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Abstract

Higher-derivative interactions and transformation rules of the fields in the effective
field theories of the massless string states are strongly constrained by space-time symme-
tries and dualities. Here we use an exact formulation of ten dimensional N = 1 super-
gravity coupled to Yang-Mills with manifest T-duality symmetry to construct the first
order o/-corrections of the heterotic string effective action. The theory contains a super-
symmetric and T-duality covariant generalization of the Green-Schwarz mechanism that
determines the modifications to the leading order supersymmetry transformation rules of
the fields. We compute the resulting field-dependent deformations of the coefficients in
the supersymmetry algebra and construct the invariant action, with up to and including
four-derivative terms of all the massless bosonic and fermionic fields of the heterotic string

spectrum.
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1 Introduction

At low energy, or small curvature, heterotic string theory reduces to ten dimensional
N = 1 supergravity coupled to super Yang-Mills [1]. Successive terms in the o/-expansion
may be expressed as higher-derivative interactions that are strongly constrained by the
symmetries of string theory. There are several reasons to study the higher-order terms
in the effective field theories of the massless string modes. They are needed to evaluate
the stringy effects on solutions to the supergravity equations of motion [2] 3], they play
a central role in the tests of duality conjectures [4], in the microstate counting of black
hole entropy [5] and in moduli stabilization [6].The swampland program [7] has revealed
that the effective field theories of low energy physics and cosmology are limited by their
couplings to quantum gravity [§], and together with the string lamppost principle [9],
reinforces the interest in the restrictions imposed by string theory on the higher-derivative
corrections to General Relativity.

The first few orders of the heterotic string o’-expansion are known explicitly. The
interactions of the bosonic fields up to O(a’?) were originally determined from the com-
putation of scattering amplitudes of the massless string states at tree [I, [10] and one
loop [L1] levels in the string coupling and from conformal anomaly cancellations [12]. The
contributions of the fermionic fields have been computed using supersymmetry and super-
space methods [13]-[20]. Supersymmetry completely fixes the leading order terms [13] and
it often provides an elegant underlying explanation of the higher-derivative corrections.
But it holds iteratively in powers of o’ and the transformation rules of the fields demand
order by order modifications that are further restricted by other string symmetries and
dualities.

In particular, the effective field theories for the massless string fields exhibit a global
O(n,n;R) symmetry when the fields are independent of n spatial coordinates. This con-
tinuous T-duality symmetry holds to all orders in o [21] (see also [22]-[25]) and it has
been explicitly displayed recently for the quadratic and some of the quartic interactions of
the bosonic fields in [26, 27]. This feature motivated the construction of field theories with

T-duality covariant structures, such as double field theory (DFT) [28] 29] and generalized



geometry [30], which provide reformulations of the string (super)gravities in which the
global duality invariance is made manifest.

In the duality covariant frameworks, the standard local symmetries are generalized
to larger groups: diffeomorphism invariance is extended to also include the gauge trans-
formations of the two-form and the tangent space is enhanced with an extended Lorentz
symmetry. Interestingly, the duality covariant gauge transformations completely deter-
mine the lowest order field interactions in string (super)gravities even before dimensional
reduction (for reviews see [31] and references therein). Moreover, extensions of the duality
group [32 B3] as well as enhancings of the gauge structure of DFT [34] [35] allowed to
reproduce the four-derivative interactions of the massless bosonic heterotic string fields.

Supersymmetry can be naturally incorporated in the duality covariant formulations
[36]-[41]. A supersymmetric and manifestly O(10,10 + n,) covariant DFT reformula-
tion of ten dimensional A/ = 1 supergravity coupled to n, abelian vector multiplets
was introduced in [37, [38]. Although it is formally constructed on a 20 + n, dimen-
sional space-time, the apparent inconsistency of supergravity beyond eleven dimensions is
avoided through a strong constraint that admits solutions removing the field dependence
on 10+ n, coordinates, and fermions transform as spinors under the O(9, 1)y, factor of the
local O(9,1)1, x O(1,9 + ny4)r double Lorentz symmetry.

More recently, an exact supersymmetric and manifestly duality covariant mecha-
nism was introduced in [41], in which the global symmetry of the theory is taken to
be O(D, D + k), k being the dimension of the O(1,D + k — 1) Lorentz group. To pre-
serve duality covariance, the O(D, D + k) multiplets are parameterized with elements
of O(D, D). Additionally identifying the O(D, D) vector with the generalized spin con-
nection of O(D, D + k), the construction produces an exact supersymmetric and duality
covariant generalization of the Green-Schwarz transformation, which requires an infinite
tower of O(D, D) covariant higher-derivative terms in the gauge invariant action.

With the motivation to further understand the structure of the heterotic string o/-
expansion, in this paper we perform a perturbative expansion of the formal exact construc-
tion of [41] and obtain the first order corrections to N' = 1 supersymmetric DFT. Further

parameterizing the duality multiplets in terms of supergravity and super Yang-Mills mul-



tiplets, we show that the supersymmetric duality covariant generalized Green-Schwarz
transformation completely fixes the first order deformations of the transformation rules of
the fields. We also construct the invariant action with up to and including four-derivative
terms of all the massless bosonic and fermionic fields of the heterotic string and up to
bilinear terms in fermions.

The paper is organized as follows. In section P2l we review the basic features of the
N = 1 supersymmetric DFT introduced in [38] and we trivially extend it to incorporate
non-abelian gauge vectors. In section [3] after briefly recalling the relevant aspects of the
duality covariant mechanism proposed in [41], we extract the first order corrections to the
transformation rules of the O(10, 10+n,) generalized fields from those of the O(10, 10+ k)
multiplets, and obtain the manifestly duality covariant and gauge invariant AV = 1 su-
persymmetric DFT action to O(a/). We then parameterize the O(10, 10 + n,) fields in
terms of supergravity and super Yang-Mills multiplets in section [4 and find the relations
between the duality and the local gauge covariant structures. We discuss the deformations
induced from the generalized Green-Schwarz transformation on the transformation rules
of the supergravity fields and compare with previous results in the literature. Finally, in
section [§] we present the first order o’-corrections of the heterotic string effective action
including up to bilinear terms in fermions. Conclusions are the subject of section [6l The
conventions used throughout the paper and some useful gamma function identities are
included in appendix [Al Details of the proof of closure of the symmetry algebra on the
duality multiplets are contained in appendix [Bl Finally, in appendix [Cl we compute the
deformed supersymmetry algebra on the supergravity multiplets and prove the supersym-

metric invariance of the first order corrections in the heterotic string effective action.

2 The leading order theory

In this section we review the basic features of the DFT reformulation of N’ = 1 supergrav-
ity coupled to n, vector multiplets in ten dimensions that was introduced in [38], mainly
to establish the notation. The frame formalism used in [42] is most useful to achieve a

manifestly O(10,10 + n,) covariant rewriting of heterotic supergravity truncated to the



Cartan subalgebra of SO(32) or Es x Eg for n, = 16. Employing gauged DFT [43], we
further include the full set of non-abelian gauge fields and recover the leading order terms

of heterotic supergravity.

2.1 Review of N = 1 supersymmetric Double Field Theory

N = 1 supersymmetric Double Field Theory is defined on a space with coordinates X™
belonging to the fundamental representation of G= O(10,10 + ny|R), with M = (M, 1),
M =0,...,19;i=1,...,n4, and n, is the dimension of the gauge group. The theory has
a global G symmetry, a local double Lorentz H = O(9, 1|R);, x O(1, 9+ ny4|R)g symmetry,
diffeomorphisms generated infinitesimally by ¢ through a generalized Lie derivative EAS
and supersymmetry parameterized by an infinitesimal Majorana fermion e transforming

as a spinor of O(9,1)r. The propagating degrees of freedom are:

0(10,10+ny)
0(9,1)L XO(1,9+7L9)R )

— EM,: a generalized vielbein parameterizing the coset % = with

tangent space indices A = (A, A) splitting into O(9, 1), and O(1,9 + n,)r vector

indices, A=0,...,9and A=0,...,9 + n,, respectively,
— d: an O(10,10 + ny) scalar dilaton,

— U4 a Majorana spinor generalized gravitino, transforming as a spinor of O(9, 1)y,

as a vector of O(1,9 + n)g, and as a scalar of O(10, 10 + n,),

— p: a Majorana spinor ‘dilatino’, transforming as a spinor of O(9, 1), and as a scalar

of O(10,10 + ny).

The group invariant symmetric and invertible O(10, 10 + n,) metric is

77“” nuu 77“1' 0 5 # v O
MN = WV n;w n,ui = 5uy 0 O ) (21)

with p,v =0,...,9,4,j =1,...,n, and k;; the Killing metric of the gauge group. There
are two constant symmetric and invertible H-invariant metrics nyp and Hp. The former

is used to raise and lower the indices that are rotated by H and the latter is constrained
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to satisfy HyCH® = 5%. The three metrics myn, nap and Hup are invariant under the
action of £, G and H.
The generalized vielbein EMj is constrained to relate the metrics 7y and myy and

defines a generalized metric Hyy from Hyp
nas = EYanunE"s,  Hun = Ev*HasEx®. (2.2)
Hyy is also an element of O(10,10 + n,), constrained as
Hypn" @ Hon = nuy Hacn™ Hpp = nap - (2.3)
It is convenient to define the projectors
Byn = % (muny — Huy) and Py = % (mvn + Hun) (2.4)
satisfying the usual properties
FMQFQN = Pun, PuoP% = Pun, PMQFQN = PuoP% =0, Pun + Pun = nun
and related with the generalized vielbein in the following way
Pup = BvaE™s , Pig = EyzE™5, Pun = BuaBn?, Pun = EyzEn”.  (2.5)

We use the convention that Psp , Po5 and their inverse lower and raise projected indices.

The generalized Lie derivative acts as

0 My = Lo EMy = NONEM, 4 (M — One™)EN, + fMupeNET,, (2.6a)

05 = LUy = MoyUy (2.6b)
~ 1 ~

Oed = Led = §"0ud - §@M€M, Sep = Lep=E"0up, (2.6¢)

where the partial derivatives dy belong to the fundamental representation of O(10, 10+n,)
and the so-called fluxes or gaugings funp are a set of constants [42] verifying linear and

quadratic constraints

fune = fivne f[MNRf]P’]RQ =0. (2.7)



Consistency of the construction requires constraints which restrict the coordinate de-

pendence of fields and gauge parameters. The strong constraint

O™ =0, Oy M =0,  fuFO--- =0, (2.8)

where - - - refers to products of fields, will be assumed throughout. This constraint locally
removes the field dependence on 10 + n4 coordinates, so that fermions can be effectively
defined in a 10-dimensional tangent spacel.

The local O(9,1);, x O(1,9 + n,)r double Lorentz symmetry is parameterized by an

infinitesimal parameter I"yp satisfying
Fap = —T'pa, (2.9)

in order to preserve the invariance of m,5 and Hag. The two projections of a generic

vector VA =V4 4+ VA transform as
SpVA=VEDRA VA =VEIA (2.10)

where the I'42 and I';” components generate the O(9, 1)1, and O(1,9 4 n,)g transforma-
tions leaving P4p and P4z invariant, respectively, and 6, Hyp = 0 implies I' 45 = 0.

