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Abstract

We analyze the boundaries of the moduli spaces of compactifications of the heterotic string

on T d, making particular emphasis on d = 2 and its F-theory dual. We compute the OPE

algebras as we approach all the infinite distance limits that correspond to (possibly partial)

decompactification limits in some dual frame. When decompactifying k directions, we find

infinite towers of states becoming light that enhance the algebra arising at a given point in the

moduli space of the T d−k compactification to its k-loop version, where the central extensions

are given by the k KK vectors. For T 2 compactifications, we reproduce all the affine algebras

that arise in the F-theory dual, and show all the towers explicitly, including some that are not

manifest in the F-theory counterparts. Furthermore, we construct the affine SO(32) algebra

arising in the full decompactification limit, both in the heterotic and in the F-theory sides,

showing that not only affine algebras of exceptional type arise in the latter.
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1 Introduction

In the recent years, there has been an increasing interest in the so-called Swampland pro-

gram [1] (reviewed in [2–6]), which aims at drawing the boundaries between the low energy

effective theories than can be consistently coupled to Quantum Gravity and those that cannot.

These boundaries are typically formulated as a series of conjectures that constrain the low

energy effective theories, whose arguments range from general black hole physics to explicit

String Theory constructions. One of the best established conjectures at the moment is the

Swampland Distance Conjecture [7], which predicts the presence of an infinite tower of states

becoming exponentially light with the distance as one moves far away in the moduli space of

the theory. The nature of the possible massless towers has been analysed in [8], where it was

conjectured that it must always come from either a KK tower (or dual versions), or from the

excitations of an emergent critical string becoming tensionless (this is known as the Emergent

String Conjecture).

On the other hand, massless vectors at a given point in moduli space are a signature of a

larger gauge group, and all massless states arrange into representations of this group. Thus,

exploring specific points (or more generally, hypersufaces) in moduli space allows to examine

the symmetry enhancements associated to this phenomenon. In particular, a detailed know-

ledge of all the possible enhancements is essential to determine whether all consistent low

energy vacua in Quantum Gravity can be obtained from String Theory (i.e. string universal-

ity). Progress along this direction has been recently made by systematically studying toroidal

compactifications of the heterotic/CHL string [9–12] and F-theory on K3 surfaces [13], as

well as by applying general Swampland arguments to supergravity vacua [14–17] . In this

context, a natural question arises, namely what is the interplay between these symmetry en-

hancements and infinite distance boundaries of the moduli space, specially in relation to the

Distance Conjecture. Such points have been recently studied from this perspective in the

circle compactification of the heterotic string [18] and in 8d theories realised from F-theory

on K3 surfaces [19–21], where it was shown that in these limits one gets an infinite tower of

massless states that realize an affine algebra. Particularly, in the decompactification limit of

the heterotic string on the circle the KK tower combines with the E8 × E8 or Spin(32)/Z2

gauge group to give rise to the affine version of their algebras, respectively, with the U(1) of

the circle direction playing the role of imaginary root.

In this paper, we study the boundaries of the moduli space of toroidal compactifications of

the heterotic string, which correspond to (duals of) different decompactification limits. Despite

being a very simple playground, the toroidally-compactified heterotic theory proves to be rich

enough to describe all the possible decompactifications and the related affine algebras that are

realised in the corresponding moduli space. We show that when decompactifying k dimensions

from 10− d to a point in the 10− d+ k dimensional theory with gauge algebra AL×U(1)d−kR ,

we obtain the k-loop version of AL×U(1)d−kR . The central extension for the left/right moving

algebra is the holomorphic/antiholomorphic part of the current associated to the k directions

that are decompactified.
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We show that for T 2 compactifications, the heterotic results match those obtained in the

dual F theory on K3, in the context of Kulikov models and K3 complex structure degener-

ations [19, 20]. The heterotic framework allows however for a clearer characterisation of the

decompactification limits and corresponding algebras in all the corners of moduli space, and

moreover can be (straightforwardly) generalised to lower dimensions.

The paper is organised as follows. After setting our conventions and reviewing the affin-

isation process in the decompactification of the heterotic theory on S1 in Section 2, we discuss

in Section 3 its generalisations, first to T 2 and then to a generic T d compactification, showing

the explicit world-sheet realisation of the algebras in Appendix A. In Section 4 we review the

string junction picture, which we explicitly use in Section 5 in order to make contact with the

F-theory dual description of [19,20], reviewed in Appendix B. We also build the explicit real-

isation of the Kulikov Weierstrass model for
̂̂
D16, which from the heterotic dual is predicted to

be, together with (Ê9⊕ Ê9)/ ∼, the only algebra in the full decompactification limit. Finally,

we summarise and make some concluding remarks in Section 6.

2 Decompactification limits of the Heterotic String

To set our notation, in this section we summarize the main features of heterotic compactific-

ation on a d dimensional torus T d, and review the behaviour of the theory on S1 when going

to infinite distance in the moduli space.

Let T d be associated with a lattice Λ generated by the vectors ei, i = 1, ..., d, and dual

lattice Λ̃ generated by the dual vectors e∗i. The background of the theory compactified on

this space is specified by1

• the metric on the torus Gij = eai δabe
b
j, a = 1, ..., d ,

• the internal B-field Bij and

• the Wilson lines AIi , I = 1, ..., 16 .

Restricting the worldsheet action to the bosonic sector and setting α′ = 1, we have

S = − 1

4π

∫
d2σ
[
ηαβ
(
GMN∂αX

M∂βX
N +

1

2
δIJ∂αX

I∂βX
J
)

+ εαβ
(
BMN∂αX

M∂βX
N + AIi ∂αY

i∂βX
I
)]
.

(2.1)

In the following we split the 10 dimensional indexM = 0, ..., 9 asM = (µ, i), with µ = 0, ...9−d
and i = 10− d, ..., 9. We write XM = (Xµ, Y i) with Y i the compact spacetime bosons.

The heterotic states are characterized by the winding and momentum numbers associated

to the T d directions, respectively wi, ni ∈ Z, and by the heterotic momenta πI along the 16

1One should also include the dilaton, but we are taking it to be fixed (and small).
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dimensional heterotic torus. These can be arranged in a charge vector

Z = (πI , wi, ni) . (2.2)

The vector π lies either in the root lattice of E8×E8, denoted Γ8×Γ8, or in the weight lattice

of Spin(32)/Z2, denoted Γ16. Moreover, the states have the following left (L) and right (R)

internal momenta along the T d directions,

pR,i =
1√
2

(ni − Eijwj − π · Ai) ,

pL,i =
1√
2

(ni + (2Gij − Eij)wj − π · Ai) ,
(2.3)

where

Eij = Gij +
1

2
Ai · Aj +Bij , (2.4)

and along the heterotic torus,

pI = πI + AIiw
i . (2.5)

The vector p = (pR,ie
∗i
a ; pL,ie

∗i
a , p

I) = (pR,a; pL,a, p
I) ≡ (pR;pL) lies in an even and self-dual

lattice Γd,d+16 with Lorentzian signature (−d,+d+16), as seen from the expression

p2 = −p2
R + p2

L = 2niw
i + |π|2 ∈ 2 Z . (2.6)

The mass formula and the level-matching condition (LMC) for the NS sector of the spectrum

then read

M2 = p2
L + p2

R + 2
(
N + Ñ − 3

2

)
,

0 = p2
L − p2

R + 2
(
N − Ñ − 1

2

)
,

(2.7)

where N and Ñ are respectively the left and right-moving oscillator numbers. These formulas

determine the group of symmetries of the spectrum to be O(d, d + 16,Z), which we refer to

as the T-duality group.

In order to read the symmetry algebra at a given point in moduli space one should look at

the set of massless vectors. For generic values of the moduli, these are the U(1)dR × U(1)16+d
L

vector bosons, characterized by N = 1, Ñ = 1
2
,pL = 0,pR = 0:

αµ−1ψ̃
i
− 1

2
|0〉NS , αi−1ψ̃

µ

− 1
2

|0〉NS , αI−1ψ̃
µ

− 1
2

|0〉NS −→ (gµi ∓Bµi), Aµ
I . (2.8)

Due to the moduli dependence of (2.7) it turns out that at fixed points of the T-duality group

there can be additional massless vectors with N = 0, N̄ = 1
2
, |pL|2 = 2, pR = 0, of the form

ψ̃µ− 1
2

|πα, wi, ni〉NS −→ Aαµ (2.9)
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for some particular values of wi, ni. These enhance the gauge group in the left sector to a

rank (16 + d) semisimple group of ADE type.

2.1 Decompactification limit of the E8 × E8 Heterotic String on S1

We now restrict to d = 1 (compactifications on a circle of radius R) and the E8×E8 Heterotic

String, and review the results of [18] showing that in the limits R→ 0, ∞ and by appropriately

tuning the Wilson line, one finds a symmetry enhancement to the affine algebra (E9⊕E9)/ ∼
(where ∼ refers to the identification of the central extensions of the two E8 factors) or D̂16.

Let us start with the case R→∞. For any finite value of the Wilson line, the massless vectors

are the momentum towers of the E8 × E8 × U(1) gauge bosons, namely

Z = (πα, 0, n), n ∈ Z, πα ∈ Γ8 × Γ8 , |πα|2 = 0, 2 , (2.10)

where |πα|2 = 0 correspond to the states in (2.8), and the |πα|2 = 2 states to those in (2.9).

From these we can build the following asymptotically conserved currents

J In(z) = i(∂XI(z)− AI∂Y (z))einY (z) ,

Jαn (z) = cαe
iπIα(XI(z)−AIY (z))einY (z) ,

(2.11)

where cα are the cocycle factors

cαcβ = ε(α, β) cα+β , ε(α, β) = ±1 forα + β root (2.12)

and zero otherwise, with c0 ≡ 1. The zero modes of the currents (2.11)

(Jan)0 ≡
∮

dz

2πi
Jan(z) , a = {I, α} (2.13)

satisfy the following commutation relations [18]

[(J In)0, (J
J
m)0] = inδIJδn+m,0(∂Y )0 ,

[(J In)0, (J
α
m)0] = πIα(Jαn+m)0 ,

[(Jαn )0, (J
β
m)0] =





ε(α, β)(Jα+β
n+m)0 α + β root,

πIα(J In+m)0 + inδn+m,0(∂Y )0 α = −β ,
0 otherwise,

(2.14)

which correspond to an (E9 ⊕ E9)/ ∼ algebra, where both the E8 factors are made affine by

the current associated to the circle direction, ∂Y .

We see that at infinite radius the nine-dimensional theory decompactifies to the corres-

ponding ten-dimensional one, and it displays the affine version of the ten-dimensional gauge

algebra E8 ⊕ E8, realized by the KK tower becoming massless at this infinite distance limit.
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Not surprisingly, this algebra can also be obtained in the T-dual frame at R → 0 with zero

Wilson line considering the winding tower.2

2.2 Decompactification limit of the SO(32) Heterotic String on S1

Same as for the E8×E8 theory, there are different ways to reach the affine SO(32) algebra. Here

we show how to get it by starting from the E8×E8 theory, with a Wilson line A = (07, 1, 07, 1)

and R→ 0. This Wilson line breaks the E8 ×E8 × U(1) to SO(16)× SO(16)× U(1). In the

limit R→ 0, the massless states and their associated holomorphic currents are

αI−1ψ̃
µ

− 1
2

|Z〉NS → J Im(z) = i∂XI(z)eimY (z) , (2.15)

α9
−1ψ̃

µ

− 1
2

|Z〉NS → J9
m(z) = i∂Y (z)eimY (z) , (2.16)

ψ̃µ− 1
2

|Z〉NS → Jαm(z) = cαe
iπIαX

I(z)ei(m+πIαΛI)Y (z) , (2.17)

where πα ∈ Γ16, Λ =
((

1
2

)
8
, 08

)
is the Wilson line that in the SO(32) embedding breaks the

gauge group to SO(16)× SO(16)× U(1) and the charge vector is

Z = (πα, w, n) with





w = −2m+ 2 πβ · Λ ,
n = 2m+ πβ · (A− 2Λ) ,

πα = 2mA+ πβ − 2(Λ · πβ)A ,

∀m ∈ Z , πβ ∈ Γ16 , |πβ|2 = 0, 2 .

(2.18)

The holomorphic currents one uses to compute the OPEs are

J Im(z) = i(∂XI(z) + ΛI∂Y (z))eimY (z) ,

Jαm(z) = cαe
iπIα(XI(z)−ΛIY (z))eimY (z) .

(2.19)

These can be shown to satisfy the commutation relations (2.14) with n → m and πα being

SO(32) roots. This algebra is thus the D̂16 affine algebra.

We can also decompactify the SO(32) to get the (E9⊕E9)/ ∼ taking the R→ 0 limit and

Wilson line Λ.

3 Decompactifications of the Heterotic String on tori

The decompactification pattern from nine to ten dimensions of the heterotic theory on S1 can

be generalized to the decompactification of several dimensions of the theory on T d.

In the next section we show the possible decompactification patterns in the case d = 2,

which is particularly interesting in light of its dual realisation in F-theory on K3, analyzed

2Note that for R → 0 the only infinite distance point within the fundamental domain that includes the
R→∞ boundary has Wilson line (07, 1, 07, 1) [22].
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in [19, 20]. In section 3.2, following the intuition in 8 dimensions, we extend to generic d.

3.1 Decompactification limits of the Heterotic String on T 2

Consider a generic background given by

Gij =

(
R2

8 R8R9 cosα

R8R9 cosα R2
9

)
, Bij =

(
0 b

−b 0

)
, AIi , i = 8, 9. (3.1)

where R8 and R9 are the lengths of the two dimensional vectors e1,2 generating the T 2 lattice

and α is the angle between them. In what follows we will also use the inverse metric, given

by

Gij =
1

sin2 α

(
1
R2

8
− cosα
R8R9

− cosα
R8R9

1
R2

9

)
. (3.2)

One can distinguish two types of decompactification limits3, according to the values of

R8, R9 cosα:

• only one radius diverges: decompactification from eight to nine dimensions;

• both R8, R9 →∞, independently of their ratio (R8

R9
→ 0, const, ∞): decompactification

from eight to ten dimensions.

The possible interesting profiles for cosα along the path taken in moduli space depend on the

type of decompactification, and they will be specified case by case.

