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Abstract

Sen’s formalism is a mechanism for eliminating constraints on the dynamical fields that are imposed

independently from equations of motion by employing spurious free fields. In this note a cyclic

homotopy associative algebra underlying Sen’s formalism is developed. The novelty lies in the

construction of a symplectic form and cyclic A8 maps on an extended algebra that combines the

dynamical and spurious fields. This algebraic presentation makes the gauge invariance of theories

using Sen’s formulation manifest.
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1 Introduction

Eliminating restrictions on fields as much as possible is almost always desirable in field theories.

Recently Ashoke Sen has introduced a novel mechanism for eliminating constraints that are imposed

on top of equations of motion (such as the self-duality constraints for p-form fields) motivated by

string field theory (SFT) [1–4], for reviews refer to [5–10]. Sen’s formalism for lifting constraints

introduces spurious fields to the theory that couple to the interacting fields at the level of the kinetic

term. The relevant equations of motion remain the same while imposing the constraint separately

is no longer required, but one has to pay price of having free fields that decouple from the spectrum

entirely. This approach has been implemented in various theories so far; ranging from eliminating

the self-duality constraint for the 5-form field strength of IIB supergravity [3,11], to the construction

of the Ramond sectors in super SFTs [1,2], to eliminating the notorious level-matching condition of

closed SFT [12,13].

In this brief note we construct a cyclic homotopy (associative) algebra, or A8 algebra, underlying

Sen’s formalism and its relation to the cyclic homotopy algebra whose elements are constrained. The

latter algebra is reviewed in section 2. The approach here eventually boils down to introducing a

new symplectic form and explicit A8 maps on an unconstrained algebra that contains not just the

original field Ψ, but also Sen’s spurious field rΨ, see section 3. This algebraic framework makes

the gauge invariance of Sen’s formalism manifest and its connection to the homotopy algebras and

Batalin-Vilkovisky formalism becomes more apparent. We also discuss generating the constrained

algebra from the unconstrained one in subsection 3.1. Although we exclusively work with A8

algebras we expect that the generalization to the remaining species of homotopy (loop) algebras is

a straightforward exercise.

Note added: As this work is finalized the author has been informed that there are some parallels

between the homotopy algebra in section 2.2 of [14] and the construction sketched here.

2 Cyclic A8 algebra with a constraint

We begin the note by reviewing the basics of cyclic homotopy algebras and its relation to the

field theory with constraints to facilitate the discussion. The form of the homotopy algebra in this

section is motivated from the structures appearing in SFT, the Ramond sector of open superstrings
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in particular [15, 16]. Considering the Neveu-Schwarz sector in this context amounts to a trivial

work so it will be kept implicit.

So start by imagining a Z-graded vector space H over the super-complex numbers C1|1 for which

the states |Ψy “ Ψ P H satisfy the constraint

XY |Ψy “ |Ψy , (2.1)

and the operators X,Y obey

XYX “ X , Y XY “ Y . (2.2)

It immediately follows that the operator XY is a projector pXY q2 “ XY . The operators X,Y are

fermionic (i.e. degree-even), but XpY q is assumed to increase (decrease) the grade by 1. We denote

the subspace of H obeying the constraint (2.1) by pH “ XYH.

These definitions are abstracted from the structures appearing within open super SFT [15,

16]. The grade for this special case is the picture number (plus 1/2) and the degree refers to the

Grassmannality (plus 1), while the operators X,Y are given by

X “ ´δpβ0qG0 ` δ1pβ0q b0 , Y “ ´c0 δ
1pγ0q , (2.3)

in terms of the modes of the bcβγ ghost system and the zero mode of the supercurrent G0. The

vector space H can be taken to be the small Hilbert space.1. However our considerations are not

just limited to open superstrings: an analogous structure can be found within the level-matched

closed bosonic SFT. In that case the grade is the (2 minus) ghost number and X “ b´
0 δpL´

0 q and

Y “ c´
0 for instance [12,13]. Here the mode L0 is the zeroth Virasoro charge.

