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Abstract: We expand the relativistic open bosonic string in powers of 1/c2 where c
is the speed of light. We perform this expansion to next-to-leading order in 1/c2 and
relate our results to known descriptions of non-relativistic open strings obtained by
taking limits. Just as for closed strings the non-relativistic expansion is well-defined if
the open string winds a circle in the target space. This direction must satisfy Dirichlet
boundary conditions. It is shown that the endpoints of the open string behave as
Bargmann particles in the non-relativistic regime. These open strings end on nrDp-
branes with p ≤ 24. When these nrDp-branes do not fluctuate they correspond
to (p + 1)-dimensional Newton–Cartan submanifolds of the target space. When we
include fluctuations and worldvolume gauge fields their dynamics is described by
a non-relativistic version of the DBI action whose form we derive from symmetry
considerations. The worldvolume gauge field and scalar field of a nrD24-brane make
up the field content of Galilean electrodynamics (GED), and the effective theory
on the nrD24-brane is precisely a non-linear version of GED. We generalise these
results to actions for any nrDp-brane by demanding that they have the same target
space gauge symmetries that the non-relativistic open and closed string actions have.
Finally, we show that the nrDp-brane action is transverse T-duality covariant. Our
results agree with the findings of Gomis, Yan and Yu in [1].
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1 Introduction

Non-relativistic string theories (NRSTs) in their modern form trace their origins
to [2–4], where strings with non-relativistic dispersion relations where studied. Fol-
lowing on from these pioneering works on what has since come to be known as the
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Gomis–Ooguri string, various authors have generalised the non-relativistic string the-
ory to curved target spacetimes [5–16]. This was possible due to improvements in
our understanding of non-Lorentzian geometries such as Newton–Cartan geometries
and their stringy generalisations. There is by now a large class of non-Lorentzian
string theories that have been constructed and studied where the non-Lorentzian
geometry appears either in the target space or on the worldsheet (in some Polyakov
formulation) or both. The study of these non-Lorentzian string theories has devel-
oped into a field in its own right. Examples are tensionless strings [17, 18], strings
probing a string Carroll target space [19, 20], obtained as an expansion around c = 0

of relativistic strings, which have been found to provide a description of strings near
black hole horizons in [20], and limits of relativistic strings which belong to a dual-
ity web relating decoupling limits of string and M-theory on various non-Lorentzian
backgrounds [21, 22]. These non-Lorentzian string theories provide promising av-
enues for new versions of holographic dualities, to probe relativistic string/M-theory
by taking new limits, and to study non-Lorentzian theories of quantum gravity. In
particular, certain non-Lorentzian strings with a Galilean worldsheet are conjectured
to be dual to spin matrix theory, which arises as a near-BPS limit of N = 4 super
Yang–Mills theory [5, 8, 10, 16, 23, 24]. Supersymmetric generalisations of NRST
have been developed in [25–28], while connections to double field theory were estab-
lished in [29–35], and aspects of integrability as well as other types of NR strings can
be found in [25, 36–43]. For more details and a recent review see [44].

Much of the focus of various non-Lorentzian string constructions has been with
closed strings. In this paper we consider non-relativistic open strings. In fact this
work is a continuation of [13, 15] by the authors, where non-relativistic expansions
of closed bosonic strings were studied. Here we apply the same techniques to study
the non-relativistic expansion of open strings. This naturally leads to the notion of
a non-relativistic D-brane and we study their worldvolume theories. Previous work
on non-relativistic limits of open strings and branes includes [1, 45–58], while the
technology of expanding theories in inverse powers of c was developed in [59–64].

Performing an expansion around c = ∞ in powers of1 1/c2 rather than taking a
strict limit comes with several advantages. First of all, it allows us to go to any order
in 1/c2 we may desire, leading to a tower of theories that include more and more
relativistic corrections. More technically, the c → ∞ limit of string theory is usually
divergent and requires a so-called “critical” B-field that is fine-tuned in such a way
that the divergence is cancelled. When doing expansions, there is no need for such a
critical B-field. Some results do simplify when the B-field is critical at leading order
(LO) and so we will sometimes make this assumption.

In order to define a non-relativistic expansion we need the target spacetime to

1For simplicity, we restrict ourselves to even powers of 1/c. We expect odd powers of 1/c to only
matter beyond what we refer to as the NLO theory.
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contain a circle that is wound by the string. This gives the string a rest energy
with respect to which we can say that the centre-of-mass motion and the energy
of the fluctuations are small, i.e., non-relativistic. This is true for both closed and
open strings. Hence, for the case of an open string we need there to be a circle
direction that is transverse to the D-brane the string is ending on. This compact
direction that is wound by the string will be described by an adapted coordinate
that we will denote by v. For the open strings studied in this work we assume that
the embedding field for the v-direction obeys Dirichlet boundary conditions for both
endpoints.2 Assuming all other directions satisfy NN boundary conditions, this leads
to an open non-relativistic string defined on a non-relativistic D24-brane, or “nrD24-
brane”. The dynamics of this brane is captured by a string 1/c2 expansion of the DBI
action of a relativistic D24-brane. We name these objects non-relativistic D-branes
or nrD-branes.

From the perspective of a 1/c2 expansion, the requirement of Dirichlet boundary
conditions in the v-direction is quite natural: while the endpoints of a relativistic
open string travel at the speed of light for spacetime-filling D25-branes, this is no
longer the case for general Dp-branes with p < 25, where the endpoints become
massive. This makes them ideally suited for a non-relativistic expansion, and we
shall demonstrate that the string endpoints on a nrD24-brane become non-relativistic
(Bargmann) particles.3

When we include worldvolume fields on the nrD24-brane (with a flat target
spacetime for the open string), these fields transform in a certain way under the
Bargmann transformations. For a nrD24-brane the worldvolume fields (a scalar and
a connection 1-form) can be shown to transform exactly like the fields of Galilean
electrodynamics (GED) [67–71], where the scalar is related to transverse fluctuations
of the nrD24-brane. The theory describing the nrD24-brane is then a non-linear
version of Galilean electrodynamics.

In order to study nrDp-branes with p < 24 we study transverse T-duality. Here
transverse means any direction that is not the v-direction. We study T-duality for
closed strings in general background fields which leads to the Buscher rules for 1/c2

target space geometries. We then study T-duality for open strings in a flat target
space ending on a nrD24-brane with GED fields on it and show that this leads to a
NR string ending on a nrD23-brane, where the component of the GED gauge field in
the direction along which the T-duality is performed turns into a fluctuation scalar
for the brane in the T-dual (transverse) direction, perfectly mimicking the equivalent
scenario in relativistic string theory.

2Choosing Neumann boundary conditions for the embedding field in the v-direction is either
related to the NCOS (noncommutative open string) limit or to the DLCQ of a relativistic open
string [53, 65, 66].

3A non-relativistic open string moving in a flat target space and ending on a flat nrD24-brane
possesses global symmetries that form the Bargmann algebra.
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Finally, we derive the action describing general nrDp-branes by 1). expanding the
relativistic DBI action in powers of 1/c2, and 2). using an intrinisally non-relativistic
construction that is based on demanding the action to possess the same target space
gauge symmetries as open and closed strings have. In both these approaches we
assume that the relativistic theory has a B-field that is critical at LO in the 1/c2

expansion.

Outline

This paper is structured as follows. In Section 2, we work out the string 1/c2 expan-
sion for open strings moving in a flat target spacetime. We perform the expansion of
the Nambu–Goto and Polyakov actions to NLO and show that the NLO theory agrees
with previous constructions of non-relativistic open strings. We derive the gauge-
fixed mode expansions and we compute the energy of the string. In Section 2.3,
we demonstrate that the endpoints of the NLO string, which we take to move on a
nrD24-brane, behave as Bargmann particles.

In Section 3 we consider non-relativistic open strings in a flat target spacetime
ending on a nrD24-brane with worldvolume fields turned on. We first discuss the 1/c2

expansion of an open string ending on a D24 with a scalar and a gauge field turned
on and we work out how the NR versions of these worldvolume fields transform
under the Bargmann transformations of Section 2.3. This shows that these fields
transform in the same way as the fields of Galilean electrodynamics (GED) which in
turn suggests that the action for a nrD24-brane is a non-linear version of GED. In
Section 3.3, we confirm this by performing the 1/c2 expansion of the DBI action for a
D24-brane with a critical B-field, which leads to a non-linear GED action describing
the dynamics of a nrD24-brane. By expanding in inverse powers of the string tension,
we show how the GED action itself emerges from the non-linear theory.

