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Abstract

We examine a recently proposed class of integrable deformations to two-dimensional
conformal field theories. These A-deformations interpolate between a WZW model
and the non-Abelian T-dual of a Principal Chiral Model on a group G or, between a
G/H gauged WZW model and the non-Abelian T-dual of the geometric coset G/ H.
A-deformations have been conjectured to represent quantum group g-deformations
for the case where the deformation parameter is a root of unity. In this work we show
how such deformations can be given an embedding as full string backgrounds whose
target spaces satisfy the equations of type-II supergravity. One illustrative example
is a deformation of the SI(2,R)/U(1) black-hole CFT. A further example interpolates
Su(é)uxé)u @) SL(z’;)é;L)(Z’R) x U(1)* gauged WZW model and the non-
Abelian T-dual of AdS3 x S® x T supported with Ramond flux.
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1 Introduction

The Wess-Zumino-Witten (WZW) model [1] and the Principal Chiral Model (PCM)
[2] for a group manifold G provide two of the most well studied examples of two-
dimensional integrable systems and are of immense importance in many areas of the-
oretical and mathematical physics. Key to their simplicity is the underlying group
structure; the WZW model is a current algebra Conformal Field Theory (CFT), whereas
the equations of motion and Bianchi identities for the currents of the PCM can be
combined into a Lax equation for a Lax connection from which an infinite number of
conserved quantities can be deduced [3]. It is natural to ask whether it is possible to
deform such theories whilst preserving integrability. It was observed in [4] that there
exists a one-parameter deformation of the canonical Poisson structure of the PCM
which defines two commuting Kac-Moody alegbras and preserves integrablity. Some
years later, a first step to finding a Lagrangian description of these deformed theories
was made in [5] for the case where the underlying group G = SU(2). Due to technical
complexity involved, extending the direct approach of [5] to arbitrary groups seemed

rather intractable.

However, very recently [6] the Lagrangian description of the deformed theories
for any group G was provided. The approach of [6] was to consider a total action
comprised of the sum of PCM parametrized by group element § € G together with
a WZW parametrized by a ¢ € G. The combined action enjoys a G;, x Gg global
symmetry of the PCM and a Gy cyr X GR cur current symmetry of the WZW. The critical
step is to then gauge a subgroup of the global symmetry that acts as G;. on § and Gg;ag
on g. The gauge symmetry can be fixed, for instance by setting § = 1, and the non-
propagating gauge fields may be integrated out. The result is a c-model that depends
on the level k of the WZW and the ‘radius’ x¥“ of the PCM in the combination

k

which can be related to the deformation parameter of [4,5].

When the level of the WZW is much smaller than the radius of the PCM, the later
is effectively frozen out of the dynamics. Indeed, for small A the result is to deform

the WZW CFT by a current-current bilinear.



The opposite limit A — 1 requires more care; it was shown in [6] that if the group
element g is appropriately expanded near the identity the result is to produce a o-
model whose spacetime is the non-Abelian T-dual of the PCM on the group space G
with respect to the Gy action. So for A near unity, one can also view this as a regulated

version of non-Abelian T-dual resolving global ambiguities

By either a direct calculation of the algebra of non-local charges or via an expansion
of the Maillet-type Poisson brackets for the monodromy matrix, these theories can be
seen to exhibit the whole Yangian symmetry for all values of the deformation 0 < A <
1[9].

With some modification, this general construction of integrable deformations can
be applied to strings on cosets or symmetric spaces giving rise to integrable deforma-
tions of coset CFTs [6,[10]. Furthermore it has been extended, with obvious applica-
tions to AdS/CFT, to Green-Schwarz superstrings on super-cosets [11]. In this later
context one may make connections with other known deformations of superstrings
in AdSs x S°. A sequence of works [12-15] have studied how the symmetries of the
world sheet S-matrix may be deformed to a quantum group whilst still satisfying S-
matrix axioms. The deformation is labeled by a parameter g and there are two cases
to consider. Firstis g = ¢/ € R which corresponds to the “#-deformation” introduced
from the string world sheet perspective in [16}17] building on earlier work in [18].
The 77-deformation has been further developed in [19-21]. The second case is when g
is a root of unity and it was conjectured in [11] that the A-deformed theories described

above give a world sheet realisation for this scenario.

A crucial question is then whether these integrable deformations are marginal and
thus give rise to a target space that is a consistent string theory background. Work-
ing in a x-fixed Green-Schwarz style action makes it technical to ascertain the full
geometry of such a deformation. Within the context of just bosonic string theory the
deformation of the WZW CFT fixed point is certainly not marginal according to the
results of [22] (indeed the running of A was calculated in [23,24] and shown to agree
with that of the non-Abelian bosonized Thirring model computed in [25]). Further
fermionic field content, coming from the RR sector of the type-II superstring, is needed
so that one-loop conformal invariance is preserved for all values of A. This then pro-

vides the motivation to the question we address here: can we embed the target spaces

!This idea originated in [7]. It was more recently put forward and further tested in [8].
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corresponding to integrable A-deformations as full solutions of type-II supergravity?

We will show, with a number of worked examples, that this is indeed possible. It
is, by no means, obvious that this will be the case; indeed a number of simplistic first
attempts at this problem yielded no success. Our results come from two observations.
First applying the above deformation to a compact group will give a A dependent
positive contribution to the one-loop dilaton beta-function. To counter balance this
it seems necessary to perform a similar A deformation in a non-compact group. Sec-
ond, at the A = 1 fixed point which we recall is the Gy non-Abelian T-dual of a PCM,
we can embed the geometry into a solution of supergravity by the inclusion of Ra-
mond fields determined by group theoretic considerations in [26]. The close relation
to non-Abelian T-duality suggests that the techniques of [26] may be generalised to

tind appropriate supporting Ramond fluxes for all values of A.

