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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 Ay, 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.


firat@mit.edu

Contents

1__Introductionl 1
2 Cyclic A, algebra with a constraint| 1
[3 Cyclic A,, algebra without a constraint| 6

[3.1 Homotopy transter to the constrained algebral . . . . . . . ... ... ... ... ... 10

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) [1H4], for reviews refer to [5H10]. 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 [3l/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 Ay, algebra, underlying
Sen’s formalism and its relation to the cyclic homotopy algebra whose elements are constrained. The
latter algebra is reviewed in section [} The approach here eventually boils down to introducing a
new symplectic form and explicit A, maps on an unconstrained algebra that contains not just the
original field ¥, but also Sen’s spurious field \TI, see section 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 Although we exclusively work with Aq
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 A, 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 SF'T, the Ramond sector of open superstrings



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 C!!* for which
the states |¥) = ¥ € H satisfy the constraint
XY|W) = [0), (2.1)
and the operators X,Y obey

XYX=X, YXY=Y. (2.2)

It immediately follows that the operator XY is a projector (XY)? = XY. The operators X,Y are
fermionic (i.e. degree-even), but X (Y) is assumed to increase (decrease) the grade by 1. We denote
the subspace of H obeying the constraint (2.1)) by H=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 = —(S(B()) Go + 5/(@)) bo , Y = —¢ (5/(")/0) , (23)

in terms of the modes of the beBvy ghost system and the zero mode of the supercurrent Gy. The
vector space H can be taken to be the small Hilbert spaceﬂ 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, (L, ) and
Y = ¢, for instance [12,|13]. Here the mode Ly is the zeroth Virasoro charge.

Now suppose that a cyclic Ay, algebra on the space H is given. The most efficient way to present
this structure is through the tensor coalgebra |1718]

ee}
TH=PH" =cV oo HOH) + -, (2.4)
n=0

with the natural projection maps

o TH — HO™. (2.5)

Let us introduce some cooperations on TH before proceeding. The first one is the coproduct
A:TH — THRTH defined by

AT1® - ®@0,) =Y (18 @V E T ® - ®W,), (2.6)
m=0

for \/I\/Z € H. This is a linear operation and [x] arises from the splitting provided by the coproduct A,
which is taken to be distinct from the ordinary tensor product ®. The coproduct A is coassociative,

! Acting 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.



i.e. it commutes the diagram

TH A THRTH

A AX1
THXTH ———— THXTHXTH

Here 1 is the unit of the tensor coalgebra. Using the coproduct we can also define a coderivation
D :TH — TH, which is a linear map satisfying the co-Leibniz rule

TH D TH
A A

THRTH THRTH

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

momorphism F : T H — T?—Al, which is a linear map that commutes the diagram

TH F TH

A A

THRTH THXRTH

If a cohomomorphism is invertible it is a coisomorphism. The similar definitions apply to other
tensor coalgebras that appear in this note.

The A, algebra on H is compactly encoded in an odd nilpotent coderivation in 7' H
m? =0, (2.7)

where 0 is the zero element of the tensor coalgebra. The coderivation m can be decomposed as
—_— w
m=m1~|—6m=m1+'r/n\2+---=m1—|—2'r/n2, (2.8)
n=2

where the coderivation m; is associated with the free theory and the rest comes from the n-point
interactions of the theory, i.e. M, T, = 0 for m < n. The coderivation m; is nilpotent by itself
due to being associated with a free theory, m1? = 0, so

— - —2
miom+dmmq+dm =0. (2.9)

We define the multi-linear, degree-odd maps m,, by m, = mymm,. This collection of maps form
the Ay algebra after suspending the degree by one. The map my is the BRST operator Q5 in the
context of SFT. We take mj 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.