Section 4 is about transverse T-duality. We begin in Section 4.1 by considering
transverse T-duality for closed NLO strings; first at the level of the mode expan-
sions, and then in an arbitrary curved background using the Roček–Verlinde proce-
dure which allows us to derive the Buscher rules for T-dual string Newton–Cartan
backgrounds. In Section 4.2 we repeat this for the non-relativistic open string, for a
flat target space, but with nrD-brane worldvolume fields turned on.

In Section 5, we consider general nrDp-branes for p ≤ 24 in general backgrounds.
We first derive the non-relativistic DBI action by expanding the relativistic DBI
action in powers of 1/c2 in Section 5.1, followed by a derivation based on target
space gauge symmetries and T-duality covariance in Section 5.3. In particular, we
show that the two approaches give the same result. To set the stage for the discussion
of the target space gauge symmetries we include a discussion of the gauge symmetries
of the action of a string moving in a string Newton–Cartan background with a Kalb–
Ramond B-field in Section 5.2. We conclude with a discussion in Section 6.
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Notation and conventions

index name description range

M,N, . . . spacetime indices 0, . . . , d+ 1

µ, ν, . . . spacetime indices excluding v 0, . . . , d

i, j, . . . transverse spacetime indices 1, . . . , d

a, b, . . . indices on NN directions 0, . . . , p

I, J, . . . indices on DD directions p+ 1, . . . , d+ 1

M̄, N̄ , . . . spacetime indices excluding θ 0, . . . , d− 1, d+ 1

µ̄, ν̄, . . . spacetime indices excluding θ and v 0, . . . , d− 1

ī, j̄, . . . transverse spacetime indices excluding θ 1, . . . , d− 1

α, β, . . . worldsheet indices 0, 1

α̂, β̂, . . . worldvolume indices on (nr)Dp-branes 0, . . . , p

A,B, . . . longitudinal tangent space indices 0, 1

Table 1: Overview of the index conventions adopted in this work. For most appli-
cations d = 24.

As an aid to the reader, we lay out our conventions for the notation employed in
this work. The string theories we consider live on (d+ 2)-dimensional target spaces
where d = 24 for the critical string. Components of tensors on these backgrounds
carry spacetime indices M,N, . . . , where M = 0, . . . , d+ 1. We will assume that the
target spacetime admits a circle that in adapted coordinates is parametrised by v.
The time coordinate will be x0 = t and we often abuse notation by writing t instead
of 0 as a value of the index M (and similarly for other distinguished coordinates).
The index M then splits according to M = (µ, v) = (t, i, v), where i = 1, . . . , d ranges
over the d transverse directions and where we identified xd+1 = v. Sometimes we
shall find it useful to introduce vielbeine in the longitudinal directions, which carry
a two-dimensional longitudinal tangent space index A = 0, 1. When we work in flat
space, we will simply use A to mean (t, v). Finally, when we consider transverse T-
dualities the target space includes an additional compact transverse direction which
we call the θ-direction. There we shall find it useful to split M into M̄ = (t, ī, v) and
θ where ī = 1, . . . , d− 1. We identify xd with θ. We have summarised the properties
of these indices as well as a few others in Table 1.

Throughout this work, we will frequently use lightcone coordinates both on the
worldsheet in conformal gauge and in the longitudinal sector of the target space.
On the worldsheet, which has coordinates σα, we define the lightcone coordinates
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as σ± = σ0 ± σ1. The two-dimensional Minkowski metric on the worldsheet will be
denoted by ηαβ which has the lightcone components

η−+ = η+− = −1

2
, η−− = η++ = 0 ,

η−+ = η+− = −2 , η−− = η++ = 0 .
(1.1)

Similarly, the Levi-Civita symbols εαβ and εαβ, which we take to satisfy ε01 = +1

and ε01 = −1, have lightcone components

ε−+ = −ε+− = −2 , ε++ = ε−− = 0 ,

ε+− = −ε−+ = −1

2
, ε++ = ε−− = 0 .

(1.2)

We emphasise that the convention for the Levi-Civita symbol differ from those em-
ployed in [13, 15], which will lead to differences in the signs of certain expressions.

2 Non-relativistic open strings from a 1/c2 expansion

In this section, we first review the string 1/c2 expansion developed in [13, 15] for
closed bosonic strings. We then generalise the procedure to open strings in a flat
target space with topology R1,24 × S1

R where R is the radius of the circle. We will
derive the leading order (LO) and next-to leading order (NLO) open string actions
and determine their energy. Finally, we will demonstrate that the endpoints of
the NLO open string behave as Bargmann particles (i.e. standard non-relativistic
particles).

2.1 The string 1/c2 expansion & string Newton–Cartan geometry

Perturbative string theory comes with an intrinsic length scale: the string length
ℓs =

√
α′ℏ/c. Hence, to define a dimensionless parameter in terms of which we can

perform an expansion, we require an additional quantity with dimensions of length.
This is achieved by compactifying one of the directions in the target space, which we
will refer to as the v-direction. Together with the timelike direction, this compact
direction will form part of a two-dimensional “longitudinal” Lorentzian subspace of
the target space which is endowed with its own characteristic velocity c̃ [16]. In a
26-dimensional4 flat target space with a compact direction, R1,24 × S1

R, we write the
metric as

ds2 = ηMNdx
MdxN = c2(−dt2 + c̃−2dv2) + dxidxi , (2.1)

where M,N = 0, 1, . . . , 25 are spacetime indices with (t, xi) for i = 1, . . . , 24 coordi-
nates on R1,24. We denote x0 = t and x25 = v and often abuse notation by letting M

4The critical dimension of non-relativistic string theory is, just like for relativistic bosonic string
theory, 26 dimensions [2].
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take the “values” t and v as opposed to 0 and 25. The components of ηMN are

ηMN = c2(−δtMδtN + c̃−2δvMδvN) + δiMδiN . (2.2)

The compact direction denoted by v which is periodically identified according to

v ∼ v + 2πRNR , (2.3)

where
RNR = Rc̃/c , (2.4)

has dimensions of length and its radius RNR is assumed to be independent of c. This
allows us to define a dimensionless parameter of order c−2 via

ϵ =
ℓ2s
R2

=
c̃2

c2
ℓ2s,NR

R2
NR

, (2.5)

where we introduced the string length of the non-relativistic string as

ℓ2s,NR = α′
NRℏ/c̃ , (2.6)

and where we defined the, by assumption, c-independent combination

α′
NR =

c̃

c
α′ =

1

2πTNR
=

c̃

c

1

2πT
. (2.7)

In writing this, we defined the tension of the non-relativistic string as TNR = cT/c̃.
It is the dimensionless parameter ϵ that we expand everything in terms of. In

particular, this may either be considered as an expansion in 1/c2 or in 1/R2
NR; in other

words, the expansion of string theory in terms of ϵ could equivalently be interpreted
as an expansion around the decompactification limit RNR → ∞. The rationale
behind this is that we need the circle to create a large rest energy with respect to
which the energy of the string centre-of-mass momentum and fluctuations are small.
The winding of the string along the v-direction is what leads to a large rest energy
when the circle is large.