The fields transform under double Lorentz variations as

= 1 1
(SFEMA = EMBFBA, 51"\112 = \IIEFBZ + ZF&’)/&\IIZ, (Spp = Efmfy&p, (211)

where the O(9, 1);, gamma matrices can be chosen to be conventional gamma matrices in

ten dimensions, satisfying
{’YAa ”YQ} = —2Psp. (2.12)

Some useful identities for the product of gamma matrices are listed in Appendix [A.T]

The Lorentz and space-time covariant derivatives act on generic vectors as
VaVeg = ExVp + MAB(CV(C , VmVa = ouVa + WMABVB , (213)

with By = v2E,M0y, implying wisse) = vV2wmasE" ).

IA supersymmetric DFT without the strong constraint was obtained through a generalized Scherk-

Schwarz reduction in [39].



Only the totally antisymmetric and trace parts of wapc can be determined in terms of

EM, and d, namely

V2 1
wase) = —EwE sEng — ?fMNPEMAENJBEPC = _gFABC7 (2.14)
wpa® = —V2e*0y (EMye ) = —F,, (2.15)
the latter arising from partial integration with the dilaton density
/ e PV VE = - / e 2WVAVLY (2.16)

for arbitrary V and V*. Only the combinations with the same projection on the last two
indices are non-vanishing.

The covariant derivatives of the (adjoint) gravitino and dilatino are

= 1
Vils = EyUg +w,5 Ve — EWAEVE‘IIEv (217a)
_ — — 1 —
Valg = B V5 + w5V + ZWAB_C‘I’EVB—C ; (2.17b)
1 1
Vap = Eup— zwapcy? p, Vap = Esp+ ~wapc p77°. (2.17¢)

4 4

The supersymmetry transformation rules are parameterized by an infinitesimal Majo-

rana fermion e transforming as a spinor of O(1,9)y,

1 y 1 1
OBy = —gEenaVpEP OBy = Sep VBT, dd= e, (218)

0V4 = Ve, 6ep = —72V 4e. (2.18b)

Putting all together, the generalized fields obey the transformation rules

OFM = L EM ) + EMpIE, — %EM\DBEME : (2.19a)
SEM = L EMy 4+ EM5T P + %WE\IJZEMB : (2.19b)
5d = E80pd — %apgp — iEp, (2.19¢)
§U 5 = MoV + TP 05 + %rB_mB—C\IfA + Ve, (2.19d)
5p = Moy + lFify&p — AV 4e. (2.19¢)

4



In Appendix [B.Il we review the algebra of these transformations, and show that it closes

up to terms with two fermions, with the following parameters

1 _
&3 = €1, &6, — EEMAEWA@, (2.20a)
1
Pioap = 2§E5PF2}AB — 2 1a Tyc + Epa (G178162) — 5 (e17%e2) Fasc, (2.20b)
1
€12 = _§F[1B_07&52] + 2¢],0peyy (2.20c)

where the Cy-bracket is defined as

(1, &afty = 26068y — EROMEqn + froMETER (2.21)

The transformation rules (ZI9) leave the following action invariant, up to bilinear

terms in fermions,

Sn—1 DFT = / d*t X e (Lg + Ly) , (2.22)
where Lg is the generalized Ricci scalar, which can be written as
1 1 1
Ly = R = gFAmFDM (HA%B%CF — éHM”JLJIB“EJEIW) — H*B (§FAFB + EAFB) ,

up to terms that vanish under the strong constraint, and the fermionic Lagrangian is

Lp = U2V U — 5yAV p + 20" Vrp. (2.23)

Using the Bianchi identity

1
EFABCFABC = 2E,F* + F,F*, (2.24)

it is useful to rewrite

1 1
R = 2E,FA+ F FA - EFMFM — 5&B_CFA&. (2.25)

The supersymmetry variation of the bosonic piece of the action gives
245 [e 2R(E, d)] = %sz + 20, 5RPA = %sz — A 0PRy, (2.26)
where we have used
SeFanc = —3 (EnAEgq) + AER” Fyepp) (2.27)

9



with

AE p = AE 5 =
AEyp = E" 00 Evp = —AEpy = 42 AP (2.28)
AE 5 = —AEg, = 56745
and
OR = —ea 0 | BgF = EoFgC + FpFP™C — FpFg?| = —ey W Rg,

The supersymmetry transformation rules define the following Lichnerowicz principle

T 1
(14Var2Vs - VAV5) e = - Re, (2.29)
1
[V2.12Vs] e = 57 Rage, (2.30)

and then, the supersymmetric variation of the fermionic piece of the action
) 1 l 1
e**6. (e7*Lp) = —2AE 5 RE — PR = ey U4 RAE — 5PR, (2.31)

exactly cancels (2.26]).

2.2 Parameterization and choice of section

To make contact with ten dimensional /' = 1 supergravity coupled to n, vector multiplets,
we split the G and H indices as M = (,,,*,i) and A = (A, A), respectively with A =
a, A = (a,i), ,',a,a=0,...,9,4,7i=1,...,n,, and parameterize the generalized fields

as follows:

- Generalized frame

E.a E* Eig . —eua — Cpu€la €y _Apiepgv
EM, = Egm E's Ez| = V2 s — Cpuela  e'a  —AjePz | (2.32)
E; Er; E; V2A, et 0 V2e;

where e, and ez are two vielbein for the same ten dimensional metric. To guarantee
that the number of DFT and supergravity degrees of freedom agree, we gauge fix e#, =
€'z, e.a = €,m, and identify e*z, e,z with the supergravity vielbein e,, e,,, a,0 =0,...,9,
respectively, i.e. ¢, = €,°gae,’, With g, the Minkowski metric. C,,, = b, + %AZAW-,

with AL being the gauge connection. For consistency, we also need to impose
Py = —gabég(Sg, P = gabdgdg, Fﬁ = ei;mjejj, (2.33)

10



with €’; the (inverse) vielbein for the Killing metric of the SO(32) or Eg x Eg gauge group,

Nij = eiini—jejj , as required for modular invariance of the heterotic string.

- Generalized dilaton and dilatino

1
d=¢— 5 logv/—g and p =2+, , (2.34)

where ¢, 1, and A are the standard dilaton, gravitino and dilatino fields, respectively.

- Generalized gravitino:

1
Wy = (0,e"athy, \/—5622961') ;

(2.35)
x; being the standard gaugino field.
The non-abelian gauge sector is trivially incorporated through the gaugings that de-
form the generalized Lie derivative (ZGal) as
fijk for M, N, P= ’i,j, k

fun® = (2.36)
0 otherwise.

The ~-functions v¢ = %02 verify the Clifford algebra {v%,~*} = 2¢%.
The gauge fixing e*, = e/s implies de*, = de’, and ([2.11]) lead to

Tap = (—Nap + Evjatlyy) 8208, (2.37)

where A, denotes the generator of O(1,9) transformations that parameterizes I';.
The additional gauge fixings 6 E’z = 0 and § E*; = 0 lead respectively to

i 57 i 5] a i L a §i
FH = A135;5§ = fwkgk(%(sg and FH = Am‘ 55 (5; = ﬁ‘f’)/axi 66 5;., (238)

where we have parameterized " = (¢, £, £") and A, A;j are introduced for convenience,
as we will discuss in section 4l
Solving the strong constraint in the supergravity frame, parameterizing (ZI8) and

using the non-vanishing determined components of the generalized spin connection listed

11



in Appendix [A.2], we recover the leading order supersymmetry transformation rules of the

coupled ten dimensional N' = 1 supergravity and Yang-Mills fields, namely

a_1_4 1_ 1. 1
dee,” = 567 Yy, S = —56)\ =+ Zw“wu, (2.39a)

1 . 1
Ocbpy = €Yty + §EV[MX2Au]z’ : dp=7"D,e — ﬂHabcvabce — "0,€ (2.39Db)

1 +) . a 1 1 abc

0, = 0,€ — wamgfy be | 0N = —57“&@6 + ﬁHabgy bee (2.39¢)

P S i Lo
0edly = X" 0eX' = = FuA"e, (2.39d)
where w/(jgg = Wyab + %H uab 18 the spin connection with torsion given by the field strength

of the b-field

Hape = €€’ g Hpp = 3et g€y’ (O[Hbl,p} — C’;(Lﬂ)p) , (2.40)
with Cfﬁ,)p the Yang-Mills Chern-Simons form
i 1 i pj
Cllly = Ap0uAgi = 3 fign AL ALAG (2.41)

The Lorentz transformations of the supergravity and super Yang-Mills multiplets ob-

tained from (2.I1]) are
S = @M O = A N, D= gl (242)
and the gauge transformations derived from (2.0) are
O Ay, = 0,8 + [l AL, o' = FadX" Ocbu = 20060 — O’ Auys, (2.43)
where the second term in the gauge transformation of the b-field is the gauge sector of

the Green-Schwarz transformation required for anomaly cancellation.

Parameterizing the DFT action (Z22]), using the fluxes listed in Appendix[A.2] we get

_ 1 v 1 7 v
S = /dm:v ee 2 {R(w(e)) - EHWPH” P +40,00"¢ — ZFWFZ.“

ol - s 1—2 — v 1 v i
— " P, +pDp + 294 Dyp — 5 X Dxi+ X (”Y“¢ - 17“ P) F,,

1 - "N — _ poT v, pT 1—Z oT
+oHeor (Wv”‘”wu + 1205977 = py*Tp — 69"y p + SX” X)} (2.44)

We use standard notation defined in Appendix [Al Both the action and the transfor-
mation rules match the corresponding ones in [16], with the field redefinitions specified in

Appendix [A.3] where (2.44]) is rewritten in terms of the standard supergravity dilatino A
instead of p.
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3 The first order o/-corrections

In this section we construct the first order corrections to N' = 1 supersymmetric DFT,
performing a perturbative expansion of the exact formalism developed in [41].

The duality structure of the first order o'-corrections to heterotic supergravity was
originally considered in [32] 33]. Exploiting a symmetry between the gauge and torsionful
spin connections that exists in ten dimensional heterotic supergravity [15], [16], the duality
group was extended to O(10, 10+n,+mn;), with n,(n;) the dimension of the heterotic gauge
(Lorentz) group. In this construction, the gaugings in the generalized Lie derivative (2.6al)
preserve a residual O(10,10) global symmetry. Including one-form fields in the GL(10)
parameterization of the generalized vielbein, the formalism reproduces the first order
corrections to the interactions of the bosonic fields in the heterotic effective field theory.
This construction was supersymmetrized in [40)].

The lack of manifest duality covariance and the difficulties to incorporate higher orders
of the o/-expansion in these formulations motivated the search of alternative frameworks.
A deformation of the gauge structure of DFT was proposed in [34], introducing a gen-
eralized Green-Schwarz transformation that modifies the leading order double Lorentz
variations (211 with two derivative corrections. The deformations fix the four deriva-
tive terms of bosonic fields in all T-duality symmetric gravitational theories, including in
particular the bosonic and heterotic string effective actions [35].