3.1.1 8d→ 9d decompactification

Let us focus on the first situation, where only one radius diverges, R8 → ∞. The massless

states can only come from states with no winding in the eighth direction, w8 = 0. The massless

and the level-matching conditions reduce then to

0 =
1

sin2 α

(
1

R2
9

(p2
R,9 + p2

L,9)− (w9)2R2
9 cos2 α

)
+ p2

I + 2

(
N + Ñ − 3

2

)
,

0 = 2n9w
9 + |πα|2 + 2

(
N − Ñ − 1

2

)
,

(3.3)

3T-dual versions are considered as equivalent. For example, in the case of diagonal torus metric α = π
2 to

which we will restrict in the following, T duality acts as a shift of the Wilson lines by a vector in Γ8 × Γ8 or
as A′

i = − Ai

R2
i+

A2
i
2

, R′
i = Ri

R2
i+

A2
i
2

, wi ↔ ni, i = 8, 9.

6



where we have used the inverse metric in (3.2), and

pR,9 =
1√
2

(
n9 −

(
R2

9 +
1

2
A9 · A9

)
w9 − πα · A9

)
,

pL,9 =
1√
2

(
n9 +

(
R2

9 −
1

2
A9 · A9

)
w9 − πα · A9

)
,

pI = πIα + AI9w
9 .

(3.4)

Note that (3.3) with the expressions (3.4) for the internal momenta correspond, in the limit

cosα → 0, to the massless and the level-matching conditions of the nine-dimensional theory.

On the other hand, when cosα → c 6= 0, which corresponds to the asymptotic behaviour

G89 →∞, nine-dimensional Lorentz invariance is broken. We therefore restrict to cosα = 0.

Similarly, nontrivial values of the Kalb-Ramond field break Lorentz invariance, so we also

restrict to b = 0.

If we choose the moduli such that R9 and AI9 correspond to a point with gauge algebra

A in the left sector of the nine-dimensional theory, with roots of the form ZA = (πα, w
9, n9)

satisfying pL,9 = 2 and pR,9 = 0, the massless spectrum of the eight-dimensional theory will

contain the momentum tower of the nine-dimensional gauge vectors. This is given by the

following left-moving vectors together with their associated currents, where

• Cartan sector:

αÎ−1ψ̃
µ

− 1
2

|0, n8〉NS → J În8
(z) = i∂X Î(z)ein8Y 8(z) ,

α8
−1ψ̃

µ

− 1
2

|0, n8〉NS → J8
n8

(z) = i
√

2∂Y 8(z)ein8Y 8(z) ;
(3.5)

• root sector:

ψ̃µ− 1
2

|ZA, n8〉NS → Jαn8
(z) = cαe

ipα;ÎX
Î(z)ein8Y 8(z) , (3.6)

where the first number in the kets represents the nine dimensional quantum numbers, n8 ∈ Z,

and w8 = 0 is implied. We have defined the index Î = {9, I}, the left moving X Î(z) =(√
2e9

9Y
9(z), XI(z)

)
, and pα;Î = (e∗99 pL,9, pI). We have also restricted to AI8 = 0, which

together with the choices cosα, b = 0 implies in particular that E89, E98 = 0; the case AI8 6= 0

is discussed in Appendix A.1.1, but in both cases the resulting BPS algebra is the same and

so we present the former for simplicity.

As derived in Appendix A.1.1, for R8 → ∞ the OPEs among the asymptotic currents of

7



equations (3.5) and (3.6) are

J În8
(z)J Ĵm8

(w) ∼ δÎĴ
: ei(n8+m8)Y 8(w) :

(z − w)2
+ iδÎĴn8

: ∂Y 8(w)ei(n8+m8)Y 8(w) :

z − w +O(1) , (3.7)

J În8
(z)Jαm8

(w) ∼ pÎαJ
α
n8+m8

(w)

z − w +O(1) , (3.8)

Jαn8
(z)Jβm8

(w) ∼





ε(α,β)Jα+β
n8+m8

(w)

z−w +O(1) α + β root,

:ei(n8+m8)Y 8(w):
(z−w)2 +

pα;ÎJ
Î
n8+m8

(w)+in8:∂Y 8(w)ei(n8+m8)Y 8(w):

z−w +O(1) α = −β ,
0 otherwise.

(3.9)

All the OPEs involving J8
n8

(z) are trivial in the limit R→∞.

The asymptotic algebra is obtained from the commutation relations of the zero modes of

the currents (3.5)-(3.6), defined as in (2.13). We find (see Appendix A.1.1 for the detailed

computation)

[(J În)0, (J
Ĵ
m)0] = inδÎĴδn+m,0(∂Y 8)0 ,

[(J În)0, (J
α
m)0] = pÎα(Jαn+m)0 ,

[(Jαn )0, (J
β
m)0] =





ε(α, β)(Jα+β
n+m)0 α + β root,

pα;Î(J
Î
n+m)0 + inδn+m,0(∂Y 8)0 α = −β ,

0 otherwise,

(3.10)

which is precisely the algebra of Â, with central extension (∂Y 8)0. Importantly, if the algebra

A is semisimple, A = A1 ⊕ ... ⊕ An, (3.10) describes the algebra Â = (Â1 ⊕ ... ⊕ Ân)/ ∼,

where ∼ means that the central extension of all the factors (including U(1)’s) is identified,

namely as (∂Y 8)0. This signifies that all the factors are made affine by the universal presence

of the momentum tower.

As an example, let us show explicitly the case of (Ê8 ⊕ Ê8 ⊕ Â1)/ ∼ (with A1 the algebra

of SU(2), not to be confused with the aforementioned generic algebra A1) in the decom-

pactification of the E8 × E8 theory from 8 to 9 dimensions. We start from the background

Gij =

(
R2

8 0

0 1

)
, b = 0, AI8, AI9 = 0 , (3.11)

and take the limit R8 → ∞. As we argued above, without loss of generality we can take AI8
to vanish. The choice G99 = 1 and AI9 = 0 is instead dictated by the fact that we want to

decompactify to a theory with gauge algebra E8 ⊕ E8 ⊕ A1 in 9 dimensions. The massless

8



states here are the momentum towers along y8 of the E8 ⊕ E8 states,

αI−1ψ̃
µ

− 1
2

|0, n8〉NS → J In8
(z) = i∂XI(z)ein8Y 8(z) , (3.12)

ψ̃µ− 1
2

|ZE8⊕E8 , n8〉NS → Jαn8
(z) = cαe

iπα;IX
I(z)ein8Y 8(z) , (3.13)

where ZE8⊕E8 = (πα, 0, 0), πα are the roots of E8 ⊕ E8, and in addition we have the corres-

ponding momentum towers of the A1 states

α9
−1ψ̃

µ

− 1
2

|0, n8〉NS → J9
n8

(z) = i
√

2∂Y 9(z)ein8Y 8(z), (3.14)

ψ̃µ− 1
2

|ZA1 , n8〉NS → J±n8
(z) = e±i2Y

9(z)ein8Y 8(z) , (3.15)

with ZA1 ≡ (π,w9, n9) = (0,±1,±1). Here (3.12) and (3.14) are associated to the Cartan

currents and (3.13) and (3.15) to the root generators. The affinization of the E8 ⊕E8 part of

the algebra works exactly as in the decompactification from 9 to 10 dimensions presented in

Section 2, with the replacements n → n8 and Y → Y 8. The affinisation of the A1 factor is

derived from the general structure of the OPEs (A.14), (A.18) and (A.19) among the affine

currents (3.14) and (3.15). These give the subalgebra

[(J9
n8

)0, (J
9
m8

)0] = in8δn8+m8,0(∂Y 8)0 ,

[(J9
n8

)0, (J
±
m8

)0] = ±
√

2(J±n8+m8
)0 = πA1,±(J±n8+m8

)0 ,

[(J±n8
)0, (J

±
m8

)0] = 0 ,

[(J±n8
)0, (J

∓
m8

)0] = πA1,±(J±n8+m8
)0 + in8δn8+m8,0(∂Y 8)0

(3.16)

among the current zero modes, which corresponds to Â1 with central extension (∂Y 8)0, the

commutators between Ê8 ⊕ Ê8 modes and Â1 ones vanishing in the limit. This is indeed a

(Ê8 ⊕ Ê8 ⊕ Â1)/ ∼ algebra for the current zero modes.

We emphasize that the Cartans corresponding to the algebra of the decompactified theory

get affinized independently of them being enhanced or not to nonabelian algebras. In fact, the

same is true for those Cartans lying in the gravity multiplet, which do not admit enhancements.

These get affinized by the antiholomorphic counterpart (∂̄Ỹ 8)0 of the left-moving central

extension (see Appendix A.1.1 for details).

3.1.2 8d→ 10d decompactification

In this limit both R8 and R9 diverge. They can go to infinity with different speeds R8

R9
→ 0, ∞

or at the same rate, R8

R9
→ const. The first can effectively capture a decompactification

by steps, 8 → 9 → 10 dimensions, while the second is always a one-step process 8 → 10

dimensions. Again, in the limit R8, R9 → ∞, the massless spectrum is characterised by

w8 = w9 = 0, with no restriction on n8, n9.

9



The non-trivial contributions to the massless and level-matching conditions are then

0 = |πα|2 + 2

(
N + Ñ − 3

2

)
,

0 = |πα|2 + 2

(
N − Ñ − 1

2

)
,

(3.17)

regardless of the values of cosα, b, AI8 and AI9. The massless left-moving vectors are then the

momentum towers of the E8⊕E8⊕U(1)2 vectors or D16⊕U(1)2 vectors, depending on which

theory one starts with. From the algebra point of view turning on Bij or the Wilson lines

is equivalent to setting them to zero, as shown in Appendix A.1.2, so we take for simplicity

Bij = 0, AI8 = 0, AI9 = 0 and G89 = 0 in the following expressions for the currents. The two

KK Cartans are associated to (i = 8, 9)

αi−1ψ̃
µ

− 1
2

|0, n8, n9〉NS → J in8,n9
(z) = i

√
2∂Y i(z)ein8Y 8(z)ein9Y 9(z) , (3.18)

the E8 ⊕ E8 Cartans to

αI−1ψ̃
µ

− 1
2

|0, n8, n9〉NS → J In8,n9
(z) = i∂XI(z)ein8Y 8(z)ein9Y 9(z) , (3.19)

and the E8 ⊕ E8 roots to

ψ̃µ− 1
2

|ZE8⊕E8 , n8, n9〉NS → Jαn8,n9
(z) = cαe

iπα;IX
I(z)ein8Y 8(z)ein9Y 9(z) , (3.20)

As shown in detail in Appendix A.1.2, in the decompactification limit the OPEs among these

currents are, regardless of R8

R9
,

J In8,n9
(z)JJm8,m9

(w) =
δIJ : ei(ni+mi)Y

i(w) :

(z − w)2
+ iδIJni

: ∂Y i(w)ei(nj+mj)Y
j(w) :

z − w +O(1) , (3.21)

J In8,n9
(z)Jαm8,m9

(w) =
πIαJ

α
n8+m8,n9+m9

(w)

z − w +O(1) , (3.22)

Jαn8,n9
(z)Jβm8,m9

(w) =





ε(α,β)Jα+β
n8+m8,n9+m9

(w)

z−w +O(1) α + β root,

:ei(ni+mi)Y
i(w):

(z−w)2 +
πα;IJ

I
n8+m8,n9+m9

(w)+ini:∂Y
i(w)ei(nj+mj)Y j(w):

z−w +O(1) α = −β ,
0 otherwise,

(3.23)

All the other OPEs are either finite or vanishing as the inverse metric components. These have

the structure of the double loop versions of the ten dimensional algebra (A = E8 ⊕ E8, D16)

with the addition of two central extensions, which can be identified from the structure of the

single pole in the OPEs and are the zero modes (∂Y i)0. The algebra of the zero modes (2.13)
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is

[(J In8,n9
)0, (J

J
m8,m9

)0] = iδIJ(n8δn8+m8,0(∂Y 8
0,n9+m9

)0 + n9δn9+m9,0(∂Y 9
n8+m8,0

)0) ,

[(J In8,n9
)0, (J

α
m8,m9

)0] = πIα(Jαn8+m8,n9+m9
)0 ,

[(Jαn8,n9
)0, (J

β
m8,m9

)0] =





ε(α, β)(Jα+β
n8+m8,n9+m9

)0 α + β root,

πα;I(J
I
n8+m8,n9+m9

)0+

+i(n8δn8+m8,0(∂Y 8
0,n9+m9

)0 + n9δn9+m9,0(∂Y 9
n8+m8,0

)0) α = −β ,
0 otherwise,

(3.24)

where

(∂Y i
nj+mj ,0

)0 =

∮
dz

2πi
∂Y i(z)ei(nj+mj)Y

j(z) , i 6= j (3.25)

are the momentum modes of the two central extensions of the algebra, (∂Y 8)0 and (∂Y 9)0,

along the y9 and y8 directions, respectively. This gives the double loop version (Ê9 ⊕ Ê9)/ ∼
or
̂̂
D16, and we see that indeed the operators associated to the two torus directions are good

central extensions. Let us notice that in the limit R8,9 →∞ the only possible decompactific-

ation is to the ten dimensional theory one started with, independently of their ratio. Since

the toroidally compactified E8 × E8 and SO(32) theories are T dual, it is also possible to

reach the 10 dimensional E8×E8 heterotic theory from the eight dimensional SO(32) one and

viceversa.4

3.2 Decompactification limits of the Heterotic String on T d

One can easily generalize the above discussion to the decompactification of an arbitrary num-

ber k of dimensions starting from the heterotic theory compactified on T d, k ≤ d.

We start from a fixed point in the moduli space of T d−k, specified by a given Gı̂̂, Bı̂̂ and AIı̂
(̂ı = 1, .., d− k), giving an enhanced gauge algebra A. As explained in Section 3.1.1, in order

to decompactify to a Lorentz invariant vacuum of a higher dimensional toroidally compactified

heterotic theory, the T d background must be such that T d = T k × T d−k as follows

Gij =

(
Gı̄̄ 0

0 Gı̂̂

)
= ei · ej, Bij =

(
Bı̄̄ 0

0 Bı̂̂

)
, AIi = (AIı̄ , A

I
ı̂ ) (3.26)

with i = 1, ..., d, i = (̄ı, ı̂). Gı̄̄ is parametrised by k radii Rı̄ and k(k−1)
2

angles. The decom-

pactification limit is realized by taking Rı̄ → ∞, and a generic finite value for AIı̄ . Again, T

dual backgrounds can be obtained via an O(d, d+ 16,Z) transformation to the one described

above.

