiplication by ¢. Recall that the contact terms are
simply the integrals of total derivative from two-point correlation function of the linear in
A, vertexes [LJ). Hence, if Vi = A,(X)0- X" + 209, A, (X) : "¢ : change into ¢V, then
V. = o/[Au, AJ)(z) : ¢Hp” : should become proportional to t2. This means that correct
contact term is t2V, and we change

F., =0,A, —0,A,+i[A,, A (24)
from () by

Fl, =t0,A, —td,A, +it*[A,, A)] (25)

Now the action in question is given by

1
S = Tr/ dt <VR1;P {VAl exp (7{ ngt) }> (26)
0 ) CFT

V8, = o'FL, (P’ (z)e?FrX"(2) (27)

where

and we consider only that Wick pairings in (E), which are shown in graph 1

Sa(w)

dj#kfl 1/}ka1 1/)#2 1/)1’2

—00 0
Tk—1 Tk z x1 Z2 +

graph 1 Sp(w)

Before our calculus starts note that P-ordering could be dropped. This is so because
traces over one matrix Ay and several matrixes Fﬁl, in arbitrary order are equal to each

other, if these traces are multiplied by some tensor TA#1*1 with property

TAHIVL ik Vh e fUVLe — ARLVL VL i V- (28)

In our case tensor T" appears from the correlation function (B(]) (see below) —the fermion
functions correlator from (@) The property @) is guaranteed by bose-symmetry.



This leads us to the following expression for the action

S = /d p+1X E E / diZ?1/ dxk C\\S‘AOWAP+1(X'U',X,L = O)X
k=0 " VTo° -

i2v/2ma/ _ 1
Sy 1oy @ A @ 2w =) (w— 2)3 (@ — 2)3 (w — @)

X

sl

o

X PFAO...r*“pwlrpﬂ...FQFll} (C7) (Salw)Sp(@)e™ (2) ™ (1) + s W () )

y gr.1

1
x (a)¥ / dETr [ANXPVEL, , (X7 B, (X9)]
0
(29)
The integral over D-brane world-volume appears from the integral over zero modes of string
coordinates in the functional integral for @) Here

AR . 1,/,V1 . . ko/yVk . _ (Cl—‘)\)aoﬂo
(Saw)Sa(@ (2): 94" @) s WM 1)) | = e
L[l gan (o [ giher g (s

><§ (1 —w) + (1 —w) x 2 (xf — w) (xf, — @)

(30)
In a full analogy with the example from section 2 the equal indexes in the set pq, v1, ..., g, Vi, A
correspond to singular expressions, when some of z;, z coincide. Assuming that all p1,v1, ..., g, Vi, A
are distinct we rewrite @) as

1 k

22k

A v v, (’LU—’LI))
(g g .

(w—2)2 (0 —2)2 (w—w)7 (z —w)(z1 —©)...(2x — w)(TR — @)
(31)

Combining it with (R9) and performing the integration overf] z; one gets

S:/derlX ZC\\YAOWAP,+1(X“,XZ-:O)X
k=0

2 a
x— = P,I‘A"...I‘APHFPH...FgI‘”} c1y8 [r* syl x o (32)
3200 + 2)] [ L) o
(iwa/)kﬂ ! t t
SR /0 dt Ay(XMEL , (XP).FL, (X"

The T from P_ in (BJ) has a simple interpretation, due to identity

1
(p' +2)!

1

o L TS, s,
(9—p)! e (33)

xF =8

Ao T4+, a4, =

This means that besides the action with the RR fields C' one gets the action with dual RR
fields C' (3 = dC). In order to make calculus simple we remove I''* from (B2) and remember
that the action for dual RR fields should be added at the end.

Using the explicit expression for the trace over gamma matrixes one finds that

I This is done in appendix A.