Now suppose that a cyclic A8 algebra on the space pH is given. The most efficient way to present

this structure is through the tensor coalgebra [17, 18]

T pH ”

8
à

n“0

pHbn “ C1|1 ‘ pH ‘ p pH b pHq ` ¨ ¨ ¨ , (2.4)

with the natural projection maps

xπn : T pH Ñ pHbn . (2.5)

Let us introduce some cooperations on T pH before proceeding. The first one is the coproduct

∆ : T pH Ñ T pH b T pH defined by

∆ppΨ1 b ¨ ¨ ¨ b pΨnq ”

n
ÿ

m“0

ppΨ1 b ¨ ¨ ¨ b pΨmq b ppΨm`1 b ¨ ¨ ¨ b pΨnq , (2.6)

for pΨi P pH. This is a linear operation and b arises from the splitting provided by the coproduct ∆,

which is taken to be distinct from the ordinary tensor product b. The coproduct ∆ is coassociative,

1Acting the operators X,Y to an arbitrary graded state may be ill-defined like in superstrings. However we ignore

this subtlety to keep our discussion general. The actions, equations of motion, and gauge symmetries below still

remain well-defined in any case.
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i.e. it commutes the diagram

T pH T pH b T pH

T pH b T pH T pH b T pH b T pH

∆

∆ ∆b1

1b∆

Here 1 is the unit of the tensor coalgebra. Using the coproduct we can also define a coderivation

D : T pH Ñ T pH, which is a linear map satisfying the co-Leibniz rule

T pH T pH

T pH b T pH T pH b T pH

D

∆ ∆

1bD`D b1

We note that the commutator of two coderivations itself is a coderivation.2 Finally, define a coho-

momorphism F : T pH Ñ T pH, which is a linear map that commutes the diagram

T pH T pH

T pH b T pH T pH b T pH

F

∆ ∆

F bF

If a cohomomorphism is invertible it is a coisomorphism. The similar definitions apply to other

tensor coalgebras that appear in this note.

The A8 algebra on pH is compactly encoded in an odd nilpotent coderivation in T pH

m2 “ 0 , (2.7)

where 0 is the zero element of the tensor coalgebra. The coderivation m can be decomposed as

m “ m1 ` yδm “ m1 ` ym2 ` ¨ ¨ ¨ “ m1 `

8
ÿ

n“2

ymn , (2.8)

where the coderivation m1 is associated with the free theory and the rest comes from the n-point

interactions of the theory, i.e. ymn xπm “ 0 for m ă n. The coderivation m1 is nilpotent by itself

due to being associated with a free theory, m1
2 “ 0, so

m1
yδm ` yδmm1 ` yδm

2
“ 0 . (2.9)

We define the multi-linear, degree-odd maps xmn by xmn “ xπ1xmxπn. This collection of maps form

the A8 algebra after suspending the degree by one. The map m1 is the BRST operator QB in the

context of SFT. We take m1 to be defined on H to have a notion of a free theory on this space.

2The commutators are always taken to be graded antisymmetric.
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We further demand the map m1 to satisfy [15,16]3

rm1, Xs “ 0 , (2.10)

so that it can be restricted to pH, i.e. m1 maps |Ψy P pH to an element in pH

m1|Ψy “ m1XY |Ψy “ Xm1Y |Ψy “ XYXm1Y |Ψy “ XYm1XY |Ψy “ XYm1|Ψy

ùñ m1|Ψy P pH , (2.11)

using (2.1) and (2.2). After defining the cohomomorphisms

X ”

8
ÿ

n“1

Xbn “ X ` X b X ` ¨ ¨ ¨ , Y ”

8
ÿ

n“1

Y bn “ Y ` Y b Y ` ¨ ¨ ¨ , (2.12)

the identities (2.2) and (2.10) can alternatively be expressed at the level of the tensor coalgebra TH

XY X “ X , Y XY “ Y , rm1,Xs “ 0 . (2.13)

The A8 algebra has to endow a 2-form to provide an action for the theory. We assume that

there is one in H

xω| : Hb2 Ñ C1|1 , (2.14)

which is provided by the BPZ product in the context of SFT for example. It is further assumed to

have the properties

xω|Ψ1 b Ψ2 “ ´p´1qΨ1Ψ2xω|Ψ2 b Ψ1 , (2.15a)

@Ψ1 P H xω|Ψ1 b Ψ2 “ 0 ùñ Ψ2 “ 0 , (2.15b)

xω| xπ2m1 “ xω| pm1 b I ` I b m1q “ 0 , (2.15c)

for Ψi P H, where p´1qΨi is the degree of Ψi. The operators X, Y are taken to be anti-cyclic

xω| pX b I ´ I b Xq “ xω| pY b I ´ I b Y q “ 0 , (2.16)

which, again, is motivated by the constructions within SFT. Here I is the identity operation on H.