In this paper we will explicitly consider examples of A-deformations applied to:

1. AdS; x S3 using the SU(2) x SL(2,R) isometry of the group
2. AdS; x S? using the SU(2) x SL(2,R) isometry of the maximal coset

3. AdSz x S3 using the SU(2) x SU(2) x SL(2,R) x SL(2,R) isometry of the max-

imal coset

The first example is somewhat simpler since it uses groups rather than cosets and we
include it for didactic purposes. However, in this case one is forced to the conclu-
sion that the RR fields must be imaginary and thus constitute a solution of type-II*
rather than type-II theories [27]. The reader who is dissatisfied with this state of af-
fairs should quickly move to the second and third example which employ the coset
generalisation of [6] — though a little more involved, these are real backgrounds of

type-II theories.

The rest of the paper is as follows: We begin in section 2] by reviewing the general
construction of [6] for group manifolds. In section 3| we provide the first of the exam-
ples listed above including a high level of detail and methodology. In section 4 we
describe the generalisation to cosets and follow this with the remaining examples in

section [Bland section |6



2 A-deformations for groups

In this section we present the background fields for the NS-sector of our models. In
order to set up our notation and make our paper self-contained we first briefly review

the necessary results and conventions.

Consider a general compact group G and a corresponding group element ¢ parametrized
by X*, u =1,2,...,dim(G). The right and left invariant Maurer—Cartan forms, as well

as the orthogonal matrix (or adjoint action) relating them, are defined as

J# = —iTe(T49,g87") = Rjoy X,  JA=—iTe(T"g "0 g) = Lo X",

Rf! = DagLy, Dap = Tr(TagTpg ). &y
The matrices T4 obey [T, Tg] = ifapcTc and are normalized as Tr(T4Tg) = d4p.
The PCM on the group manifold for an element § € G is

2
Secn(§) = = [ 7P LA@LE (@) 2

and enjoys a Gy x Gg global symmetry. The WZW action for a group element ¢ € G
is defined by

k k
Swzwi(g) = o /Z‘SABLi(g)LE(g) + o /BfABCLA ANLEALS, (2.3)

where B is an extension such that 0B = X. The approach of [6] was to consider the
sum of the actions in and and to gauge a subgroup of the global symmetries
that acts as

§—hlg, g—hlgh, hegG. (2.4)

This is achieved by introducing a connection A = AAT# valued in the alebgra of G

that transforms as
A—sh'Ah—h"Ydh, heG. (2.5)

We replace derivatives in the PCM with covariant derivatives defined as

D =d§— Ag (2.6)



and replace the WZW with the G/G gauged WZW given by

Sgwzw k(8 A) = Swzwk(8) + 7% /TT(A3+881 ~AigTlog+AgAgTI —AAL).

(2.7)
The gauge symmetry can now be gauged fixed by setting § = 1 such that all that
remains of the gauged PCM is a quadratic term in the gauge fields. The gauge fields,

which are non-propagating are integrated out to result in the oc-model action [6]

SeA(8) = Swzw k(8 /Lr - DNt (2.8)

where

k
/\AB = /\(SAB ’ A= k—l——Kz . (29)

The o-model of is integrable as was proven in [6] by showing that the corre-
sponding metric and antisymmetric tensor fields satisfy the algebraic constraints for
integrability of [5] and [28]. A form of the action similar to appeared before
in [29].

We note that a more general class of actions can be obtained by retaining A 4p as a
general constant matrix (or one that depends only on spectator fields and not the X*).
Such models are obtained by repeating the same procedure but replacing the inner
product k26 4p occurring in the PCM of with a general constant coupling matrix
E op to which A 43 is related with a straightforward extension of [6,24]. It remains
an open question as to which choices E 45 can be made whilst retaining integrability.
With future possibilities in mind many of our derivations are done keeping A4p as a

general matrix.

2.1 Limit properties

In the limit of small A 45 the action can be approximated by

k
Sk (8) = Swzwi(g) + p //\AB]fIE +0(A?), (2.10)

corresponding to the WZW theory perturbed by the current bilinear J4]2 with ar-
bitrary coupling matrix Asp. The first two terms define the bosonized anisotropic

non-Abelian Thirring model in analogy with the non-Abelian Thirring model [30,31].



Hence, it is reasonable to expect that provides an effective all loop action for the
bosonized non-Abelian Thirring model. Based on studies of the RG flow and sym-
metry considerations this has been shown for A 4 = Ad 45 in [23] and for general A 4
in [24]. The fact that the model is driven away from the conformal point by the current
bilinear in is tied to the non-Abelian nature of the group. Had the current bilin-
ear been restricted to the Cartan torus, as for instance in [32], the c-model would have
remained conformal [22]. We remark that other interesting types of marginal defor-
mations have included the so-called asymmetric deformations of the form [ d?z]]c in
which Jg corresponds to some other U(1) outside the chiral ring of the WZW [33,34].

Heterotic embeddings of these asymmetric deformations were considered in [35].

What motivated the present paper is the behaviour of fork > land A — 1[6].

Then expanding the matrix and group elements near the identity we have that

1 1 oATA 1
/\AB:5AB_%EAB+O(E) , g:ﬂ—l—l Ak +O(k—2) , (2.11)

leading to

dro4 1 1
=200 () D=t 21 0() . fan=fascoc. @12

In this limit the action (2.8) becomes

1 _
Snon—Abel(U) = ; /a+Z}A(E + f)A]lga—UB ’ (2.13)

which is the the non-Abelian T-dual with respect to the G, action of the c-model given

by the PCM action with general coupling matrix E 4.