N\k+1

! 2(ira) ,
_ +1
S = /0 dt/dp X 1;70 e () Gz

M1V MEVEk

Kty (XX = 0) T [ ANCE)ED 1y (X)) | 0o

1
=(=1)P (27m'0/)/ dt/ Tr [%/\ ANk }
0 top
(34)
Here e4o% is a (p + 1)-dimensional absolutely antisymmetric tensor.
Our result (B4) has a remarkable structure: it is the product of external derivative & = dC

and the Chern-Simons term [[[g]

1
CS”:/ dt Tr |ANF'N . NF! (35)
The Chern-Simons term is changed by full derivative under the gauge transformations 4, —

A, + D, o and this proves the gauge invariance of the action S. Its derivative is proportional
to a gauge invariant Chern character [@]

1
dcs™ = Tr |FA...\NF (36)
1 —

n -+
n+1 times

After integration by parts the final answer is [, ] (A = 2mia)

S = / Tr(Cnrel),, (37)

4 RR couplings to both gauge and matter fields

4.1 RR vertex with (-2, —1) ghost number

In the end of previous section we showed that the use of V7, é leads to necessity to integrate by
]

parts in the final expression (B4)-(B7). From the answer [f] we know that when nonabelian
fields ® are present the RR field C' becomes the function of ®° rather than X* and the
integration by parts is much more complicated then. Thus in this section instead of Vg, Rl, (E)
we will use Vi, }% (E) Vertex operator Vg, 1% could be constructed by the analogy with operator
Vz, }% as the product of two spin vertices [@, E] (in the left and right sectors) with defined
ghost numbersﬂ. Moreover V}{}% and VRT}% are connected by the picture-changing procedure.
For further consideration it is convenient to represent Vypg as

VDY p §)9PY TR )V (@
RR = (P-9)*"Va (w)Vﬁ (w),

Vig ™ = T )y (), -
Vi F (@) = (@) Vi (@) = e(@)e~ 3D 5, (5)eiPaX (@)
W =w,w, X(w)=Xw), X@) =X(w),
The BRST operator , @ is given by
@BrsT = Qo + Q1 + Q2, (39)

2For similar consideration see



where Qo is built from the generators of the Virasoro algebra, @Q;—from the supersymmetry
generator and Qs is needed for Q% zsr = 0. Since both \N/a_% and V., 2 have conformal
dimension 1, both commutators [Qo,Va 2] = 0. It is also straightforward to see that
commutators [Qa, V(;%], for S =1, 3 are equal to zero as well. But

[@1ve F )] = ZiPa)2v Faw) # 0

_s 1 . _s
Q1. Va2 (@)] = —=iPADRT )2V, Fn(w) #0
V2
On-shell condition d3 = d * 3 = 0 leads to Py (FA)S‘Y‘C\%’W = PA(I‘A)QC\%M = 0. However for
the CP this is not true, because dC' = S # 0 (d*C = 0 is the gauge-fixing condition — the
11
analog of 0,4, = 0). The consequence is that when V}gRQ’ 2) is BRST closed the vertex

(40)

31
VéRQ’ 2) is not closed.
It could be demonstrated by straightforward calculations, that

{QBRSTagVa_%(w)} = %ZPA(PA)QV/B_%(W) (41)
when
[QBrsT, V4 ' (2)] = Vi (42)

where ¢ is the superconformal ghost. Note that there is no P_ in the definition for V2
and therefore after £ manipulation [E] in the left sector we obtain V! with removed P_.
This means that in the end of calculations with V=2 one should simply add the action for
the dual RR fields. But this is not the end of the story. Since V2 is not BRST closed
correlation function with V=2 and with V! are not equal! However they are proportional
to each other. More carefully

1 (—1,-1) _ _
278 <V332 ’ (w,w)VAV}D(z)fVX@.--%V,g,q>> -

1 - 11
Tﬁsaﬁ déo <Va Vy F(w, 0)E(x)Vy 5(2) f VR g ]{ V,S,«p> =

C’aﬁ/dﬁo <[QBRTS,§Va_%(w)]vﬂ_%(@f(z)vfhé(z)f{VX@"'%VX"D> -
=P <Va%(w)V5%(w)VX@(Z)]{VX7¢---%V£,¢> +

1
2v2

Noting that

/dfg <: §(w)67%¢(w) 5 n(w)e%¢(@) : 6(2)67(;5(2) :> = <: e 30(W) .. p=30(@) .. ,—0(2) :>