The two formalisms described above were merged in the so-called generalized Bergshoeft-
de Roo identification introduced in [41]. In the first part of this section we briefly review
this exact supersymmetric and manifestly duality covariant formulation. Then we per-
form a perturbative expansion and extract the first order corrections to the transformation
rules of the O(10, 10 + n,) multiplets (2.19). Finally, we construct the gauge invariant
action containing three and four derivatives of the duality multiplets up to bilinear terms

in fermions.

13



3.1 The generalized Bergshoeff-de Roo identification

The theory has a global O(10, 10+k) symmetry, where k is the dimension of the O(1,9+k)
group. This differs from the construction of the previous section, where the duality group
is O(10,10 + ny) and n, denotes the dimension of the SO(32) or Eg x Eg heterotic gauge
group. In the construction of [41] instead the gauge sector encodes the higher derivatives.
The vielbein &€, is an element of O(10, 10 + k), parameterized in terms of O(10,10)
fields asH
Ev®=En®, Ent= (A2)y" Ept, Ey" = —ApPes”, 51)
=0, 2 =Ey*AM,  £.7 = (02) es” .
We use calligraphic symbols to distinguish the O(D, D + k) objects. The indices M =
(M,a) = (*,,,a) and A = (A, A) take values M = 0,...,19, A=a=0,...,9; A =
(@,@),a = 0,...,9 and a,a@ = 1,..., k. Apy® is a constrained O(10,10) vector field
satisfying Ay ® = PyV An® (the projection is fixed by the choice of O(10, 10 + k) duality
group, as opposed to O(10+£, 10) which would give an equivalent Z, transformed theory),

and

0.° = k)% — Ay AMP (3.2)

AMN = T]MN - AMaANa . (33)

The gauge freedom is used to set £,% to zero and the bijective map e,” relates the Cartan-

Killing metrics of O(k), kap and kg3, as
eaam@egg = Kag - (3.4)
The parameterization (B.I]) preserves the constraint
Em™ NaBENT = N (3.5)

where v and 745 are the invariant metrics of O(10,10+ k) and O(9, 1)1, x O(1,9+ k),

0 4. 0 —9a 0 0
vy =14, 0 0 [, nas = 0 g3 O . (3.6)
0 0 Kap 0 0 rKap

2Note that this differs from ([232) and from previous constructions, e.g. [32,[33], where the generalized
vielbein is parameterized with GL(10) multiplets.

14



The generalized O(10,10 + k) gravitino splits as W4 = (0, ¥4, U5), where Uy is a
generalized O(10, 10) gravitino and W5 is a gaugino of the O(1,9 + k)g gauge group, that
will later be identified with a function of the O(10,10) generalized fields. The gamma
matrices are v* = (72,0, 0), with 42 the O(9,1);, gamma matrices verifying (2.12)).

The transformation rules of the O(10, 10 + k) fields have the same functional form as

(2.19]), namely
SEM™ = EPOpEMA + (OMET — DT EM)EP™ + g faan TV EPH
+ EBTs* — A TBIE 5, (3.7a)
5d = P 0pd — %apgp — %p (3.7b)
SW— = EMOpN U + TP U5 + i 5eVBEW g + Ve (3.7¢)
5p = EM0up + 1 Tasr % — 74V e, (3.7d)

where g=2 ~ o/ is a dimensionful constant, T 43 parameterizes the local double Lorentz
O(9,1)L, x O(1,9 4 k)r tangent space symmetry,
1 BC
Ve = Eqe — JuABCY €, (3.8)
with €4 = V2EM 400, and the identifications
Fase = 3EuENsEne) + aV2 fanpEMAEN 5ET e = —Bwiane) (3.9)

Fau = \/56%8]\4 (EMAe_zd) = —(UB_AB, (310)

faﬁﬁ/ for MaN>P: O‘>5a7

fan” = (3.11)
0 otherwise
Equivalent constraints to (Z7) and (2.8) must be imposed, i.e.
oM =0, oMo =0, fMypOp - =0, (3.12a)
fawvre = fivwr) fon ™ frr® =0. (3.12b)
The gauge fixing 6&,* = 0 implies
T = (07" - %mc\ﬁg@) (O 3)5eP, (3.13)
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and de,® = 0 determines

1

1 ]-— —s\«
T = (00 Peum — €"0pE 5+ 076l pp — 9us ™67, 5~ 5679‘1’@50@) g (072)%.

(3.14)
The gauge generators (ta)zg implement the map
VP = —gV, (t%)4 5, (3.15)
allowing to write
1
-9 (tY) 35 = T45, —gEL (1Y) s = —=A%5 . 3.16
9&a(t") a5 AB 9E* (t%)en NG CD ( )

They satisfy [to, ts] = fop?t, and Tr(t%t3) = Xgd5, where X is the Dynkin index of
the representation.

Parameterizing 6&,,% one gets
(SAQ@ = §P8PAQ@ — 52765 — QAQEE(.Tﬁ}B — A%T@ —+ E’)/E\If@ s (317)
where

Veop 5 (t)ep (3.18)

9
VU
V2
In order to eliminate these extra degrees of freedom, it is convenient to define

1—
— Fn STy, (319)

7 2

aCD
which allows to establish the generalized Bergshoeff-de Roo identification between the

generalized gauge and spin connections

Anep = Faep - (3.20)
and to determine W55 as the generalized gravitino curvature

1 _
Vep = Vel + 5+ e Vs (3.21)

since both sides of ([B.20) and (B:2I)) transform in the same way. The main steps of the
demonstration can be found in [41].

We now proceed to extract the first order o/-corrections to the transformation rules

of the O(10, 10 + n,) generalized fields.
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3.2 Induced transformation rules on O(10,10) multiplets

The covariant transformation rules ([B.7]) induce higher derivative deformations on the
transformations (2.19) of the O(10,10 + n,) fields. In this section, we work out the first

N'in the parameteriza-

order modifications, expanding the coefficients (J2),? and (A2),,
tion of the O(10, 10 + k) multiplets.

To simplify the presentation, we turn off the gauge sector of the O(10,10 + n,) mul-
tiplets, i.e. we take n, = 0, and obtain the induced transformation rules of the O(10, 10)

fields. The gauge sector will be trivially included in the next subsection.

It is convenient to first express the components of the generalized O(10,10+ k) fluxes

9) and ([B.I0) in terms of the O(10,10) fluxes (2.I4) and (2.15). Keeping only the first

order terms in the expansion of the coefficients (J2),” and (Az),~, namely

1 1 1 1
(D§)a6 = lﬁlaﬁ - §AMaAMB, (A§)MN = NN — §AMQANBI€QB, (322)

we get the first order deformations

3b 1 = 2 —
Fave = Fase + Fg) = Fape — " <E[ Fpet — S’ rded — gF*CE[QFJ‘fd) Fla. (3.23a)
b _
Fave = Fape + Fay) = Fape — 4 (E iyt FreetE, 69[1’) Fra: (3.23b)
b
‘Fﬁ Fabc_‘_Fg(Z’% NFabc+8F;fF*ef dec’ (3230)
Fopo = o (3.23d)
~ 2 * *€ * *e
Fapea = F2D = —2E1 s+ 2F 7Py + Feae P55, (3.23¢)
1 1
b _ _
Fo= Fat FP = Byt [Py + By (FgF )| (3.23¢)
F.=F,, (3.23h)
where we used
* N 1% ]' a 1% 1 a ]'_
FMbC = PM FNbc \/iEM*FQE = %EM* Fg% - 5\115”}/&\1/5 y (324)
b= ﬁ, the superscripts  and ® refer to the number of derivatives, and we defined
1 I
fac == F1m ta AB@QE- 3.25
1= e Famalle) (3.25)
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The transformation rules (8.7)) take the following form:
— Vielbein
The identification £y,* = Ey® implies 6E),* = dFEy*, and from (3.7a) we get

_ A~ _ T P | _
5EMa = ;CfEMa + EMb‘Tga + gMB‘TEa + §€7Q\DG€MI_, . (326)
Using the gauge fixing (3.13) and the following relation
AP F(O) = AN F(O) Y, (3.27)

which holds for any function f, one gets

_ . _ . _ 1 1 -
0EN" = LeEy™ + EMb‘TEa - AMﬁapfaEPa(D_i)aﬁ + §EVQ\I’G(A_%)MNENQ- (3.28)

The second term in the r.h.s. of this expression allows to identify T-; with the I';

component of the Lorentz parameter (2.9). The third term contains the deformation

_ b _ —
S By = 5 FageEn" VT, (3.29)

which is the leading order of the O(10, 10) covariant generalization of the Green-Schwarz

transformation [34]. And finally, the last term in (3.:28) contains the first order correction

to the supersymmetry transformation rule (2.I8al), namely

_ b _ —
SWEN® = —gméllf“F&%F;(,bcENé. (3.30)

Following a similar reasoning, one can see that the other projection transforms as

b ned 1 5
SWEye = 3 Nl pye( — oyl + mm@xng@EMb) , (3.31)

where we have identified

b oo b
T =Ta+ 7 Fp B o — 1V F (3.32)

— Gravitino
From (B.7d) we get the first order corrections to the transformation rules of the

0(10,10) gravitino (2.19d), up to bilinear terms in fermions,

b = b 1
sOW. = T Byl P Vg + 5 W BTG + ZFa(;”_gyb—ce, (3.33)
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where we have kept the leading order terms in the O(10, 10 4+ k) gaugino identification
(B21). Note that there are two corrections to the Lorentz transformations. The first term
in the right hand side can be interpreted as a generalized Green-Schwarz transformation
and the second one depends on the gravitino curvature, that we now define.

— Gravitino curvature

To leading order in (B.21), the induced O(10, 10) gravitino curvature is,

1 _
Vg = VigUy + swapV°. (3.34)

2"t
From (B.7d), we find that it obeys the transformation rule

o 1 1 1
05 = &M 00 W+ 20U T+ Doy Wi+ S Bl U 4 S Ee éfc%v@e . (3.35)

— Dilatino
The first order corrections to the transformation rules of the generalized dilatino
(Z19d) that are obtained from (B.7d)) are

b xcd_ be b a % xdbc 1 abc 1 c
§Wp = g Eulak? doybe, 3 Ll e[ e — Ef@yie -5 ree, (3.36)

Note that the transformation rules of the dilaton (2.19d) as well as the diffeomorphisms

on all the fields are not corrected.

3.3 Including the heterotic gauge sector

It is now trivial to include the gauge sector of the O(10, 10+ n,) formulation. We simply
extend the duality group O(10,10) — O(10, 10+ n,), the right Lorentz group O(1,9)g —
O(1,9 + n,)r and the indices M — M = (M,i),a — A = (a,i), accordingly. Now the
generalized fluxes and gravitino curvature contain the contributions of the gauge sector,
and in particular the structure constants.