More generally, if we take the target space geometry to be (d + 2)-dimensional,
where d is the number of transverse directions, the string 1/c2 expansion of a (d+2)-
dimensional Lorentzian geometry as developed in [13, 15] starts with splitting the
metric gMN and its inverse gMN according to

gMN = c2ηABT
A
MTB

N +Π⊥
MN , gMN = c−2ηABTM

A TN
B +ΠMN

⊥ , (2.8)

where A,B = 0, 1 are longitudinal tangent space indices, and where the signature of
Π⊥

MN is (0, 0, 1, . . . , 1). In writing these expressions we defined the two-dimensional
longitudinal Minkowski metric

ηAB =

(
−1 0

0 c̃−2

)
, (2.9)
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which includes the longitudinal lightspeed c̃. The variables that appear in the de-
composition (2.8) satisfy the relations

TM
A Π⊥

MN = TA
MΠMN

⊥ = 0 , TM
A TB

M = δBA , δMN = Π⊥
NPΠ

PM
⊥ + TA

NT
M
A . (2.10)

We assume that the fields appearing in these expressions admit Taylor expansions in
1/c2, i.e., they admit expansions of the form

TA
M = τAM + c−2mA

M +O(c−4) , Π⊥
MN = H⊥

MN +O(c−2) , (2.11)

with similar expansions for TM
A and ΠMN

⊥ . This means that the metric gMN acquires
an expansion of the form

gMN = c2τMN +HMN +O(c−2) , (2.12)

where we defined the combinations

τMN = ηABτ
A
MτBN , HMN = H⊥

MN + 2ηABτ
A
(MmB

N) . (2.13)

We discuss the gauge symmetries of the 1/c2 expanded geometry (as seen by a string
probe) in Section 5.2. In terms of these structures, the flat space metric (2.2) corre-
sponds to

τAM = δAM , H⊥
MN = δiMδiN , mA

M = 0 . (2.14)

For more details about the string 1/c2 expansion and string Newton–Cartan geome-
try, we refer to [15].

When the target space geometry only contains a metric (and no B-field) an
important ingredient in the construction of these geometries is the condition that
the longitudinal one-forms τA give rise to a codimension-2 foliation, i.e., that they
satisfy the Frobenius condition

dτA = αA
B ∧ τB , (2.15)

where αA
B are arbitrary one-forms. As demonstrated in [13, 15], this condition arises

at LO in the string 1/c2 expansion of the vacuum Einstein equation. A stronger
version of this “foliation constraint” was imposed in [9, 72], which sets αA

B = ωεAB,
where ω is some one-form. When there is an NSNS B-field present this condition
can be removed in favour of a so-called critical B-field (see further below).

Finally, let us comment on the local causal structure of string Newton–Cartan
geometry (see also [16, 73] for a discussion of the causal structure of string Newton–
Cartan geometry). For a flat spacetime the lightcone at the origin is defined by the
quadric

0 = −t2 + c̃−2v2 + c−2xixi . (2.16)

In the limit c → ∞, the quadric (2.16) degenerates into two hyperplanes, or “light-
wedges”, defined by v ± c̃t = 0 as shown in Figure 1. The lightcone direction along
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Figure 1: The local causal structure of SNC geometry. When taking the limit
c → ∞, the lightcone degenerates into two “lightwedges” which are hyperplanes
defined by v ± c̃t = 0.

the xi flatten out. For v = 0 we get a standard non-relativistic lightcone in the
large-c limit.

The SNC geometry can viewed as consisting of a 2-dimensional Lorentzian base
manifold over which a d-dimensional Riemannian space has been fibered. The metric
on the leaves of this fibration is given by H⊥MNdx

MdxN evaluated at a point on the
base. The total space of this fibration is the SNC geometry. The Lorentzian base
manifold will be assumed to have the topology of a cylinder as we need a longitudinal
circle that is wrapped by the string to define the non-relativistic limit.

2.2 Expanding the open string action in flat target space

Let us now consider the 1/c2 expansion of relativistic open strings with target space
R1,24×S1

R. In this section, these differ only from closed strings as considered in [13, 15]
by virtue of having different boundary conditions, while other essential open-string
features such as D-brane worldvolume gauge fields will be discussed in Section 3.

The open string is described by the Nambu–Goto (NG) action

SNG = −cT

ˆ
d2σ

√
− det(ηMN∂αXM∂βXN) , (2.17)

where ηMN is the Minkowski metric (2.2), and where σα for α = 0, 1 are dimensionless
coordinates on the worldsheet. The embedding scalars are such that ηMN∂αX

M∂βX
N
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has the dimension of a length squared. The tension T has dimension mass per unit
length. The dynamics of the string is equivalently described by the Polyakov action,
which in conformal gauge reads

SP = −cT

2

ˆ
d2σ ηαβηMN∂αX

M∂βX
N , (2.18)

where ηαβ = diag(−1,+1) is the metric on the two-dimensional worldsheet. The
equation of motion of the embedding fields XM is

EOMM = ηMNη
αβ∂α∂βX

N = 0 , (2.19)

while the Virasoro constraints read

Tαβ = ηMN∂αX
M∂βX

N − 1

2
ηαβη

γδηMN∂γX
M∂δX

N = 0 . (2.20)

For open strings, the spatial coordinate on the worldsheet σ1 conventionally takes
values in the interval σ1 ∈ [0, π], and the on-shell5 variation of the Polyakov action
becomes

δSP
∣∣
on-shell = −cT

[ˆ
dσ0 ηMNX

′MδXN

]σ1=π

σ1=0

, (2.21)

where the prime denotes differentiation with respect to σ1. Hence, boundary condi-
tions must be imposed in such a way that

ηMNX
′MδXN

∣∣
ends = 0 , (2.22)

which means that for any given component X•, we can impose either Neumann
boundary conditions:

X ′•∣∣
ends = 0 , (2.23)

or Dirichlet boundary conditions:

δX•|ends = 0 ⇒ X• = k• , (2.24)

where k• is a constant. While it is possible to consider mixed boundary conditions,
we will consider only scenarios where both ends satisfy either Neumann (i.e., NN) or
Dirichlet (i.e., DD) boundary conditions.

If we take NN boundary conditions for Xa with a = 0, . . . , p and DD boundary
conditions for XI where I = p+1, . . . , d+2, this corresponds to the following at the
string endpoints

NN: X ′a = 0 , a = 0, . . . , p ,

DD: XI = kI , I = p+ 1, . . . , d+ 2 ,
(2.25)

5In this context, on-shell means that we both impose the equations of motion, ∂α∂αXM = 0,
and assume that the variation δXM vanishes at the temporal endpoints.
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which fixes the two endpoints of the string to lie on the p-dimensional (not counting
time) hyperplane defined by XI = kI : a Dp-brane. In particular, this breaks the
Lorentz group according to SO(d + 1, 1) → SO(p, 1) × SO(d + 1 − p). Furthermore
the translations perpendicular to the brane are broken by the Dirichlet boundary
conditions.

A compact target space direction transverse to the brane satisfies Dirichlet
boundary conditions, while a compact direction wrapped by the brane satisfies Neu-
mann boundary conditions. T-duality interchanges the two. We will have more to
say about the 1/c2 expansion of Dp-branes in Sections 3.3 and 5.3, while we study
(transverse) T-duality in the context of 1/c2 expansions in Section 4.

The Polyakov action (2.18) in conformal gauge retains residual gauge symmetries
consisting of diffeomorphisms of the form

δξX
M = ξα∂αX

M , ξ(σ) = ξ−(σ−)∂− + ξ+(σ+)∂− , (2.26)

where we introduced worldsheet lightcone coordinates

σ± = σ0 ± σ1 . (2.27)

These residual gauge transformations must furthermore respect the boundary con-
ditions. They will play an important role when writing down gauge-fixed mode
expansions for the embedding fields below.

As explained in [13, 15], one must expand both the target space metric, the
worldsheet metric and the embedding scalars in powers of 1/c2. However, since we
specialise to a flat target space with metric (2.2), the associated 1/c2 expansion is
simply given by that same equation. Furthermore, going to conformal gauge in the
relativistic theory commutes with gauge-fixing the 1/c2 expansion of the theory order
by order [13, 15]. In practice, this means that we may 1/c2 expand the (partially)
gauge-fixed Polyakov action (2.18) along with the equations of motion (2.19) and the
Virasoro constraints (2.20) to obtain the corresponding theories of non-relativistic
open strings on a flat target space to any given order in 1/c2. Expanding the em-
bedding scalars according to

XM = xM + c−2yM +O(c−4) , (2.28)

we find that the Polyakov action (2.18), the equations of motion (2.19) and the
Virasoro constraints (2.20) admit expansions in powers of 1/c2 of the form (to NLO)

SP = c2SP-LO + SP-NLO +O(c−2) ,

EOMM = c2EOMLO
M + EOMNLO

M +O(c−2) ,

Tαβ = c2T LO
αβ + TNLO

αβ +O(c−2) .