We further demand the map m; to satisfy |15, 16]E|
[m1, X]=0, (2.10)
so that it can be restricted to 7-Al, i.e. m; maps |¥)e H to an element in

mi|¥) = m XY|¥) = Xm Y|) = XY X Y [¥) = XY XY |U) = XYmy | )

— mi|U)eH, (2.11)

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

0 0
X=) X=X+ X@X+, Y=Y Y-V 41YQV+-, (2.12)

n=1 n=1

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

XYX=X, YXY=Y, [mX]=0. (2.13)

The Ay algebra has to endow a 2-form to provide an action for the theory. We assume that
there is one in ‘H

(w| : H®? - T, (2.14)

which is provided by the BPZ product in the context of SF'T for example. It is further assumed to
have the properties

<w| \Ifl ® \IIQ = —(—1)‘1’1‘1’2@1] \IIQ ® \Ifl y (215&)
VO eH (U @Uy=0— U,=0, (2.15b)
(w|mamy =<{w|(m T+1I®my) =0, (2.15¢)

for W; € H, where (—1)¥i is the degree of U;. The operators X, Y are taken to be anti-cyclic
WXRI-I®X) =W (YRI-I®Y)=0, (2.16)

which, again, is motivated by the constructions within SF'T. Here I is the identity operation on H.
We sometimes use the notation w (¥, Vs) = (w| V1 ® ¥y for the symplectic forms.

In the context of the constrained SFT the form (w| 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

G :HE S (B =W IQY =(w|Y QL. (2.17)

3Take note that the operator Y doesn’t commute with mi. In the open superstring context ¥ = —cg 8 (7o)
for the Ramond sector |15,|16]. This Y is different from the zero mode of the inverse picture changing operator
Y =cd(y) = cd€ e ?®, which commutes with the BRST operator m; = Qp |19,20]. The author thanks Ted Erler for
explaining this subtle fact. Some discussion along these lines is also provided in [21].



This form is graded antisymmetric
@10 @Ts = (w| T @Y Ty = — (1)1 %20 YT @ Ty = — (1)1 %20 Ty @ T, (2.18)
following from and for any \f’l € H. More importantly, it is non-degenerate only on H
VUi eH @U@=l @Yl =0 = YU, =0 = XYUy=U,=0, (2.19)

following from the non-degeneracy of (w| (2.15b)) and requiring the restriction (2.1). Lastly, the
coderivation mj can be shown to be cyclic with respect to (&

@Blmemy =w|(Ymi @I+Y ®m) =<{(w|(m Y +Y ® m XY)
=(w|(-I®mY +Y ®XmY) =(w| (- XY ®mY + XY ®mY) =0,

using the fact that it acts on ’HA®2, so that I — XY, and by the equations (2.15¢) and (2.16)). Not
only my is cyclic, but all coderivations m,, have this property

(w| 7 7y, = (w|( @ L+ I®@ 1) = 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 Ay algebra is given by

~ A 1 1 1
s [l 1 emm—t
T(t 1- ()

1../2 ~ 1 /o0 o =~ 1 /a0 &~ &~
- @ <\I/m1‘11) +30 <‘I/,m2(\11,\11)) + 0 (qf,mg(xp,\p, \If)) T (2.21)
for which we define the group-like element
inq@":u\ywﬂ@qwm (2.22)
1-v = ’ ’

and \T/(t) is a smooth function on TH that interpolates an element from ¢t = 0 to t = 1 assuming
U(t=0)=0and U(t = 1) = U is the (degree-even, grade-zero) dynamical field. Here

d &= d d d d
° _ P Z oerh-m-1) _ % | © ol11® — 1 ... 29
dt ;Z ®u® ata®t gt (2.23)

m=0

is the degree-even coderivation associated with the derivative with respect to the parameter ¢t. The
equation of motion resulting from varying S is

1 R N A
O:mmﬁ:mqu—&-nm(\ll,\l/)+m3(\I/,\I/,\II>+--~, (2.24)

while the infinitesimal gauge transformation is
1

QA® A=m17\+@<f\,\f1)+@<\f/,f\>+--~. (2.25)

5\/1\127?\1m =
1-W 1-v

Here the field A € H is a (degree-odd, grade-zero) gauge parameter.