We sometimes use the notation ω pΨ1,Ψ2q “ xω|Ψ1 b Ψ2 for the symplectic forms.

In the context of the constrained SFT the form xω| requires insertions of Y in order to saturate

the zero modes demanded by various kinds of worldsheet anomalies and obtain a nonvanishing

quadratic target spacetime action. The relevant anomaly for the superstrings is the picture number

anomaly while it is the ghost number anomaly for the level-matching of closed bosonic strings. This

means that the following symplectic form has to be used instead

xpω| : pHb2 Ñ C1|1 , xpω| ” xω| I b Y “ xω|Y b I . (2.17)

3Take note that the operator Y doesn’t commute with m1. In the open superstring context Y “ ´c0 δ
1
pγ0q

for the Ramond sector [15, 16]. This Y is different from the zero mode of the inverse picture changing operator

Y “ c δ1
pγq “ c Bξ e´2ϕ, which commutes with the BRST operator m1 “ QB [19,20]. The author thanks Ted Erler for

explaining this subtle fact. Some discussion along these lines is also provided in [21].
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This form is graded antisymmetric

xpω| pΨ1 b pΨ2 “ xω| pΨ1 b Y pΨ2 “ ´p´1q
pΨ1

pΨ2xω|Y pΨ2 b pΨ1 “ ´p´1q
pΨ1

pΨ2xpω| pΨ2 b pΨ1 , (2.18)

following from (2.14) and (2.16) for any pΨi P pH. More importantly, it is non-degenerate only on pH

@ pΨ1 P pH xpω| pΨ1 b pΨ2 “ xω|pΨ1 b Y pΨ2 “ 0 ùñ Y pΨ2 “ 0 ùñ XY pΨ2 “ pΨ2 “ 0 , (2.19)

following from the non-degeneracy of xω| (2.15b) and requiring the restriction (2.1). Lastly, the

coderivation m1 can be shown to be cyclic with respect to xpω|

xpω| xπ2m1 “ xω| pY m1 b I ` Y b m1q “ xω| pm1 b Y ` Y b m1XY q

“ xω| p´I b m1Y ` Y b Xm1Y q “ xω| p´XY b m1Y ` XY b m1Y q “ 0 ,

using the fact that it acts on pHb2, so that I Ñ XY , and by the equations (2.15c) and (2.16). Not

only m1 is cyclic, but all coderivations ymn have this property

xω| xπ2 ymn “ xω|p xmn b I ` I b xmnq “ 0 . (2.20)

This feature follows from the way the interactions in a particular theory is built in the presence of

the constraint (2.1) on the states.

Finally, the action for the theory associated with the constrained cyclic A8 algebra is given by

pSrpΨs “

ż 1

0
dt xpω|

«

xπ1
d

dt

1

1 ´ pΨptq
b xπ1m

1

1 ´ pΨptq

ff

“
1

2
pω

´

pΨ,m1
pΨ

¯

`
1

3
pω

´

pΨ, xm2ppΨ, pΨq

¯

`
1

4
pω

´

pΨ, xm3ppΨ, pΨ, pΨq

¯

` ¨ ¨ ¨ , (2.21)

for which we define the group-like element

1

1 ´ Ψ
”

8
ÿ

n“0

Ψbn “ 1 ` Ψ ` Ψ b Ψ ` ¨ ¨ ¨ , (2.22)

and pΨptq is a smooth function on T pH that interpolates an element from t “ 0 to t “ 1 assuming
pΨpt “ 0q “ 0 and pΨpt “ 1q “ pΨ is the (degree-even, grade-zero) dynamical field. Here

d

dt
”

8
ÿ

n“1

n´1
ÿ

m“0

Ibm b
d

dt
b Ibpn´m´1q “

d

dt
`

d

dt
b I ` I b

d

dt
` ¨ ¨ ¨ , (2.23)

is the degree-even coderivation associated with the derivative with respect to the parameter t. The

equation of motion resulting from varying pS is

0 “ xπ1m
1

1 ´ pΨ
“ m1

pΨ ` xm2

´

pΨ, pΨ
¯

` xm3

´

pΨ, pΨ, pΨ
¯

` ¨ ¨ ¨ , (2.24)

while the infinitesimal gauge transformation is

δpΨ “ xπ1m
1

1 ´ pΨ
b pΛ b

1

1 ´ pΨ
“ m1

pΛ ` xm2

´

pΛ, pΨ
¯

` xm2

´

pΨ, pΛ
¯

` ¨ ¨ ¨ . (2.25)