A straightforward extension of the indices in equations ([B3.30) - (B3.36]) gives the fol-

lowing transformation rules of the O(10,10 + n,) generalized fields, up to first order,
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R 1
(SEWM[E = ﬁgEME + EMQbea - 26’}/*\IIBEMB

- SEN“F*N@ (aMrCD — 4—\1/567\11 sE,CP By ) : (3.37a)
SEy™ = LeBy® + Byl P + %ev—\IfAEMb

+ g v (ENZ(‘)NFCD - %WQWZFNCDENQ) : (3.37b)

= Mond — %aMgM — %p, (3.37¢)

§U5 = LeWg + UglPo + irwbcwz + Ve
+ %Ebr@nc%wz + g VPO Bl + ing) ~ee (3.37d)
0p = Lep + ifwbcp — YV 4€ + % By e F.C 4

g PO e — L Fye — Lt (3.37)

In Appendix we show that the algebra of these transformation rules closes, up to

terms with two fermions, with the following field-dependent parameters

& = €1, 8¢, — \}§E g% + 0GP M Ty + gFMF*CDew €,  (3.38a)
iy = 26 0p g4 — 2F[1ZUF2}@ + gEBF[Cl_DEAFQ]CD
+ bep U g EM 00T Frey + gzwl’@FbAB, (3.38D)
Tioab = 26/ 0pT o0 — 2T 10Ty + gEbrﬁDEarzm
+ W PPy P EM 50M T e (3.38¢)
€12 = _%F[lbcvb%z} + 25581’62] - 37 enk bﬁMFmCDF*CD (3.38d)

3.4 First order corrections to N/ = 1 supersymmetric DFT

The invariant action under the transformation rules ([B.7) is clearly of the same functional

form as (2.22)) but it depends on the O(10, 10 + k) multiplets, namely

SN=1DFT = / drX e (R(g )+ TV T — 578V + ﬁﬁVzP) - (3.39)
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Hence it contains higher derivatives of the O(10, 10 + n,) multiplets.

The transformation rules (87)) define the following Lichnerowicz principle,

<7AV BV — vjvx) - —%Re, (3.40)
[Va1PVsle = %WQRAQ@ (3.41)

and then the O(10, 10 + k) generalized Ricci scalar
R = 264FA+ FaFA - é]—"ABCFABC - %fz@ﬂ“ (3.42)

determines the corrections to the generalized Dirac operator.
In terms of the O(10,10 + n,) generalized fluxes, the O(10,10 + k) generalized Ricci

scalar is, up to first order,

1
R = R+IRY = R FOF™ — cFF 4+ oF " Ft 4+ 2B, FO"
b a 1% * b 2) ¢
+ Bl F 4o FiB0 4 SFQ)AB@F%A’ (3.43)

where R was defined in (2.20]). Replacing the expressions (8.23)) with the overlined indices

extended to include the gauge sector (i.e. ¢, d,... — C, D,...), RY may be written as

1 _ _ _
1 [BuBuF g P 4 (B, ByP ) P 4 2(E, B 7P F oo P

H(EF P (B Fop) + (B OP) (B F*ap) + 2( B, Fy) F*ap P

RO

+(EAF;CD)F*CDF*AI)C _ (E F;CD)F*CDFQI)C + 2(E F*a )Fb*CDFb
4
4(E F*CD)F*E—F** » 4 BF*Each*EDF*CDFabc F*QmF;CDFQFg

* * *a «*bGD * * *a * *d * Abc
+Fy P s g PP — FyOP s e 0P — Py Fep FyCP P ]
(3.44)
Note that it depends on the generalized gravitino through F =
Similarly, we may define
A b —_ a A — (1)
) V_VQ\DX — pv—Vgp + 20 Vjp = LF + LF s (345)
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where Lr was introduced in (2.23]) and the first order corrections are given by

11— - 17 —
Ly = 3 Z‘I’AVQEQ‘I’ZF “PFep — g‘I’AWM‘I’Z(EgFg@)FQCD

L gt ety py P BEP ¢ LG ety B PR R OD

+16 Y Y¥Yalael “epld +12 Y ¥alye FEpld
J - [ — iy _ 7 _

— VR e Pl + 20 P Wy (B ) — 207y Wy Py FOP

1—cp 4. l_,

—27" fybEb\IfCD v Ay S Fyg — AU PO F S FCP — 1P E WP F o
1 5 1 1

+8m“—l’cpEanc—DFcCD 16p7@pFabdF LopFP 12m‘”’ch o FyppF?

_Z‘I’ ”ch (EAFbCD)FcC'D + 4‘1’ o PFAbdFdCDF oD _ 2‘1’ FaCDEap
u —CD 1_cp
+‘I’ ’Y ©Lp(Ey Fyep) — ¥ 7 pF, CEFbED 2‘1’ Y pFue o - (3.46)

In conclusion, the manifestly duality covariant first order corrections to the action of
N = 1 supersymmetric DFT ([2:22) in terms of O(10, 10+ n,) multiplets are given by the
addition of R™ and ILS), up to bilinear terms in fermions. We have explicitly verified

that the action
SN=1DFT = /d20+ngX€_2d (R +R® +Lp+ Lgp) ; (3.47)

is invariant under the transformation rules (8:37), up to terms with four derivatives and

two fermions. The structure constants preserve a global O(10,10; R) symmetry.

4 Transformation rules of the supergravity fields

To make contact with the heterotic string low energy effective field theory, in this section
we parameterize the O(10, 10 + n,) duality multiplets in terms of supergravity and super
Yang-Mills multiplets, we analyze the deformations of the symmetry transformation rules
and compare with previous proposals in the literature.

The deformed transformation rules of the duality multiplets ([3.37) induce higher
derivative corrections on the transformation rules of the supergravity and super Yang-Mills
fields that parameterize the generalized fields (2.32)), (2.34) and (2.35). We then expect

an o'-expansion of the parameterizations, that we now denote €,%, b, ®, Ai,qbu, A Xi,
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in terms of the gauge and Lorentz covariant fields, e.g. €,* = e, + O(d) b, =
by + O() b, = 1, + O(d) , ete.

To find the relations between both sets of fields, it is convenient to first work out
the parameterizations of the generalized fluxes and curvatures and their transformation

rules. From the first order terms in the action (3.47), we see that only the leading order

expressions are necessary. We denote the parameterization of F:C_D as
Qucp = <wz(z;i)7 Fécv Aaij> ) (4'1>

where the hats distinguish objects that contain fermions and the collective indices of the
tangent space C' = (¢, 1) include the gauge indices. In terms of supergravity and super

Yang-Mills fields, the components are

(= _ 1—
a2 = (u) - 7o) e, 12
with w[(;li:c) = Wape T %Habca
- 1 i 1 i oV
Fab = —\/—5 F/»“’ — §lp[u”yu]x € a€ b, (43)
and
A =~ (Aﬁ fe? + ﬂ%x”) ey (4.4)

The generalized gravitino curvature W5 is parameterized as

1 1

~ 1. . . .
Vg = Uap — ~Quspth® = tap — ——Viapy’ — =Quapt®, 45
AB AB = ABY = YaB WG ABX' — 5 ABY (4.5)
with
Yab = 10y DS, (4.6a)
1 1 1 -
ai — OeXi — _UAJ(—H be i — —=Fhei be a) ’ 4.6b
¢ 2\/5 < X 4 abcf}/ X 2\/5 bei”Y ¢ ( )
I~
i = ——=Freiyxa 4.6¢
Vi 1/ i X (4.6¢)
and
Qiap = (FabiaAaija \/§fijk> (4.7)

is the parameterization of the generalized flux component Fyz;.
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Parameterizing the Lorentz and supersymmetry transformation rules of F’* "BC namely
0F 5o = —Eul'pe + e ofype — 2F5[§Fg]§g + €. Ve, (4.8)

we get
0Quep = =0, Aep + 2QuB[DABC] +évuVen, (4.9)

where the generalized Lorentz parameters I'y, and I';z are parameterized as —Aw +a[aib}
and Aup = (T\Qb,Kai,T\ij), with KAB = Aap + O(c), and Ay, is the generator of O(1,9)
transformations, while A,; = ﬁ%vaxi and A;; = f;;1€" depend on the supersymmetry
and gauge parameters according to (Z38]).

The transformation rule (4.9) contains, other than the standard Lorentz transforma-

tions, the supersymmetry variation of the torsionful spin connection [15] [16]
- 3_ s
0 wubc) Ve + ZEW[pXiFW]t? b€’c (4.10)
the supersymmetry and gauge transformations of the Yang-Mills field strength,
- 1 _ _ 1_ 1 Vo 5 up
5EF,uci = 5 Du (EVCXZ> - Efy,chXi + 167# ichpr Xi — Fupi7 djc (411)

and 55FW = f,]kf uc , as well as the leading order gauge and supersymmetry transfor-
mations of the Yang-Mills connection, (2.39d)) and ([2:43) respectively.

Similarly, from the transformation rule of the generalized gravitino curvature

1 1 1 2)
05 = 2Wem Do + JPea™ Vo + QECFAB\IIC S F B + 8# ) e (4.12)
we obtain
1.
§Wep =2V ppAPea + gRWCDVWE, (4.13)
where we have defined
Roop = =20, 000 + 20" UED | (4.14)
which has components
jz/u/cd = waZd - F F [ce)\d] ) (415)
. VU T
Ruve' = V2 (Dfﬂ>F;}c+ 7X V[uXJF,,}Cj) : (4.16)
D ij 7 7 1
R = Fh 9+ FAF + 2D[M( XX’ - (4.17)
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In particular, (4I3]) contains the supersymmetry transformation rule of the supergravity

gravitino curvature

3

5ewab = (R( vab _'_ 5 Auyab) fy‘uVE, (418)

~(=)

where R( vap 18 the two-form curvature computed from the torsionful spin connection w,,,

and Tumb = [ [WFab]i, in agreement with [15] [16].

Now we turn to the parameterization of the elementary fields. We start from the
deformed transformation rules of the components Fy®* and Ey® given in (3.37a) and
B.37h). Of course, different definitions lead to supergravity multiplets that obey different

transformation rules. An interesting one is the following

~ b
e = e, — 3 <wécd)w( Jaed 4 9T} + AbwA‘”]> e’ (4.19)
b = oo (0Ol 1 of 1 AVA,,) (4.20)

where T, = FacinCi and T' = F écﬁi‘“. The quadratic terms in spin and gauge connections
are known to be necessary in order to remove the non-standard Lorentz transformations
of the supergravity vielbein e,* and dilaton ¢ fields [34], [35]. Together with the gauge
covariant 7' terms, these parameterizations determine e, and ¢ fields that obey the
leading order supersymmetry and Lorentz transformation rules (2.39a) and (2.42]). To
get this result, the gauge fixings e'; = &', = ¢é*,, 0Ez = 0 and §E*; = 0 are used
to absorb several terms into the Lorentz parameters. As a consequence, the following

parameterization is needed for the duality covariant gravitino

- b b ppn
wa = 'lvba - §QaC’D\I’CD + gQaCDQbCow . (421)

Interestingly, these parameterizations induce a deformation of the gravitino super-
symmetry variation (2:39d) that can be absorbed into the torsion of the spin connection

through the following modification of the two-form curvature

~ b

H

b -
L)
L7 a[ vl = CC, MVP+ QC;(WPjL

Ct - b Vi j
S P D7 Fypei + S AL, (X0X7) Fise

b
z [,u,X]F czF]

b
+3 X ’Y,LLX (a A Al p]mfklm) fuk 8 ple

< (4.22)
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The Yang-Mills Chern-Simons form C(Vp was defined in (2.41), the coefficient

1
¢=1+gbe,  ony= £ Fne (4.23)
and Cw,p denotes the Lorentz Chern-Simons form of the torsionful spin connection wfmg,
C(L _ cda 2 ~(=)be,~ (=), ~(=)d 4.94
uvp v p]cd gw[u WyeqW ) b- ( : )

The gaugino bilinear terms in (£.22)) may be absorbed into the first order deformation of
the Yang-Mills Chern-Simons form replacing AZ — Aujk, but this is not convenient for
reasons that will become clear shortly.