4For this we can take the path discussed in section 2.2, namely R9 → 0 and Wilson line Λ =
((

1
2

)
8
, 08
)

and then take R8 →∞ with any Wilson line, or equivalently 8↔ 9.
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The general pattern is that, under these assumptions, the 10−d dimensional theory displays

the k-times loop version of the gauge algebra in 10− (d−k) dimensions at the point in moduli

space given by {gı̂̂, Bı̂̂A
I
ı̂ }, with central extensions (∂Y ı̄)0. In the case of a semi-simple

algebra A = A1 ⊕A2 ⊕ ...⊕An all the factors are made affine

For concreteness, let us introduce the index Î = {ı̂, I}, X Î(z) = (
√

2eâı̂Y
ı̂(z), XI(z)), and

call and call pα;Î the roots of the algebra A in dimension 10 − (d − k), corresponding to the

16 + d− k momenta pα;Î = (e∗ı̂â pL,̂ı, pI).

The left-moving massless states and their associated holomorphic conserved currents, re-

lated to the Cartan and ladder generators respectively, are then

αÎ−1ψ̄
µ

− 1
2

|0〉NS −→ J Î(z) = i∂X Î(z) ,

ψ̄µ− 1
2

|ZA〉NS −→ Jα(z) = cαe
ipα;Î ·X

Î(z) .
(3.27)

and they satisfy the massless and level-matching conditions





0 = Gı̂̂(pL,̂ıpL,̂ + pR,̂ıpR,̂) + p2
I + 2

(
N + Ñ − 3

2

)
,

0 = 2nı̂w
ı̂ + 2

(
N − Ñ − 1

2

)
,

(3.28)

Additionally compactifying k directions as in (3.26), the internal momenta P of the 10 − d
dimensional theory in terms of the ones in the 10− (d− k) dimensional ones, p, are

PR,̂ı = pR,̂ı −
1√
2
Eı̂̄w

̄ ,

PL,̂ı = pL,̂ı −
1√
2
Eı̂̄w

̄ ,

P I = pI + AĪw
̄ ,

(3.29)

while PR/L,̄ı are independent from pR/L,̂ı.

The inverse internal metric components satisfy Gı̄̄ ∼ 1
Rı̄R̄
→ 0. In order to have massless

states one should set to zero the possibly divergent term in the 10 − d dimensional mass

formula

Gı̄̄
(
(2gı̄k̄ − Eı̄k̄)(2ḡh̄ − Ēh̄) + Eı̄h̄Ēh̄

)
wk̄wh̄ ∼ gk̄h̄w

k̄wh̄ = 0 (3.30)

which is achieved by requiring wı̄ = 0. The level-matching condition in 10 − d dimensions

reduces to

0 = 2nı̂w
ı̂ + |πα|2 + 2

(
N − Ñ − 1

2

)
(3.31)

which is exactly the same expression in 10−d+k dimensions with the only difference that the

oscillators can be turned on also in the additional k directions. This will provide the states
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related to the central extensions. Moreover, having vanishing winding along the directions we

are decompactifying in (3.29) gives asymptotically in moduli space

PR,̂ı = pR,̂ı , PL,̂ı = pL,̂ı , P I = pI , (3.32)

so that the massless condition is

Gı̂̂ (pL,̂ıpL,̂ + pR,̂ıpR,̂) +Gı̄̄ (PL,̄ıPL,̄ + PR,̄ıPR,̄) +

+p2
I + 2

(
N + Ñ − 3

2

)
= 0 .

(3.33)

where for wı̄ = 0

PR,̄ı =
1√
2

(
nı̄ − Eı̄̂ŵ − πα · Aı̄

)
,

PL,̄ı =
1√
2

(
nı̄ − Eı̄̂ŵ − πα · Aı̄

)
.

(3.34)

Since at leading order Gı̄̄ ∼ 1
Rı̄R̄
→ 0 and Gı̂̂ ∼ O(1), (3.33) reduces to

Gı̂̂ (pL,̂ıpL,̂ + pR,̂ıpR,̂) + p2
I + 2

(
N + Ñ − 3

2

)
= 0 , (3.35)

and together with (3.31) this implies that the massless spectrum coincides with the momentum

towers of the massless spectrum of the 10−(d−k) dimensional theory (3.28), with k additional

left KK vectors (with related momentum towers) to the Cartans in 10− d+ k dimensions, so

that the massless vectors are

αĪ−1ψ̃
µ

− 1
2

|0, ň〉NS −→ J Ī(z) = i∂X Ī(z)eiňY
̌(z) ,

ψ̃µ− 1
2

|ZA, na〉NS −→ Jα(z) = cαe
ipα;ÎX

Î(z)eiňY
̌(z) .

(3.36)

where Ī = (i, I) = (̄ı, Î), X Ī = (
√

2Y ı̄, X Î). The OPEs among these states are found in

Appendix A.2, where one can see that the algebra is the k-th loop version of A (with the

corresponding k central extensions).

4 Review of string junctions

In the previous section we argued that infinite distance points in the moduli space of the

perturbative heterotic theory on T d are characterised by the presence of affine BPS algebras.

In particular, the predictions in 3.1 for the case d = 2 can be matched to the ones in the dual

framework of F-theory on K3, worked out in [20]. The presence of affine algebras in these

limits is locally detected through the intersection patterns of string junctions supported by
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X[p,q]

(b)

Figure 1: (a) String junction from joining two strings with (p, q) and (r, s) charges at a point. (b) A
(p, q) prong. The dotted vertical line represents the branch cut of the 7-brane, which is not intersected by the
string.

stacks of 7-branes as argued already in [23, 24]. In this section we give a brief overview of

string junctions, their properties under monodromies and some key concepts for the following

study of affine algebras. We follow mainly [24] (see also [21]). The reader who is already

familiar with these concepts can skip this section and go directly to Section 5.

4.1 Basic concepts on String Junctions

The spectrum of F-theory includes (p, q)-strings, bound states of p F1 strings and q D1 strings.

7-branes also carry [p, q]-indices, which indicate the kind of (p, q)-strings that end on them.

A string junction is a web of (p, q)-strings that may join at a point5 in a way that conserves

their (p, q) charge, as shown in fig. 1(a). A segment of (p, q) string that starts or ends at a

[p, q] brane is called a prong, see fig. 1(b). Junctions may have prongs at different [p, q]-branes

and/or include strings extending away from them that carry some asymptotic (p, q) charge

away from the branes.

Upon encircling a 7-brane X[p,q] (i.e. when crossing the branch cut), an (r, s)-string gets

transformed by the corresponding monodromy as (see fig. 2(a))

(
r

s

)
→ M[p,q]

(
r

s

)
, M[p,q] =

(
1 + pq −p2

q2 1− pq

)
= I2x2 +

(
pq −p2

q2 −pq

)
(4.1)

Moreover, this segment of the junction can be moved across the 7-brane to a position in which

it does not cross the corresponding branch-cut anymore. For this crossing to be consistent

with the monodromy transformation above, there should be an extra prong leaving X[p,q]

and joining the original segment of the junction (in analogy with the original Hanany-Witten

effect [25]), as shown in fig. 2(b). Note that the junction that is obtained after the monodromy

5This is a pictorial way of seeing the intersection of two-dimensional worldsheets
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Figure 2: The Hanany-Witten effect in terms of string junctions
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X[p0, q0]

Figure 3: Reordering of the branch-cuts. After displacing the X[p,q] brane from left to right across the
branch cut of the X[r,s] brane it becomes a X[p′,q′] brane with p′ = p+ (sp− rq)r and q′ = q + (sp− rq)s].

transformation acts on the (r, s)-string is precisely

M[p,q]

(
r

s

)
=

(
r

s

)
+ (rq − sp)

(
p

q

)
, (4.2)

where the second term on the right hand side means there are rq − sp strings of (p, q) type.

This shows that both configurations are indeed equivalent.

7-brane configurations related by a global SL(2,Z) transformation or by a relocation of

branch-cuts (i.e. a reordering of the branes) are physically equivalent [26, 27]. Moving an

X[p,q] brane across the branch-cut of X[r,s] is equivalent to (see fig. 3)

X[p,q] X[r,s] → X[r,s] X[p′,q′] with p′ = p− (rq − sp)r , q′ = q − (rq − sp)s (4.3)

In a configuration with several 7-branes, one can always choose the branch-cuts to be

vertical lines going downwards. For such a stack of branes ordered from left to right, the full
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monodromy can be calculated by the product of the individual monodromies from right to

left, that is

MX[p1,q1]X[p2,q2]...X[pn,qn]
= M[pn,qn] . . . M[p2,q2] M[p1,q1] . (4.4)

Moreover, in eight dimensions, the tadpole cancellation condition requires a total of 24 [p, q]

7-branes with total monodromy equal to the identity.

Any configuration of 7 branes can be decomposed into the combination of three particular

7 branes called A, B and C

A ≡ X[1,0] : MA = M[1,0] =

(
1 −1

0 1

)
,

B ≡ X[1,−1] : MB = M[1,−1] =

(
0 −1

1 2

)
,

C ≡ X[1,1] : MC = M[1,1] =

(
2 −1

1 0

)
.

(4.5)

Finally, let us mention that the (p, q) strings have a natural interpretation in M-theory as

M2-branes wrapping the pA+ qB cycle in the elliptic fiber, and the 1-cycle that characterizes

the string on the base. String junctions can then be understood as bound states of the corres-

ponding M2-branes wrapping the relevant cycles in the fiber and the base. The intersection

patterns of the relevant 2-cycles in homology, which are crucial for the identification of gauge

groups, can be described effectively by the so called junction lattice [24], which we introduce

now.

4.2 The Junction Lattice

Let us introduce a charge vector for a given string junction, whose entries are the number

of prongs starting/ending on a given 7-brane (i.e. these vectors should have 24 entries in a

global eight dimensional compactification). By convention the charge is positive (negative) for

a prong with outwards (inwards) orientation with respect to a brane. That is, if we introduce

a basis for the charge space, by denoting ~x[p,q] the unit vector associated to a particular

X[p,q] brane in the configuration, the charge of n (p, q)-strings leaving that brane would be
~Q = n~x[p,q]. In general, for a stack of branes ordered from left to right (with branch-cuts

pointing downwards) X[p1,q1]X[p2,q2] . . . X[pn,qn] we can characterize a string junction by the

charge vector
~Q =

∑

i

Qi~x[pi,qi] , Qi ∈ Z . (4.6)

The lattice of all possible charges is the so-called junction lattice, and one can define a basis

of strings as the ones that correspond to the basis vectors in the charge lattice. A junction

can also carry some asymptotic (p, q) charge away from the 7-branes, and it is given by the
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(a) (b)

Figure 4: (a) String junction in an arbityrary representation. (b) The same string junction in the canonical
representation, including the existence of new prongs after moving the original junction across the branes in
order for it not to cross any branch-cut.

expression (
p

q

)

asymptotic

=
∑

i

Qi

(
pi
qi

)
(4.7)

It is also possible to introduce a symmetric intersection bilinear pairing between two junc-

tions, (· , ·) [24]. This pairing captures the intersection properties of the corresponding 2-cycles

in the M-theory uplift. By defining the self-intersection of any two basis strings to be

(~x[pi,qi], ~x[pi,qi]) = −1 , (4.8)

exploiting bilinearity and the invariance under junction transformations (c.f. fig. 2) one finds

that the intersection between different basis elements takes the form

(~x[pi,qi], ~x[pj ,qj ]) =
1

2
(piqj − pjqi) , (4.9)

when the position of the brane X[pi,qi] is on the left of X[pj ,qj ].
6 For a set of branes given by

A1 . . . Ana B1 . . . Bnb C1 . . . Cnc , denoting the corresponding basis vectors by ~ai, ~bi and ~ci, the

relevant pairings are

(~ai,~aj) = −δij , (~bi,~bj) = −δij , (~ci,~cj) = −δij ,
(~ai,~bj) = −1/2 , (~ai,~cj) = 1/2 , (~bi,~cj) = 1 .

(4.10)

Let us remark that, by construction, the charge and the pairing are invariant under the

6Let us remark that the pairing is defined to be symmetric, but in order to compute it for a given
configuration the ordering of the branes matters. That is, in this case one can define (~x[pj ,qj ], ~x[pi,qi]) :=

(~x[pi,qi], ~x[pj ,qj ]) =
1

2
(piqj − pjqi) .
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operations of moving a junction across a 7-brane and reordering of the branes, as displayed

in figs. 2 and 3, respectively. The former operation can actually be used to define a canonical

representation for junctions, which is the one in which the junction itself does not cross

any branch cut. That is, given a general string junction, we can construct its canonical

representation by just moving any segment crossing a branch cut across the corresponding

brane by adding the extra prongs that appear due to the Hanany-Witten effect, until no

segment of the junctions crosses any branch cut. This is displayed schematichally in fig. 4.

The latter operation, namely rearranging the branch-cuts and changing the order of the branes,

corresponds to a base change that is taken into account by the transformation properties of

the branes given in eq. (4.3) [21].

4.3 String Junctions and (Affine) Lie Algebras

So far, we have introduced the string junctions, together with their allowed invariant charges,

which form the junction lattice. This plays a crucial role in the discussion of algebras, as certain

string junctions turn out to represent the roots of the algebra (and their corresponding affine

extensions), and their pairwise intersections (given by the pairing defined above) reproduce

the negative of the Cartan matrix of the associated algebra [23,24,27–29].

In the following, we will restrict to junctions with no asymptotic charge, as they will suffice

to describe the root sector of the groups (and their corresponding affine or loop versions) that

we study here.7

Therefore, in order to characterize the algebra associated to a stack of 7-branes, one needs

to specify the branes and find the particular string junctions that give rise to the (simple)

roots.

Example: The An Algebra

Let us introduce the simple example of the An = su(n + 1) algebra, following [24]. This

algebra is realized by a stack of (n+ 1) A branes, with monodromy

MAn+1 =

(
1 −n− 1

0 1

)
, (4.11)

The junctions that represent the n simple roots have charges

~αi = ~ai − ~ai+1 (4.12)

that is, the i-th entry is 1, the (i+1)-th entry is -1 and the rest are zero. From this charges we

can conclude that the simple roots are strings starting at one brane and ending at the next,

as displayed in fig. 5.

7More general junctions including asymptotic charges are necessary to describe more general weight sectors
of the corresponding groups [24].
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⃗α 1 ⃗α 2 ⃗α 3 ⃗α 4 ⃗α n−2 ⃗α n−1 ⃗α n

Figure 5: String junctions that realize the simple roots ~αi of the An algebra in a stack of (n+ 1) A-branes.
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Figure 6: Two loop junctions (in their non-canonical form)

Using eq. (4.10) one can calculate the intersection form, which yields

(~αi, ~αj) =




−2 1 0 0 . . . 0 0 0 0

1 −2 1 0 . . . 0 0 0 0

0 1 −2 1 . . . 0 0 0 0
...

...
...

...
. . .

...
...

...
...