3 Cyclic A, 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]

S[w, 3] - —%w(\i, GmaB) + w(, mi0) + Sone[T], (3.1)

where U € H is the original field, now without any constraint, while (degree-even, grade-(-1)) ¥ € H
is a spurious field. The worldsheet anomaly mentioned in previous section requires ¥ to have one
less grade than W. Here S;,:[¥] is the interaction term that only depends on the field W.

In the action G is a degree-even, anti-cyclic operator that raises the grade by one. It is
assumed to commute with mq, [mi,G] = 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 = [@p, £] for the
Ramond sector of superstrings [1], which is different from that appears in the constraint [16].

We consider a generic G except for subsection

After varying we find
—Gmy ¥ +m ¥ =0, mi¥ + J[¥] =0, (3.2)
where J[U] is the term results from varying Sin:[¥]
0Sint = w(0V, J[¥]). (3.3)
Acting on the second equation with G and adding to the first one in we obtain
mi¥ + GJ[¥] =0. (3.4)

Compare this with : there was no need to impose a constraint on the field ¥. This is due
to the presence of U—it was impossible to write a free action just using the objects (w|, ¥, m
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
The combination G¥ — ¥ can always be shifted by an unrelated field 3 € H that satisfies m12 =0.

q>[‘1’
\\

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

Now define the space

k=@ Hn®Hn 1), (3.5)

nez

(D% = (=) =(=D". (3.6)

The subscripts on H,, refers to the grade. It is convenient to define the degree-zero, grade-zero
projections P, P : K — H

PO>=P

] =0, (3.7)



The action (3.1)) can be cast to the Ay language by introducing a new symplectic form
Q| : k® - ¢l <Q|E<w|[P®]3+13®P—]5®g]3]. (3.8)

This form indeed has the expected properties. It is clearly bilinear, as well as it is anti-symmetric
and the differential M; on K is cyclic

QP ® Py = —(—1)"122(Q Py ® By, (3.9a)

QM @T+I®M) =0, M®= [ml 0 ] F’] - [ml‘f’] : (3.9b)
0 ma v m1\11

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 (€| is non-degenerate as well
V&, e <Q"1)1®(I)2=<w|[\111®‘i}2+\1”1®\112—‘i1®g\ffg]=O
— Uy =Uy=0 = $y =0, (3.10)

given that the terms proportional to ¥; and Uy can be individually set to zero.

We can rewrite the action using (2| and ® in the A, language and find the equations of
motion expected from the free theory, i.e. when J = 0. However the case with interactions is
far more interesting. These are described by the degree-odd, multi-linear maps m,, : H®"* — H for
n = 2. They are taken to be cyclic with respect to the form {(w| on H

Wl [m, @T+I®m,] =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

My HE" - H, 11, = Gmy,, (3.12)
and uplift them to the coalgebra TH as degree-odd coderivations
my, = w[Gmy], (3.13)
in order to facilitate the discussion of this identity. Above 7 is the formal multi-linear operation
R0 ]=-QIQ---, (3.14)

that is necessary to turn 1, into a coderivatiorﬁ and G is the cohomomorphism constructed using

G like in (2.12). We have [mi,G] = 0 similar to (2.13)). We take

o0
(5\71/z=7r[96m], 5m52mnzmz+m3+~--, (3.15)
n=2
and
M=my +6m =my + w[Gdm] . (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].



Note that the output grades of m,, are one lower than those of n7,, by the presence of G (3.12)).

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

m1[m1 dm + dmm]| = 7 [mq dm + dmm,q + émé\r/n]

=mi[m1om+ dmmq + dmw[Gdm]] =0. (3.17)

The gauge invariance in Sen’s formalism is a consequence of this relation [16]. Here m, is the pro-
jection on T'H, that is m,TH = H®". We highlight that constructing m,, with the properties
and 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 shows that the coderivation m (3.16)) itself is nilpotent
0 =gmi[midm+ dmmq + 6m6\77/1]
=7r1[m15\7/n—|-5\7/nm1+6\n/16\n/z]=7r1[m,m] = m =0, (3.18)
where we used [my,G] = 0, m;? = 0, and . 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 and m 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 m,, and m,, are related by

My, = Xmy,, n=2. (3.19)