2.2 Towards a supergravity embedding

The purpose of this paper is to embed models for which the metric and antisymmetric
tensor of the NS sector are provided by to type-II supergravity. This will be done
by supporting these fields with a dilaton as well as with appropriate RR fluxes. The
dilaton factor is obtained from integrating out the gauge fields in a path integral and
is given by

e 2P = ¢ 2P0§dimG qoy (A1 — DT, (2.14)



where @ is the dilaton of the original theory in which the PCM is a part of. Let us
now restrict to the simplest cases when A 45 = Ad4p. The target space metric can be

read from the o-model and can be conveniently expressed using frame fields

two frames ¢4 and e? given by [6)23]
e = —\/k(1-22)(D - A1) ;5RE, " =/k(1-A2)(DT —AD),LLE. (2.15)

Both these frame field define the same geometry and are related according to a local

frame rotation e_ = Ae, given by

A=—-(1-AD)"YD-A1). (2.16)

In the spirit of [26] we will need the orthogonal transformation in the spinor rep-
resentation () found from
Q7140 = A4T8, (2.17)

where '/ are the ten-dimensional I'-matrices. An ansatz for the RR fields, completely
determined by the group theory, is given by allowing this () matrix to act by Clifford
multiplication on the RR fields of the original model in much the same as it does for
both Abelian and non-Abelian T-duality. We consider the RR sector in the democratic
formalism that incorporates fluxes and their Hodge duals equally specified by poly-

forms

5
Fouit, HA: F=) By, (2.18)
n=0 n=0

4
IIB: F =
from which one obtains bi-spinors F by contracting the constituent p-forms with p-

anti-symmetrised gamma matrices. Then the ansatz we propose for the RR sector is
e®F = u(A)e®F, - 071, (2.19)

where on the right hand side we have the bispinor [y formed from the RR fields
supporting the PCM of when embedded into a supergravity background. The RR
tields across the deformation are obtained from the left hand side of this relation upon
replacing the anti-symmetrised gamma matrices with the wedge of the corresponding
frame fields e given in (2.15). We include in this ansatz a possible multiplicative A

dependent constant coefficient y(A) which is, of course, related to the normalisation



employed for the dilaton. This constant should necessarily vanish in the limit A — 0
since then the background, being a CFT, should consist of purely NS fields. We believe
this to be the only consistent ansatz for the RR fields which is compatible with the
group theoretic structure of the problem and that agrees with the result in the non-
Abelian T-dual limit. A first principles derivation of the form of the RR fields should

eventually be established using e.g. a Green Schwarz or pure-spinor formalism.

3 Integrable deformation based on SU(2) and SL(2, R)

With the aim of constructing an integrable deformation of AdS; x S x T* we recap
the application of the above construction for the case of the SU(2) group manifold
given in [6] for the NS sector. We then provide the analytic continuation that gives
an analogous result for SL(2,R) before combining these to give a full supergravity
embedding. To prevent feelings of resentment on behalf of the reader, let us state the
outcome upfront: in this case the result will be a background of Type-IIB* supergravity
with imaginary fluxes. To obtain real backgrounds of type-II supergravity we will

consider the generalisation of the these A deformations to coset spaces in later sections.

3.1 The SU(2) integrable deformation

We parametrize an SU(2) group element by

infl;o;

g=ce , A = (—sin Bsiny, sin B cos 7y, cos B) , 3.1)
where ;s are the Pauli matrices such that

ag+ias  ax +iay cos & + i sin a cos sinasin B e
o= ( ) _ ( p p ) 62

—ap +ia; ap— ias —sinasinf e’ cosa —isinacos B

The corresponding o-model has metric and NS two-form

2
SuQR): ds>=k (%daz + 1A([j; sin’ w dsZ(SZ)) ,
(3.3)
B=k —oc—i—M asina | Vol(S?)
= A oS  si o ,



where we have defined
Ala) = (1 —=A)?cos?a+ (1+A)%sin’« (34)

and ds?(5?) = dp?* 4 sin?B dy? and Vol(S?) = sin 8 dB A dv. Note that for « — 0 and

for & — 7 the geometry becomes R®. For a — 71/2 it becomes S! x S2.

The Lorentz rotation matrix define by (2.16) is given by

Aup = ﬁ (14 1) sina — (1 - 1) cos” )

—2(1 =A%) cosa eapcac —2(1 + /\)ZaAaB} , (3.5)

and its spinor representation (2.17) is given by

1
O=——=T11[(A —1)cosalp3+ (1+A)sina A-T] . (3.6)
Aw)
In the limit A — 0 we obtain the metric and the antisymmetric tensor for the SU(2)

WZW model with normalization such that R;; = 2g;;. In this case the rotation matrix

in the spinor representation (3.6) becomes
Q= 1"11( —cosal'1p3 +sina fi - F) . (3.7)

The fact that it is not the identity is in agreement with the fact that the frames become
in that limit eﬁi = —R4 and ¢4 = LA. This implies that in this limit Ayp = —Dysg,
consistent with (2.16)).

The non-Abelian limit of the SU(2) PCM is obtained (setting x = 1) by letting

r k
This limiting procedure gives
i = L (a2 s 2(52) p— LTy 1(52) (3.9)
241 ’ T 221 ' '

In addition the Lorentz transformation in the spinor representation (3.6) becomes

(—Typ3+v-T), (3.10)



where v = rfi. These expressions correspond the non-Abelian T-dual of the SU(2)
PCM which in fact has been embedded in supergravity. It was shown in [26] that
when supported by appropriate flux fields it is a solution of massive IIA-supergravity
and that it represent the non-Abelian T-dual of the background corresponding to the

near horizon of the D1-D5 brane system.

3.2 The SL(2,IR) integrable deformation

The case with G = SL(2,R) can be obtained by an analytic continuation 8 — i and
the simultaneous flip of sign of k. In addition we rename &« — & and vy — 4. Then
from we obtain the background

1+ A 1-A2
: 2 _1(_ =2 S ¥ 2]
SL(2,R) : ds —k< 1_/\d¢x + A sin“ & ds”(H )) ,
(3.11)
B=k|—-a+ “_—/\)Zcosﬁcsin& Vol(H?)
B A&) '

where ds?(H?) = dp? + sinh?B d4% and Vol(H?) = sinh B dB A d§. As expected the

metric has signature (—, +, +).