Here the field pΛ P pH is a (degree-odd, grade-zero) gauge parameter.
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3 Cyclic A8 algebra without a constraint

In this section we describe a cyclic homotopy algebra underlying the Sen’s formalism. Recall that

the action in Sen’s formalism is given by [1]

SrΨ, rΨs “ ´
1

2
ωprΨ,Gm1

rΨq ` ωprΨ,m1Ψq ` SintrΨs , (3.1)

where Ψ P H is the original field, now without any constraint, while (degree-even, grade-(-1)) rΨ P H
is a spurious field. The worldsheet anomaly mentioned in previous section requires rΨ to have one

less grade than Ψ. Here SintrΨs is the interaction term that only depends on the field Ψ.

In the action (3.1) G is a degree-even, anti-cyclic operator that raises the grade by one. It is

assumed to commute with m1, rm1,Gs “ 0. We can choose G “ X of previous section, however

this is not strictly required as long as the interactions are accounted correctly. For example it is

more convenient to choose G as the zero mode of the picture changing operator X “ rQB, ξs for the

Ramond sector of superstrings [1], which is different from (2.3) that appears in the constraint [16].

We consider a generic G except for subsection 3.1.

After varying (3.1) we find

´Gm1
rΨ ` m1Ψ “ 0 , m1

rΨ ` JrΨs “ 0 , (3.2)

where JrΨs is the term results from varying SintrΨs

δSint “ ωpδΨ, JrΨsq . (3.3)

Acting on the second equation with G and adding to the first one in (3.1) we obtain

m1Ψ ` GJrΨs “ 0 . (3.4)

Compare this with (2.24): there was no need to impose a constraint on the field Ψ. This is due

to the presence of rΨ—it was impossible to write a free action just using the objects xω|,Ψ,m1

while saturating the zero mode insertions required by the anomaly. However we pay the price of

introducing a decoupled free field to our considerations through the first equation of motion (3.2).

The combination G rΨ´Ψ can always be shifted by an unrelated field rΣ P H that satisfies m1
rΣ “ 0.

Now define the space

Φ “

«

Ψ
rΨ

ff

P K ”
à

nPZ
pHn ‘ Hn´1q , (3.5)

which makes the field Φ to have a uniform degree, i.e.

p´1qΦ “ p´1qΨ “ p´1q
rΨ . (3.6)

The subscripts on Hn refers to the grade. It is convenient to define the degree-zero, grade-zero

projections P, rP : K Ñ H

PΦ ” P

«

Ψ
rΨ

ff

“ Ψ , rPΦ ” rP

«

Ψ
rΨ

ff

“ rΨ . (3.7)
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The action (3.1) can be cast to the A8 language by introducing a new symplectic form

xΩ| : Kb2 Ñ C1|1 , xΩ| ” xω|

”

P b rP ` rP b P ´ rP b G rP
ı

. (3.8)

This form indeed has the expected properties. It is clearly bilinear, as well as it is anti-symmetric

and the differential M1 on K is cyclic

xΩ|Φ1 b Φ2 “ ´p´1qΦ1Φ2 xΩ|Φ2 b Φ1 , (3.9a)

xΩ| pM1 b I ` I b M1q “ 0 , M1Φ ”

«

m1 0

0 m1

ff «

Ψ
rΨ

ff

“

«

m1Ψ

m1
rΨ

ff

, (3.9b)

as one can easily check. The identity I is the identity operator on K above. It will be apparent

which identity we consider from the context. This symplectic form xΩ| is non-degenerate as well

@Φ1 P K xΩ|Φ1 b Φ2 “ xω|

”

Ψ1 b rΨ2 ` rΨ1 b Ψ2 ´ rΨ1 b G rΨ2

ı

“ 0

ùñ Ψ2 “ rΨ2 “ 0 ùñ Φ2 “ 0 , (3.10)

given that the terms proportional to Ψ1 and rΨ1 can be individually set to zero.