0 0 0 0 . . . 1 −2 1 0

0 0 0 0 . . . 0 1 −2 1

0 0 0 0 . . . 0 0 1 −2




, (4.13)

and indeed reproduces the negative of the Cartan Matrix for An.

4.3.1 Loop Junctions and Affine/Loop Algebras

Consider now a junction that takes the form of a loop around a (stack) of 7-branes, and

possibly an extra piece attached to it that may carry some asymptotic charge, as displayed in

fig. 6(a). The monodromy transformation associated to the (stack of) 7-brane(s) acts on the

junction as it crosses the branch cut(s) such that the asymptotic charge is compatible with it.

Furthermore, one can bring the junction into its canonical representation by moving it through
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the brane and taking into account the corresponding Hanany-Witten transition. In the case

displayed in fig. 6(a) this would correspond to a charge vector given by ~Q = (rq − sp)~x[p,q],

so the charge in that case is equivalent to the asymptotic charge under the brane surrounded

by the loop junction. The situation becomes much richer when several different branes are

encircled by the loop, as we will see in the following. Additionally, one can consider the

simple case of a (p, q) string surrounding a X[p,q] brane, as shown in fig. 6(b), where the

junction carries no asymptotic charge since the monodromy acts trivially on it. More generally,

loop junctions surrounding a stack of branes and carrying no asymptotic charge can be built

whenever the full monodromy action of the stack is such that it leaves the junction invariant.

This situation will be particularly relevant in the identification of imaginary roots for the

affine algebras below.

Let us now remark a couple of particularly interesting properties of loop junctions. First, it

can be checked that loop junctions with no asymptotic charge have vanishing self-intersection,

making them the perfect candidates for a junction realization of the imaginary root associated

to the affine or loop version of an algebra. Second, recall that the roots of an algebra on a

stack of branes are also realized by string junctions with no asymptotic charge, so they always

start and end on different branes. It is straightforward to see that a loop junction surrounding

the whole configuration does not intersect any of roots, which is the other key condition that

an imaginary root must fulfill. Note that these two properties can be properly checked by

computing the intersection from the charges in the canonical representation.

We must stress here the importance of the loop junction not having an asymptotic charge,

as it is the one that has vanishing self-intersection, and it is the one that indirectly indicates

what must be added to a finite algebra in order to affinize it. As explained above, in order

for a loop junction with no asymptotic charge to be supported around a brane configuration,

it must be left invariant under the total monodromy. That is, for a given stack of branes,

the only allowed loop junctions are the ones that correspond to the eigenspaces that are left

invariant by such monodromy. In many general stacks of branes (as e.g. the ones that realize

the finite exceptional groups) this space is just empty.8 Thus, the standard procedure in this

case is to add one extra brane to the stack such that the new total monodromy allows for a

loop junction in order to realize the affine version of the previous algebra.

In general, one must also check that the imaginary root is non-trivial, meaning it has

non-zero charge in the junction lattice. This might look like a meaningless check, but it turns

out to be key in some cases. Consider for example the su(n) algebra discussed above. Its

total monodromy (4.11) leaves invariant the space spanned by (1, 0) strings. However, a (1, 0)

loop junction surrounding the whole configuration does not make the algebra affine because

it is actually contractible (one can just move the loop across all branes without generating

any extra junction by the Hanany-Witten effect). This can be detected by the fact that its

charge vector is ~Q = 0, as can be easily seen from its canonical representation. As we will

see in section 5, a different way to affinize such an algebra is by having some extra branes

far away from their stack such that the (1, 0) loop junction has some non-trivial charge under

8To be precise, it cannot be realized by (p, q)-strings with integer charges.
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Figure 7: (a) Realization of the A1 algebra on a BCC stack of branes, where ~α1 gives the simple root. (b)

Realization of the Â1 algebra by adding a X[3,1] brane to the BCC stack. The imaginary root, ~δ(1,0) is given

by a (1, 0) string loop around the whole configuration, and the affine root (in red) is built as ~α0 = ~δ(1,0)− ~α1 .

them in the junction lattice. This is in contrast with the usual procedure (typically used for

exceptional algebras) where one adds some extra brane to change the total monodromy in the

right way.

Example: The Â1 Algebra

Let us consider the case of the affinization of the A1 algebra. Apart from A2, the A1 = E1

algebra can be realized by a configuration of BCC branes. The single simple root, ~α1, which

is also the highest root, is given by a junction with charge ~α1 = (0, 1,−1) (under the original

BCC stack),9 as shown in fig. 7(a). The associated monodromy matrix is given by

MBCC =

( −2 −7

−1 −4

)
, (4.14)

and it cannot support any physical loop junction around it. By adding a X[3,1] brane to the

stack, the total monodromy yields

MBCCX[3,1]
=

(
1 8

0 1

)
, (4.15)

which can support a (1, 0) string loop surrounding the four branes. One can easily calculate

its charge in the junction lattice by going to the canonical representation, and also build the

9In this simple case this is easy to see, since the requirement of absence of asymptotic charge straight-
forwardly restricts the possible junctions to those with as many prongs starting in one of the C branes as
ending in the remaining C brane. For more general brane configurations these conditions give rise to a more
cumbersome set of diophantine equations, studied more systematically in [23].
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affine root ~α0 = ~δ(1,0) − ~α1, obtaining

~α1 = (0, 1,−1, 0) , ~δ(1,0) = (−1,−1,−1, 1) , ~α0 = (−1,−2, 0, 1) . (4.16)

By using the pairings given in eqs. (4.8)-(4.10), the intersection matrix for the BCCX[3,1]

configuration is

(·, ·) =




−1 1 1 2

1 −1 0 −1

1 0 −1 −1

2 −1 −1 −1


 . (4.17)

With this pairing, it can be checked that the imaginary root is indeed orthogonal to the simple

roots, namely

(~δ(1,0), ~α1) = (~δ(1,0), ~α0) = 0 , (4.18)

and the Gramm matrix between the two simple roots ~α0 and ~α1 takes the form

(~αi, ~αj) =

( −2 2

2 −2

)
(4.19)

which is indeed the negative of the Cartan Matrix for Â1.

5 Heterotic-F theory duality at infinite distance

The string junction picture can only give local information about the affinisation process.

The types of affine algebras that can actually be realised in F-theory on an elliptically fibered

K3 were analysed in detail in [19, 20] relying on the global information contained in the

degenerations of elliptically fibered K3 lying at infinite distance in the complex structure

moduli space. In turn, these can be described and classified in terms of Kulikov models

and can be broadly divided into four classes, which we introduce briefly here in relation to

the heterotic theory, referring the reader to the Appendix B for the detailed geometrical

description

• Type II.a: the degenerate K3 surface has non-minimal singularities according to the

Kodaira classification. This limit is dual to the full decompactification limit to the

E8 × E8 Heterotic theory, and realises the algebra (Ê9 ⊕ Ê9)/ ∼ as derived in 5.1.

• Type II.b: this is an Emergent String limit, where the associated K3 surface has singular

fibers already in codimension zero on the base. Since it has no counterpart in the weakly

coupled heterotic theory, we will not discuss it further.

• Type III.a: the K3 has non-minimal fibers and it corresponds to a partial decompac-

tification of the heterotic dual from eight to nine dimensions. One example is given in

5.2.
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• Type III.b: the degenerate K3 surface has both non minimal singularites and codimen-

sion zero singular fibers, and it corresponds to a weak coupling limit accompanied by a

full decompactification in the Type IIB string frame. It realises the decompactification

to the SO(32) dual heterotic theory in ten dimensions as shown in 5.3.

The states that are dual to the KK towers in the heterotic decompactification limits are

partially captured in the M-theory picture as M2 branes wrapping vanishing calibrated 2-tori

in the degenerate K3 geometry, as explained in the following paragraphs.

It is important to remark that while in the F-theory setting one can reach all the infinite

distance points in moduli space, one can do it in a controlled way only along certain paths,

namely the ones compatible with the algebraic nature of the associated Weierstrass models.

We elaborate on this in Appendix B.3.

In this Section, we consider the brane configurations studied in [20] and examine the affine

enhancements that arise in the language of string junctions. The geometric idea is that at the

infinite distance limits, the junctions, and therefore all the states realizing the affine algebra,

become asymptotically massless. This geometric picture is studied in detail in the references

above, so we will not elaborate further here, but instead we will consider the BPS algebra

that can arise at each configuration by using their geometric results.

5.1 (Ê9 ⊕ Ê9)/ ∼
The Type II.a Kulikov model is related to the presence of non minimal Kodaira singular-

ities in the K3 degeneration. Following the general procedure, these can be resolved by a

blowup of the base that zooms in their brane content. This procedure leads to the so-called

stable degeneration limit, at which the geometric picture consists of two del Pezzo surfaces

intersecting at a 2-torus, which is known to be dual to the heterotic theory on the torus at

the intersection in the limit in which the torus becomes large. We know from the heterotic

computation in Section 3.1.2 that the algebra in the full decompactification limit to the ten

dimensional heterotic should be (Ê9⊕ Ê9)/ ∼, where the ∼ indicates that the imaginary roots

enhancing both factors are identified.

In the F-theory setup, the basis degenerates into two components, each of which has twelve

branes. There is an E8 factor on each component, which is realized by the brane configuration

A7BCC made of ten out of the twelve branes in each basis component. This algebra gets

enhanced to E9 by adding a X[3,1] brane, in analogy to the the example in section 4.3.1. The

total monodromy of this configuration is then

MA7BCCX[3,1]
=

(
1 1

0 1

)
, (5.1)

which clearly allows for a δ[1,0] loop junction surrounding the whole configuration yielding the

imaginary root for the affine enhancement. Alternatively, by considering the E8 stack together

with the extra A brane which is present in the same component of the basis, one obtains the
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Figure 8: (a) Brane configuration realizing the loop algebra Ê9. The two imaginary roots, δ[1,0] and
δ[3,1], are realized by loop junctions surrounding the E8 stack and one additional brane (note they can also be
represented as two independent junctions surrounding the whole configuration). The branes are represented in

one of the basis components given by a P1. (b) Configuration realizing the algebra (Ê9⊕Ê9)/ ∼, with the loop
junctions which are identified in the junction lattice represented in both base components. This corresponds
to the stable degeneration limit which is dual to the full decompactification of the E8 × E8 heterotic string.

brane configuration A8BCC. This brane configuration supports another imaginary root, given

by the loop junction δ[3,1], as can be seen from the invariant eigenspace of the corresponding

monodromy matrix

MA8BCC =

( −2 9

−1 4

)
. (5.2)

By considering the whole configuration, one obtains the loop algebra Ê9, as can be seen

from the fact that the full monodromy matrix is the identity

MÊ9
=

(
1 0

0 1

)
, (5.3)

so that both imaginary roots are present, as displayed in fig. 8(a). Note that both string

junctions can also be brought to a form in which they surround the whole configuration, and

one can equally choose the basis δ[1,0] and δ[0,1] for the string junctions.

The full configuration consists of two components of the base, each of them being a P1 with

a similar brane configuration, as shown in fig. 8(b). The two imaginary roots are identified

in the junction lattice as they can be seen to be homologous in the M-theory lift. Both loop

junctions come from wrapping an M2-brane in the (1, 0) or (0, 1) cycle in the elliptic fiber

and the one cycle wrapping the whole brane configuration in each component of the base. As

nothing special happens to any of the fiber cycles at the intersection points, the two cycles in

both components of the base are homologous and thus they represent the same object in the

junction lattice. This is the reason behind the identification of the imaginary roots producing

the affinizations in both components.
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Figure 9: Schematic configuration of the branes and codimension zero singularities realizing the loop

algebra (Ê8 ⊕ Ê8 ⊕ Â1)/ ∼, with the loop junction ~δ[1,0] giving rise to the imaginary root. For the details on
the intermediate components and their corresponding Ik singularities see [20].

In this setting the towers of states are given by the (n, 0) and (0,m) strings, which become

massless since they are allowed to shrink to the base intersection point in the blown up version,

or to the non minimal singularity from the perspective of the degenerate K3.

One interesting remark is the following. On the heterotic side, we can decompactify from

8 to 10 dimensions R8, R9 →∞ either in one step (corresponding to the case R8

R9
= const) or

in two steps (R8

R9
→ 0, ∞) as already noticed in 3.1.2. In the F-theory picture, this Kulikov

model seems to capture only the first possibility.

5.2 (Ê8−n ⊕ Ê8 ⊕ Ân+1)/ ∼
Consider now the situation where in the F-theory picture both end components of the base

are dP9 surfaces (see section 3.4 in [20]), which corresponds to a Type III.a degeneration. In

particular, this includes the case where the heterotic dual realizes E8 ⊕ E8 ⊕ A1 as explicitly

shown in Section 3.1.1, whose F-theory dual is schematically displayed in fig. 9.

The affinization process is similar to the previous one, but with some crucial differences.

First of all, the monodromy around the exceptional factors Ê8−n in the end components

(including the extra X[3,1] brane responsible for the affinization) takes the form

MÊ8−n
=

(
1 n+ 1

0 1

)
= M−1

In+1
, (5.4)

so that it only leaves invariant the space of loop junctions generated by ~δ[1,0], that is, there

will be only one tower, as oppossed to the double loop enhancement associated to the two

towers before. This can be understood in terms of a dual KK tower from decompactification

from eight to nine dimensions, instead of full decompactification to ten dimensions.

Moreover, the internal components of the base, displayed in different colours for the (Ê8⊕
Ê8 ⊕ Â1)/ ∼ example in fig. 9, have codimension zero singularities of the form Ik. Their

existence is consistent with the full monodromy composition, which gets more involved in the

presence of non-trivial codimension zero singularities. More precisely, from the general blow

up procedure [19], given two components intersecting at a point with generic fibers In and
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Im, respectively, the contribution to the monodromy at the component where the generic In is

located is equivalent to the one from a codimension one singularity (located at the intersection)

with monodromy

MIm−n
= M−1

In
MIm

. (5.5)

Note that the contribution from the same intersection point, as seen from the component where

the codimension zero Im singularity is located, is given by the inverse monodromy, which can

indeed be consistently described by m ↔ n. For the (Ê8 ⊕ Ê8 ⊕ Â1)/ ∼ example, this is

consistent with the monodromy structure seen by each of the first three base components

(starting from the left) in fig. 9, namely

MÊ8
MI1

= I2x2 , MI−1
MI1

= I2x2 , MI−1 MA1
MI−1 = I2x2 . (5.6)

Note that the final two components get the same contributions as the first two.