3.3 Embedding to supergravity

We consider performing the above procedure on SL(2,IR) x SU(2) x T*. i.e. we look
for an integrable deformation to the model whose target space is AdS3 x S3 x T* sup-

ported in type-IIB supergravity by an RR three-form flux field
F=v2(" At A+ net A ed), (3.12)

where the indices 0,1,2 and 3,4, 5 run along the AdS3 and s3 directions

Turning to the deformation we note that this will be non-trivial for the SU(2) and

SL(2,R) factors as presented in the previous section. There will be no deformation for

2We normalize the metric so that Ry, = Fgy for the AdS; (upper sign) and the S® (lower) and set
the dilaton to be zero. We are not considering at this stage the (p, q) string case where the geometry is
supported by both NS and RR flux in combination.
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T%. The metric and the NS antisymmetric tensor are given by

4
ds? = ds%L(Z,R),A + dséu(z),)\ + ):; dx? (3.13)
i=
and
B = Bsro,r)A T Bsu2),1 - (3.14)

with the obvious notation for the various terms corresponding to (3.3) and (3.11). The
geometry will supported by a dilaton field given by

e 2% = A(a)A(&) . (3.15)

The frame we will use are given by

_ 22 5 /
0 = ki + /\dﬁc el = klA(&); sinadf, e? A oc) smtx smhﬁd'y ,
3 14+ (3.16)
e’ = k1 ———sinadf, ¢ Sll’l[X sin Bdy ,

9
s2 = — (D24 (D2 + (D)2 + ()2 + ()2 + ()2 + deidxi : (3.17)
i=6

Note that these simple frame fields are not the same as those defined by

Combining the SU(2) result of with its SL(2,R) counterpart, the Q) matrix

relating left and right moving frames, in this basis, has the form

Q= w ((A — 1) cosal*® + (A +1) sinacr3>

(A= 1) cosar®2 + (A + 1) sinar?) . (3.18)

Then we use our proposal for the RR fields described by eq. (2.19) in this case with
Fog = F3 + xF3 and ®¢ = 0. The new polyform

F=u(A)e ®Fy-Q71, (3.19)

12



obtained in this way has components
F =iu(A)(1—A?) (cos a sin &e® + cos & sin txe3> ,
F3 =iu(A) ((1 — M) cosacos @ (e%? + ¢3) — (1 + A)2sinasin&(e™ + e123)> ,

FE=0+%)fs, fs=—iu(A) (1 — /\2> (sinrxcos ael124 4 cosocsin&elz345> ,
(3.20)
with
41
A) = : 3.21
KA V(1 = A)1/2(1 4 A)3/2 (3.:21)

Then, the Bianchi identities and equations of motion of the type-II supergravity are

solved. However the fluxes are pure imaginary meaning that this should be inter-
preted in the context of the type-II* theory described in [27]. This arises because the
Q) matrix involves a T? and therefore has similar features to performing a time-like

T-duality.

In the A — 0 limit one immediately recovers the geometry AdS; x S3 x T* sup-
ported by NS flux and in the A — 1 limit we find the non-Abelian T-dual of AdS; x
S3 x T* supported by RR flux.

4 A-deformations for cosets

In this section we will let { T4} be the generators of G, {T?} be those of some subgroup
H C G and {T*} the remaining generators for the coset G/H. We will also need a
second subgroup K C G and denote its generators by {T"}.

The o-model on the geometric coset G/ H is given by

S (~):K—2 5L LP (4.1)
G/Hg T txﬁ+_1 .

where the sum is over only coset indices. This action has a local invariance § — gh for
h € H and so depends on dim(G) — dim(H) degrees of freedom. We now consider
the sum of this action with that of the WZW model and gauge a subgroup K C G
that acts as

§—k1g, g—klgk. (4.2)

13



We introduce a connection that transforms as
A — kT Ak — k Yk, (4.3)

and repeat the analogous steps in the gauging, replacing derivatives in the PCM to
covariant ones and replacing the WZW for G with a G/K WZW model, giving the

gauged action
k _ _ _
S = Swzwxk(g) + p= /Tr(A_a+gg T—Aiglo g+A gA g —A_AL)

K2 ~_ s .
- [ap@ D9 (g D9, (44)

where
Dig§ =0+ — A+3. (4.5)

Integrating out the A4 ’s gives

k - -
S = Swzwk(8) — p /U+ +L (A =1)DT]"

[DT —1-D(A =)D, []- =D(A =)L), (4.6)
in which the L and D are the left-invariant forms and adjoint matrix for the PCM

group element ¢ and the contracted indices are running over the gauge group K.

Let us focus our attention on the case where K = G, i.e. we gauge the entire global
G-symmetry. In that case we may partially fix the gauge by setting § = 1. This will
however leave a residual H gauge symmetry that will be used to fix dim(H) degrees

of freedom in g. Then the action becomes

S = Swzwx(g) — % / RE(M ™) 4Lt , (4.7)
where . .
[ (DY =1D)y (D) ap
Man = ( (D) <DT—A—111W> | o)

For the case where the coset is a symmetric spaceE| integrability of this theory was

proved in [10] using the gauged WZW-like origin of the construction of the action. We

3A symmetric coset G/H is one for which the algebra g of G admits a Z; grading g = g(o) @ g(l)
where g0 = p is the algebra of H and with (99, g0] ¢ g©, [¢g@, gM] < g, [¢), gM)] < g0,

14



also note that the action (4.7) with the given expression for M,p arises if we simply
set in the block diagonal part of the matrix A corresponding to the subgroup H
to unity.

The A — 1 limit, together with appropriate rescalings results in the non-Abelian
T-dual of the geometric coset as constructed in [36]. On the other hand the A — 0 limit
of gives

5 = Swzwalg) — [ JLDT =1+ O @9)

which is the c-model corresponding to the gauged WZW model for G/ H as expected.
The leading correction that drives the model away from the CFT point is proportional

to
[ (DY gg Ty 'DYg),  Dig=d.g—(Algl,  @10)

where AY are the solution for the gauge fields arising from integrating them out in

the action after setting A = 0. Explicitly
AY =—i(D-1) 1%, A¥=iDT-1) 1" . (4.11)

This term can be written at a bilinear in the classical parafermions [37,38] and therefore
it has a precise CFT interpretation. For the perturbation on SU(2)/U(1) the above

considerations were made explicit in [6].

One generalisation of this construction is given by replacing the inner product J,4

entering in (4.1) with general metric E, 5, however the G invariance condition

fapsEsy + farsEps =0, (4.12)

should still be obeyedﬁ A second generalisation is to consider rather than a single
WZW model, multiple WZW factors each at different levels - we will give further
details of this in the appendix.