We can rewrite the action (3.2) using xΩ| and Φ in the A8 language and find the equations of

motion expected from the free theory, i.e. (3.2) when J “ 0. However the case with interactions is

far more interesting. These are described by the degree-odd, multi-linear maps mn : Hbn Ñ H for

n ě 2. They are taken to be cyclic with respect to the form xω| on H

xω| rmn b I ` I b mns “ 0 . (3.11)

and satisfy a defining identity that we will come in a moment. It is useful to introduce a related set

of degree-odd multi-linear maps

|mn : Hbn Ñ H , |mn “ Gmn , (3.12)

and uplift them to the coalgebra T pH as degree-odd coderivations

}mn “ πrGmns , (3.13)

in order to facilitate the discussion of this identity. Above π is the formal multi-linear operation

πr¨ ¨ ¨ b G b ¨ ¨ ¨ s “ ¨ ¨ ¨ b I b ¨ ¨ ¨ , (3.14)

that is necessary to turn }mn into a coderivation4 and G is the cohomomorphism constructed using

G like in (2.12). We have rm1,Gs “ 0 similar to (2.13). We take

}δm “ πrGδms , δm ”

8
ÿ

n“2

mn ” m2 ` m3 ` ¨ ¨ ¨ , (3.15)

and

|m ” m1 ` }δm “ m1 ` πrGδms . (3.16)

4These types of formal objects that replace the operators inside the expressions to obtain the desired cooperations

have been introduced recently in the context of the stubbed SFTs [22–25].
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Note that the output grades of mn are one lower than those of |mn by the presence of G (3.12).

The aforementioned identity satisfied by the multi-linear maps mn is then encoded by

π1rm1 δm ` δm|ms “ π1rm1 δm ` δmm1 ` δm }δms

“ π1rm1 δm ` δmm1 ` δmπrGδmss “ 0 . (3.17)

The gauge invariance in Sen’s formalism is a consequence of this relation [16]. Here πn is the pro-

jection on TH, that is πnTH “ Hbn. We highlight that constructing mn with the properties (3.11)

and (3.17) may not be straightforward a priori and require an input from the theory under consid-

eration [12,16]. We assume this can be done for our purposes.

An important corollary to (3.17) shows that the coderivation |m (3.16) itself is nilpotent

0 “ Gπ1rm1 δm ` δmm1 ` δm }δms

“ π1rm1
}δm ` }δmm1 ` }δm }δms “ π1r|m,|ms ùñ |m2

“ 0 , (3.18)

where we used rm1,Gs “ 0, m1
2 “ 0, and (3.16). Importantly, however, the coderivation |m isn’t

cyclic. The construction below is going to bypass this issue as we shall see.

At this point it is beneficial to make a remark on the relation between |m andm of the constrained

theory (2.8) in previous section. They are supposed to be the same upon choosing G “ X, which

occurs when the maps mn and xmn are related by

xmn “ Xmn , n ě 2 . (3.19)

The image of Xmn always belongs to pH due to the identity XYX “ X so the maps xmn remain

well-defined on pH. The nilpotency (3.18) is automatic in this case by (2.7). The constructions along

these lines for the maps satisfying this type of relations for the open superstrings can be found

in [16] and for the closed bosonic strings without level-matching can be found in [12].

Now we are ready to define the degree-odd multi-linear maps Mn : Kbn Ñ K for n ě 2

MnpΦ1, ¨ ¨ ¨ ,Φnq ”

«

GmnpPΦ1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , PΦnq

mnpPΦ1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , PΦnq

ff

“

«

|mnpPΦ1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , PΦnq

mnpPΦ1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , PΦnq

ff

. (3.20)

Note that they have the correct grades at each row. These can be further expressed on the coalgebra

TK as degree-odd coderivations

Mn “ Πr ιGmnP ` rιmnP s “ Πr ι}mnP ` rιmnP s , (3.21)

where ι,rι : H Ñ K are the canonical inclusion maps to the first and second factors of the space

K (3.5) respectively

ιΨ ”

«

Ψ

0

ff

, rιΨ ”

«

0

Ψ

ff

, (3.22)

for Ψ P H and ι,rι are their associated cohomomorphisms defined similar to (2.12). Clearly

Pι “ rPrι “ 1 , Prι “ rPι “ 0 ùñ Pι “ rPrι “ 1 , Prι “ rPι “ 0 . (3.23)
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The operation Π is given by