(2.29)

We will study the LO and NLO theories in more detail below.
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2.2.1 The LO open string

The LO Polyakov action as it appears in (2.29) is given by

SP-LO =
c̃TNR

2

ˆ
d2σ

(
ηαβ∂αx

t∂βx
t − c̃−2ηαβ∂αx

v∂βx
v
)

= − c̃TNR

2

ˆ
d2σ ηαβηAB∂αx

A∂βx
B ,

(2.30)

where the effective string tension

TNR =
c

c̃
T , (2.31)

is c-independent. Parenthetically, we remark that this is identical in form to the
relativistic Polyakov action with a two-dimensional target space. The equations of
motion may be found either by varying (2.30) directly or from (2.29). They are given
by

EOMLO
A = ηAB∂−∂+x

B = 0 , (2.32)

where we remind the reader that the target space v-direction is compact, cf. Eq. (2.3).
The LO Virasoro constraints appearing in (2.29) are

T LO
αβ = ηAB∂αx

A∂βx
B − 1

2
ηαβη

γδηAB∂γx
A∂δx

B = 0 . (2.33)

The well-posedness of the variational principle for the action (2.30), or equiva-
lently, the LO term in the 1/c2 expansion of (2.22), produces the condition that

ηABx
′AδxB

∣∣
ends = 0 . (2.34)

That means that we have the option to impose either Neumann (2.23) or Dirichlet
(2.24) boundary conditions. For xt, we impose Neumann boundary conditions, which
at σ1 = 0 implies that

0 = x′t(σ0, 0) = ∂+x
t(σ0, 0)− ∂−x

t(σ0, 0) , (2.35)

and if we define f t(σ+) = ∂+x
t and gt(σ−) = ∂−x

t, the equation above implies that
f t(σ0) = gt(σ0) for all values of σ0, and since σ± = σ0 for σ1 = 0, we conclude that
f t and gt are the same function. At the other endpoint, we get the relation

f t(σ0 + π) = gt(σ0 − π) , (2.36)

which, using f t = gt, implies that f t(σ0 + π) = f t(σ0 − π), or, equivalently, f t(σ0) =

f t(σ0 + 2π): the function f t is periodic with period 2π. Hence, we get the following
mode expansions for the lightcone derivatives

∂−x
t =

1√
4πc̃TNR

∑
k∈Z

αt
ke

−ikσ−
, ∂+x

t =
1√

4πc̃TNR

∑
k∈Z

αt
ke

−ikσ+

, (2.37)
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which leads to the mode expansion

xt = xt
0 +

1√
πc̃TNR

αt
0σ

0 +
i√

πc̃TNR

∑
k ̸=0

1

k
αt
ke

−ikσ0

cos(kσ1) . (2.38)

As in [1], we impose Dirichlet boundary conditions for the embedding field xv in the
compact v-direction. This is because the endpoint of a string ending on a Dp-brane
with p ≤ 24 is a massive particle from the point of view of the worldvolume the-
ory, whilst the endpoint of a string ending on a spacefilling D25-brane behaves as a
massless particle. Since the 1/c2 expansion of a massive particle leads to standard
non-relativistic particles we choose to work with Dp-branes with p ≤ 24. Further-
more, we need the open string to wind a spatial circle to give it a rest energy with
respect to which we define a non-relativistic regime. As we will see this circle has to
be longitudinal to the string and thus transverse to the brane.

The dynamics of the Dp-branes after we have taken the non-relativistic expansion
is described by a 1/c2 expansion of the DBI action (see Section 3.3) and so we will
denote the branes on which a non-relativistic string ends as a non-relativistic Dp-
brane which we abbreviate as nrDp-brane.

For most of this paper we will consider open strings ending on D24-branes and
once we understand their non-relativistic limit we will generalise to Dp-branes with
p < 24 in Section 5.

DD boundary conditions in the v-direction imply that

xv(σ0, 0) = kv and xv(σ0, π) = kv (mod 2πRNR) , (2.39)

and hence ẋv(σ0, 0) = ∂+x
v(σ0, 0) + ∂−x

v(σ+, 0). Defining, as above, f v(σ+) = ∂+x
v

and gv(σ−) = ∂−x
v, we find that f v(σ0) = −gv(σ0) at the endpoint with σ1 = 0,

and thus f v = −gv as functions of their respective arguments. As above, the same
argument at the other endpoint produces the result that f v is periodic with period
2π, and hence the mode expansion of xv takes the form

xv = kv + 2wRNRσ
1 − 1√

πc̃TNR

∑
k ̸=0

1

k
αv
ke

−ikσ0

sin(kσ1) , (2.40)

where we have included a winding term, where w ∈ N is the winding number counting
the number of times the open string winds the compact v-direction, and where the
factor of two in the winding term comes from the fact that the range of σ1 is [0, π].
As we will see the winding is related to the rest energy of the string, which will be
required to be nonzero, so that we can take it to be positive.

For the lightcone combinations x±,

x± = xt ± c̃−1xv , (2.41)
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which have dimensions of time, we get the mode expansions

x± = xt
0 ± c̃−1kv +

(
1

2

√
1

πc̃TNR
αt
0 ±

wRNR

c̃

)
σ+ +

(
1

2

√
1

πc̃TNR
αt
0 ∓

wRNR

c̃

)
σ−

+
i√

4πTNR

∑
k ̸=0

1

k

[
α±
k e

−ikσ−
+ α∓

k e
−ikσ+

]
,

(2.42)

where α±
k = αt

k ± c̃−1αv
k. We have yet to impose the LO Virasoro constraints (2.33).

These are
∂+x

+∂+x
− = 0 , ∂+x

+∂+x
− = 0 , (2.43)

to which there are four classes of solutions. Either one of the fields x+ or x− is
constant which implies that αt

0 = 0 = w or one of them depends on σ+ and the other
on σ−. We will here only consider solutions with nonzero winding. We can then
without loss of generality take x+ (x−) to be a function of σ+ (σ−). Hence, the LO
Virasoro constraints can be written as

∂−x
+ = ∂+x

− = 0 , (2.44)

which thus imply the equations of motion ∂+∂−x
A = 0. They also tell us that

1

2

√
c̃

πTNR
αt
0 = wRNR (2.45)

and that x± has no σ∓-oscillations, implying that

α+
k = 0 ∀k ̸= 0 , (2.46)

so that the mode expansions can be written as

x± = c̃xt
0 ± kv + 2wRNRσ

± +
i√

4πTNR

∑
k ̸=0

1

k
α−
k e

−ikσ±
. (2.47)

Just as for the closed string [13, 15], the residual gauge transformations (2.26),
which are expanded according to

ξα = ξα(0) + c−2ξα(2) + · · · , (2.48)

allow us to set the remaining oscillations equal to zero, but the argument is not
quite identical. The vanishing of the boundary term (2.34) for open strings under
the residual gauge transformations implies that

(x′+δx− + x′−δx+)
∣∣
ends = 0 , (2.49)
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and using the Virasoro constraints and δξ(0)x
± = ξ±(0)∂±x

±, this becomes

∂−x
−∂+x

+(ξ−(0) − ξ+(0))
∣∣
ends = 0 . (2.50)

At the endpoint σ1 = 0, we thus find that ξ±(0)(σ
±) are the same function (call it

ξ(0)) of their respective arguments, while at the endpoint σ1 = π, we find that ξ(0) is
2π-periodic. Hence, we may fix the residual gauge invariance at LO by setting

α−
k = 0 ∀k ̸= 0 , (2.51)

leading to the fully gauge-fixed mode expansions

x± = xt
0 ± c̃−1kv + 2wc̃−1RNRσ

± , (2.52)

at LO, which we may alternatively express as

xt = xt
0 + 2wc̃−1RNRσ

0 , xv = kv + 2wRNRσ
1 . (2.53)

This means that the LO energy is given by

ELO = −
ˆ π

0

dσ1∂LP-LO

∂ẋt

∣∣∣∣
on-shell

= c̃TNR

ˆ π

0

dσ1ẋt =
wRNR

α′
NR

, (2.54)

which is the same as the energy of the closed LO string [15]. This actually has the
dimension of a mass which is due to the fact that we factored out c2 in (2.29).