C’aﬁiPA(FA)g /d§0 <: §VQ_%(w) $ nV.Y% () :: §V1;<11)(Z) $ %VX@ HIU %VX@ :>

and
P TOrirA = (—1)P D4 Bt rorit (45)

we conclude that
—= (Vi P, o)Vih () Ve § VR0 ) = (ViR P w0V () § Ve o f V8
V2 RR ) A,® A,peer AD ) = RR W, w)VA e A A,d

(46)
when P_ removed from V~!. Therefore the action in question is given by

S =+2Tr <VR—]§ Pexp (7{ 1%} <D>> (47)
o CFT



4.2 The origin of the symmetric trace

Let us explain now the appearance of the symmetrized trace Str in the action we are looking
for. For a moment let us consider a generic correlator

TrP /OO dxl.../oo di <V(:1:1) ...V(xn)D(w)>,

V=Aa+Bb+..+Cec

Here A, B, ...,C are the chan-paton matrixes and a,b, ..., c are the vertex operators in o-
model. For any location of z1, ..., x, we have

(48)

TrP (V) V() D(w)) =
Tr< (Aa+Bb+ ...—|—C’c)(:1:1-1) (Aa+Bb+ ...+Cc) (:Ein)D(w)>, (49)

Ty, <..<mz, VkKeln ipeln zpx=ap= k=FK

Opening the brackets in (@) and using the symmetry of the correlation functions (at this
moment we assume it, but it is explicit in our case—see (b3) and (f4) below)

< ...a(xi)...b(xj)...> :< ...b(a:i)...a(a:j)...> (50)

one could easily demonstrate that @) is given by the sum over all ”words” of the length n
consisting of the ”letters” a,b, ..., c inside the correlator (in the arbitrary order) multiplied
by the sum of trace over the ”"words” also with length n and made from ”letters” A, B, ..., C.
But the ST'r is exactly this sum (divided by the numbers of such words) by definition. And
one could write ([§) as

/Oo dxl.../oo de, Y ﬁsw[ A(xl)...A(xla)...C(xll)...C(xlc)} x

- - lat...Hle=n (51)

><< a(a:l)...a(a:la)...c(xll)...c(xlc)D(w)>

Thus we see that STr appears from the string-scattering amplitudes in the natural way.

4.3 Calculus

Using the general result (FI)) we present the action ([[q) without the term (23) in the form
oo l+m+n+r==k

S=v2) Y /dp“X/ood:vl.../ood:ckx

k=1 l,m,n,r
iﬂ-ﬁ s nm4+n-+r T 7 1
xm2 (o) (a:l—w)(xl—w)(w—w)é(:rl—z)mx
1 k!

% e (Cag.ay (X7, X0, X (21).0.0, X (1) ) [T DA DPHLDTH (€710

Y

. < Se(w)Sg(w) : PFp* (1) ¢ oz PFr Y (ay) -
o gpight (1)t pimahim (X)) 1/1’\11#51(:61) Dt w’\TwsT(xr) : > X

gr.1

% STr { By (X1)... B (X Foyy (X1)or Fp oy (X

(@i @5, (X9). @i @5, | (XH) D, @y, (XP)... D, B, (X4) |

Tm )

(52)

10



Fermion correlator was already discussed and here we present only the result
( Saw)Sp (@) 6 (1) o () -

R (1) 1. pimapdm (Tm) = Py (1)t 1/1’\7‘1/157‘(:%) : >qT.1 =

1 e \ (53)
= = [ pevephdl giminyhis yAese o] x
24 B

" (w — w)*

, g=m+n+r

(w— @)1 (2 — w)(x) — D)...(xg — w) (T4 — D)

Correlator between X is also easy to calculate using Wick’s rule and Fourier image of (ﬂ)

( COX) )0 X" (@1)...0,X " (w1) ) =

*EL(X”OK XX (w) 2 0, X () axﬂ(a:-)>— 4
NG (e P *On ir)-+On W)= (54)
1 olc gt giit]\(w — w)!