Πr¨ ¨ ¨ b ιGP b ¨ ¨ ¨ s “ Πr¨ ¨ ¨ b ιP b ¨ ¨ ¨ s “ Πr¨ ¨ ¨ b rιP b ¨ ¨ ¨ s “ ¨ ¨ ¨ b I b ¨ ¨ ¨ , (3.24)

which makes Mn coderivation. We collect the coderivations

M “ M1 `

8
ÿ

n“2

Mn “ M1 ` M2 ` ¨ ¨ ¨ “ M1 ` δM , (3.25)

to write interactions compactly as

δM “ Πr ιGδmP ` rιδmP s “ Πr ι}δmP ` rιδmP s , (3.26)

where M1 is constructed using M1 similar to (2.23). It is clearly odd and nilpotent.

Let us demonstrate two facts now: the odd coderivation M (3.25) is nilpotent and it is cyclic

with respect to the symplectic form xΩ| (3.8). Begin with showing the former. First of all

M1δM ` δMM1 “ M1Πr ι}δmP ` rιδmP s ` Πr ι}δmP ` rιδmP sM1

“ Πr ιpm1
}δm ` }δmm1qP ` rιpm1 δm ` δmm1qP s , (3.27a)

where M1 is moved inside the operation Π and commuted with the projections and inclusions,

which resulted m1 inside Π as shown above, see (3.7), (3.9), and (3.22). We also evaluate

δM2 “ Πr ι}δmP ` rιδmP sΠr ι}δmP ` rιδmP s “ Πrι}δm
2
P ` rιδm }δmP s , (3.27b)

where we used (3.23). The “cross terms” in both expressions are canceled by the anti-commutation.

Combining (3.27) and using the relations (3.17)-(3.18) we get

Π1rM1δM ` δMM1 ` δM2s “ 0 ùñ Π1rM ,M s “ 0

ùñ M2 “ 0 . (3.28)

In the second step we have included M1
2 “ 0 and in the last step we have used M is a coderivation

from the construction. Here Πn is the projection on TK, that is ΠnTK “ Kbn. Indeed, M is an

odd nilpotent coderivation on the tensor coalgebra TK.

Next we check the cyclicity of Mn with respect to the symplectic form xΩ|. This is easier to

accomplish with the form given in (3.20). So focus on

xΩ| pMn b Iq pΦ1, ¨ ¨ ¨ ,Φn`1q “ xΩ|MnpΦ1, ¨ ¨ ¨ ,Φnq b Φn`1 “ xΩ|

«

GmnpPΦ1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , PΦnq

mnpPΦ1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , PΦnq

ff

b Φn`1

“ xω|

”

GmnpΨ1, ¨ ¨ ¨ ,Ψnq b rΨn`1 ` mnpΨ1, ¨ ¨ ¨ ,Ψnq b pΨn`1 ´ G rΨn`1q

ı

“ xω|mnpΨ1, ¨ ¨ ¨ ,Ψnq b Ψn`1 “ xω| pmn b Iq pΨ1, ¨ ¨ ¨ ,Ψn`1q , (3.29a)

where we have used (3.8) and the fact that G is anti-cyclic. Analogous arguments establish

xΩ| pI b Mnq pΦ1, ¨ ¨ ¨ ,Φn`1q “ p´1qΦ1xΩ|Φ1 b MnpΦ2 ¨ ¨ ¨ ,Φn`1q

“ p´1qΨ1xω|Ψ1 b mnpΨ2 ¨ ¨ ¨ ,Ψn`1q

“ xω| pI b mnq pΨ1, ¨ ¨ ¨ ,Ψn`1q . (3.29b)
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Combining (3.29) together shows Mn is indeed cyclic with respect to the symplectic form xΩ|

xΩ| pMn b I ` I b Mnq “ xΩ|Π2Mn “ 0 ùñ xΩ|Π2M “ 0 . (3.30)

from (3.9) and (3.11).