2.2.2 The NLO open string

The action describing the NLO theory of an open string on a flat target space in flat
gauge as it appears in (2.29) is given by

SP-NLO = − c̃TNR

2

ˆ
d2σ

[
ηαβ∂αx

i∂βx
i + 2ηαβηAB∂αy

A∂βx
B
]

=

ˆ
d2σ

[
− c̃TNR

2
ηαβ∂αx

i∂βx
i + yA

δSP-LO

δxA

]
− TNR

c̃

ˆ
dσ0
[
yv∂1x

v
]σ1=π

σ1=0
,

(2.55)

where we used that xt is a NN direction and so satisfies x′t = 0 at the endpoints
and where we dropped a total time derivative. In here yA denotes yt and yv. The
NLO equations of motion are

ηαβ∂α∂βx
i = 0 , ηαβ∂α∂βx

A = 0 , ηαβ∂α∂βy
A = 0 . (2.56)

In order that the on-shell variations vanish we must impose boundary conditions
such that

ηABx
′AδyB

∣∣
ends = 0 ,

ηABy
′AδxB

∣∣
ends = 0 ,

δijx
′iδxj

∣∣
ends = 0 .

(2.57)
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These follow either directly from varying (2.55) or from expanding (2.22) to NLO.
From these, we learn that xA and yA must satisfy the same boundary conditions,
and so yv satisfies DD boundary conditions, while yt satisfies NN boundary condi-
tions. The transverse scalars xi must satisfy either NN or DD boundary conditions,
depending on the dimensionality of the nrDp-brane. As stated previously we will
mostly work with a single nrD24-brane so that all the xi obey NN boundary condi-
tions. We will assume that the location of the D24-brane does not depend on c so
that yv vanishes at the endpoints.

Exactly as above, the mode expansions for the NLO fields yA and xi implied by
their respective boundary conditions are

yt = yt0 −
1

πc̃TNR
p(0)tσ

0 +
i√

πc̃TNR

∑
k ̸=0

1

k
βt
ke

−ikσ0

cos(kσ1) ,

yv = − 1√
πc̃TNR

∑
k ̸=0

1

k
βv
ke

−ikσ0

sin(kσ1) ,

xi = xi
0 +

1

πc̃TNR
p(0)iσ

0 +
i√

πc̃TNR

∑
k ̸=0

1

k
αi
ke

−ikσ0

cos(kσ1) ,

(2.58)

where, as in [13], we do not assign winding to subleading fields. The new Virasoro
constraints at NLO obtained by expanding (2.20) as in (2.29) are

∂+y
− =

c̃

2wRNR
∂+x

i∂+x
i , ∂−y

+ =
c̃

2wRNR
∂−x

i∂−x
i , (2.59)

where
∂±x

i = c̃−1α′
NRp(0)i +

1

2
√
πc̃TNR

∑
k ̸=0

αi
ke

−ikσ±
, (2.60)

and where the lightcone combinations y± are as in (2.41).
We have yet to fix the residual gauge tranformations at NLO, which (using the

gauge fixed expressions for x± in (2.52)) act on yA as

δξ(2)y
− = 2wc̃−1RNRξ

−
(2)(σ

−) , δξ(2)y
+ = 2wc̃−1RNRξ

+
(2)(σ

+) , (2.61)

where we used the expansion (2.48) of the residual gauge transformations (2.26). For
y± we can write

y± = c̃−1yt0 −
1

2πc̃TNR
p(0)t(σ

+ + σ−) +
i√

4πc̃TNR

∑
k ̸=0

1

k

(
β±
k e

−ikσ−
+ β∓

k e
−ikσ+

)
,

(2.62)
with β±

k = βt
k ± c̃−1βv

k . As above, the boundary terms (the left hand side of (2.57))
must vanish under the NLO residual gauge transformations, which in particular
means that

(x′+δy− + x′−δy+)
∣∣
ends = 0 . (2.63)

– 16 –



Using (2.52) and the transformations (2.61) this gives

(ξ−(2)(σ
−)− ξ+(2)(σ

+))
∣∣
ends = 0 , (2.64)

which, as above, tells us that ξ±(2)(σ
±)) are the same function (i.e., ξ+(2) = ξ−(2) = ξ(2))

and that this function is 2π-periodic. The mode expansions (2.62) thus tell us that
we can use ξ(2) to set

β−
k = 0 ∀k ̸= 0 , (2.65)

leaving only β+ and yielding the fully gauge-fixed mode expansions for the longitu-
dinal yA fields,

y± = c̃−1yt0 −
1

2πc̃TNR
p(0)t(σ

+ + σ−) +
i√

4πc̃TNR

∑
k ̸=0

1

k
β+
k e

−ikσ∓
. (2.66)

The NLO Virasoro constraints (2.59) as well as (2.66) imply that the (classical)
NLO energy takes the form

ENLO = −
ˆ π

0

dσ1∂LP-NLO

∂ẋt
= −p(0)t =

α′
NR

2wRNR
(p(0)i)

2 +
c̃N(0)

2wRNR
, (2.67)

where

N(0) :=
∞∑
k=1

αi
−kα

i
k , (2.68)

is the number operator which has the same dimension as ℏ.

2.3 NLO string endpoints as Bargmann particles

It is well-known that the endpoints of relativistic strings ending on a D25-brane
behave as massless particles. However, relativistic string endpoints ending on branes
that are not spacetime-filling instead behave as massive particles. To see this, we
consider the Virasoro constraints (2.20) which take the form

c2ηABẊ
AX ′B +X ′iẊ i = 0 , c2ηAB(Ẋ

AẊB +X ′AX ′B) + Ẋ iẊ i +X ′iX ′i = 0 .

(2.69)
We will evaluate these at the endpoints with DD boundary conditions for Xv, and NN
boundary conditions for X i and X t. At the endpoints the first of these constraints
is identically satisfied while the second one gives(

−c2Ẋ tẊ t +
c2

c̃2
X ′vX ′v + Ẋ iẊ i

) ∣∣∣
ends

= 0 . (2.70)

The speed of the endpoint of the open string ending on a D24 brane is given by

Ẋ i

Ẋ t

Ẋ i

Ẋ t

∣∣∣
ends

= c2

(
1− 1

c̃2

(
X ′v

Ẋ t

∣∣∣
ends

)2
)

, (2.71)
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implying that the endpoints move at a speed slower than c and therefore describe
massive particles. The left-hand side is greater than or equal to zero and zero only
when Ẋ i = 0. In that case the string does not oscillate and the endpoint is not
moving along the D24-brane. We then have X′v

Ẋt = c̃. In all other cases the left-hand
side is positive and X′v

Ẋt < c̃ implying that the endpoint moves at a speed less than c.
A similar argument would show that the endpoint of a relativistic open string

ending on a Dp-brane with p < 24 also behaves like a massive particle. By studying
the global symmetries of said open strings we can see that these are representations
of the (p+1)-dimensional Poincaré algebra preserved by the flat worldvolume of the
Dp-brane. It is well-known how to expand massive particles in powers of 1/c2 (see,
e.g., [63]) and that the result leads to a non-relativistic point particle moving in a
Newton–Cartan geometry. Furthermore, we need that the open string can wind a
compact direction in order to give it a rest energy with respect to which we can take
a non-relativistic approximation. This direction is longitudinal to the string and thus
transverse to the D-brane. Hence, to summarise, we consider the 1/c2 expansion of a
relativistic open string ending on a Dp-brane with p ≤ 24 and with a compact circle
transverse to the brane that is wound by the open string.

As we shall now demonstrate, for a flat target spacetime, the endpoints of an
open non-relativistic string ending a nrD24-brane as described by (2.55) behave as
non-relativistic particles that are in a representation of the Bargmann algebra in
24 + 1 dimensions.