Finally, the fact that the intermediate components are mutually local is key for the affin-

ization of all the different components of the algebra by one unique imaginary root (given by

the loop junction), so that the full algebra is (Ê8−n ⊕ Ê8 ⊕ Ân+1)/ ∼ (for 0 ≤ n ≤ 8), with

the three imaginary roots identified.

Let us clarify this point, and the reason why one unique δ[1,0] loop junction, which is

invariant under crossing the intermediate component, is now enough for the affinization of the

intermediate An+1 factor. Recall that the loop junction given by ~δ[1,0] is uncharged under the

intermediate A branes, and also under the Ik singularities over generic points of the internal

components of the base. This means the junction can just be transported from one end

component to the other, crossing the An+2 branes forming the stack, as well as the componets

with codimension zero singularities, without any effect. Therefore such a junction could never

give rise to an affinization of that algebra alone, as it would be trivial because it has no

charge in the junction lattice. However, the existence of the exceptional factors in the end

components gives this loop junction non-trivial charges in the junction lattice, and thus the

An+1 factor can be affinized. In other words, it is the presence of the end components, and

the fact that the loop junction has non-trivial charge under them in the charge lattice what

allows for the affinization of all factors. In this sense, this affinization is a non-local effect as

the imaginary root for all three factors, in the canonical representation, is such that the affine

root for the Ân+1 factor includes string junctions supported in the exceptional factors at the

end components. Note that this is precisely what one would expect for an affinization of the

An+1 factor, since the imaginary root must not intersect with the rest of the roots, but at the

same time it has to be non-trivial in the junction lattice.

5.3
̂̂
D16

The explicit realisation of this algebra, dual to the full decompactification to the SO(32)

heterotic theory in 3.1.2, is shown in Appendix B.2 together with the general features of the

corresponding Type III.b Kulikov model. We summarise here the main points. As shown
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I10I2

D16
D0

D0

D0

Figure 10: Configuration associated to the
̂̂
D16, with the only loop junction one can detect in the Kulikov

model framework in red. The KK tower giving the second imaginary root cannot be realised from this analysis.

in Figure 10, the base splits into two P1 components, B0 and B1, both with non trivial

codimension zero singular fibers, respectively of Kodaira type I10 and I2. Additionally, there

are codimension one singular fibers: on B0 there are one D16 and one D0 singularities, while

on B1 there are two D0 ones. The affinisation of the algebra D16 can be seen from the BC

system that is approaching the A16BC stack of branes, such that the monodromy of the final

configuration is

MA16BCBC =

(
1 −8

0 1

)
. (5.7)

This is consistent with the monodromy composition in the case of non-trivial codimension zero

singularities In and Im discussed around eq. (5.5) (see also [19]). In this case the monodromy

as seen from each of the two base components reads

MBCBCMI8
= I2x2 = MA16BCBCM

−1
I8
. (5.8)

The A16BCBC system then supports one loop junction, consisting of a (1, 0) string, that is

related to the imaginary root making D16 affine. From the K3 degeneration perspective which

we present in detail in Appendix B.1, the imaginary root is given by the M2 brane wrapping

the fiber of the vanishing transcendental torus of the Calabi-Yau, which in this case is only

one. Thus, apparently the Type III.b degeneration is dual to a partial decompactification

limit from eight to nine dimensions, and as such one can indeed realise the affine versions

of nine dimensional algebras that are compatible with the weak coupling limit, namely those

without E factors. Nevertheless, even though from the geometric perspective only the winding

tower is manifest, one should remember the fact that the degeneration limit is taken at fixed

Kähler moduli, so that in the type IIB string theory the volume of the T 2 is constant. This

means that the shrinking of one cycle must be accompanied by the growing of the other one,

giving a KK tower that provides the second imaginary root whose presence is geometrically

obscure. So, we expect only the algebra
̂̂
D16 to be consistently realised in this limit.
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6 Conclusions

In this work we have studied the infinite distance limits in the moduli space of the heterotic

string on T d correponding to decompactification of one or more dimensions, generalizing the

case d = 1 studied in [18]. In these backgrounds, which have 16 supercharges, the heterotic

string worldsheet captures neatly all the data relevant to gauge symmetry enhancements and

in particular this makes it a suitable frame to study how these symmetries behave at infinite

distance. We have seen that in every case, the gauge algebra is asymptotically enhanced to

an affine BPS algebra with central extensions equal in number to the decompactified dimen-

sions. This algebra is always the affine version of an allowed gauge algebra in the (partially)

decompactified theory, and the affinization works democratically on every one of its simple

factors, including the nonabelian factors of type A, D and E as well as left- and right-moving

Cartans.

Restricting to the case of eight dimensions, we have studied the dual description given

by type IIB string junctions on the sphere and the corresponding F-theory on an elliptic K3

surface. Infinite distance limits in the latter correspond to degenerations of the K3 surface and

are exhaustively accounted for in Kulikov models [19]. In the case that only one dimension

decompactifies in the heterotic dual, i.e. in a Type III.a degeneration, we have shown that

the affine algebras emerge in the same way as for the heterotic string. This is a nontrivial

statement insofar as only affine algebras of exceptional type had been considered in the string

junction literature [23, 27] and constructed explicitly in F-theory [19, 20]. There are in turn

two K3 degeneration limits corresponding to decompactification of the heterotic string to

ten dimensions. One of them, the Type II.a degeneration, produces the double loop algebra

(Ê9 ⊕ Ê9)/ ∼, in perfect agreement with the heterotic string. As we showed, there is also

a Type III.b degeneration limit in which double loop algebra
̂̂
D16 should appear. However,

one of the two associated towers of light states is of KK type and is not realized by string

junctions. In fact, the III.b degeneration type admits a priori the realization of various other

algebras which we know do not correspond to ten dimensional theories, a symptom of the

same underlying problem.

Moreover, we have seen that from the F-theory point of view there are certain paths to the

infinite distance points which cannot be described using Kulikov models. On the contrary, in

the heterotic string we can explicitly describe any such path in moduli space. This is nicely

illustrated by the case in which both radii go to infinity while their ratio goes to zero.

Given the simplicity with which the heterotic string allows to study the appearance of affine

algebras, it would certainly be interesting to consider other backgrounds with 16 supercharges

constructed as asymmetric orbifolds. The simplest case is the CHL string, which in eight

dimensions exhibits algebras of type Cn, and in lower dimensions also those of type Bn and

F4. The eight dimensional CHL string and its decompactification to nine dimensions has been

studied from the point of view of string junctions in [21], and it would be interesting to have

also the heterotic picture.
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A Details on the OPEs

In this Appendix, we summarise all the explicit computations of OPEs and commutators.

A.1 T 2 decompactifications

From the action normalised as in (2.1), the relevant OPEs involving the heterotic worldsheet

bosons in flat non-compact space-time are

Xµ(z, z̄)Xν(w, w̄) ∼− 1

2
ηµν log |z − w|2 , (A.1)

Y i(z, z̄)Y j(w, w̄) ∼− 1

2
Gij log |z − w|2 , (A.2)

XI(z)XJ(w) ∼− δIJ log(z − w) , (A.3)

where Y i(z, z̄) = Y i(z) + Ỹ i(z̄) , such that

X Î(z)X Ĵ(w) ∼ −δÎĴ log(z − w) (A.4)

are the only non-trivial OPEs among internal fields, the others being either finite or vanishing

as 1
R2

8
.

A.1.1 8→ 9 dimensions decompactification limit

The vertex operators in the 0 ghost picture associated to the massless vectors (3.5) and (3.6)

in the string spectrum are

αÎ−1ψ̃
µ

− 1
2

|0, n8〉NS → i∂X Î(z)
(
i
√

2∂̄X̃µ(z̄) +
1√
2
κ · ψ̃(z̄)ψ̃µ(z̄)

)
eikX(z,z̄)ein8Y 8(z,z̄) ,

α8
−1ψ̃

µ

− 1
2

|0, n8〉NS → i
√

2∂Y 8(z)
(
i
√

2∂̄X̃µ(z̄) +
1√
2
κ · ψ̃(z̄)ψ̃µ(z̄)

)
eikX(z,z̄)ein8Y 8(z,z̄) ,

ψ̃µ− 1
2

|ZA, n8〉NS → cαe
ipα;ÎX

Î(z)
(
i
√

2∂̄X̃µ(z̄) +
1√
2
κ · ψ̃(z̄)ψ̃µ(z̄)

)
eikX(z,z̄)ei(n8−E89w9−πα·A8)Y 8(z,z̄) ,

(A.5)
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where κM = (kµ, pR,i) is the 10 dimensional right momentum. In the decompactification limit

G88 = R2
8 →∞, the affine algebra in the presence of a non vanishing E89 = 1

2
A8 ·A9 component

is realised by currents generalising the definitions (3.5) and (3.6) of {Jan} (a = Î , α), as we

will now show.

Let us first redefine the internal fields as

X I(z) = XI(z)− AI8Y 8(z) (A.6)

and Y9(z) through the relation

G99Y9(z) = G99Y
9(z) +

1

2
E98Y

8(z) . (A.7)

In particular, since G99G99 = 1, (A.7) is equivalent to

Y9(z) = Y 9(z) +
1

2
G99E98Y

8(z) . (A.8)

The leading terms in the OPEs among these redefined internal fields are equivalent to (A.2)-

(A.3)

Y9(z)Y9(w) = Y 9(z)Y 9(w) +O
(

1

R2
8

)
, (A.9)

Y9(z)X I(w) = O
(

1

R2
8

)
, (A.10)

Y9(z)Y 8(w) = O
(

1

R2
8

)
, (A.11)

X I(z)X J(w) = XI(z)XJ(w) +O
(

1

R2
8

)
. (A.12)

Finally, let us also define X Î(z) =
(√

2R9Y9(z),X I
)
. The expression for the affine currents

in the general case is then

J În8
(z) ≡ i∂X Î(z)ein8Y 8(z) ,

Jαn8
(z) ≡ cαe

ipα;ÎX
Î(z)ein8Y 8(z) .

(A.13)

They are in form equal to (3.5) and (3.6) holding in the case of trivial AI8, and due to (A.9)-

(A.12) the two sets of currents have the same OPEs, so that they generate the same algebra.
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The OPEs between currents associated to Cartan vectors read, up to O
(

1
R2

8

)
terms

J În8
(z)J Ĵm8

(w) = − : ∂X Î(z) ein8Y 8(z) : : ∂X Ĵ(w) eim8Y 8(w) :

= (z − w)
n8m8
2R2

8 : ein8Y 8(z)eim8Y 8(w)

(
−∂X Î(z)∂X Ĵ(w) +

δÎĴ

(z − w)2

)
: .

Performing an expansion around z = w

J În8
(z)J Ĵm8

(w) =

= (z − w)
n8m8
2R2

8 :
(
1 + in8∂Y

8(w)(z − w) + . . .
)
ei(n8+m8)Y 8(w)

(
−∂X Î(z)∂X Ĵ(w) +

δÎĴ

(z − w)2

)
:

∼ (z − w)
n8m8
2R2

8

(
δÎĴ

: ei(n8+m8)Y 8(w) :

(z − w)2
+ iδÎĴn8

: ∂Y 8(w)ei(n8+m8)Y 8(w) :

z − w +O(1)

)
,

(A.14)

which is indeed (3.7).

As for the OPE between two affine root currents, up to O
(

1
R2

8

)
terms

Jαn8
(z)Jβm8

(w) = : cαe
ipα,ÎX

Î(z)ein8Y 8(z) : : cβe
ipβ;ĴX

Ĵ (w)eim8Y 8(w) :

= cαcβ(z − w)
pα·pβ+

n8m8
2R2

8 : eipα;ÎX
Î(z)ein8Y 8(z)eipβ;ĴX

Ĵ (w)eim8Y 8(w) :

= cαcβ(z − w)
pα·pβ+

n8m8
2R2

8 :
[
1 + ipα;Î∂X Î(w)(z − w) + . . .)·

· (1 + in8∂Y
8(w)(z − w) + . . .

]
ei(pα;Î+pβ;Î)X Î(w)ei(n8+m8)Y 8(w) : .

(A.15)

There are only two non trivial cases for the choice of pα and pβ. Assume that pα + pβ = pα+β

is still a root of the algebra A in 9 dimensions. Then, if the roots are normalised as |pα|2 = 2,

it holds pα · pβ = −1 and (A.15) reads

Jαn8
(z)Jβm8

(w) ∼(z − w)
n8m8
2R2

8

(
ε(α, β)cα+β : eipα+β;ÎX

Î(w)ei(n8+m8)Y 8(w) :

z − w +O(1)

)

=(z − w)
n8m8
2R2

8

(
ε(α, β)Jα+β

n8+m8
(w)

z − w +O(1)

)
.

(A.16)
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If instead pα = −pβ, then pα · pβ = −|pα|2 = −2, and so (A.15) gives

Jαn8
(z)J−αm8

(w) ∼ (z − w)
n8m8
2R2

8 : ei(n8+m8)Y 8(w)

(
1

(z − w)2
+
i(pα;Î∂X Î(w) + n8∂Y

8(w))

z − w +O(1)

)
: ,

∼ (z − w)
n8m8
2R2

8

(
: ei(n8+m8)Y 8(w) :

(z − w)2
+
pα;ÎJ

Î
n8+m8

(w) + in8 : ∂Y 8(w)ei(n8+m8)Y 8(w) :

z − w +O(1)

)
.

(A.17)

All the OPEs for other choices of pα and pβ vanish since in these cases cαcβ = 0

Jαn8
(z)Jβm8

(w) ∼ (z−w)
n8m8
2R2

8 ·





ε(α,β)Jα+β
n8+m8

(w)

z−w +O(1) α + β root,

:ei(n8+m8)Y 8(w):
(z−w)2 +

pα;ÎJ
Î
n8+m8

(w)+in8:∂Y 8(w)ei(n8+m8)Y 8(w):

z−w +O(1) α = −β ,
0 otherwise,

(A.18)

which taking the limit R8 →∞ reduces indeed to (3.9).

Finally, considering one Cartan and one root current

J În8
(z)Jαm8

(w) = : i∂X Î(z)ein8Y 8(z) : : cαe
ipα;ĴX

Ĵ (w)eim8Y 8(w) :

= icα(z − w)
n8m8
2R2

8
−ipÎα : eipα;ĴX

Ĵ (w)ein8Y 8(z)eim8Y 8(w) :

z − w +O(1)

∼ cα(z − w)
n8m8
2R2

8
pÎα : eipα;ĴX

Ĵ (w)ei(n8+m8)Y 8(w) :

z − w +O(1) ∼ pÎαJ
α
n8+m8

(w)

z − w +O(1)

(A.19)

as R8 →∞, which is (3.8).