The modified three-form H wp ([A22)) may be rewritten as the compact expression

~ ~ b -
Hy, = 3 8[#bVﬁ]_C;ﬂ/p+ GMVP ) (4.25)

where
~ A ~ 2. A ~
Covp = O Qo + o7 Q6 (4.26)

Likewise, a parameterization of the dilatino analogous to (£.21]) also induces the re-
placement of the lowest order H,,, by H wp i the supersymmetry transformation rule
(2:39d), so that the combination p = 2\ + W“Ja and its supersymmetry transformation
rule are not deformed, i.e. p = p and d.p = 5£0)p

From 5Ef and 0W5 in (B31), one can see that the gauge and gaugino transformation
rules are not deformed and hence it is not necessary to redefine these fields.

Finally, from the transformation rules of the components E,; or E,,, and using the

parameterizations defined above, we get

3 b . .
6Wbu = —3 (0APQuen + @1 ¥ P Quen ) - (4.27)

This compact expression contains information about the gauge, Lorentz and supersym-
metry transformations of the g—ﬁeld, which we now analyze separately.

Expanding the first term in ([£27) one gets

b A b .
—ié[uACDQ,,}CD 2 (8 ACd d+8u£ Ay] fwk — —8 (E’ycxl) Fy}ci) . (4.28)
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The first term in the r.h.s. is the Lorentz sector of the Green-Schwarz transformation [44],
which requires the Lorentz Chern-Simons form (4.24)) in H wp- It cannot be eliminated
through redefinitions of the b-field [34]. The bilinear fermionic terms in zZJl(,;z may be

canceled redefining EW = by, — w[u“@c%ﬂbda but we choose not to do this because

b
2
([#24) is defined with the corresponding fermionic contribution and then H wp 1s Lorentz
invariant.

The bosonic piece of the second term in ([L28), i.e. 20,,8A,) i fijr, is the first
order correction to the Yang-Mills Green-Schwarz transformation in (2.43]), reflecting the
o deformation of the Killing metric in (£.23). This transformation cannot be eliminated
through redefinitions of the b-field either. Instead, it is convenient to cancel the fermionic
terms in Auij redefining

b .
b,uu = b,uu + Ak X 71/ X] fijk ’ (429)

8
in order to compare with standard results. With this redefinition ([€22]) becomes

7 I7 3b [ ci T 1—2 i 1 ci ]‘—7, j
H/u/p = H;u/p + = 9 (D[( F Fp}ci - ZX V[MX]F ij]c + ZX V[MX]FVp]kfiij) ) (430)

where
— b -
Finally the third term in (4.28)) together with the second term in (427) contain the

first order deformations of the supersymmetry transformation of b,,, i.e

b _ _ . " oA _ A
1 _ ~(Hed ¢ ~(—) i ci (=) (2 b
52 )b,w =3 <w[u 5ewu}cd — QA[M(SEA,,}Z' + F, 0 F e + D[u (67 X ) F,,}bi> . (4.32)

The first term in (£32) was originally introduced in [14] to restore manifest Lorentz co-
variance to the supersymmetry variation of the b-field curvature. It was later reobtained
in [15] as a consequence of the assumption that the Yang-Mills and torsionful spin con-
nections should appear symmetrically in ten dimensional N = 1 supergravity coupled
to super Yang-Mills. The second term in (4.32) reflects the ¢ deformation of the Killing
metric ({23)) in the zeroth order supersymmetry transformation (2.39h)). These two terms

are the obvious analogs of the Lorentz and Yang-Mills Green-Schwarz transformations
Sxb = — 2oy AH) Sebyy = —COy e AR 4
AOuv = _5 (1 wu}cd’ Eur — < ug V] ( 33)
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as already noticed in [14]. Here, these transformations follow directly from the manifestly
duality covariant formulation of the theory.

Interestingly, the second term in (4.27]) can be obtained from the leading order trans-
formation of the 2-form in (2.39H) with the identifications A7, « QP X' < TP e a
generalization of the symmetry A7, < uA),(f)Cd, X!+ 1° that was used in [I5], [16] to obtain
the Riemann squared superinvariant. The generalized identification plays a crucial role
in the proof of supersymmetric invariance of the first order action, as we discuss in the
next section and show in appendix [Cl

Summing up, the definitions (L.19)-(Z21) and ([@29) lead to supergravity and super
Yang-Mills fields that obey the leading order transformation rules, except for the first
order deformations in (£.32) and the replacement H,,, — ff,wp in the supersymmetry

transformations of the gravitino and dilatino, i.e.

1 +).a 1 1 =~ aoe
Oty = Ope — wamgv b, O\ = —57“8,@6 + ﬂHabcv bee (4.34)

with ﬁ?ﬁ;g = Wyap + %f[ up€” a€’y. We show in Appendix that these deformed transfor-
mation rules obey a closed algebra including up to three-derivative terms and bilinears in
fermions.

Clearly, the transformation laws depend on the choice of parameterization. For in-

stance, we could define
& = e, g (w§‘>cdw§;>“ - Abij/i‘“'j) e, (4.35)
¥ = o— (e al) + A4, (4.36)
and similar ones for their superpartners, which are related to the previous parameteri-
zations through gauge and Lorentz covariant field redefinitions. This parameterization
is known to reproduce the four-derivative terms in the bosonic sector of the heterotic
string effective action when b = o [35]. Moreover, the fields defined in this way obey
the same classical dynamics as the previous (4.19) and (£.20) because the corresponding
effective actions will differ by terms proportional to the leading order equations of mo-
tion. However, the definitions (£35)-(£36) induce complicated first order corrections in

the supersymmetry transformation rules of the supergravity fields. Hence, we prefer to

keep the fields that obey transformation laws with the smallest amount of deformations.

28



Before turning to the construction of the invariant action under the modified trans-
formations, we analyze the deformations that were proposed in references [15, 16]. In
particular, we wonder if there is a parameterization of the duality covariant vielbein in

terms of a gauge covariant one that transforms as proposed in [15] or [16], i.e.

1), a 30/— oT v Aa 1), a 30/— i vp Aa
0-ey, =739 YV Thvore™® or 0'7ey, 16 X Fypil e (4.37)

respectively, written here in our conventions. Note that we only examine the gauge
dependent terms since the gravitational sectors coincide up to the order we are considering.

Specifically, we search for a quantity E,* such that
e =¢e, "+ L, and We,* =60 E,. (4.38)

The most general expressions that can reproduce either one of (£37]) can be schematically

written as

ES = a' (Yye),“+ag (byxFe), (4.39)
or as

E* = bTHdeH“Cdeub + b5 (¢ v He) WO oy He),* + b (Xy . Fe),*

+b5 (X xFe) " + bg (py-xFe)," + b7 (xvy-xHe),", (4.40)

where the terms between parenthesis refer to all possible contractions of indices and
numbers of ~-matrices, numerated by the supraindex m, while ¢ and 1 denote the
gravitino and gravitino curvature, respectively. We found that neither of (4.37) can be
reproduced.

Indeed, the supersymmetric generalized Green-Schwarz transformation (8.37)), param-
eterized with the fields that reproduce the bosonic terms of the heterotic effective action,
strongly constrains the possible deformations of the theory. In particular, it does not
admit the proposals (4.37). This does not imply that the latter are in conflict with string
theory. In order to establish the invariance of the action that implements those super-

symmetries under O(n,n) transformations, it should be dimensionally reduced to 10 — n

dimensions. We stress that the deformations (4.32) and (4.34) were obtained from the
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transformation rules of the O(10, 10 4 k) multiplets, whose algebra closes exactly. Hence
the theory avoids an iterative procedure which only guarantees consistency up to a given
order. Moreover, supersymmetry is manifest to all orders and dimensional reductions will

preserve the expected T-duality invariance of the theory.

5 Heterotic string effective action to O(«/)

In this section we parameterize the O(10,10) invariant N = 1 supersymmetric action
([B:47)) in terms of the supergravity and super Yang-Mills fields that transform under local
supersymmetry according to (Z39al), (2.39d), (£32) and ([@.34)). We obtain all the terms

of the heterotic string effective action, up to and including four derivatives of the fields
and bilinear terms in fermions.

It is a straightforward though heavy exercise to parameterize the action (3.47). In-
terestingly, using Bianchi identities and integrations by parts, the action of the theory to

O(a’) may be written in the following compact form:
S = /dlox ee L, (5.1)
with
L = R+40,60"¢ — HWPHW Lpi vy RMVABﬁ“”AB

4 i 8
_ _ — 1_2 _ v 7
=YY" Dy + v Dyp + 20" Dyp — X Y Dyuxi + Xi ( P — 7” ,0) F
1 — _ pOT TP OT 1—2 oT
t51 Hyor (w PIThy, 4 120777 — ™7 p — 6Y p+5X 04 Xi)
+a [@AB “D L (w, Q)W yp — ﬂ\p ABIID 5 —EAE‘( ¥ — Wp) ﬁ%WAB] :

where we have taken b = o/ and defined JI = v**H wp and
. A 1
@u(w, Q)‘I’AB = 8“\11143 + QQM[AC\I/B]C - Zwucd’)/Cd\I’AB . (5.2)

As expected, the bosonic fields reproduce the expression obtained from the scatter-

ing amplitudes of the heterotic string massless fields up to first order in o/ and field
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redefinitions [10], i.e.

~ 1 —p— 1w
Slbos = /dlozee 26 [R +40,00" ¢ — EHM pH;u/p - ECFWFZH

o 1 3 !
+3 (R,S,j)“bR(‘)””ab = 5T = 5TW,,(,TW“) + % e.o.m.] ., (5.3)

where we have included only the terms involving purely bosonic fields (recall that the
hatted expressions contain fermions) and e.o.m. refers to the leading order equations of

motion Ag,,, Ap, AA,; and Ab,, that are given in Appendix [A:3] namely
1 1 . .
com. = 5 Aeu, T - (ZAquH,, 1+ A(Ab) AA,, + AgAipAbAHAb”,,) ¢, (54)

with A(Ab)], = (AAL — 2A5AbY,). The first order correction to the Killing metric in-
cluded in the coefficient ¢ and all the terms in e.o.m. may be eliminated through gauge
covariant field redefinitions. However, as we argued in the previous section, the redefined
fields would obey more complicated supersymmetry transformation rules. Reversing the
argument, we can think that by adding terms proportional to the equations of motion in
the action, the deformations of the supersymmetry transformation rules can be minimized.