For the case of a non-relativistic closed string the target space symmetries of the
NLO theory (2.55) were worked out in [15] and these are

δxA = λA
(0)Bx

B + kA
(0) ,

δxi = λi
(0)jx

j + λi
(0)Ax

A + ki
(0) ,

δyA = λA
(0)By

B + λA
(2)Bx

B + λA
(0)ix

i + kA
(2) ,

(2.72)

where λA
(0)B = ηACλ(0)CB with λ(0)CB = −λ(0)BC parametrise infinitesimal longitu-

dinal Lorentz transformations, kA
(0) parameterise longitudinal translations, λi

(0)j =

−λj
(0)i parameterise infinitesimal transverse SO(24) rotations, ki

(0) parameterise in-
finitesimal transverse translations, and the λi

(0)A are the parameters of infinitesimal
“stringy” boosts, which mix transverse and longitudinal directions. These satisfy the
relation

λA
(0)i = −δijλ

j
(0)Bη

AB . (2.73)

The infinitesimal parameters kA
(2) and λA

(2)B represent, respectively, subleading lon-
gitudinal translations and subleading longitudinal Lorentz transformations as they
only act on the subleading embedding scalars yA. As demonstrated in [15], the
Noether charges associated to the global transformations in (2.72) generate the string
Bargmann algebra [74] under the Poisson brackets of the NLO theory.6

6Actually, the NLO theory (ignoring the dilaton) has infinitely many symmetries [74], but these
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So far we have reviewed what the global symmetries are for closed strings. Not
all of the transformations (2.72) preserve the boundary conditions that are satisfied
by an open string ending on a nrD24-brane for which xv and yv both satisfy DD
boundary conditions. Requiring that ẋv

∣∣
ends = 0 is stable under variations and that

xv is equal to the same constant at the respective endpoints after variation tells us
that

0 = δẋv(σ0, 0) = λv
(0)tẋ

t(σ0, 0) , 0 = kv
(0) , (2.74)

where we picked the left endpoint. Since ẋt(σ0, 0) ̸= 0 as it satisfies NN boundary
conditions, we conclude that the longitudinal Lorentz transformations λA

(0)B do not
preserve the boundary conditions.

Similarly, requiring that ẏv
∣∣
ends = 0 is stable under variations gives

0 = δẏv(σ0, 0) = λv
(2)tẋ

t(σ0, 0) + λv
(0)iẋ

i(σ0, 0) ,

0 = δẏv(σ0, π) = λv
(2)tẋ

t(σ0, π) + λv
(0)iẋ

i(σ0, π) ,
(2.75)

which together tells us that λv
(2)t = λv

(0)i = 0 (to conclude that the latter is zero we
must consider the boundary conditions at both ends). Requiring that yv remains
equal to zero at the respective endpoint after variation implies that av(2) = 0. The
transformations that preserve the boundary conditions are thus

δxt = kt
(0) ,

δxv = 0 ,

δxi = λi
jx

j + vixt + ki
(0) ,

δyt = vixi + kt
(2) ,

δyv = 0 ,

(2.76)

where we dropped the (0) subscript on the rotation parameter and where we defined

vi = λi
(0)t = λt

(0)i . (2.77)

The associated Noether charges generate the Bargmann algebra, as we shall now
demonstrate.

The Noether currents to which the transformations (2.76) give rise are

kt
(0) :

kt
(2) :

ki
(0) :

λ(0)ij :

λ(0)it :

πα
(0)t = c̃TNR∂

αyt ,

πα
(−2)t = c̃TNR∂

αxt ,

πα
(0)t = −c̃TNR∂

αxi ,

jα(0)ij = 2x[iπ
α
(0)j] ,

jα(0)ti = −xtπα
(0)i − xiπ

α
(−2)t .

(2.78)

are an artefact of the truncation of the 1/c2 expansion. We consider here only those symmetries
that follow from the 1/c2 expansion of the Poincaré symmetries of the relativistic theory or put
differently that receive higher-order 1/c corrections.
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The notation πα
(n)M refers to the coefficient of c−n in the 1/c2 expansion of πα

M = ∂LP
∂∂αxM

of the relativistic Polyakov string Lagrangian. More explicitly we have

πα
(−2)A =

∂LP-LO

∂∂αxA
, (2.79)

πα
(0)A =

∂LP-NLO

∂∂αyA
, (2.80)

πα
(0)i =

∂LP-NLO

∂∂αxi
. (2.81)

The equal-σ0 Poisson brackets are [15]

{xA(σ1), π0
(0)B(σ̃

1)} = δABδ(σ
1 − σ̃1) ,

{yA(σ1), π0
(−2)B(σ̃

1)} = δABδ(σ
1 − σ̃1) ,

{xi(σ1), π0
(0)j(σ̃

1)} = δijδ(σ
1 − σ̃1) .

(2.82)

The Noether charges are given by

P(−2)t =

ˆ π

0

dσ1 π0
(−2)t , P(0)i =

ˆ π

0

dσ1 π0
(0)i ,

P(0)t =

ˆ π

0

dσ1 π0
(0)t , J(0)ij =

ˆ π

0

dσ1 j0(0)ij , (2.83)

J(0)ti =

ˆ π

0

dσ1 j0(0)ti .

Using the NLO Poisson brackets (2.82), these charges generate the Bargmann algebra

{P(0)i,J(0)tj} = δijP(−2)t ,

{J(0)ti,P(0)t} = −P(0)i ,

{J(0)ij,P(0)k} = 2δk[iP(0)j] ,

{J(0)ij,J(0)tk} = 2δk[iJ(0)t|j] ,

{J(0)ij,J(0)kl} = δikJ(0)jl − δilJ(0)jk − δjkJ(0)il + δjlJ(0)ik .

(2.84)

In other words, as is well known, the brane spontaneously breaks translation invari-
ance in the v-direction, which here breaks the string Bargmann symmetries down
to Bargmann. There will be a Goldstone mode associated with this spontaneous
breaking of translation symmetry, which corresponds to fluctuations in the position
of the brane; we will have more to say about this in the next section.

3 Non-linear Galilean electrodynamics and nrD24-branes

In this section, we discuss the inclusion of worldvolume fields on the nrD24-brane.
For the open string action we will do this both from an intrinsic non-relativistic
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perspective as well as from the 1/c2 expansion. We will also study the 1/c2 expansion
of the DBI action of a D24-brane in a flat target spacetime, while postponing the
general case to the final section which also includes an intrinsically non-relativistic
derivation of the action for a nrDp-brane in a string Newton–Cartan target spacetime
with a (leading order critical) B-field.

We will derive the properties of the non-relativistic worldvolume gauge fields
from the 1/c2 expansion of the relativistic world-volume gauge fields and we will also
derive their properties directly from the action of a non-relativistic string ending on
a nrD24-brane with worldvolume fields turned on.

We will find that the 1/c2 expansion of the DBI action for a D24-brane at order
α′2

NR gives rise to Galilean electrodynamics (GED) [67–71] whilst we find that to all
orders in α′

NR we obtain a non-linear version of GED that agrees with the results of
[1] but for which we write down a novel (and more explicit) form of the action.

3.1 Target space B-field and worldvolume gauge field

Let us now include a 2-form Kalb-Ramond B-field, which in the relativistic parent
theory is achieved by adding the Wess–Zumino action

SWZ =
cT

2

ˆ
d2σ εαβ∂αX

M∂βX
NBMN(X) , (3.1)

to the Polyakov action (3.13). We remind the reader that in our conventions ϵ01 = −1.
The B-field is assumed to have a 1/c2 expansion of the form

BMN = c2B(−2)MN +B(0)MN +O(c−2) . (3.2)

In order to obtain non-relativistic string theory as a strict c → ∞ limit of relativistic
string theory as in [2, 3, 7], the divergent LO action in the expansion (2.29) must be
removed. On a flat target space, this is achieved by introducing a “critical” B-field

B = −c2

c̃
dt ∧ dv , (3.3)

corresponding to

B(−2)MN = −2c̃−1δt[MδvN ] , B(0)MN = 0 . (3.4)

In flat target space, this choice trivialises the LO Polyakov action by making the
sum of the LO Wess–Zumino action and SP-LO as defined in (2.29) proportional to
the LO Virasoro constraints. In particular, this removes the LO contribution to the
energy (2.54). For more details, we refer to [13, 15]. We note that (3.3) has vanishing
curvature and so locally can be gauged away. However, this is not possible globally
due to the fact that v corresponds to a circle direction.
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Consider now the relativistic theory. It is well known that, in contrast to
closed strings, open string boundary conditions imply that the Wess–Zumino ac-
tion (3.1) fails to be gauge invariant under 1-form gauge transformations with pa-
rameter ΩM(X) of the Kalb–Ramond 2-form

δBMN(X) =
∂ΩN(X)

∂XM
− ∂ΩM(X)