To obtain the supergravity embedding we need to generalise the ansatz for RR
fields described in (2.19) from the group to the coset. Fortunately this has been done

already in the case of non-Abelian duality (the A — 1 limit of the present construction)

“When G/ H is symmetric the Cartan-Killing metric restricted to the coset is the unique G invariant
metric and so E,g o J,5, however for more general cosets one can find many examples where E,g is not
the Cartan-Killing form, for instance the most general SU(3) invariant metric on six-dimensional coset
SU(3)/U(1) x U(1) depends on three real parameters [39].
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in [36] and is easily extrapolated to the case at hand. If we let X* be dim(G) — dim(H)
local coordinates for the  model then frame fields are obtained by defining
k 1
et = (2)@ (1 _/\2)> (M )/xBLB(g) N“,deﬁ
(4.13)

k 2 ’
et = (2A2(1—A2)) (M~ 1BeRE(g) = N*PaxP .

These are related by a Lorentz rotation A = N+./\f ~! from which the corresponding
spinor matrix () can be obtained and then the rule in ( can be directly applied. Of
course, the exact form of these objects will depend on the way the residual symmetry

is gauge fixed.

5 AdS, x S?> deformations

5.1 Deforming the SU(2)/U(1) exact CFT

We follow this procedure and work out the action {#.7) for the case G = SU(2) and
H = U(1). We parametrize the group element as

g = el P1=02)03/ 20100 i (91+42)73/2 (5.1)

In both the gauged WZW and its deformation given by eq. (¢.7), we can fix the
U(1) gauge redundancy by setting ¢» = 0 (one finds in an explicit calculation that ¢,
enters the action only as a surface term). The metric of the deformed o-model is

then given by

A ) 4\
ds? k(l_’_/\(dw + cot? wd¢?) + Y

(cos pdw + sin ¢ cot wd<p)2> (5.2)

and zero antisymmetric tensor, where the parameter A is defined in (2.9) and have
renamed ¢ by ¢. The factor that will contribute to the dilaton in the supergravity

20 __ :.2

embedding that will shall do is determined, up to a constant piece, as e” =~ = sin” w.

These expressions coincide with those found in [6].

For A < 1, ie. k < x2, the dominant term is that corresponding to the exact
U(2)/U(1) coset CFT [37]. It can moreover be shown [6] that the extra term is a
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parafermion bilinear which corresponds to a relevant perturbation since the parafermions
have conformal dimension 1 — 1/k. Hence these parafermions drive the oc-model
away from the CFT point in accordance with our general discussion above. This per-
turbation has been shown to be integrable, massive and argued that in the k — oo
limit the model flows under the renormalization group to the O(3) o-model [40]. This

is consistent with the fact that SU(2)/U(1) is a symmetric coset space.

5.2 Deforming the SL(2,IR)/SO(1,1) and SL(2,R)/U(1) exact CFTs
We perform an analytic continuation in by sending
k— —k, K — K, w — —ip, (5.3)

and as a result obtain a c-model with metric

(cos ¢dp — sin ¢ coth pd(p)z) ,  (54)

1-A 4)
2 _ 2 272
ds _k(l—l—/\(dp + coth pd(,b)-l—l_)\z

2P

and zero antisymmetric tensor and dilaton factor e=2® = sinh? p. This background

represents an integrable deformation of the exact SL(2,R)/SO(1,1) coset CFT.

Performing a further analytic continuation in (5.4) as
¢ —it, (5.5)

we obtain a o-model with metric

ds® =k G_—A(— coth? pdt? + dt?) +

A (coshtdp + sinhtcothpdt)z) , (5.6

4)
1—A2

zero antisymmetric tensor and the contribution to the dilaton factor e 2% = sinh? 0.
This background for A = 0 corresponds to geometry of the exact SL(2,R)/U(1))
coset CFT. It was globally extended and interpreted as a two-dimensional black hole

in [41] We shall return to the black hole interpretation shortly.

5In fact for A = 0, the metric in (5.6) covers the patch of the geometry containing the black hole
singularity, i.e. region V in fig. 2 of [41]. A different analytic continuation, or alternatively using vector
rather than axial gauging, gives the geometry in region I of the same figure.
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5.3 Embedding to supergravity

Consider the ten-dimensional metric arising from combining (5.2) and (5.6) with the

six-dimensional flat metric on the T®

ds*> = k (ﬂ(_ coth? pdt? + dp?) +

- 2
T A (cosh tdp + sinh t coth pdt) )

4)
1—A2

1-A 2 .2
+k(1+/\(dw + cot® wd¢?) +

7 iAAz (cos ¢pdw + sin ¢ cot wd(p)2> (5.7)

9
+3Y dx? .
i=4
In addition, by combining the corresponding dilaton factor we have for the dilaton

29

e 2® = sin? wsinh?p . (5.8)

The antisymmetric tensor vanishes. In order to satisfy the supergravity equations of

motion we need to turn on flux fields. To present them we first define the frames

e’ =/k Y (sinh tdp 4 cosh t coth pdt) ,
1 A

e =\/k— 3 (sinh t coth pdt + cosh tdp) ,
) —A .

e =/k ) (cos ¢ cotwdp — sinpdw) , (5.9)
5 A .

e’ =\/ks— Y (cos pdw + sin ¢ cot wde) .

We will also denote by J, the Kahler form and by J3 the real part of the complex dif-

ferential form of type (3,0) in IR®. In a convenient basis we have that

h =dxq Ndxy 4+ dxz ANdxy + dxs N\ dxg,
(5.10)
J3 =dxqy Ndxz Ndxs —dxq ANdxg Ndxg —dxy Adxg A\dxs —dxy Ndxs A dxg .