The apparent simplicity of the first order corrections that involve bilinears in fermions
in (5.0)) is due to the definitions (4.1I), (£5) and (£I4). The terms that are independent
of the super Yang-Mills fields (i.e. those in which all the collective indices A, B, ... take
the values a,b,...) exactly agree with equation (2.11) of [16]. The latter was obtained
replacing A!, — @57 and ' — ¢ in the leading order Lagrangian (Z44). Actually,
one can recover the Lagrangian £(R?) of [16] replacing

7 (=)

lI]AB — walﬂ RMVAB — R,u,uab ) Huup — H/u/p

in (B.1). However the structures with collective tangent space indices A, B, ... contain
super Yang-Mills fields in addition to the supergravity fields. Note that H wp ivolves the
generalization of the Lorentz Chern-Simons form (£24) defined in (£28]). As expected,
the terms in which the collective indices take the values i, j, ... do not agree with the cor-
responding expressions £(RF?)+ L(F*) in [16], since the supersymmetry transformation
rules of the fields differ by Yang-Mills field-dependent terms.

The supersymmetric invariance of the action (5.1)) is shown in appendix [Cl It simply

results from the observation that both the action and the transformation rules of the
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fields have the same structure as the corresponding ones in | albeit with collective

16],
indices, except for the terms contained in the parameter A, = ﬁ YeXi, which cancel in

the variation of the action.

6 Outlook and final remarks

In this paper we have obtained the first order corrections to N’ = 1 supersymmetric DFT
performing a perturbative expansion of the exact supersymmetric and duality covariant
framework introduced in [41]. The action has the same functional form as the leading
order one constructed in [38], but it is expressed in terms of O(10,10 + k) multiplets,
where £ is the dimension of the O(1,9+ k) group. Decomposing the O(10, 10 + k) duality
group in terms of O(10,10 + n,) multiplets, the theory contains higher derivative terms
to all orders. We kept all the terms with up to and including four derivatives of the fields
and bilinears in fermions.

The transformation rules of the O(10,10 4 k) multiplets obey a closed algebra and
induce higher-derivative deformations on those of the O(10, 10 + n,) fields. In particular,
they produce a supersymmetric generalization of the duality covariant Green-Schwarz
transformation that was found in [34]. We showed that the algebra of deformations closes
up to first order and constructed the invariant action with up to and including four
derivatives of the O(10, 10 + n,) multiplets and bilinears in fermions.

To make contact with the heterotic string low energy effective field theory, we param-
eterized the duality covariant multiplets in terms of supergravity and super Yang-Mills
fields. The inclusion of higher-derivative terms requires unconventional non-covariant field
redefinitions in the parameterizations of the duality covariant structures. The definitions
that reproduce the four-derivative interactions of the bosonic fields of the heterotic string
effective action were found in [34, 35]. Here, we worked with a set of fields related to
the latter through gauge covariant redefinitions. Except for the two-form, the fields de-
fined in section Ml obey the leading order transformation rules with a modification of the
two-form curvature in the supersymmetry variations. The Lorentz and non-abelian gauge

transformations of the two-form are deformed by the standard Green-Schwarz mechanism,
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as expected, and its supersymmetry transformations are deformed by Green-Schwarz-like
terms plus some extra Yang-Mills dependent higher-derivative terms.

The deformed transformations obey a closed algebra, which guarantees the existence of
an invariant action. We constructed such action in section [ by parameterizing the man-
ifestly duality covariant expression (3.47) in terms of the fields that obey supersymmetry
transformation rules with the minimal set of deformations. As expected, the interactions
of the bosonic fields agree with the results obtained from the heterotic string scattering
amplitudes [10], up to terms proportional to the leading order equations of motion. To our
knowledge, the three-derivative low energy interactions involving fermions have not been
constructed directly from string theory. The action and transformation rules that we have
obtained follow from an exact supersymmetric and duality covariant formalism. Hence
the theory avoids an iterative procedure which only guarantees consistency up to a given
order. Moreover, supersymmetry is manifest to all orders and dimensional reductions will
preserve the expected T-duality symmetry of the theory.

Supersymmetric extensions of the Yang-Mills and Lorentz Chern-Simons forms have
been constructed using the Noether method. In particular, a supersymmetric £(R) + £(R?)
invariant was obtained in [15] [I6] from the leading order action (2.44]), using the symme-
try between the gauge and torsionful spin connections. The three-derivative terms that
are independent of the Yang-Mills fields in the action (5] coincide with those results.
But not surprisingly, the Yang-Mills field-dependent terms disagree with the correspond-
ing expressions of the L(RF?) + L(F*) invariants proposed in those references, since
the deformations of the transformation rules differ by Yang-Mills field-dependent terms.
The supersymmetric and T-duality covariant generalized Green-Schwarz transformation
strongly restricts the modifications to the leading order supersymmetry transformation
rules, and in particular, it does not allow the proposals of [15] [16]. As argued in section [l
this does not imply that the latter are in conflict with string theory. In order to establish
if they are compatible with the required T-duality symmetry, the corresponding invariant
action should be dimensionally reduced.

The effort employed in the construction of the higher-derivative fermionic sector of

the heterotic string effective field theory is justified for various reasons. First of all,
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an intriguing consequence of the duality covariant formalism is the natural appearance
of the generalized collective tangent space indices C, D, ..., which allows to include the
higher-derivative Yang-Mills field-dependent terms into grawvitational structures such as
jch D Qu(; p or Yep. In particular, it leads to relatively mild modifications of the leading
order supersymmetry transformation rules of the fields, which permits the use of the lead-
ing order Killing spinor equations to obtain classical solutions containing higher-derivative
corrections [2]. These features not only simplify the construction of new supersymmetric
solutions but also allow to easily extend the known solutions for the gravitational sector
to the Yang-Mills sector.

The fermionic contributions to the action are also relevant for applications to four-
dimensional physics. Both the superpotential and D-terms can be more easily computed
from the fermionic couplings [6] and the higher derivative corrections to these terms
as well as to the Yukawa couplings could also have interesting consequences for string
phenomenology and moduli fixing.

An obvious natural extension of our work would be to determine further interactions
beyond the first order. The quartic interactions of the Yang-Mills fields that we have
reproduced are mirrored by corresponding quartic Riemann curvature terms [10]. Con-
sequently, we expect that the higher orders of perturbation will reproduce these higher-
derivative corrections. It would be interesting to see if the generalized structures with
capital indices persist to higher orders. If they do, the formulation would contain infor-
mation about higher than four-point functions in the string scattering amplitudes.

Nevertheless, there is another quartic Riemann curvature structure that has no analog
in the Yang-Mills sector [I0]. At tree level, these terms are proportional to the transcen-
dental coefficient ((3). The analysis of the higher-derivative terms is technically more
challenging but also more interesting, since further duality covariant structures, or even
a more drastic change of scheme, seem to be necessary as advocated in [45].

Performing a generalized Scherk-Schwarz compactification of the sub-leading correc-
tions to N = 1 supersymmetric DFT would be another promising line of research, as this
would produce higher-derivative corrections to lower dimensional gauged supergravities

[46], 35]. We hope to return to these and related questions in the future.
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A Conventions and definitions

In this appendix we introduce the conventions and definitions used throughout the pa-
per. Space-time and tangent space Lorentz indices are denoted p,v,... and a,b,...,
respectively.

The covariant derivative acting on a gauge tensor G, and on a spinor € is, respectively,

DG, = 9,G, — TGl — wDGhy — ALCE S (A1)
DfLi)e = Oy — iwiabyabe, (A.2)

with
I, = %g"” (0uGvp + 0uGup — OpGyw) » (A.3)

and the torsionful spin connection

1
wt(zztc) = <wabc + §Habc> s (A4)
where
Wope = €,° (—e“[ae”b}aue,,c + e e’ q0uewny + e“[be”c]aue,,a) . (A.5)

The identity D,e,* = 0,€,% — FZVep“ — wuabeyb = 0 implies

W' = —€”a0ue,’ + Ffwec,be”a ) (A.6)

The commutator of covariant derivatives acting on gauge tensors and spinors is

[D(i) D(i)} chi = _RapuuFaci + R/(jl,jngpdi - Fuqupck.fijk (A7)
1

m
[D(i),Di)}e = ZR(i)Waw“be, (A.8)
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where the Riemann tensor is defined as

Rpo;w = aﬂrga - 8VFZU +rers —1°1re

UET Vo VKT Yo

— ep“eUbRWab = e, b (—20[Hw,,]ab + Wy “Wyep — wyacwucb) , (A.9)
and the Yang-Mills field strength is
F/ju = 20| Iij] - fijkAiAl,j- (A.10)
The Ricei tensor and scalar are

R, =R, R=g"R,, = R, e".e". (A.11)

A.1 Some useful gamma function identities

To distinguish O(1,9)g and O(9, 1), tangent space indices in DFT we use @, b, ... and
a,b, ..., respectively. The Clifford algebra {~v,,7} = —2P,, determines the following

identities for the O(9,1);, gamma matrices

YoV = Yab — Fab (A.12a)
YabVe = Yabe — 2VaLHlc 5 (A.12Db)
YaVoe = Yabe — 2Fapp Ve (A.12¢)

VeVt = Yap™ — 4yt Py + 2Pl Py (A.12d)
a1 = 7t — Gy 4Py 1 6yl Pe Py (A.12¢)
Vabe V™ = Yabe™ = 67 *Pey” + 67 P Pyl (A.12f)
Yabe VL = Yabe™L = 9y L Py + 187, L PAPyY — 6P P Pyl (A.12g)
CyeCt=-(v0)", O 'aC=—(w), (A.12h)

where C™' =C' = —-C and a,b=0,...,09.

A.2 Leading order components of the generalized fluxes

Using the parameterizations introduced in section 2 and solving the strong constraint in

the supergravity frame, the non-vanishing determined components of the generalized spin
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connection are, to leading order,

1

FE@ = - (wabc + §Habc) = _wl(l—li_c) 5 (A13a)
1 _ )

Fg% = | Wabe — §Habc = Wepe » (A13b)

1
F@ =3 Wlabe] — éHabc ) (A]_?)C)

1
Fa_bc =-3 (w[abc] + éHabc) 5 (A13d)
1 .
By = F = Far = —ﬁﬁ’”aeubé’“FHV ; (A.13e)
Faﬁ - _eizf'eji'euaAukfijk ) (A13f)
zyk - \/_62 ] kfuka (A13g)
F,=F; = (@Leg + eley D€l — 2e",0,0) | (A.13h)
where
, 1

Hype = e, ebep H,,, = 3elege’ (8[“ vol — AL O A + gfijkALA,],A];) . (A.14)

and f;;x are the structure constants of the SO(32) or Eg x Eg gauge groups.

A.3 The leading order action and equations of motion

Here we rewrite the zeroth order action (2.44]) in terms of the dilatino A of the supergravity
multiplet and compare with the corresponding expression in [16]. We also list the leading
order equations of motion of all the massless fields derived from it.