The symmetry algebra can be defined as the set of commutation relations between the

currents zero modes (2.13) as follows. Let us start considering two Cartan generators, in the

limit G88 = R2
8 →∞

[(J În8
)0, (J

Ĵ
m8

)0] =

∮

C′

dz

2πi

∮

C

dw

2πi
J În8

(z)J Ĵm8
(w)−

∮

C′

dw

2πi

∮

C

dz

2πi
J În8

(z)J Ĵm8
(w) (A.20)
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where C ′ is a contour external to C.

[(J În8
)0, (J

Ĵ
m8

)0] =

∮
dw

2πi
δÎĴResz→w

[
: ei(n8+m8)Y 8(w) :

(z − w)2
+ in8

: ∂Y 8(w)ei(n8+m8)Y 8(w) :

z − w

]

=

∮
dw

2πi
in8δ

ÎĴ∂Y 8(w)ei(n8+m8)Y 8(w)

=

{∮
dw
2πi
in8δ

ÎĴ∂y8(w) = in8δ
ÎĴ(∂Y 8)0 for n8 +m8 = 0 ,

∮
dw
2πi
δÎĴ n8

n8+m8
∂(ei(n8+m8)Y 8(w)) = 0 for n8 +m8 6= 0

= in8δ
ÎĴδn8+m8,0(∂Y 8)0 .

(A.21)

The commutator between a Cartan and a root generator is

[(J În8
)0, (J

α
m8

)0] =

∮

C′

dz

2πi

∮

C

dw

2πi
J În8

(z)Jαm8
(w)−

∮

C′

dw

2πi

∮

C

dz

2πi
J În8

(z)Jαm8
(w)

=

∮
dw

2πi
Resz→w

[
pÎαcα : eipα;ĴX

Ĵ (w)ei(n8+m8)Y 8(w) :

z − w

]

=

∮
dw

2πi
pÎαcα : eipα;ĴX

Ĵ (w)ei(n8+m8)Y 8(w) :

=pÎα(Jαn+m)0 ,

(A.22)

and the commutator between two root generators is

[(Jαn8
)0, (J

β
m8

)0] =

∮

C′

dz

2πi

∮

C

dw

2πi
Jαn8

(z)Jβm8
(w)−

∮

C′

dw

2πi

∮

C

dz

2πi
Jαn8

(z)Jβm8
(w)

=

∮
dw

2πi
Resz→w





ε(α,β)cα+βe
ip
α+β;Î

X Î (w)
ei(n8+m8)Y 8(w)

z−w +O(1) α + β root,

:ei(n8+m8)Y 8(w):
(z−w)2 +

:ipα;Î∂X
Î(w)ei(n8+m8)Y 8(w)+in8∂Y 8(w)ei(n8+m8)Y 8(w):

z−w +O(1) α = −β,
0 otherwise.

=





ε(α, β)(Jα+β
n8+m8

)0 α + β root

pα;Î(J
Î
n8+m8

)0 + in8δn8+m8,0(∂Y 8)0 α = −β
0 otherwise.

(A.23)

Affinisation of the right moving algebra

Let us now focus on the U(1)2
R right moving contribution to the algebra and its affinisation

pattern. Restricting for simplicity to the case AI8 = 0, the associated massless states as
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R8 →∞ and their corresponding vertex operators in the 0 ghost picture are

αµ−1ψ̃
i
− 1

2
|0, n8〉 → i

√
2∂Xµ

(
i
√

2∂̄Ỹ i(z̄) +
1√
2
κ · ψ̃(z̄)ψ̃i(z̄)

)
eikX(z,z̄)ein8Y 8(z,z̄) , (A.24)

with i = 8, 9, and they also come in massless momentum towers as the eighth direction is

decompactified. The associated antiholomorphic currents are

Υ̃i
n(z̄) = Υ̃i(z̄)ein8Y 8(z̄) , (A.25)

where

Υ̃i(z̄) =

(
i
√

2∂̄Ỹ i(z̄) +
1√
2
kµψ̃

µ(z̄)ψ̃i(z̄)

)
(A.26)

are the currents of the finite U(1)2
R. Indeed, using (A.2) and

ψ̃M(z̄)ψ̃N(w̄) ∼ ηMN

z̄ − w̄ , (A.27)

and the fact that in the decompactification limit the T 2 metric is diagonal, Gij = 1
R2
i
δij, one

finds, up to O(1) factors

Υ̃i(z̄)Υ̃j(w̄) =

= −2∂̄Ỹ
i
(z̄)∂̄Ỹ j(w̄)− 2 : ∂̄Ỹ i(z̄)∂̄Ỹ j(w̄) : −1

2
kµkν(ψ̃

µ
(z̄)ψ̃ν(w̄) : ψ̃i(z̄)ψ̃j(w̄) : +

+ : ψ̃µ(z̄)ψ̃ν(w̄) : ψ̃i(z̄)ψ̃j(w̄) + ψ̃
µ
(z̄)ψ̃ν(w̄)ψ̃i(z̄)ψ̃j(w̄)+ : ψ̃µ(z̄)ψ̃i(z̄)ψ̃ν(w̄)ψ̃j(w̄) :)

=
δij

R2
i

1

(z̄ − w̄)2
− 1

2
kµkν

(
ηµν : ψ̃i(z̄)ψ̃j(w̄) :

z̄ − w̄ + :
ψ̃µ(z̄)ψ̃ν(w̄) : δij

R2
i (z̄ − w̄)

+
ηµνδij

R2
i (z̄ − w̄)3

)

=
δij

R2
i

1

(z̄ − w̄)2
.

(A.28)

The term with kµkνη
µν vanish because k2 = 0, while the term in kµkνψ̃

µ(z̄)ψ̃ν(w̄) = 0 due

to symmetry arguments. The absence of the single pole means that the zero modes (Υ̃i(z̄))0

commute, so that they are indeed associated to a U(1)2
R symmetry.

The full asymptotic currents (A.25) satisfy the following OPEs

Υ̃i
n8

(z̄)Υ̃j
m8

(w̄) = (z̄ − w̄)
n8m8
2R2

8 : ein8Ỹ 8(z̄)eim8Ỹ 8(w̄)·

·
[

δij

R2
i (z̄ − w̄)2

− 2i
n8δ

8j ∂̄Ỹ i(z̄)−m8δ
8i∂̄Ỹ j(w̄)

R2
8(z̄ − w̄)

− 2
n8m8δ

8iδ8j

R4
8(z̄ − w̄)2

+O(1)

]
: ,

(A.29)
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and as R8 →∞ the only non trivial case is

Υ̃9
n8

(z̄)Υ̃9
m8

(w̄) =
ei(n8+m8)Ỹ 8(z̄)

R2
8(z̄ − w̄)2

+
in8∂̄Ỹ

8(w̄)ei(n8+m8)Ỹ 8(z̄)

z̄ − w̄ +O(1) , (A.30)

all the other combinations giving only finite terms asymptotically in moduli space. In partic-

ular, eq. (A.30) means that the zero modes of the rescaled current Υ̃9
n8

(z̄) → e9
9Υ̃9

n8
(z̄) obey

the OPEs of an Û(1) algebra, where the central extension is given by (∂̄Ỹ 8)0.

A.1.2 8→ 10 dimensions decompactification limit

The vertex operators in the 0 picture associated to the massless vectors (3.18)-(3.20) for

generic finite B field and Wilson lines components are

αi−1ψ̃
µ

− 1
2

|0, n8, n9〉NS → i
√

2∂Y i(z)

(
i
√

2∂̄X̃µ(z̄) +
1√
2
κ · ψ̃(z̄)ψ̃µ(z̄)

)
eikX(z,z̄)einjY

j(z,z̄) ,

αI−1ψ̃
µ

− 1
2

|0, n8, n9〉NS → i∂XI(z)

(
i
√

2∂̄X̃µ(z̄) +
1√
2
κ · ψ̃(z̄)ψ̃µ(z̄)

)
eikX(z,z̄)einjY

j(z,z̄) ,

ψ̃µ− 1
2

|ZE8×E8 , n8, n9〉NS → cαe
iπα;IX

I(z)

(
i
√

2∂̄X̃µ(z̄) +
1√
2
κ · ψ̃(z̄)ψ̃µ(z̄)

)
ei(ni−πα;IA

I
i )Y i(z,z̄) ,

(A.31)

with the same conventions of A.1.1. Let us generalise the definition (A.6) to

X I(z) = XI(z)− AIiY i(z) . (A.32)

In the full decompactification limit, at first order the OPE between two such operators is

X I(z)X J(w) = XI(z)XJ(w) (A.33)

The relevant holomorphic currents giving the double loop algebra are

J In8,n9
(z) ≡ i∂X I(z)einiY

i(z) ,

Jαn8,n9
(z) ≡ cαe

iπα;IX I(z)einiY
i(z) ,

(A.34)

related respectively to the Cartan and root sector. They are a generalisation of (3.19) and

(3.20), the latters holding in the case of vanishing Wilson lines along the two torus directions.
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The non trivial OPEs among these currents are

J In8,n9
(z)JJm8,m9

(w) = − : ∂X I(z)ein8Y 8(z)ein9Y 9(z) :: ∂X J(w)eim8Y 8(w)eim9Y 9(w) :

= (z − w)
Gijnimj

2 : ei(n8+m8)Y 8(w)ei(n9+m9)Y 9(w)(1 + in8∂Y
8(w)(z − w) + . . .)·

· (1 + in9∂Y
9(w)(z − w) + . . .)

(
−∂X I(z)∂X J(w) +

δIJ

(z − w)2

)
:

= (z − w)
Gijnimj

2

(
δIJ : ei(ni+mi)Y

i(w) :

(z − w)2
+ ini

: ∂Y i(w)ei(nj+mj)Y
j(w) :

z − w +O(1)

)

(A.35)

which helds the following commutator of the zero modes

[(J In8,n9
)0, (J

J
m8,m9

)0] =

∮
dw

2πi
δIJResz→w

[
: ei(ni+mi)Y

i(w) :

(z − w)2
+ ini

: ∂Y i(w)ei(nj+mj)Y
j(w) :

z − w

]

=

∮
dw

2πi
iδIJ(n8∂Y

8(w) + n9∂Y
9(w))ei(n8+m8)Y 8(w)ei(n9+m9)Y 9(w) .

(A.36)

This integral can be solved as follows. For any choice of ni +mi, i = 8, 9 it must hold

0 =
1

i

∮
dw

2πi
∂
(
ei(n8+m8)Y 8(w)ei(n9+m9)Y 9(w)

)

=

∮
dw

2πi
(n8 +m8)∂Y 8(w)ei(ni+mi)Y

i(w) +

∮
dw

2πi
(n9 +m9)∂Y 9(w)ei(ni+mi)Y

i(w)

=

∮
dw

2πi
(n8∂Y

8(w) + n9∂Y
9(w))ei(ni+mi)Y

i(w) +

∮
dw

2πi
(m8∂Y

8(w) +m9∂Y
9(w))ei(ni+mi)Y

i(w) ,

(A.37)

where in the last line one can recognize two integrals of the type (A.36). Focusing on the

second line of (A.37) and taking into account the fact that Y 8(z) and Y 9(z) are independent,

this means that the ∂Y 8 and ∂Y 9 contributions in the sum must vanish separately. Let us

consider for concreteness
∮

dw

2πi
(n8 +m8)∂Y 8(w)ei(n8+m8)Y 8(w)ei(n9+m9)Y 9(w) = 0 . (A.38)

• If n8 +m8 = 0, (A.38) vanishes trivially, so that in this case one can have

∮
dw

2πi
∂Y 8(w)ei(n9+m9)Y 9(w) 6= 0 , (A.39)

and from (2.13) it is (∂Y 8
0,n9+m9

)0.
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• If n8 +m8 6= 0, then it must hold

∮
dw

2πi
∂Y 8(w)ei(n8+m8)Y 8(w)ei(n9+m9)Y 9(w) = 0 . (A.40)

This statement is trivial for n9 + m9 = 0, when the integrand in (A.40) reduces to a

total derivative, but it must actually hold ∀(n9 +m9).

Summarising

∮
dw

2πi
∂Y 8(w)ei(n8+m8)Y 8(w)ei(n9+m9)Y 9(w) = δn8+m8,0(∂Y 8

0,n9+m9
)0 , (A.41)

and the same holds with 8↔ 9. Using these results in (A.36)

[(J In8,n9
)0, (J

J
m8,m9

)0] = iδIJ(n8δn8+m8,0(∂Y 8
0,n9+m9

)0 + n9δn9+m9,0(∂Y 9
n8+m8,0

)0) . (A.42)

In the case of a Cartan and a root current

J In8,n9
(z)Jαm8,m9

(w) = icα : ∂X I(z)ein8Y 8(z)ein9Y 9(z) :: eiπα;IX I(w)eim8Y 8(w)eim9Y 9(w) :

= (z − w)
Gijnimj

2

(
cαπ

I
α

: eiπα;IX I(w)ei(n8+m8)Y 8(w)ei(n9+m9)Y 9(w) :

z − w +O(1)

)

= (z − w)
Gijnimj

2

(
πIαJ

α
n8+m8,n9+m9

(w)

z − w +O(1)

)
,

(A.43)

which gives the following commutation relations

[(J In8,n9
)0, (J

α
m8,m9

)0] =

∮
dw

2πi
Resz→w

[
πIαJ

α
n8+m8,n9+m9

(w)

z − w

]

=

∮
dw

2πi
πIαJ

α
n8+m8,n9+m9

(w) = πIα(Jαn8+m8,n9+m9
)0

(A.44)

Finally, considering two root currents

Jαn8,n9
(z)Jβm8,m9

(w) = cαcβ : eiπα;IX I(z)ein8Y 8(z)ein9Y 9(z) :: eiπβ;JXJ (w)eim8Y 8(w)eim9Y 9(w) :

= cαcβ(z − w)πα·πβ+
Gijnimj

2 : ei(πα;IX I(z)+πβ;JXJ (w))ei(niY
i(z)+miY

i(w)) :

= cαcβ(z − w)πα·πβ+
Gijnimj

2 : (1 + iπα;J∂X J(w)(z − w) + . . .)ei(πα;I+πβ;I)X I(w)

(1 + inj∂Y
j(w)(z − w) + . . .)ei(nk+mk)Y k(w) : ,

(A.45)
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which again splits in three different cases. If πα + πβ = πα+β, then

Jαn8,n9
(z)Jβm8,m9

(w) = (z − w)
Gijnimj

2

(
ε(α, β)cα+β : ei(πα;I+πβ;I)X I(w)ei(nk+mk)Y k(w) :

z − w +O(1)

)

= (z − w)
Gijnimj

2

(
ε(α, β)Jα+β

n8+m8,n9+m9
(w)

z − w +O(1)

)
.