As promised a cyclic A8 algebra is obtained for Sen’s formalism, see (3.8) and (3.26). The

associated action is

SrΦs “

ż 1

0
dt xΩ|

„

Π1
d

dt

1

1 ´ Φptq
b Π1M

1

1 ´ Φptq

ȷ

“
1

2
ΩpΦ,M1Φq `

1

3
ΩpΦ,M2pΦ,Φqq ` ¨ ¨ ¨

“ ´
1

2
ωprΨ,Gm1

rΨq ` ωprΨ,m1Ψq `
1

3
ωpΨ,m2pΨ,Ψqq ` ¨ ¨ ¨ , (3.31)

which is the same as (3.1). The dynamical field Φ is degree-even and taken to belong H0 ‘ H´1. It

is also interesting to report the equation of motion

0 “ Π1M
1

1 ´ Φ
“

8
ÿ

n“1

MnpΦbnq “

«

m1Ψ ` Gm2pΨ,Ψq ` Gm3pΨ,Ψ,Ψq ` ¨ ¨ ¨

m1
rΨ ` m2pΨ,Ψq ` m3pΨ,Ψ,Ψq ` ¨ ¨ ¨

ff

, (3.32)

which is precisely what we would have obtained upon choosing

JrΨs “

8
ÿ

n“2

mnpΨbnq “ m2pΨ,Ψq ` m3pΨ,Ψ,Ψq ` ¨ ¨ ¨ , (3.33)

in (3.2) and (3.4). The gauge transformations can be given like in (2.25) as well

δΦ “ Π1M
1

1 ´ Φ
b Ω b

1

1 ´ Φ

“ M1Ω ` M2 pΩ,Φq ` M2 pΦ,Ωq ` ¨ ¨ ¨ “

«

m1Λ ` Gm2 pΛ,Ψq ` Gm2 pΨ,Λq ` ¨ ¨ ¨

m1
rΛ ` m2 pΛ,Ψq ` m2 pΨ,Λq ` ¨ ¨ ¨

ff

, (3.34)

where the field Ω is a degree-even gauge parameter given by

Ω “

«

Λ
rΛ

ff

P H0 ‘ H´1 . (3.35)

This is indeed the expected gauge transformation for the action (3.1). Note that it contains the

extra gauge symmetry with the parameter rΛ.

3.1 Homotopy transfer to the constrained algebra

As an application we generate the constrained algebra from the unconstrained counterpart in this

subsection. In order to do that we need to take G “ X and impose the constraints

rΨ ´ YΨ “ rΣ , X rΨ ´ Ψ “ XrΣ , m1
rΣ “ 0 , (3.36)

between the factors of K (3.5). They immediately require

XY |Ψy “ |Ψy , (3.37)
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for the fields in the first row of Φ. This is the avatar of the original restriction (2.1) in K. Observe

that all dependence on the m1-closed fields rΣ is irrelevant for this constraint.

The restrictions (3.36) should be imposed on top of the action in the vein similar to self-dual

constraints on the p-form fields. We highlight that the right-hand sides of them contain an arbitrary

m1-closed (or free) fields in general. Directly setting rΨ ´ YΨ or Ψ ´ X rΨ to zero would lead to an

inconsistency due to their combination can contain m1-closed, but not necessarily m1-exact, fields.

These modes can’t be simply set to zero. Furthermore (3.36) can’t be thought as a gauge-fixing

condition as explained in [18]. These are genuine constraints.

An insightful reader may already realize the field rΣ here is associated with the Sen’s decoupled

free field. This is indeed the case. In order to see this precisely identify the elements Φ P K
constrained by (3.36) through

Φ “

«

Ψ

YΨ

ff

»

«

Ψ

YΨ

ff

`

«

0
rΣ

ff

“ Φ `

«

0
rΣ

ff

, m1
rΣ “ 0 . (3.38)

This identification instructs to treat the fields Φ that differ by rΣ like above in the same way and the

free field rΣ would decouple from our constructions for all intents and purposes as a result. This is the

behavior expected from the Sen’s free field.5 We denote the quotient defined by (3.38) pK “ K{ ».

Now it is possible to construct the (degree-even, grade-zero) bijection F between pH and pK

F : pH Ñ pK , F pΨ “

«

1

Y

ff

pΨ “

«

pΨ

Y pΨ

ff

. (3.39)

whose inverse F´1 is well-defined thanks to the quotient (3.38). We can lift the bijection F to

the level of the tensor coalgebra as coisomorphism F via (2.12) upon changing X Ñ F . Then the

coderivation M of T pK can be transferred to T pH by

xm “ F´1MF , (3.40)

where we denoted the transferred odd coderivation by xm. Note that M (and xΩ|) trivially descends

from TK to the quotient T pK thanks to the presence of the projector P in the definition (3.20). The

nilpotency is preserved after the transfer

xm2
“ F´1MFF´1MF “ F´1M2F “ 0 . (3.41)

This procedure can be understood in the context of homotopy transfer [18]. However since F is an

isomorphism, rather than a mere homomorphism, its entire machinery wasn’t necessary.