Rewriting the generalized dilatino p = 2\ + 1, in terms of A and ¢ and integrating
by parts, the action (2.44) takes the form

_ 1 y 1 L
S = /dlox ee [R(w(e)) — EHWPH“ P+ 40,00" ¢ — 4FWF“
_ _ _ 1 .
— "D, + AN Dby, + AMNP Dy — 59_621DX1'
- - 1_ o 1 1
+ 4" A0 b — 20,0 70,0 — X", (% + g%k)

1
+24 por <¢ VY 7TV + AP — AAPTTN X V’WXZ)} (A.15)
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It matches the corresponding expression in [16] with the following field redefinitions:

9% = e R = =R, Hux = 550w, Bu = b, A > 5N Ay = 54,

X = X

The leading order equations of motion of all the massless fields, written in terms of p,

are

a
Ae,,

Ad
Ab,,

AA,

A,

1 1 |
SOn" DO+ 2R, + 8D 6D G — 5 Hung H — Fyni F™
=20, Dagp® — 27, Dby + 267, D%p + 49, D% p — X', D" xs

1— oT a 1— oT a 1—2 oT a o, T a
+Zw)\7u ’QD)\H oT Zp’yu pH or 35X i XZH UT+¢ Yu pH oT

8

—%%%pH T 4+ 20, YT H g — 7y 0T H o + %%V’MWWW

F2X VA F N = 2000 PN = Xiyuap N (A.16)
—2L, (A.17)
%DMHMVP — D"oH,u,

1 . _ B _ 1_,
—gD” (w Vuwp¥x T 1200780 — DV pwpp — 60 Vg0 + X wupxi>
+% (@A%up% + 1200700 = PYavpl — 6V g + %Yi%upxi) D*¢,(A.18)

1 . . . . 1 .
§HWPF”’” + AJAV, — D'F,,' +2F,,'D"¢ — ﬁ%X’“ﬂjk

1 vpi | 7, A — " 1—
_gF r (¢A7uup¢)\ + 12w[u71/¢p} — PYuvpP — 6¢[u%p]P + §X]7uupXj)

—1 1 —1 TV 1
+2DVX <7[u¢1/} - Z’y;wp) + 2X D <7[M¢V} - Z’y;wp)

— 1 y

_4X (V[M%] - Z’yuup) D ¢a (Alg)
Y b AV 5 1 oT 1 P v — v
2D, " = 29, v +2D,p + E¢u7p Hpor — ZHqu (‘Wv - P p) )
—Fu'X" (A.20)
_ _ 1 _

—2D,,pv" + 2p7"0,.9 — 2Du¢u + 4¢H8u¢ - EHpcrr <ﬁ7pm + 3¢p7m> )

1 i— v
_ZFW X" (A.21)

1 I

DuXit" = X" 0u® + Xig V" Hpor — (@D 7= ) Fli. (A.22)
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B Algebra of transformations of O(10,10 + n,) fields

In this appendix we show that the algebra of transformation rules closes, up to terms with
two fermions. We first review the algebra of zeroth order transformations (2.19) and in

[B.2 we include the first order corrections. We define [01, ds] = —d12.

B.1 Leading order algebra

We focus on the algebra determined by the leading order transformations (2.19) and show
that it closes with the parameters (2.20). We split the algebra of transformations on the

generalized fields into the following commutators:

— Supersymmetry transformations of the dilaton

1 1
[9ers0e]d = S (VQ\@EQM(?MEH - —V%a_bcvb—cﬁﬂ)

2 4
1
= =&Y oud + §5M§g[ = —0g;,d, (B.1)
where we have used € 7%,y = —&7%; and &7%€, = €%, and defined
IM 1 M (= .c
12 = _EE c(€17%€) . (B.2)

— Diffeomorphisms on the dilaton
1
[66,, 0, ]d = —&13"Ond + §8M§{’2M = —0en.d, (B.3)

with
ot =2eoney (B.4)

— Mixed supersymmetry and double Lorentz transformations on the dilaton

1
Orgd = —gg[zrl]EWb*cp = —0¢,d, (B.5)
where we have defined éjrq = [0r,, 6] + [0c,, Or,] and
= 1 = ab
€10 = —=lpap€o ™ - (B.6)

2
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— Mixed diffeomorphisms and supersymmetry variations on the dilaton

1 _
Oegd = 55[];481\462}0:—56’1’2% (B.7)

with
ey = 260 One B.8
€12 = 5[1 M€2] - (B.8)

— Supersymmetry variations of the frame

1 7 1 B
[551, 552} E1MQ = —EN§0N (E[l’YQEQ}) EMB - = (E[l’YQEQ]) WPGQEMB . (Bg)
V2 2 a
Projecting with EM, we get
EMo [0, 00| B = —E"g0e Eng (B.10)

where we have used (Z.I4]) and &% is the generalization of (B.2), i.e.

y = ——=FE" (67%) . (B.11)

N

Projecting with E™, we find
E".[0c,,00, ] Bva = —FE"0ry, Ena (B.12)
with

a a (= ~cC 1 = A< a
Iy = E (f17%e) — 2 (€17€) F2.. (B.13)

Following similar steps, we get
EMQ [5617 552} Eyz = _EMQ(S&QQ By, EME [5617 562} Eyz = _EMﬁ(SF’mEMZ )
with

15 1
I = 5 (€17%€2) FA5,. (B.14)
— Diffeomorphisms and double Lorentz variations of the frame
5[F7£]EMA = - (51“'1'2 + 55;'2) EM,, (B.15)
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where

Tioss = 26Y OnToas — 204 Tace (B.16)

o= 2ehopgyl — M + froMErEs (B.17)

Note that £/37 in (B.4) does not contain the second and third terms in the r.h.s. of

this expression, due to the strong constraint.
Mixed diffeomorphisms and supersymmetry variations of the frame
e BMy = & oneyr VgE"P = —o4q, B, (B.18)
where €/, is defined in (B.8). A similar result is obtained for EM.
Mixed double Lorentz and supersymmetry variations of the frame

SrgF" s = “eulgpervabgEYE = —5. E™, (B.19)

€12

1
4
where €/, is defined in (B.6). A similar result is obtained for EM.

Mixed diffeomorphisms and supersymmetry transformations of the gravitino

]' C
5[575}\112 = Ez(2§[]¥8M61}) - 5(,02@”)/{)*5[]\2/18]\/161] = —VZE/I/2 = _55’1’2\IIZ-(B-20>

Mixed supersymmetry and double Lorentz transformations of the gravitino

U (B.21)

/
€12

1
org¥s = §VZ (F[2@7b*661]) = —V€l, = =6,

Diffeomorphisms and double Lorentz transformations of the gravitino
org¥z = — (dry, +0er,) U7, (B.22)

Mixed supersymmetry and double Lorentz transformations of the dilatino

1

orgp = —57“%(?[2@71’—061]) =YtV 4€1g = —0cp. (B.23)

Diffeomorphisms and double Lorentz transformations of the dilatino

orgp = —(dry, +dep, )p - - (B.24)
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— Mixed diffeomorphisms and supersymmetry transformations of the dilatino

5[5,€]p = ’)/QVEEI{Q = —(5511/2p. . (B.25)

Summarizing we have found, up to bi-linear terms in fermions,

E"&[01,02] B = —E"5 (81, + 0ry + 0c12) Eiva (B.26a)
B [61,02] By = =B (81, + 011z + 0ers) Bypz s (B.26b)
E"5[01,02] By = —E" 00, Eya (B.26¢)
E"[01,02) Eagg = —E"c0r,, Eng (B.26d)
[01,65]d = — (8¢, + 0es,) d, (B.26¢)

[61,02] Wz = — (d¢r, + Oryy + 0es) Vg, (B.26f)
[61,02]p = — (der, + Oryy + 0ciy) (B.26g)

where §; = ¢, + 0, + Or, and &5 = &N + 3% Tioap = Tioup + Dioan, €12 = €1y + €5
The commutator of supersymmetry variations on the gravitino and dilatino as well as the

missing terms d¢_p and 0z W are not included as they are of higher order in fermions.
3P €27 A

B.2 First order algebra

We now work out the algebra of first order transformations (3.37) and show that it closes
with the parameters ([8.38), up to terms with two fermions. Here we denote 6 = 6 + ()
and [01, 0] = 5§1)5§0) + 5%0)551) —(1+2)= —5%?. We split the algebra as in the previous
section.

— Double Lorentz transformations on the generalized frame

i b
|:5A1 ) 6[&2] EMA = 5

[5A1 (f@@) EnA 0N Nyes — O, ( @@) ENf‘aNA@](B.z?)
Revwriting
o (Fi ) BN N = (= Buh{? + 275700 50) Ex 0¥ Ay, (B.28)
with Oy = Oy + Orr and
—2EM 0 A “P O Ayes = B [&w (—Alﬁ%A2@> + Op (AI@aMAQ@>] , (B.29)
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we get

[5/\1, 5A2}EMZ = — (5A§12)/ +0 g)’) EMza (B?’O)
where
b _
1) 1)
i = AP, A = SERAT Eryen . (B.31)

Repeating the procedure for Ey2, we find
[5/\1, 5A2} Byt =— (5A(1)’ + 55(1)/) Ev®, (B.32)
12 12

with ¢ defined in (B31) and
/ b —
Ay, = 5EQA[C{DEQA@. (B.33)

— Mixed supersymmetry and double Lorentz transformations on the generalized frame

Using

1 1
WOFu” = —en GV Eya P + BV 4 S By 0 F ), (B.34)

we get the first order contribution to the mixed transformation rules of Ey?

a b 1 = —— 1
Senin’ = 2 _iglvkaEME}—QCDENAaNAwa 2627“1”4%/\0[)‘7:501)

1 1
‘l‘EQ’Y Alcd'y \I]AFMCbeCD 4527_\IIAFMCDFGCD

1 _ o5 ox 1 S TP
+Z]:MCDE179\IIAEN98NA2@ + Zzw%AaMA?Df@

1 N —
—gzwéENgaNAlﬁff%%xyAEMg ~(1+2)] . (B.35)
The first two terms are a Lorentz transformation with parameter

A = ban" VB ONASP Fiop (B.36)

From the second line, only one term survives after commuting the gamma matrices,

which corresponds to a first order supersymmetric variation with zeroth order parameter

=/ 1
€19 = —3eu7*" A2]cd

In the same way, from the remaining terms we find a first-order supersymmetry pa-

rameter

_(1
5%2) =

T EM WOr Ay F Py (B.37)

.bl@
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Consider now the component Fy %

—_

— - 1 — —
- —El’yg\IfBEMQENEaNAQ@f@CD - igg’yg\IfoMCDENgﬁNAlﬁ

N

O A ™ =

[\

1 1 — = 1 -
e (- Men ) Fiop PP B — Jen Vg Fion 0" AP By

1 5 5o 1 1 S
+5 B e U BN On A gV F 5 — —EWQEME(—ZENﬁNAlmfgCDV@‘I’B)

2 2
1 T
"—ZEQ’)/Q\IIE(—ENQ&NAl@ + fQ@Aig)f*CDEMB — (1 < 2) . (B38)

The first line is a zeroth order Lorentz transformation with parameter
Ay = b e P Fy P EM 50y Ayep - (B.39)

Commuting the gamma matrices in the first term of the second line, the second contri-
bution in the fourth line is canceled and we get again a supersymmetry transformation
with zeroth order parameter €, = —%E[w@Ag}c_d. Finally, commuting the gamma ma-
trices in the second term of the third line, various cancellations leave a supersymmetry
transformation with first order parameter (B.37]).