The image of Xm,, always belongs to H due to the identity XY X = X so the maps m,, remain
well-defined on 7. The nilpotency is automatic in this case by . 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 M, : K®* — K for n > 2

_[gma(pay,-- ,P<I>n>] _ [nTn(Pcln, - P2y) (3.20)

My (@1, &) =
n( ! n) mn(P(bla?P@n) mn(P(Dla)Pén)

Note that they have the correct grades at each row. These can be further expressed on the coalgebra
TK as degree-odd coderivations

M, =II[¢«Gm, P + tm,P]| = II[vm,P + tm,P], (3.21)

where ¢,7 : H — K are the canonical inclusion maps to the first and second factors of the space

IC (3.5)) respectively
\\ 0
LV = , TV = , (3.22)
0 v

for ¥ € H and ¢, ¢ are their associated cohomomorphisms defined similar to (2.12)). Clearly

~

Pi=Pi=1, Pi=Pi=0 = Put=Pi=1, Pi=PL=0. (3.23)



The operation IT is given by
H[...@Lgp@)...] :H[...®LP®...] :H[...®Z“p®...] = QIx -, (3'24)
which makes M, coderivation. We collect the coderivations

e}
M =M+ ) My=M+ M+ =M +5M, (3.25)

n=2

to write interactions compactly as
SM = TI[.GSmP + i6mP] = II[L6mP + i6mP], (3.26)

where Mj is constructed using M 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 (€] (3.8]). Begin with showing the former. First of all

My16M + MMy = MyI[16mP + i6mP] + I[L6mP + t6mP | M;
=TII[ ¢(my om + gn/v,ml)P +(mi dm + dmm,)P ], (3.27a)

where M3 is moved inside the operation Il and commuted with the projections and inclusions,
which resulted m4 inside IT as shown above, see (3.7), (3.9)), and (3.22)). We also evaluate

SM? = [ 5mP + i6mP [ 5mP + iémP] = H[dm P + i6m émP], (3.27h)
where we used . The “cross terms” in both expressions are canceled by the anti-commutation.
Combining and using the relations — we get

I [Mi6M + MM, +M?*| =0 =— II}[M,M]=0
— M?=0. (3.28)
In the second step we have included M;2 = 0 and in the last step we have used M is a coderivation

from the construction. Here II,, is the projection on Tk, that is IL,TK = K®". Indeed, M is an
odd nilpotent coderivation on the tensor coalgebra TXC.

Next we check the cyclicity of M, with respect to the symplectic form (€2|. This is easier to
accomplish with the form given in (3.20)). So focus on

gmn(P(I)h 7P(I)n)

Q| (M, @T) (B, -+, Bps1) = (Q My(D1, -, ) @ By = (O
O (Ma ®T) (B, Be) = QMo (B1, o 8) @ Bgs = (@ |77 07700

® (I)n-i-l

= ol [Gma (W1, W) @ W (W1, W) © (Tsr — G|
=W mp(Ve,- -, V) @ ¥py1 = w| (Mmy, @L) (Vy, -+, ¥pyi1), (3.29a)
where we have used and the fact that G is anti-cyclic. Analogous arguments establish
QIO My) (1, Ppg1) = (=1)PHQ @1 @ M (D, Py1)
= (—1)"w| U1 @ My (Ta -+, Upiq)

= (W[ T®@my) (U1, Vpi1). (3.29b)



Combining (3.29) together shows M, is indeed cyclic with respect to the symplectic form (€|

QI (M, ®T+1T® M,) ={QIIsM, =0 = QoM =0. (3.30)
from (3.9) and (3.11)).