The NS sector fields can be supported in a full supergravity solution either within

type-IIB or within type-IIA supergravity.
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Within type-IIB we have the five-form RR flux

1 4\
— sinwsinhp e’ A A 3. (5.11)

B:  FE=(1+%)fs, f5:ﬁ 112

Within type-IIA with the two- and four-form RR fluxes are

L_ 1[4
2T kV1=A2
P
TV

IIA : sinwsinhp e® A e,

sinwsinhp el Ae? A J; . (5.12)

These are real forms, and are solutions of type-II supergravity. The form of the RR
fields may be established using the action of Q = T''T’? on either the type-IIB or type-
ITA embedding of the AdS; x S2 PCM (see [42] for discussion of the GS action for the

superstring in this background and its integrability).

5.3.1 The non-Abelian T-dual limit and the near singularity region

Then above geometry is singular for p = 0 and for w = 0 where, for instance, the
scalar curvature blows up. We are interested in magnifying the geometry around these
points. It turns out that we have to zoom in also at specific sections for the variables ¢

and ¢. Indeed after letting
1
t=5r,  P=a. $=x. w=3, A=l-r+4.., (513
we obtain that
1( dr? dt\*\ 1 (dx} dxp \? 2
ds? == [ -+ (dr+r—) ) +3 <—1 + (dxz+x1—1) +) dx}  (5.14)
2 < r2 r 2\ «2 x =

and for the dilaton

e 2% = x%r2 . (5.15)

Compared with we have shifted the dilaton so that e® gets multiplied by 4k? and
® remains finite in the above limit. That implies that the fluxes are also multiplied

by 4k? so that the Einstein equation of motion is satisfied. The result for this limiting

19



procedure for the fluxes of type-II supergravity gives

1
IIB : F = (1 +*)f5 , f5s = E dt A (dexZ + xldxl) AJ3 (5.16)
and
ITA : F—Ldr/\(xdx + x1dx7)
: 2 / 20X + X14X71) ,
1
Fy=—(rdr4+tdt) Ndx1 N\ ] . 5.17
4 \/5( ) Adx1 A > (5.17)

In conclusion the non-Abelian T-dual in this case provides the geometry near the sin-

gularities when the parameter A tends to unity.

5.4 Global structure

In this section we will study the geometry presented here in the context of the two-
dimensional black hole solution of [41]. First let us just consider the two-dimensional

metric (5.6) and obtain its conformally flat form by making a coordinate transforma-

tion
u = coshp(e™" + Ae'), v = coshp(e! + Ae” ") . (5.18)
Then becomes
ds? = k(1 — A2) M0 o) = (=AY (o — Aw) — (1—A22. (5.19)
fu,0)

For A = 0 this coincides with the global metric found in eq. (28) of [41]. At face value
the effect of the A-deformation is to modify the location of the singularity defined by
f(u,v) = 0. This is illustrated in the Penrose diagram of fig. 1. A peculiar feature is
that the deformed black-hole singularity curve is no longer a horizontal line extending
to null infinities Z* but instead “bends” back on itself in the Penrose diagram to close
off into a tear drop shaped ending at future time-like infinity. As a consequence it
appears that some portion of the singularity is not protected by a horizon. This is
clearly a puzzling feature and warrants a further study. One likely resolution is that
this portion of the space time should be excised. The study of this metric is made
somewhat more difficult since for A # 0,1, it does not admit any isometries as can be

seen by direct inspection of the Killing equations.
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Figure 1: Kruskal (left) and Penrose (right) diagram of deformed space time showing how the loca-
tion of singularity (red lines) migrates. Shown in blue is the undeformed A = 0 singularity at uv = 1
and its corresponding horizon is displayed on the Penrose diagram in green. In red are the singular
curves corresponding to f(u,v) = 0 for A = (0.05,0.2,0.5) which forming increasingly sharper tear
drop regions in the Penrose diagram as A — 1.

It is interesting to consider the limit as A — 1 where in the Penrose diagram the
singularities curves degenerate into vertical lines. As stated above, if the coordinates
are also scaled in this limit one obtains a non-Abelian T-dual geometry that probes the
singularity. Instead let us take a different limit under which the coordinates are not
scaled. We simply let A — 1 by sending k — co with «x? fixed. Then the metric
becomes dudv dz? — dt?

d32:—k(l—)\z)m+---zxzz—2+---, (5.20)

2

so that an AdS, geometry of size k“ emerges. Hence, taking this limit in this way one

(necessarily) shows that the singularity is removed.

We now turn to a second question: can this full globally extended geometry be
supported in type II supergravity? In fact, the answer is no and the reason can be
seen even in the context of the undeformed black-hole for A = 0. In this case the
singularity lies on uv = 1 and in crossing the singularity (going from region V to Il in
the terminology of [41]) the dilaton ® = —1 In(1 — uv) picks up a shift of i7r. Of course,
when A = 0 the geometry does not requires any RR flux and so the additive shift to the
dilaton can be, to an extent, ignored at the level of solving the supergravity equations.
However when A # 0, if one wishes to keep the dilaton real, this will necessitate
allowing the RR fluxes to become imaginary. Thus there is no global extension that

can cover both asymptotic regions whilst keep the solution in type IL
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6 An AdS; x S° coset deformation

6.1 Deforming the SO(4)/SO(3) coset

We parametrize the group SO(4) element g in the SU(2) x SU(2) decomposition with

ng + iy w4+ inq ﬁ() + iﬁg ﬁz + iﬁl
g1 = . . ;r &2 = . . s (61)
—0p + 10 mg — Ix3 —B2+iB1 Bo—iB3

with the usual determinant constraints. A nice gauge choice that completely fixes the

residual H = SU(2) symmetry is
ay =03 =pP3=0 (6.2)

and H invariant combinations of the remaining coordinates are given by

= =(1-ad)?, 7=pw, 5=(ﬁ%+ﬁ%>§r (6.3)

which are simply ||, || and @ - B after gauge fixing (in what follows we prefer to use
the invariants ag and By rather than « and f since they lead to marginally more concise

expressions).

Following the procedure described in section [ results in an effective target space

geometry
k
+ 28 dagdBo + 20uydaody +28p,dPod7 ) (6.4)
with
A=(1—ag)(1—65) —7 (6.5)
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and

Age = 4(1+A)? = B5(3+A)(1+3A),
Apg=4(1+71)>—af(3+A)(143A),

Apy = (1-7)2, (6.6)
Aup = aoBo(1 — A)? +4y(1+A)?