∂XN
, (3.5)

since the action transforms (up to a total time derivative) into a boundary term

δSWZ = cT

ˆ
d2σ

(
∂1(ΩM∂0X

M)− ∂0(ΩM∂1X
M)
)

= cT

ˆ
dσ0
[
Ωa∂0X

a
]σ1=π

σ1=0
,

(3.6)

where, as above, we split M = (a, I), where a runs over the NN directions, while
I runs over the DD directions. The latter do not contribute to the boundary term.
Note also that Ωa as defined above does not depend on the DD directions. To counter
this non-invariance, we must couple the string to a worldvolume gauge field Aa(X

b)

SA =

ˆ
dσ0
[
Aa∂0X

a
]σ1=π

σ1=0
, (3.7)

where Aa transforms under the 1-form gauge symmetry so as to cancel the boundary
term in (3.6) as well as under U(1) gauge transformations

δAa = ∂aΛ− cT Ωa , (3.8)

where the parameters Λ and Ωa only depend on the NN directions Xa. The dimen-
sions of the boundary term are fixed by requiring that the potential A0 is an energy,
which means that [Aa]a=1,...,p = mass × length/time. The object Fab = ∂aAb − ∂bAa

is not gauge invariant under 1-form gauge transformations

δΩFab = −cT (∂aΩb − ∂bΩa) = −cTδΩBab , (3.9)

implying that we may construct the following gauge invariant field strength

Fab = Bab +
1

cT
Fab . (3.10)

3.2 Expansion of relativistic open strings with worldvolume fields

We now consider the 1/c2 expansion of open relativistic strings with a critical B-
field (3.4) in the presence of worldvolume fields. We will consider both the Nambu–
Goto and Polyakov formulations, culminating in a rewriting of the Polyakov action
to the Gomis–Ooguri form. When the relativistic string ends on a D24-brane, with
worldvolume fields turned on, the embedding scalar for the transverse v-direction
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includes a contribution from the transverse fluctuations of the brane described by a
worldvolume scalar Φ, i.e.,

Xv(σ0, σ1) = Xv
0 (σ

0, σ1) +
c̃

cT
Φ(Xµ(σ0, σ1)) , (3.11)

where Φ(Xµ(σ0, σ1)) is a function of the directions longitudinal to the brane with
dimensions of mass, and where Xv

0 obeys DD boundary conditions as well as any
potential winding conditions.

The Nambu–Goto action for a relativistic open string ending on a D24-brane
with worldvolume fields turned on (where we assume a flat target space metric and a
critical B-field (3.3)) is given by the sum of (2.17) and (3.1) (evaluated for a critical
B-field) to which we add (3.7) and in which we take for Xv the expression (3.11).
Explicitly, the action is

SNG = −cT

ˆ
Σ

d2σ

√
− det

(
ηµν∂αXµ∂βXν +

c2

c̃2
∂αXv∂βXv

)
+

c3

c̃
T

ˆ
Σ

d2σ
(
Ẋ tX ′v −X ′tẊv

)
+

ˆ
dσ0AµẊ

µ

∣∣∣∣σ1=π

σ1=0

,

(3.12)

where Xµ = (X t, X i) and where Xv is given by (3.11). The corresponding Polyakov
action is given by

SP = −cT

2

ˆ
Σ

d2σ
√
−γγαβ

[
ηµν∂αX

µ∂βX
ν +

c2

c̃2
∂αX

v∂βX
v
]

+
c3

c̃
T

ˆ
Σ

d2σ
(
Ẋ tX ′v −X ′tẊv

)
+

ˆ
dσ0AµẊ

µ

∣∣∣∣σ1=π

σ1=0

.

(3.13)

We will next expand both of these two actions in 1/c2. We expand the worldsheet
metric and the embedding fields according to

γαβ(σ) = γ(0)αβ(σ) + c−2γ(2)αβ(σ) +O(c−2) ,

XM(σ) = xM(σ) + c−2yM(σ) +O(c−4) ,
(3.14)

where M = (µ, v) and where γ(0)αβ(σ) is assumed to be a Lorentzian worldsheet
metric. The worldvolume fields will be expanded as

Φ(X) = ϕ(X) + c−2χ(X) +O(c−4)

= ϕ(x) + c−2 (χ(x) + yρ∂ρϕ(x)) +O(c−4) ,
(3.15a)

Aµ(X) = aµ(X) +O(c−2) = aµ(x) +O(c−2) , (3.15b)

where the second equality is due to the expansion of the embedding scalars. Using
equation (3.11) we then find for the expansion of Xv that

Xv = xv + c−2yv +O(c−4) , (3.16)
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with

xv = x0
v +

1

TNR
ϕ(xµ) , (3.17)

yv =
1

TNR
(χ(xµ) + yρ∂ρϕ(x

µ)) . (3.18)

The 1/c2 expansion of the relativistic Nambu–Goto action (3.12) is

SNG = c2SNG-LO + SNG-NLO +O(c−2) , (3.19)

where, as discussed in Sec. 3.1 the results of [15] imply that the LO Nambu–Goto
action is identically zero due to the critical B-field.7 This is still true for open strings
so that we have

SNG-LO = 0 . (3.20)

The NLO Nambu–Goto action is

SNG-NLO = − c̃TNR

2

ˆ
Σ

d2σ
√
−τταβ∂αx

i∂βx
i +

ˆ
dσ0 aµẋ

µ
∣∣∣σ1=π

σ1=0
, (3.21)

where the terms involving (yt, yv) cancel out due to the critical B-field, and where
ταβ is the inverse of

ταβ = −∂αx
t∂βx

t + c̃−2∂αx
v∂βx

v . (3.22)

In particular, we notice that this action depends on the LO worldvolume fields ϕ,
and aµ but that NLO worldvolume fields such as χ, which feature in the expansion
of the transverse-fluctuation field (3.15a), do not appear. The action (3.21) can be
written as

SNG-NLO =
TNR

2

ˆ
Σ

d2σ
1

ẋtx′v − x′tẋv

[(
x′vẋi − ẋvx′i)2 − c̃2

(
ẋtx′i − x′tẋi

)2]
+

ˆ
dσ0 aµẋ

µ
∣∣∣σ1=π

σ1=0
, (3.23)

which is the form of the action that we will use below when we discuss the action of
the Bargmann transformations of section 2.3.

The Polyakov action (3.13) has an expansion of the form

SP = c2SP-LO + SP-NLO +O(c−2) . (3.24)

At leading order we get

SP-LO =
c̃TNR

2

ˆ
Σ

d2σ
√

−γ(0)γ
αβ
(0)

[
∂αx

t∂βx
t−c̃−2∂αx

v∂βx
v
]
+TNR

ˆ
Σ

d2σ
(
ẋtx′v − x′tẋv

)
,

(3.25)

7We assume that ẊtX ′v −X ′tẊv > 0.
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where xv is given by (3.17).
The LO Virasoro constraints are obtained by integrating out γ(0)αβ, which we

decompose in terms of worldsheet vielbeine as

γ(0)αβ = ηabe
a
αe

b
β , (3.26)

where a, b = 0, 1 are Lorentzian worldsheet tangent space indices. It is useful to
define the lightcone combinations

e±α = e0α ± e1α . (3.27)

The LO Polyakov action (3.25) can be written as a combination of the Virasoro
constraints

SP-LO = −2c̃TNR

ˆ
Σ

d2σ
√

−γ(0)(e
α
+∂αx

−)(eα−∂αx
+) , (3.28)

where as before we defined
x± = xt ± c̃−1xv , (3.29)

and where we used the identity

εαβ =
√

−γ(0)e
α
ae

β
b ε

ab . (3.30)

Finally, we consider the NLO Polyakov action which will be equivalent to SNG-NLO

upon integrating out the LO worldsheet metric γ(0)αβ and its NLO correction γ(2)αβ.
However, rather than writing the NLO Polyakov action in terms of γ(2)αβ we will
prefer to write it in “Gomis–Ooguri” form. To this end we express the subleading
worldsheet metric in vielbein components as

γ(2)αβ = eaαe
b
βAab , (3.31)

where Aab = Aba. We can then use the results of [15], to express the NLO Polyakov
action describing a non-relativistic open string ending on a nrD24-brane as

SP-NLO = − c̃TNR

2

ˆ
Σ

d2σ
(√

−γ(0)γ
αβ
(0)∂αx

i∂βx
i + λ++ε

αβe+α∂βx
+ + λ−−ε

αβe−α∂βx
−
)

+

ˆ
dσ0 aµẋ

µ
∣∣∣σ1=π

σ1=0
,

(3.32)

where λ++ and λ−− are Lagrange multipliers given by

λ++ = −4eα−∂αx
−A++ − 2eα+∂αy

− ,

λ−− = 4eα+∂αx
+A−− + 2eα−∂αy

+ .
(3.33)

In here we defined
y± = yt ± c̃−1yv , (3.34)
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and we assumed that eα−∂αx
− and eα+∂αx

+ are nonzero. This form of the NLO
Polyakov action is what we refer to as the Gomis–Ooguri form [2, 15].