As promised a cyclic Ay, algebra is obtained for Sen’s formalism, see and - The
associated action is

f dt {9 [Hldtll()®H1M1—1<I>(1§)]

= §Q(¢,M1<I>) + gQ(‘I),Mg((P,(I))) +
1 ~ ~ ~ 1
= —iw(\ll,gml\ll) +w(¥,m¥) + gw(\I/,mg(\Il, U))+---, (3.31)

which is the same as (3.1). The dynamical field ® is degree-even and taken to belong Ho @ H_1. It
is also interesting to report the equation of motion

1 - v U, U, 0,0
0=T,M-— = Z Mn(q)®n) _ mi ~+ gm?( ’ )+ gmi’»( ) E )+ : (332)
1-@ — ml\ll—i—mg(\lf,\lf)—f-mg(\l',\ll,\l’)—f-
n=1
which is precisely what we would have obtained upon choosing
Z (T = my(T, 0) + mz(0, ¥, V) + - (3.33)
in (3.2) and (3.4). The gauge transformations can be given like in (2.25)) as well
1 1
O =1I —_— —_—
g M5 e00 3
mlA + ng (A7 \I]) + ng (\117 A) +
=M Q+ M2 (Q,®) + My (P,Q)+--- = ~ ) 3.34
1 2( ) 2( ) [mlA—i—mQ(A,\P)—i—ﬂ”LQ(‘I’,A)'F"' ( )
where the field €2 is a degree-even gauge parameter given by
A
Q= [7\] eEHo®DH_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 A.

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

V-YU=%, XU—-TU=X% mX=0, (3.36)
between the factors of IC (3.5)). They immediately require

XY|T) = [T, (3.37)

10



for the fields in the first row of ®. This is the avatar of the original restriction (2.1) in K. Observe
that all dependence on the mi-closed fields 3 is irrelevant for this constraint.

The restrictions 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
mq-closed (or free) fields in general. Directly setting U — YU or U — XV to zero would lead to an
inconsistency due to their combination can contain mq-closed, but not necessarily mi-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 S here is associated with the Sen’s decoupled
free field. This is indeed the case. In order to see this precisely identify the elements & € K

constrained by (3.36]) through

v
Yo

v
Yo

b =

~

A% e |2 msoo. (3.38)
5 5

This identification instructs to treat the fields ® that differ by 3 like above in the same way and the
free field ¥ would decouple from our constructions for all intents and purposes as a result. This is the
behavior expected from the Sen’s free ﬁeld We denote the quotient defined by (3.38|) K= K/ ~.

Now it is possible to construct the (degree-even, grade-zero) bijection F' between H and K

~

- 7
=] . (3.39)
Yo

~ A ~ 1
F:H->K, F@:[
Y

whose inverse F~! 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 — F. Then the
coderivation M of TK can be transferred to TH by

m=F'MF, (3.40)

where we denoted the transferred odd coderivation by m. Note that M (and (Q|) trivially descends
from TXC to the quotient T' K thanks to the presence of the projector P in the definition (3.20)). The
nilpotency is preserved after the transfer

m’=F 'MFF 'MF-F 'M?F=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
m=m=mq+mg+mg+---, (3.42)

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

Q:H® - ', Q) = QT F. (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.

11



This is trivial to establish

Q) m = (QILFm = (QI,MF =0, (3.44)

using (3.30) (3.40) (B.39) and descending the projections I, to TK. In fact <§AZ\7/r\2 evaluates to

/|

— W IRY +Y®I-Y®XY)7 = | (Y ®1) 72 = &| 73,

1

—

<®@:@ﬂmF:@4P®ﬁ+ﬁ®P—ﬁ®xﬁ] | |

(3.45)

after using (2.16)), (3.8)). This shows the form <Q| is nothing other than the symplectic form of the
constrained algebra (2.17)) and we have indeed generated the constrained cyclic Ay, 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 W. In order to see this concretely note that we have

1 1

F = = )
1-0(t) 1-F(I()

(3.46)

for a smooth interpolation between 0 < ¢ < 1 with \TJ(O) =0 and \fl(l) = U € #{. Then imposing the
constraints in (3.36]) on the form of the field ® = ®(¢) leads to

1

- d 1 1
S[® = F(¥ =Jﬁ£2HF’A®HMF,\
[ (W] . <|;1ﬁ T %0
X _ ]
_Jﬁ«nnwﬁ:a®mFm{\
0 | dt1- () 1—W(t)
1 N i d 1 1 A A~
L <’_%n—ww T30 7] (3.47)

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