Ay = —Po(1—=7)*,  Ag,=—ap(l1—1)%.

The NS two-form potential can be chosen to be zero and the contribution to the dilaton

factor is given (up to a constant shift) by e=>® = A. The contribution to the dilaton
61+ A2
k1— A2
important consistency check that there is a possibility to embed this into a full super-

beta function equation turns out to be which is just a constant. This is an
gravity solution by combining with another model that may contribute exactly the

opposite.

Note the ranges of the coordinates
0<ad<1, 0<pi<l, 9¥*»<(1—-ad)(1-p3), (6.7)

ensure that on this domain the function A > 0. These are important to keep in mind
since they ensure that the metric has positive signature (that is to say if one uses the
metric blindly and goes beyond the range of these coordinates, it does not remain
positive). There is a manifest Z, symmetry swapping ag and B just corresponds to a

switching of the two SU(2) factors of the SO(4) decomposition.

In the limit A — 0 the geometry is precisely that corresponding to the G/ H gauged
WZW model written explicitly in this parametrisation in (4.12) (for r = 1) of [43].

The limit A — 1 needs to be taken with some care. Defining

k 2_ tl

A= — — =
PR K2’

F=-5 714 (68)

and taking the limit k — oo one recovers (setting x = 1/2) the metric of the non-
Abelian T-dual of G/H = S® with respect to G = SO(4) obtained in (4.20) of [36].
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The frame fields for the geometry are defined by eq. (4.13) and are giverﬁ by (we

start the frame numbering at 3 for reasons that become obvious momentarily):

k1—-A
ﬁl—l——/\ (,Bodﬁéo + wodPBo — dy) ,

k1A .y
4
ei::t KmSlﬂa( 1—[3%610{0— 1—06%d‘80> , (69)

kT HA ¢
5 __
ei—:F K]_—/\COSE( 1—‘B%d0(0+ 1—DC%d‘BO),

& =

where the angle ¢ is defined through

v=1/(1-a})(1- ) cosy. (6.10)

Because the plus and minus frames differ only by reflection in the ¢* and ¢® directions
it is evident that the corresponding Lorentz rotation in the spinor representation will
have the form Q ~ T4T°.

6.1.1 Analytic continuation

Results for (SL(2,IR) x SL(2,R))/SL(2,R) can be obtained by analytic continuation.
There may be several different ways to perform an analytic continuation and these are
given essentially by changing the domains of ag, Bp and v in eq. (6.11). The continua-
tion we seek should be such that the frame ¢ defined in becomes time-like and
e* and ¢ remain space-like. With such a choice, the Q matrix will contain reflections
only in space-like directions and the resulting RR fields will remain real (other choices

could lead to solutions of type II*).

Let &, Bo and ¥ be the coordinates for the analytically continued geometry which

is given by the same metric as but with the replacement of k — —k and domains
1<ag, 1<pBy, F<O-a)(1—-F). (6.11)

We define the function
A=@-1)(F5-1) -7, (6.12)

®To present these frames in a way that is deomocratic between ay and By we in fact perform a
supplementary rotation in the 4 — 5 plane on those frames given by a direct application of (4.13).
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which is positive over its domain and the angle ¢ through

¥=/(@ - 1)(B —1)cos . (6.13)

The analytically continued versions of the frame fields in are given by

[k 1
e} = 2A1+/\([5odﬂéo+0¢odﬁo—d7)
2k1+A ¢ o N . "
ei:j:\/Al_/\cosi(\/ﬁ%—ldtxo—\/zx%—ldﬁo), (6.14)
2k1+A
ei:]“/m (,/52—1d0¢0+\/ —1d[30),

where the flat metric has signature (— + +). The Lorentz rotation spinor matrix is this

space is given by Q) ~ I'T2.

6.2 Supergravity embedding

We introduce frame fields in the T* directions ¢ = dx!, i = 6...9 such that the full
ten-dimensional metric is ds® = 7;je'e/ with €%, ¢!, €2 given by (6.14) and ¢, ee® by (6.9).
The dilaton is given by e 2% = AA and the NS two-form potential can be taken to be

zero.

It is evident that because we have sent k — —k in the analytic continuation, the
contributions to the dilaton equation from the 3, 4, 5 directions will cancel exactly with
those in the 0, 1, 2 directions. To satisfy the Einstein’s equations we need simply an RR

three form

_ 2\ A[\ 045 123
F;=2 ku—A%(e te ), (6.15)

which is in keeping with the ansatz for RR fluxes given by when the spinor
rotation matrix is the combination of that in the 3,4,5 and 0, 1,2 directions i.e. () ~
2145, This flux also solves its Bianchi identity and equation of motion. One can see
that all components of F; are extended in either or both the non-compact directions &
and fy, for this reason there seems to be no well defined (i.e. finite) charge associated
to this flux. A final comment is that since this background only has an F; active, the

S-dual will have purely NS flux which may be useful for further investigation.
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7 Conclusions and discussion

In this work we have demonstrated very explicitly that the NS of backgrounds cor-
responding to integrable A-deformations can be upgraded to full solutions of super-
gravity supported by appropriate Ramond fluxes. This gives very convincing support
that the A-deformation of a supercoset o-model (such as that for the AdSs x S° string)
will be an exactly marginal deformation and correspond to the g root of unity quan-
tum deformations as postulated in [11]. Extracting the supergravity background in

the specific case of AdSs x S° will be the subject of future work.

The examples presented within preserve no isometries and are thus very unlikely
to be supersymmetric. Also the defomations act equivalently in the AdS and sphere
parts of spacetime. It would be extremely interesting if one finds a way to avoid ei-
ther of these features; preserving even N' = 1 supersymmetry would be desirable
and acting just in the sphere directions would result in a deformation to the geom-
etry for which the dual field theory would remain conformal. If this is the case one
might be able to understand more clearly the consequences of these A-deformations

for holography.