(A.46)

If πα = −πβ

Jαn8,n9
(z)Jβm8,m9

(w) = (z−w)
Gijnimj

2 : ei(ni+mi)Y
i(w)

(
1

(z − w)2
+
iπα;I∂X I + inj∂Y

j(w)

z − w +O(1)

)
: .

(A.47)

For all the remaining πα, πβ instead, cαcβ = 0 and so to summarise

Jαn8,n9
(z)Jβm8,m9

(w) =





ε(α,β)Jα+β
n8+m8,n9+m9

(w)

z−w +O(1) α + β root,

:ei(ni+mi)Y
i(w):

(z−w)2 +
πα;IJ

I
n8+m8,n9+m9

(w)+ini:∂Y
i(w)ei(nj+mj)Y j(w):

z−w +O(1) α = −β ,
0 otherwise,

(A.48)

The algebra of the zero modes in this case is

[(Jαn8,n9
)0, (J

β
m8,m9

)0] =

∮

C′

dz

2πi

∮

C

dw

2πi
Jαn8,n9

(z)Jβm8,m9
(w)−

∮

C′

dw

2πi

∮

C

dz

2πi
Jαn8,n9

(z)Jβm8,m9
(w)

=

∮
dw

2πi
Resz→w





ε(α,β)Jα+β
n8+m8,n9+m9

(w)

z−w +O(1) α + β root,

:ei(ni+mi)Y
i(w):

(z−w)2 +
:πα;IJ

I
n8+m8,n9+m9

+ini∂Y
i(w)ei(nj+mj)Y j(w):

z−w +O(1) α = −β,
0 otherwise.

=





ε(α, β)(Jα+β
n8+m8,n9+m9

)0 α + β root,

πα;I(J
I
n8+m8,n9+m9

)0+

+i(n8δn8+m8,0(∂Y 8
0,n9+m9

)0 + n9δn9+m9,0(∂Y 9
n8+m8,0

)0) α = −β ,
0 otherwise,

(A.49)

A.2 T d decompactification

Let us explicitly derive the commutation relations for the algebra in a generic decompactifica-

tion limit of the heterotic theory on T d. Since from the S1 and T 2 examples we clearly showed

how the off-diagonal blocks of metric and B field and the Wilson lines along the directions
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we decompactify do not play any role in the limit, let us for simplicity set them to 0, the

difference otherwise being just a field redefinition which does not affect the OPEs.

The relevant OPEs in this case are

Xµ(z, z̄)Xν(w, w̄) ∼− 1

2
ηµν log |z − w|2 , (A.50)

Y i(z, z̄)Y j(w, w̄) ∼− 1

2
Gij log |z − w|2 , (A.51)

XI(z)XJ(w) ∼− δIJ log(z − w) , (A.52)

where (A.51) for i = ı̂ and (A.52) can be written in terms of the fieldsX Î(z) = (
√

2eâı̂ Y
ı̂(z), XI(z))

defined in Section 3.2 as

X Î(z)X Ĵ(w) ∼ −δÎĴ log(z − w) (A.53)

The vertex operators associated to the massless states (3.36) are

αÎ−1ψ̃
µ

− 1
2

|0, n̄〉NS → i∂X Î(z)
(
i
√

2∂̄X̃µ(z̄) +
1√
2
κ · ψ̃(z̄)ψ̃µ(z̄)

)
eikX(z,z̄)ein̄Y

̄(z,z̄) ,

αı̄−1ψ̃
µ

− 1
2

|0, n̄〉NS → i
√

2∂Y ı̄(z)
(
i
√

2∂̄X̃µ(z̄) +
1√
2
κ · ψ̃(z̄)ψ̃µ(z̄)

)
eikX(z,z̄)ein̄Y

̄(z,z̄) ,

ψ̃µ− 1
2

|ZA, n̄〉NS → cαe
ipα;ÎX

Î(z)
(
i
√

2∂̄X̃µ(z̄) +
1√
2
κ · ψ̃(z̄)ψ̃µ(z̄)

)
eikX(z,z̄)ein̄Y

̄(z,z̄) .

(A.54)

The conserved currents related to the affine algebra are

J Î{nı̄}(z) ≡ i∂X Î(z)einı̄Y
ı̄(z) , (A.55)

Jα{nı̄}(z) ≡ cαe
ipα;ÎX

Î(z)einı̄Y
ı̄(z) . (A.56)

In the following we present their mutual OPEs, up toO
(

1
R2
ı̄

)
terms and dropping the prefactor

(z − w)
Gı̄̄nı̄m̄

2 → 1 asymptotically, which is common to all of them.

J Î{nı̄}(z)J Ĵ{mı̄}(w) = − : ∂X Î(z) einı̄Y
ı̄(z) : : ∂X Ĵ(w) eim̄Y

̄(w) :

=: einı̄Y
ı̄(z)eim̄Y

̄(w)

(
−∂X Î(z)∂X Ĵ(w) +

δÎĴ

(z − w)2

)
:

=: (1 + inı̄∂Y
ı̄(w)(z − w) + . . .) ei(n̄+m̄)Y

̄(w)

(
δÎĴ

(z − w)2
+O(1)

)
:

∼ δÎĴ
: ei(n̄+m̄)Y

̄(w) :

(z − w)2
+ iδÎĴnı̄

: ∂Y ı̄(w)ei(n̄+m̄)Y
̄(w) :

z − w +O(1) .

(A.57)
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Jα{nı̄}(z)Jβ{m̄}(w) = : cαe
ipα,ÎX

Î(z)einı̄Y
ı̄(z) := : cβe

ipβ;ĴX
Ĵ (w)eim̄Y

̄(w) :

= cαcβ : eipα;ÎX
Î(z)einı̄Y

ı̄(z)eipβ;ĴX
Ĵ (w)eim̄Y

̄(w) :

= cαcβ :
[
1 + ipα;Î∂X

Î(w)(z − w) + . . .)·

· (1 + inı̄∂Y
ı̄(w)(z − w) + . . .

]
ei(pα;Î+pβ;Î)X Î(w)ei(n̄+m̄)Y

̄(w) : .

(A.58)

Again, one can choose pα + pβ = pα+β

Jα{nı̄}(z)Jβ{m̄}(w) ∼ε(α, β)cα+β : eipα+β;ÎX
Î(w)ei(n̄+m̄)Y

̄(w) :

z − w +O(1)

=
ε(α, β)Jα+β

{nı̄+mı̄}(w)

z − w +O(1) ,

(A.59)

or pα = −pβ

Jα{nı̄}(z)Jβ{m̄}(w) ∼: ei(n̄+m̄)Y
̄(w)

(
1

(z − w)2
+
i(pα;Î∂X

Î(w) + nı̄∂Y
ı̄(w))

z − w +O(1)

)
: ,

=
: ei(n̄+m̄)Y

̄(w) :

(z − w)2
+
pα;ÎJ

Î
{nı̄+mı̄}(w) + inı̄ : ∂Y ı̄(w)ei(n̄+m̄)Y

̄(w) :

z − w +O(1) .

(A.60)

All the other choices of π give vanishing vanish OPEs.

Jα{nı̄}(z)Jβ{m̄}(w) ∼





ε(α,β)Jα+β
{n̄+m̄}

z−w +O(1) α + β root,

:ei(n̄+m̄)Y
̄(w):

(z−w)2 +
pα;ÎJ

Î
{nı̄+mı̄}

(w)+inı̄:∂Y ı̄(w)ei(n̄+m̄)Y
̄(w):

z−w +O(1) α = −β ,
0 otherwise,

(A.61)

J Î{nı̄}(z)Jα{mı̄}(w) = : i∂X Î(z)einı̄Y
ı̄(z) : : cαe

ipα;ĴX
Ĵ (w)eim̄Y

̄(w) :

= icα
−ipÎα : eipα;ĴX

Ĵ (w)ei(n̄+m̄)Y
̄(w) :

z − w +O(1)

= cα
pÎα : eipα;ĴX

Ĵ (w)ei(n̄+m̄)Y
̄(w) :

z − w +O(1) =
pÎαJ

α
{nı̄+mı̄}(w)

z − w +O(1)

(A.62)
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The asymptotic algebra among the currents zero modes is

[(J Î{nı̄})0, J
Ĵ
{m̄})0] =

∮

C′

dz

2πi

∮

C

dw

2πi
J Î{nı̄}(z)J Ĵ{m̄}(w)−

∮

C′

dw

2πi

∮

C

dz

2πi
J Î{nı̄}(z)J Ĵ{m̄}(w) (A.63)

where C ′ is a contour external to C.

[(J Î{nı̄})0, J
Ĵ
{m̄})0] =

∮
dw

2πi
δÎĴResz→w

[
: ei(n̄+m̄)Y

̄(w) :

(z − w)2
+ inı̄

: ∂Y ı̄(w)ei(n̄+m̄)Y
̄(w) :

z − w

]

=

∮
dw

2πi
iδÎĴnı̄∂Y

ı̄(w)ei(n̄+m̄)Y
̄(w) = iδÎĴnı̄δnı̄+mı̄,0(∂Y ı̄

{n̄+m̄})0 ,

(A.64)

where a sum over ı̄, the directions we are decompactifying, is understood, and between the

second and third line we used the generalised version of (A.41)

∮
dw

2πi
∂Y ı̄(w)ei(n̄+m̄)Y

̄(w) = δnı̄+mı̄,0(∂Y ı̄
{n̄+m̄})0 . (A.65)

Analogously

[(J Î{nı̄})0, (J
α
{m̄})0] =

∮
dw

2πi
Resz→w

[
cαp

Î
α : eipα;ĴX

Ĵ (w)ei(n̄+m̄)Y
̄(w) :

z − w

]

=

∮
dw

2πi
pÎαcα : eipα;ĴX

Ĵ (w)ei(n̄+m̄)Y
̄(w) :

=pÎα(Jα{n̄+m̄})0 ,

(A.66)

and

[(J Î{nı̄})0, (J
β
{m̄})0] =

=

∮
dw

2πi
Resz→w





ε(α,β)Jα+β
{n̄+m̄}

z−w +O(1) α + β root,

:ei(n̄+m̄)Y
̄(w):

(z−w)2 +
pα;ÎJ

Î
{nı̄+mı̄}

(w)+inı̄:∂Y ı̄(w)ei(n̄+m̄)Y
̄(w):

z−w +O(1) α = −β ,
0 otherwise,

=





ε(α, β)(Jα+β
{n̄+m̄})0 α + β root

pα;Î(J
Î
{n̄+m̄})0 + inı̄δnı̄+mı̄,0(∂Y ı̄

{n̄+m̄})0 α = −β
0 otherwise.

(A.67)

Only as a brief comment on the affinisation of the right moving U(1)d−kR algebra, the general

pattern is that the U(1)’s associated to the directions that remain compact are made affine

with k central extensions given by the (∂̄Ỹ ı̄) that correspond to decompactified directions.
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B Decompactification limits in F-theory

B.1 Review of Kulikov models

From the dual F-theory point of view, decompactification limits of the heterotic theory can

be analysed geometrically by studying the complex structure degenerations of the elliptically

fibered K3, in particular the ones occurring at infinite distance in the complex structure moduli

space. In turn, these can be described and classified in terms of Kulikov models [19].

In order to define them, let us introduce a K3 degeneration as a one-parameter family

{Xu} of K3 surfaces fibered over a disk u ∈ D = {u ∈ C, |u| < 1}, such that the fiber is

smooth everywhere except at u = 0, the infinite distance limit, where it degenerates. The

disk and the K3 surfaces form a threefold X with base D and fiber Xu, and by construction

it defines a Kulikov model, which is a degeneration with the following properties:

• semi-stability: X is smooth, and the fiber X0 is a reduced variety where all components

have multiplicity one and the singularities are of normal crossing type. This is guaranteed

by the semi-stable reduction theorem.

• Ricci flatness, which can always be achieved for a semi-stable degeneration via base

changes (u→ uk) and/or birational transformations.

Since the case of interest is the one of elliptically fibered K3’s, one can describe this family

{Xu} by blowing down each member Xu and associating to the resulting surface a Weierstrass

model,

Yu : y2 = x3 + fu(s, t)xz
4 + gu(s, t)z

6 , (B.1)

and the corresponding family {Yu} is called Kulikov Weierstrass model. Here [x : y : z] are

homogeneous coordinates of P231 representing the fiber space and [s : t] are the homogeneous

coordinates of the base P1 of Xu. fu and gu are homogeneous polynomials in [s : t] of degree 8

and 12 respectively, giving a singular surface Y0 which can be obtained by blowing down X0.

It can be shown that Y0 is an union of several components

Y0 = ∪pi=0Y
i (B.2)

where each Y i is a fibration over a P1 base component Bi = {ei = 0} with ei coordinates on

the base space, which arrange in a chain (each Bi intersect two other components at most

once), with possibly two kinds of degeneracies that can be read from the vanishing orders of

the discriminant

∆0 = 4f 3
0 + 27g2

0 . (B.3)

These can be

• non-minimal singularities in the Kodaira classification, namely points on Bi with van-

ishing orders ord(f0, g0,∆0) = (≥ 4,≥ 6,≥ 12).
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• codimension zero singularities, namely singular fibers over any point of the base com-

ponent Bi of the form ∆0 = enii ∆′0, where ∆′0 does not allow for further factorisation in

ei. These singularities must be of Kodaira Type Ini (namely, f0 and g0 do not vanish

at these generic points) in order for them to be of normal crossing type. These singu-

larities can get enhanced at co-dimension one loci to give either type A, or two type D

singularities. This is in contrast to the usual smooth case where the codimension zero

singularities are of Kodaira Type I0, which can have all types of singular fibers over

codimension one loci on the base.

We will not give the details of the classification of all the possible degenerate limits, for

which we refer to [19], but just qualitatively introduce the structure of the degenerations which

are dual to decompactifications in the heterotic framework. The towers in this approach are

recovered - at least partially - from elliptic transcendental 2-cycles with asymptotically van-

ishing volume on which M2 branes can be wrapped arbitrarily many times. All the statements

below hold up to base changes and birational transformations.

Partial decompactification limits to 9 dimensions

This case, called ‘Type III.a’, is dual to 3.1.1. The base of the elliptically fibered K3 degener-

ates into a chain of two or more components. The intermediate components have codimension

zero fiber of Kodaira Type Ini , ni > 0 and at most codimension one singularities of type A.