It shouldn’t be too surprising to learn

xm “ m “ m1 ` ym2 ` ym3 ` ¨ ¨ ¨ , (3.42)

after observing (3.20) and (3.39). Moreover the coderivation xm is cyclic with respect to the sym-

plectic form

xpΩ| : pHb2 Ñ C1|1 , xpΩ| xπ2 “ xΩ|Π2F . (3.43)

5This identification shouldn’t be understood as the elimination of these modes from the spectrum. It is simply a

mathematical statement of their decoupling from the rest of the interacting part, at least perturbatively.
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This is trivial to establish

xpΩ|xπ2 xm “ xΩ|Π2F xm “ xΩ|Π2MF “ 0 , (3.44)

using (3.30) (3.40) (3.39) and descending the projections Πn to T pK. In fact xpΩ|xπ2 evaluates to

xpΩ| xπ2 “ xΩ|Π2F “ xω|

”

P b rP ` rP b P ´ rP b X rP
ı

«

1

Y

ff

b

«

1

Y

ff

xπ2

“ xω| pI b Y ` Y b I ´ Y b XY q xπ2 “ xω| pY b Iq pπ2 “ xpω| xπ2 , (3.45)

after using (2.16), (3.8). This shows the form xpΩ| is nothing other than the symplectic form of the

constrained algebra (2.17) and we have indeed generated the constrained cyclic A8 algebra from

the unconstrained one.

The action after the homotopy transfer is given by (2.21) with the additional (and expected)

constraint (3.37) on the dynamical field pΨ. In order to see this concretely note that we have

F
1

1 ´ pΨptq
“

1

1 ´ F ppΨptqq
, (3.46)

for a smooth interpolation between 0 ď t ď 1 with pΨp0q “ 0 and pΨp1q “ pΨ P pH. Then imposing the

constraints in (3.36) on the form of the field Φ “ Φptq leads to

SrΦ “ F ppΨqs “

ż 1

0
dt xΩ|

«

Π1
d

dt
F

1

1 ´ pΨptq
b Π1MF

1

1 ´ pΨptq

ff

“

ż 1

0
dt xΩ|

«

Π1F
d

dt

1

1 ´ pΨptq
b Π1F xm

1

1 ´ pΨptq

ff

“

ż 1

0
dt xpΩ|

«

xπ1
d

dt

1

1 ´ pΨptq
b xπ1m

1

1 ´ pΨptq

ff

“ pSrpΨs , (3.47)

using various relations from above. This is the constrained action (2.21) and the field pΨ satisfies

the constraint (3.37) by construction. On top of this we also have a decoupled set of free modes and

they become invisible from the perspective of the constrained theory.

It may be interesting to investigate different types of homotopy transfers, especially its possible

relation to the Feynman graph interpretation of the Ramond sector interactions [26], within the

context of the unconstrained algebra but we conclude our discussion here.
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superpotential,” JHEP 07 (2022) 090, 2204.02981.

[22] M. Schnabl and G. Stettinger, “Open string field theory with stubs,” JHEP 07 (2023) 032,

2301.13182.

[23] M. Schnabl and G. Stettinger, “More on stubs in open string field theory,” 2402.00308.

[24] H. Erbin and A. H. Fırat, “Open string stub as an auxiliary string field,” 2308.08587.

[25] C. Maccaferri, R. Poletti, A. Ruffino, and B. Valsesia, “Adding stubs to quantum string field

theories,” 2403.10471.

[26] T. Erler, “Superstring Field Theory and the Wess-Zumino-Witten Action,” JHEP 10 (2017)

057, 1706.02629.

14

http://www.arXiv.org/abs/2006.16270
http://www.arXiv.org/abs/2104.11109
http://www.arXiv.org/abs/2204.02981
http://www.arXiv.org/abs/2301.13182
http://www.arXiv.org/abs/2402.00308
http://www.arXiv.org/abs/2308.08587
http://www.arXiv.org/abs/2403.10471
http://www.arXiv.org/abs/1706.02629

	Introduction
	Cyclic A algebra with a constraint
	Cyclic A algebra without a constraint
	Homotopy transfer to the constrained algebra