In this work we have been implicitly always thinking of the A-deformation as be-
ing a deformation away from the CFT defined by a (gauged)-WZW model. This is
reflected in the fact that our gauge fixing choice always involved fixing the group el-
ement defining the PCM ¢ = 1. One consequence of this is that geometrically it is
hard in general to see the PCM geometry emerging (it is the non-Abelian T-dual of the
PCM that is recovered in a limit in which coordinates are also scaled as A — 1). Prior
to gauge fixing the PCM and the WZW model are treated on equal footings. One may
thus like to reconsider the system instead as deformation away from the PCM point.
One might expect that this can be done by adopting a different gauge fixing choice in
which the group element defining the PCM is left untouched. In support of this, we
saw for the case of SI(2)/U(1) that by making an appropriate coordinate transforma-
tion an AdS; space did indeed emerge in the A — 1 limit. There are however two
difficulties with this, firstly it is not possible to completely fix the gauge symmetry
in this way and secondly that experience dictates that different gauge fixing choices
do no more than generating diffeomorphisms of the target space. This issue warrants

further consideration.
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A I G /Gyn

We may easily generalize the construction for the case of direct groups. Consider
a WZW model on Gg, X Gy, X -+ X Gi,, and we gauge the G action of each of these
factors to give a copies of a G/ G WZW at all the levels. In addition we consider a PCM
on a coset [T, G;/H where H is a diagonal subgroup of G. We find it convenient to

work with a block diagonal realization of this set up

T4 = TA = diag(0,0, ... 0, i=12...,N. (A.1)

s tA Y 0/ Tty
~—
ith

in which in introduce the composite index A = Ai . The subgroup H is generated
by t* = (+°,t%,...,1") and then the coset is comprised by all generators T4, except
these. Then the group elementis ¢ = (g1,42,...,9n), Where g; € G; and the gauged
WZW is given by the usual formulas but with the modification that the inner product
is normalised such that k; appears for each block. As before we consider the case in

which group element of the PCM on the coset is fixed to § = 1. Then all the formulae

of the previous section can be applied directly.

Example: SU(2);, x SU(2)y,

Consider the simplest case of an SU(2);, x SU(2)x, WZW model. Let 04 be the gen-
erators of each SU(2) block such that

3

1...
/ A2
4...6 (8-2)

SN N
|

TA _ diag(c4,0),
| diag(0,04),

with the subgroup H being generated by diag(c*, c4).

Then one finds an action after gauge fixing the PCM model given by

Stot = k1Swzwlg1] + k2Swzw(g2] + p= / A4 —iALTA 1 AdM A2, (A.3)
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where k = k1 + kp, s; = k;/k and

1 J il sDua(e) + (F=si)om | —bu
J= Mjp = S > |
2

52]£[g2] ' —04B ‘ s2Dpa(g2) + <% —

(A4)

We make the gauge fixing exactly as in section [f|and find after integrating out the

gauge fields a c-model on a target space

ds? = % (deag + Qpd B3+ Qyrdy?
+ 200, pdagd By + 20 daodey + Zﬂmdﬁod7> ) (A.5)
with
Oue = (1+7)72271 [ZZ - (22 —(1-A*1+ r*1)2> 53] ,
Qpp = (147112271 [ZZ - (z2 —(1-A)2(1+ r)z) (xg] ,
Q. =(1-21)?%Z71, (A.6)
Qup = (1= A’ Z  aoBo+r(1+71)2Zy
Quy = —r 11 =A)2Z7 By, Qp, =—r(1—-1)*Z ag,
where
r:%, Z=8A+(1—-A)r (1+71)%. (A7)

For the case of r = 1 i.e. equal levels, this metric reduces to that of Section [ and
for unequal levels but with the deformation turned off (i.,e. A = 0) they give the
geometry [43], i.e. eq. (4.12) (see also [44]) . There is a also a manifest Z; invariance

under exchange of & <+ B and k1 <> k.

Frame fields for this geometry are found using the general formula (4.13) and are
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given by

ki +ky)(1—A) / _
ei = \/( ! IZ\)Z( ) (r 1ﬁ0d¢xo+modﬁo—d'y> ,
kik Z .Y 1 :
4 1K2 P 1/2/1 _ a2 1244
ey = ﬂ:\/k1 T A=A sin - (r (1—B5)zdag —r'/=(1 060)2d‘BO> , (A8)

kik zZ (A 1 1
5: 142 hd 1/21_2 d 1/21_2 d

- ]F\/kl Tk (I- M)A 2 (r721 = ) 2dma+ /2(1 - ) 2o )
where the angle ¢ is given by (6.10). The NS two form potential can be chosen to be
zero and the dilaton is given (up to a constant shift) by e7>® = A. The dilaton beta
function equation gives a constant as is required for this to be embedded into a full

supergravity solution.

IIB embedding

The SL(2)k, x SL(2), result can be obtained by analytic continuation exactly as de-
scribed in section |6.1.1; we change the domain of xp and B¢ and simultaneously flip
the sign of the levels as k; — —k;. Let us denote the corresponding frame fields ob-

tained in this way as ¢,

e! and ¢3. These will be given by the expressions in (A.8)
with all quantities replaced by the tilded counterparts and with the arguments in the
square roots also flipping signs, i.e. V&2 — 1. A ten-dimensional metric is completely
by appending a T* to the six-dimensional space obtained from the SL(2,R) and SU(2)

constructions. The dilaton is then given by
e ?® = AA, (A.9)

where A is as defined in (6.12). The dilaton supergravity equation is solved by con-
struction due to the cancelation between SL(2) and SU(2) factors. The Einstein equa-

tion is solved when the geometry is supported by three-form

F3 = uV AA <6045 + e123> , (A.10)
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where

2 1

i+ 401 Z2N2\2 A2 2072 -1 _ _
H _k1r4Z3N3<1+r(1 Z°N7) 27(1+ZN)>, N (1+7r)(1—A7).

(A.11)
One may check that the constant y is indeed invariant under the above Z; symmetry,

albeit not manifestly. This flux solves its Bianchi identity and equation of motion.
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