As for the end components, either they are both rational elliptic surfaces, dP9, or one of them

is a dP9 surface and the other one has codimension zero fiber of Type In>0 and two D-type

codimension one fibers. All these components intersect at a point, where they share a Type

Im singularity. One example is given explicitly in 5.2. The vanishing transcendental torus

is given by fibering the (1,0) vanishing cycle of the fiber at the intersection point over the

vanishing 1-cycle of the base, which is denoted by δ[1,0] in Figure 9.

Full decompactification limits to 10 dimensions

In the F-theory setting there are two possible cases in which the dual heterotic theory fully

decompactifies. The one that has been explicitly worked out in terms of the Kulikov Wei-

erstrass model is the one corresponding to the algebra (Ê9 ⊕ Ê9)/ ∼, called ‘Type II.a’ and

reviewed in Section 5.1, but we can also realise the qualitatively different ‘Type III.b’ limit

the algebra
̂̂
D16, as we will explicitly show in the following.

In the Type III.b limit the base of the K3 surface degenerates into several components Bi,

all of which have a codimension zero singularity of Kodaira type Ini , ni > 0. This corresponds

to the weak coupling Sen’s orientifold limit. In addition there is a non-minimal singular fiber,

which is related to the presence of an affine algebra. Like in the Type III.a case, the Kulikov

model captures only one vanishing transcendental elliptic curve, namely the fibration of the

vanishing A-cycle in the fiber over the cycle surrounding the point of intersection between

two base components. This account for only one of the towers, given in the dual M-theory
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by M2 branes wrapping this transcendental torus arbitrarily many times, or alternatively to

the winding modes of the weakly coupled type IIB F1 wrapping a vanishing cycle on the T 2.

Nevertheless, the Type III.b corresponds to a full decompactification limit if one accounts for

the fact that the Kähler modulus is kept constant in the degeneration, which is possible if

the size of the B-cycle goes to infinity, giving the second tower as KK modes along it. Let

us now explicitly describe the limit corresponding to the algebra
̂̂
D16, which is dual to the

decompactification to the 10 dimensional SO(32) heterotic theory.

B.2 Realisation of double loop D16 in F-theory

Let us consider the following Weierstrass model in the patch z = 1

y2 = x3 + f(s, t)x+ g(s, t) (B.4)

with

f(s, t) = −1

3
s2h(s, t)2 − ds8 , (B.5)

g(s, t) = − 2

27
s3h(s, t)3 − 1

3
ds9h(s, t) , (B.6)

h(s, t) = bt3 + at2s+ s3 , (B.7)

a, b, d ∈ C. The discriminat is

∆(s, t) = 4f(s, t)3 + 27g(s, t)2

= −d2s18((1 + 4d)s6 + 2as4t2 + 2bs3t3 + a2s2t4 + 2abst5 + b2t6) .
(B.8)

There is a D16 singularity at s = 0, with vanishing orders ord(f, g,∆)|s=0 = (2, 3, 18), and 6

additional I1 singularites, which restricting to the patch s = 1 are at

t1,k± = − a

3b
+

3
√

2a2

3bk±
+

k±

3 3
√

2b
, (B.9)

t2,k± = − a

3b
− (1 + i

√
3)a2

3 3
√

4bk±
− (1− i

√
3)k±

6 3
√

2b
, (B.10)

t3,k± = − a

3b
− (1− i

√
3)a2

3 3
√

4bk±
− (1 + i

√
3)k±

6 3
√

2b
(B.11)

where the two ± in t2,k±,±i are not correlated, and we have defined the following quantites

k±(a, b, d) ≡ k± =

(
−2a3 − 27b2 +

√
−4a6 + (−2a3 − 27b2 ± 54b2

√
−d)2 ± 54b2

√
−d
) 1

3

(B.12)
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So, this Weierstrass model describes a compactification with algebra D16.

For d = 0 one has k+ = k−, but also ∆ vanishes identically at order 2. This limit is

consistent with a Kulikov model of Type IIb, with d = d(u) = d0u. We should then work with

the redefined quantity

∆0(s, t) =
∆(s, t)

d2

∣∣∣∣
d=0

, (B.13)

(the subscript 0 stands for d = 0), which is regular as d→ 0, with

f(s, t)|d=0 = −1

3
s2h(s, t)2 , (B.14)

g(s, t)|d=0 = − 2

27
s3h(s, t)3 , (B.15)

∆0(s, t) = −s18h(s, t)2 . (B.16)

∆0 has zeros at s = 0, with vanishing orders ord(f, g,∆0)|s=0 = (2, 3, 18) and three additional

zeros of vanishing orders ord(f, g,∆0) = (2, 3, 2), which in the patch s = 1 are at

t1 = − a

3b
+

3
√

2a2

3bk0

+
k0

3 3
√

2b
, (B.17)

t2 = − a

3b
− (1 + i

√
3)a2

3 3
√

4bk0

− (1− i
√

3)k0

6 3
√

2b
, (B.18)

t3 = − a

3b
− (1− i

√
3)a2

3 3
√

4bk0

− (1 + i
√

3)k0

6 3
√

2b
(B.19)

where k0 ≡ k+(a, b, 0) = k−(a, b, 0). Physically, the 6 branes giving six I1 singularities in (B.8)

pair into three D0 singularities.

Additionally, one can take b→ 0, so that, introducing h0(s, t) = at2s+ s3 = s(at2 + s2)

f(s, t)b,d=0 = −1

3
s2h0(s, t)2 , (B.20)

g(s, t)|b,d=0 = − 2

27
s3h0(s, t)3 , (B.21)

∆0(s, t)|b=0 = −s18h0(s, t)2 . (B.22)

∆0(s, t)|b=0 has zeros at s = 0, with vanishing orders ord(f |b,d=0, g|b,d=0,∆0|b=0)
∣∣
s=0

= (4, 6, 20),

which is a non minimal singularity, and two zeros of vanishing orders ord(f |b,d=0, g|b,d=0,∆0|b=0) =

(2, 3, 2), which in the patch s = 1 are at

t′1,2 = ± i√
a
. (B.23)

The singularity becoming non minimal can be interpreted as one of the D0 stacks coming

closer to the D16 one, the other two having a fixed position far apart from each other and
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from the D16 +D0 system.

The fact that in this case ∆ vanishes at a generic point on the base at order two and there

is a non minimal singularity makes this limit consistent with a Kulikov model of Type III.b,

with b = b(u) = b0u. To resolve the non minimal singularity we should consider this Kulikov

model explicitly, namely

y2 = x3 + fu(s, t)x+ gu(s, t) (B.24)

with

fu(s, t) = −1

3
s2hu(s, t)

2 − d0us
8 , (B.25)

gu(s, t) = − 2

27
s3hu(s, t)

3 − 1

3
d0us

9hu(s, t) , (B.26)

hu(s, t) = b0ut
3 + at2s+ s3 , (B.27)

with b0, d0 6= 0. With this parametrisation of the vanishing coefficients it holds

∆u(s, t) = 4fu(s, t)
3 + 27gu(s, t)

2

= −d2
0u

2s18((1 + 4d0u)s6 + 2as4t2 + 2b0us
3t3 + a2s2t4 + 2ab0ust

5 + b2
0u

2t6) .
(B.28)

Indeed, one sees that at u = 0, s = 0 there is a non minimal singularity with

fu(s, t)|s=u→0 = −1

3
s4(h′(s, t)2 + 3d0s

5) , (B.29)

gu(s, t)|s=u→0 = − 1

27
s6h′(s, t)

(
2h′(s, t)2 + 9d0s

5
)
, (B.30)

∆(s, t)|s=u→0 = −d2
0s

22(h′(s, t)2 + 4d0s
5) . (B.31)

where

hu(s, t)|s=u→0 = s(b0t
3 + at2 + s2) ≡ sh′(s, t) (B.32)

so that the vanishing orders in the Kulikov model framework correspond to a non minimal

singularity in the Kodaira classification, ord(f |s=u→0, g|s=u→0,∆|s=u→0) = (4, 6, 22). On the

other hand, at u = 0, t = 0 the threefold has an I2 minimal singularity

fu(s, t)|t=u→0 = −1

3
s2 (hu(s, t)|t=u→0)2 − d0ts

8 , (B.33)

gu(s, t)|t=u→0 = − 2

27
s3 (hu(s, t)|t=u→0)3 − 1

3
d0ts

9 (hu(s, t)|t=u→0) , (B.34)

∆(s, t)|t=u→0 = −d2
0t

2s18(s6 + 4d0s
6t+ 2as4t2 + a2s2t4 + 2b0s

3t4 + 2ab0st
6 + b2

0t
8) , (B.35)

with

hu(s, t)|t=u→0 = b0t
4 + at2s+ s3 (B.36)

which does not display any further factorisation of t factors.
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To get rid of the non minimal singularity one performs the base blowup

s→ se1 , u→ e0e1 (B.37)

accompanied by the rescalings (preserving the Calabi-Yau condition)

fe0(s, t, e1)→ fe0(s, t, e1)

e4
1

,

ge0(s, t, e1)→ ge0(s, t, e1)

e6
1

.

(B.38)

After these rescalings, it holds

∆e0(s, t, e1) = −d2
0e

2
0e

10
1 s

18δe0(s, t, e1) (B.39)

where δe0(s, t, e1) cannot be further factorised, and for completeness it reads

δe0(s, t, e1) = e4
1s

6 + 4d0e0e
5
1s

6 + 2ae2
1s

4t2 + 2b0e0e
2
1s

3t3 + a2
0s

2t4 + 2ab0e0st
5 + b2

0e
2
0t

6 (B.40)

The blown up model has a minimal singularity for e1 = s = 0, which from (B.38) and (B.39)

can be seen to be of the type ord(fe0(s, t, e1)|s=e1→0, ge0(s, t, e1)|s=e1→0,∆e0(s, t, e1)|s=e1→0) =

(2, 3, 28), so the base cannot be further blown up.

In order to read the physical singularities, namely the ones corresponding to 7 branes, one

should define the K3 discriminant

∆′e0(s, t, e1) =
∆e0(s, t, e1)

e2
0e

10
1

(B.41)

(B.38) and (B.39) describe a degenerate K3 surface. The base degenerates in a chain of two

intersecting surfaces

• {e0 = 0} with generic I2 fiber. Restricting to this component we can set s = 1 since s

and e0 cannot vanish simultaneously and

f0(1, t, e1) = −1

3
(e2

1 + at2)2 ,

g0(1, t, e1) = − 2

27
(e2

1 + at2)3 ,

∆′0(1, t, e1) = −d2
0(e2

1 + at2)2 .

(B.42)

In this component there are two minimal singularities with vanishing orders given by

ord(f0(1, t, e1), g0(1, t, e1),∆′e0(1, t, e1)) = (2, 3, 2) corresponding to two D0 singularities,

separated one from the other.
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• {e1 = 0} with generic I10 fiber. Restricting to this component we can set t = 1 and

fe0(s, 1, 0) = −1

3
s2(b0e0 + as)2 ,

ge0(s, 1, 0) = − 2

27
s3(b0e0 + as)3 ,

∆′e0(s, 1, 0) = −d2
0s

18(b0e0 + as)2 ,

(B.43)

so that in this component there is oneD16 singularity ord(fe0(s, s, 0), ge0(s, 1, 0),∆′e0(s, 1, 0)) =

(2, 3, 18) and one D0 singualrity as above.

The monodromy of the D16 +D0 system is

MD16/D0 =

(
1 −8

0 1

)
, (B.44)

so indeed it supports only one invariant (1, 0) string surrounding the brane configuration,

corresponding to only one imaginary root extending the algebra to D̂16. As already mentioned,

the second one cannot be detected in this framework.

B.3 Heterotic/F-theory duality map

Let us now examine how the F-theory and heterotic frames differ in the way they capture

the decompactification limits. More concretely, as we will show, certain decompactification

limits which can be described naturally from the point of view of the heterotic string cannot

be encoded in the framework of Kulikov Weierstrass models, as these involve functions that

are not rational.

We work with an elliptic K3 surface with two generic E8 singular fibers, described by the

Weierstrass model

y = x3 + as4t4x+ t5s5(t2 + bst+ ds2) , (B.45)

where a, b, d ∈ C. The dual E8×E8 heterotic string background is simply characterized by a

vanishing Wilson line, with complex structure τ and complexified Kähler modulus ρ arbitrary.

The exact relation between the geometric and heterotic moduli is then [30]

j(τ)j(ρ) = −17282 a
3

27d
, (j(τ)− 1728)(j(ρ)− 1728) = 17282 b

2

4d
, (B.46)

where j(z) is the j-invariant modular function.

Consider a decompactification limit from eight to ten dimensions with square torus and

vanishing B-field. We can parametrize

τ = i
R8

R9

=
i

un
, ρ = iR8R9 =

i

um
, (B.47)
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with u ∈ R and m > n > 0, so that

−τρ = R2
8 =

1

um+n
,

ρ

τ
= R2

9 =
1

um−n
. (B.48)

It follows that as u goes to zero, R8 diverges faster than R9, describing a decompactification

from eight to ten dimensions at which the two radii grow at different asymptotic rates. We

consider other values for m and n below.

Now we ask how this decompactification with different rates is described in F-theory. From

the map (B.46) we get the equations

a3

d
+
b2

d
∼ j(i/un) + j(i/um)

∼ e
2π
un + e

2π
um

(B.49)

and
b2

a3
∼ 1− 1728

e
2π
un + e

2π
um

e
2π
un

+ 2π
um

, (B.50)

where we have used the expansion q(z) = e−2πiz + 744 + · · · and kept only the leading orders

as u → 0. By redefining the degeneration parameter u 7→ u′ = f(u), any of these equations

can be made algebraic. However, this cannot be done for both equations at once, and so the

parameters a, b, c cannot be expressed as rational functions of any degeneration parameter;

this makes it impossible to write down a Kulikov Weierstrass model describing the associated

decompactification limit. In other words, a path in moduli space that approaches the limit

R9 → ∞ only after R8 is already infinitely large cannot be described using the tools of

algebraic geometry.

If we set m = n instead, from eq. (B.48) we see that only R8 goes to infinity, R9 remaining

constant. In turn, equations (B.49) and (B.50) can be written as

a3

d
+
b2

d
∼ 2e

2π
un ,

b2

a3
∼ 1− 1728

2

e
2π
un
, (B.51)

hence reparametrizing u → u′ = exp(2π/un) makes both equations algebraic and so, as

required for consistency, a Kulikov Weirstrass model description exists. A similar situation

arises if we set n = 0, which corresponds to the two radii diverging at the same rate. The

remaining choices for m and n come from exchanging m↔ n in the cases already studied and

correspond to T-dual frames in which one of the radii goes to zero instead. The map (B.46)

is T-duality invariant and so the conclusions are the same.
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