_ 1 P 0V (—ia)
= X axr = O e e = w) o — )

Substituting last two formulae into (53) and adding (R3) one obtains the RR couplings
to D-branes

x© 0 X ’L7TO( m+n+7‘2r

5=y 3> [aerx T

m=0n=0r=0

% Sp {PAO...FAP’FPH...FgF”E“l”l...E“"”"Eiljl...Eimjmz’\lsl...E’\TsT] x

(55)
1 i i
X STr{ (X, X = [A®) ag.. ay P (X Fray (X1
(@i, @3, (X9). @i, @5, ] (XF) Do, By (X7)... D, @y, (X7} =
/ FHXHSTy Z z Z o ] [, B
XC(XH, @) iy Gomimks.. kror...o0 X
) " (56)
X DAlékl...DArékrﬁmel...F#n,,n X
X62n7p+2m_pl€>\l~~~>\T(71"'0-8H1U1"'/J/7lun,
s=p +1—r—-2m
Using the following notations
Eul.“MnP[C]MLnun = 6M1~~~Hn Z (5) C:LnDul(I)h"'Dum(I)lmCi1~~~imHm+1mHn7 m=n-— k
m=0
(57)
and
L 1 . .
el C =Cpyn, + ' Cjing..a, ,+ §<1>Z<1>J<1>Z ' Clijriragny , + oo (58)

the final expression can be represented as:

g — /STT (P [ oMo lo (Xquz' _ |/\|(I)i> ] A ) (59)

top
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5 Conclusions

In this paper we obtain low-energy effective action which describes the interaction between
massless Ramond-Ramond and gauge/matter fields by calculating tree-level string scuttering
amplitudes. Many results were already derived in this way. Among them open-string low-
energy action (so-called Born-Infeld) and it’s nonabelian generalizations [@, @, , @]
This approach was already used in oder to check the results, derived in other ways (see
introduction).

Unfortunately this approach usually is not useful since the calculations in all orders are
very complicated.

Moreover after calculations it is necessary to carefully extract all singularities (poles
in external momentum) and this leads to additional difficulties. In the general case this
extractions could not be done before the explicit result for string amplitudes is obtained.

Our goal was to find the procedure, which extracts the poles before the explicit result is
obtained. We do not know how to prove our proposal carefully and leave it as assumption,
but considering only the Wick pairings between vertexes, which never merge leads to correct
result.

This assumption allow us to avoid tedious calculations, which ultimately difficult to carry
out in all orders. Really these calculations were successfully carried out only in leading orders
[L1) for RR couplings.

It will be very interesting to prove this assumption and also generalize it to the case
of arbitrary fields. For instance the calculations with tachyon could not be done using the
assumption in the described form because the off-shell amplitudes (and therefor SLs non-
invariant expressions) are relevant for this interactions [.

We also derive the vertex operator for RR filed in the (—%, —%) picture. It depends on
RR fields themselves rather than their fields strength and this simplify the derivation of
low-energy action. Note that this vertex is not BRST closed but it still leads to the right
result inside the correlators.

Thus we demonstrate that Myers-Chern-Simons action is really the consequence of the
superstring theory in the low-energy limit.
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7 Appendix A

In this appendix we are going to calculate the following integral

I= /OO dwl.../oo day (w — @)* _ (60)

oo oo (r1 —w)(x1 — W)...(xx — w)(xp — W)

The most convenient way to do this is to make analytical change of variables

T —1 14z

T —z= -, =1

T+ 1—=2

This is the transformation of the string world-sheet from upper-half plane to the unit disk. In
fact, if z € R then |z| = 1 and therefore z = €. The constraint +00 > x1 > ... >z > —00

transforms to 2w > t1 > ... >t > 0. It is straightforward to check that

(61)
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_ 2idz o 2i(z — )

SO

_ . . (2w — Zu?)k
el T I e e e s (©3)

Vi=T, .k |z =1
Since |z, < 1 and |zg| > 1 it is easy to evaluate (fJ) with the help of Cauchy theorem:

I = (2mi)k (64)

We see that I does not depend on w. This is the consiquence of the SL, invariance of (@)
under

, _ar+b B R (1 — x2)
Ccx+d (1 —w2) = (2 $2)_(0x1+d)(c;v2+d)

Note that SLo transforms the points +0o and —oo into the same point and (@) is explicitly
invariant under linear change of variables x — &’ = x + const. The latter transformation
belongs to SLy as well. All these considerations allow us to put w to any complex number
in the upper half plane without change of the result.

r— T

(65)
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