— Supersymmetry variations on the generalized frame

b| 1 =5 —
EMQ [5617 562:| EMZ = 5 _§E2 (EN[QEngP-FNCD-FQJ@ + ENZEPE&P.FNCD.FQJ@

I 1 —
+F NCD]: [QCD8N EPQ]EPZ)VQQ + 152-/7 def QCD]: g@’yiﬁ

1 D —CD 1 D
+ 10 E a0 PP F e = B0 (@ e Fyop) BV — (10 2)

The first and last terms of the r.h.s. combine into a Lorentz transformation with

parameter
AW b e B.40
12AB 4617 €2/ cAB - (B.40)

while the other terms form a diffeomorphism with first order parameter
ay _ b TD. b
12M = ng@fQ €177€2 . (B.41)
The same result holds for EMz[4,,, d,] Fua, while

EM5[06, 00 Eyz = 0,  EY.[6e.00,]Eva = 0. (B.42)

44



— Mixed diffeomorphism and Lorentz variations of the generalized frame

Recalling that diffeomorphisms are not deformed, we get to first order
o Bma = b EPAa[p(%ﬁ[&NAQ}CD)}"* op. (B.43)

which is a first-order Lorentz transformation with a zeroth order parameter. We use the
convention Az By = %AZBQ — %AEBQ to interchange projected indices.
— Mixed diffeomorphism and supersymmetry variations on the generalized frame

This case is similar to the previous one. We start with

b

]_ R
5[67§]EMZ = 5 <_1558PE1) ’VQ\I]Z]:MCD]:QC_D - (1 A 2) ) (B-44)

which is a first order supersymmetry transformation with a zeroth order parameter. It is
straightforward to see that the same result holds for E,.

— Double Lorentz variations on the generalized gravitino

[0a1,00,] U = g {Afz (55\11)‘%) - i/\%cvbc (55\11)‘1’2)

(5201 <4 (EMbﬁMAQCD.F b bC\IfA) -+ <2Vﬁ\116 — MEW\IIE> EMZaMAQ@)
- (w%@ - WEW\IJF) 50 (EMzﬁMAQC—D)] (1 2). (B.45)

After some straightforward manipulations, we finally obtain Lorentz transformations with

the following parameters

— / b —= /
1 1
1&12748 = —21&[1 401&2103 ; 1&52)74 B = _2EBA[1CDE41&2]CI) and A&Z)ab =

b ___
5 Erpop By or

— Mixed Lorentz and supersymmetry transformations on the generalized gravitino

AB 5Dy 16A2a YEFD Aer + 04 EM g0wes

| S

6[A75} \I]Z -
1

—ZEMQaMAzﬁfgCTWQVz€1 - 15531)]: P

—20(VPUO) EM 00 Mgy + wiP 6 OWE EM 00 Ay
5§1 Farae — (142)] . (B.46)
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Commuting the gamma matrices in the second term of the r.h.s, and combining it with
the corresponding term in the (1 <> 2) operation, we recognize a supersymmetry trans-
formation with zeroth order parameter €}, = —%E[w“—b/\g]a_b.

The first term in the second line together with the corresponding term in the (1 <+ 2)
operation, gives a zeroth order supersymmetry transformation with first order parameter

e§12)' = vace EM v AgepFe CD  The remaining terms cancel and then we get

Sng¥y = <5<?1),+5§,2) U (B.47)

up to terms with two fermions.
— Mixed diffeomorphisms and supersymmetry transformations on the generalized grav-

itino
e ¥4 = é M ./__7(3) bed = oWy B.48
[£.e] ¥ A 46[1 Abcf}/ M€2} €12 ~ A ( . )

with €12 = 25[1‘1/181\462]

— Double Lorentz variations on the generalized dilatino

1 1
[5A175A2]p —ZAmLWa (— ZE bﬁMAch}—dCD bd ) - _Al bE aMAQCD]:dCD bd
1 I
—ZEM@MAQ@( — ENgaNAch + .FQCDAlgg -+ Q.FQBDAlg )’)/—Cp
1 =7 1
=B 00 Aep Fe P (= M aay®p) — (143 2). (B.49)

In the second line (adding the (1 <> 2) operation) we recognize a Lorentz transformation

with first and zeroth order parameters

ay _ b oD _ o
A12@ = §EQA[1@EQA2} and A12E = —2/\[2@/\1]2 . (B50)
Commuting the gamma matrices of the third line, it is straightforward to see that the
remaining terms cancel.
— Mixed Lorentz and supersymmetry transformations on the generalized dilatino
This computation is similar to the one associated to the gravitino. We find the fol-

lowing supersymmetry parameters

17 a ! b C CD
€y = —56[17*1’/\2]@_1) and e§12> = Z’YLE[QEMQaMAl]C_D,FQCD, (B.51)



so that finally
Oenlp = —05)p- (B.52)

— Mixed diffeomorphism and supersymmetry transformations on the generalized dilatino

1 1 - -
deap = &'Ou (—Efﬁ’b@a -3 (wjfdc—D]-“fD + EN iaN(fdc—DfQCD)> 22e 1)
—(1+2)

= —Up. (B.53)

€

In equations (B.38) of the main text we collect the parameters that appear in this

algebra of first order transformation rules.

C Supersymmetry of heterotic string effective action

In the first part of this appendix we prove that the higher-derivative deformations of the
transformation rules of the supergravity fields satisfy a closed algebra up to O(a/) and up
to terms with two fermions. In the second part, we show that the action (5.1]) is invariant

under these supersymmetry transformations.

C.1 Supersymmetry algebra

It is well known that the algebra of leading order transformations of supergravity and super
Yang-Mills fields closes. Moreover, the replacement H,,, — H wp 1 the supersymmetry
transformations of the gravitino and dilatino does not affect the leading order closure on
any field except for the b-field. Hence we focus on the algebra of first order transformation
rules on by, .

It is convenient to first look at the brackets acting on EW = b + %Aﬁji%} X’ fijk- Up
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to first order and bilinear terms in fermions, we need the following transformation rules:

5tha = Pp A" — i”ybcl\bciﬁa + 0,€ — iﬁfggyabe, (C.1a)
SA, = 0,8 + [l Ay + %em" , (C.1b)

ox = [ x" - i/\w“x - iFﬁﬂWGa (C.1c)

Ob = 200,60 — COLE A,y — g (%ACDQV}(;D + €V[N\IICDQV}CD) : (C.1d)
0Quep = —0uMep + 2 5pA o) + €1, 8 ep = =D Aep + e, Yop (C.1le)
SR ep = 2R e A o) — 2Dy, (€1, %ep) | (C.1f)
§Wep =2V pAPe + %UAQWCDVWG- (C.1g)

We exclude the diffeomorphisms since it is trivial to see that all the transformation
rules of b, (i.e. Lorentz, supersymmetry, abelian and non-abelian gauge transformations)
transform as tensors under diffeomorphisms and hence their commutators are trivial.

Therefore, we compute the brackets
~ N\ () ~ ~
(181, 0200) = (687087 = 60060 ) By + (61068 = 681" ) B (C2)

The first term in the r.h.s. gives

3a’ o

(551)(550)7);“/ — (1 e 2) = TEQ’}/)\Eleij, (C?))
and the second one can be written as

88b,, — (12) = /3y, (ASPOyMep) + a'dy (ASPAZ ) Qyimp

o ~ A « ~
+TE @ P Ropen — S0 (Br7er,) Qi (C4)

Adding both contributions, we get

=\ o CDE o - Y-

([517 52]b;w> = 28[#5121/} - 58[MA12 QV]CD - 58[;1 (627 EIQCU> Qu]civ (C5>

with
a [ op 1\ & opg

§120 = 5} AS70,Niep + 127 e " hep| - (C.6)

and
1 .
AT =2ATP Asp” + 5327A€19ACD . (C.7)
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To see the algebra of transformations on b,,,, note that

~ \O o . .

(181,82 by = (161,008 ) = 5 (11,0 (A X9 fin) ()
and it is easy to see that the second term in the r.h.s. vanishes. Rewriting (C.H) in terms
of supergravity and super Yang-Mills fields, the brackets that mix supersymmetry with
Lorentz and abelian gauge transformations vanish, while the supersymmetry algebra gives

/

cd o 7
(e 0e)) ™ By = (€121 — 0 O\ 5ib1ea — 5 0Dl Avgi (C.9)
with
o A A
(€12)y = Zgz’y/\ElQuCDQACD )
1 < (=)e
Aig = 1627’\61111; ) d,
i Lo g
§la = 57 e Ay . (C.10)

C.2 Invariance of the action

Here we prove the supersymmetric invariance of the action
S = /dlox ee L, (C.11)

with

1~ 1 )
L = R+40,00"¢ — —H,M,HWP 4F,;VF;“’ +3 RWCDSQ‘“’CD

- — " 1—z = v %
—VY Dy + py" Dyp + 208 Dyup — SXY DX + X ( Y — ) £,
1 ~ I POT P~ T T —  pOT I PAOT 1—2 pOT
+24H,m YT + 120 =y p = 6UPY T o+ SXY X
1

(@CD "D, (w, N Wep — ﬂ\IfCDH\IIC —yeb ( HypV — Wp) ﬁzWCD)(C.m)

Since the leading order action is known to be invariant [13], we analyze the O(d/)

variation, namely

(55)(1) _ /leIfBe 26 [_ as(0) et £ _ 950 QSL +5(0)L(1)+5(1)L(0)] (C.13)
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Using the transformation rules (C]) we get

/

- 1 A 3a’ R
(55)(1) = —%Ep (Huupewp - §:RWCD:RWCD) + %E’V(“wMHMquAW

3a/

A 1
_ T@Yuwv (ap¢@uyﬁ _

§Dpewp + E:RupCD:RupCD) + ?EW;LX F,,;crr

/

A A 1 A A A
+%5(°)QH0D (Ab“”Q,,CD + G H" Rupop + 20, — DVR“”CD)

/

o B R . R A
+§5(0)w“ (fypUT’gDMepgr + 12’}/0’¢JT€MJT - 3707—peuar + 87V\IICD:R/WCD>

O/ — oT oT i v T O/ —1 . pOT d
-0 ((7” p+377TP) Cppr — 29" \DCD:RMVC’D) + 760X X Cpor

_ A 1 1 1 .
+20/60 TP (ﬁ(% MWep — (@Cﬁ + ﬂﬂ) Vep + 5 (7”¢V - ZVWP) :R;WCD)
+6Wh,, AV — 2601 Ad, + 2605 Ap . (C.14)
The variations (C.)) depend on the supersymmetry parameter explicitly and through
A, = 2—\1@5%)(2'- The explicit dependence has the same structure as the corresponding

transformations in [15, [16], replacing the collective indices C, D, ... by ¢, d, .... Since the
corresponding actions also have the same structure, we can assure that those terms cancel
in (C14). The A.-dependent terms are contained in 5(0)QMC’D> Wb, and §OWcp. We
can disregard the latter as they are higher than bilinear in fermions. The former two may

be written as
/
65)) = %DP [aMACDQVCD — 0,EP0,C pAge| HP

o 5 o -
+5®V®uACD9{””CD — ZQMACDHMVPRVPCD ,

which can be easily shown to vanish after performing some integrations by parts.
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