The form of the action (3.23) is useful to study the fate of the global symmetries
(2.76) once we turn on the worldvolume fields ϕ, aµ. When we act on the embedding
scalars xµ the fields ϕ, aµ which depend on xµ, transform as

δxϕ = δxρ∂ρϕ , δxaµ = δxρ∂ρaµ . (3.35)

Under the variation δxµ, as given in (2.76), the action (3.23) transforms as

δxSNG-NLO = δϕSNG-NLO +

ˆ
dσ0 ẋµ

(
Lξaµ + δiµv

iϕ
) ∣∣∣σ1=π

σ1=0
, (3.36)

up to a total time derivative, where ξµ = δxµ and where the first term on the right-
hand side is the variation of SNG-NLO with respect to a diffeomorphism acting on ϕ,
i.e., where δϕ = Lξϕ. The last term in (3.36) is due to the fact that the kinetic term
in (3.23) is not Galilean boost invariant but rather transforms into a boundary term.
We thus see that the variation of the embedding scalars is equivalent to not varying
the xµ, but to instead transform the worldvolume fields as follows

δϕ = Lξϕ ,

δaµ = Lξaµ + δiµv
iϕ ,

(3.37)

where for convenience we repeat here that

ξt = kt
(0) , ξi = λi

jx
j + vixt + ki

(0) . (3.38)

The pair (ϕ, aµ) transform exactly as the fields of Galilean electrodynamics (GED)
[67–71]. We thus expect that the action of the nrD24-brane is given by some non-
linear version of GED. In the next subsection we will see that this is indeed the
case. We mention that the GED fields only transform under the Galilei algebra and
not under the Bargmann algebra as the mass generator (with parameter kt

(2)) has a
trivial action on xµ.

3.3 Worldvolume theory of a nrD24-brane

In this section we will derive the worldvolume theory of a nrD24-brane by 1/c2

expanding the relativistic DBI action for a D24-brane in a flat target space with a
critical B-field. In Section 5.3 we will derive the same action from an intrinsic non-
relativistic perspective using invariance under certain target space gauge symmetries
and by demanding covariance under transverse T-duality.

The DBI action for a relativistic D24-brane on a flat target space described by
the metric (2.2) and with a critical B-field (3.4) is given by

SD24 = −cTD24

ˆ
d25σ

√
− detMα̂β̂ , (3.39)

– 26 –



where TD24 is the tension of the D24-brane which has dimensions of mass density,
i.e., ML−24, and where we defined

Mα̂β̂ :=
∂XM

∂σα̂

∂XN

∂σβ̂
ηMN +Bα̂β̂ +

1

cT
Fα̂β̂ , (3.40)

where T is the fundamental string tension and where α̂, β̂ = 0, 1, . . . , 24. At this
point, we emphasise that the coordinates σα̂ on the worldvolume are dimensionful,
in contrast to the coordinates on the string worldsheet. In static gauge, which we
will use in this section, we have

σ0 = X t , σi = X i , (3.41)

with i = 1, . . . , 24. In static gauge the distinction between σα̂ and Xa is gone and
for ease of notation we will continue to denote worldvolume indices by a, b.

Using (3.11) and static gauge the pullback of ηMN becomes

∂XM

∂σa

∂XN

∂σb
ηMN = −c2δtaδ

t
b + δiaδ

i
b +

c2

c̃2T 2
NR

∂aΦ∂bΦ , (3.42)

where Φ describes fluctuations in the position of the D24-brane. The pullback of the
critical B-field is given by

Bab =
∂XM

∂σa

∂XN

∂σb
BMN =

c2

c̃TNR

(
δtb∂aΦ− δta∂bΦ

)
. (3.43)

Combining all our results we find that

Mab = −c2T−
a T+

b + δiaδ
i
b +

1

c̃TNR
Fab , (3.44)

where we defined
T±
a = δta ±

1

c̃TNR
∂aΦ . (3.45)

In order to expand the action (3.39) the following identity is useful

det
(
−c2T−

a T+
b +Xab

)
= c2det

(
c−2 T+

b

T−
a Xab

)
, (3.46)

where Xab is any matrix. Using the expansion of the worldvolume fields (3.15a) and
(3.15b) we find that at LO the action (3.39) is given by

SD24 = −c2TD24

ˆ
d25σ

(√
− detM+O(c−2)

)
, (3.47)

where we defined

M =

(
0 τ+b

τ−a δiaδ
i
b +

1
c̃TNR

fab

)
, (3.48)
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with
τ±a = δta ±

1

c̃TNR
∂aϕ , fab = ∂aab − ∂baa . (3.49)

The LO action in SD24 in Eq. (3.47) is, neglecting the dilaton, the action in Eq. (4.6)
in [1].

In order to compute the determinant of M we will write it as

M =

(
A B

C D

)
, (3.50)

where A is a 2× 2 matrix, B a 2× 24 matrix, C a 24× 2 matrix and D an invertible
24× 24 matrix that are given by

A =

(
0 τ+t

τ−t 0

)
, (3.51a)

B =

(
1

c̃TNR
∂jϕ

1
c̃TNR

ftj

)
, (3.51b)

C =
(
− 1

c̃TNR
∂iϕ − 1

c̃TNR
fti

)
, (3.51c)

D =

(
δij +

1

c̃TNR
fij

)
. (3.51d)

We then use the identity

det

(
A B

C D

)
= detD det

(
A−BD−1C

)
, (3.52)

to find

detM = det

(
δij +

1

c̃TNR
fij

)(
−τ+t τ

−
t +

1

c̃2T 2
NR

τ+t D
−1
kl ftk∂lϕ+

1

c̃2T 2
NR

τ−t D
−1
kl ftl∂kϕ

+
1

c̃4T 4
NR

(
D−1

kl D
−1
mn −D−1

kmD
−1
ln

)
ftkftl∂mϕ∂nϕ

)
, (3.53)

where D−1 is the inverse of the matrix (3.51d). For the D24-brane action (3.47) at
LO we then obtain

SnrD24 = −TD24c
2

ˆ
d25σ

√
det

(
δij +

1

c̃TNR
fij

)
×
[
1− 1

c̃2T 2
NR

(∂tϕ)
2

− 1

c̃2T 2
NR

(
D−1

kl +D−1
lk

)
ftk∂lϕ− 1

c̃3T 3
NR

∂tϕ
(
D−1

kl −D−1
lk

)
ftk∂lϕ

+
1

c̃4T 4
NR

(
D−1

kmD
−1
ln −D−1

kl D
−1
mn

)
ftkftl∂mϕ∂nϕ

]1/2
.

(3.54)
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We remark that the DBI action for a D24-brane also contains a dilaton-dependent
factor. In this work we do not consider dilatons but the relation between the rela-
tivistic and the non-relativistic dilaton may contain a factor of c which is why we
refrain from redefining the D24-brane tension.

The action (3.54) is the action for non-linear GED that describes the dynamics
of a nrD24-brane. The linear GED theory is obtained by expanding (3.54) in T−1

NR.
Expanding to order T−2

NR we find

SnrD24 = TD24c
2

ˆ
d25σ

[
−1 +

1

c̃2T 2
NR

(
1

2
(∂tϕ)

2 + ftk∂kϕ− 1

4
fijfij

)
+O(T−4

NR)

]
.

(3.55)

The term in parenthesis at order T−2
NR is the GED Lagrangian.

It is not surprising that we end up with GED at this order. For the relativistic
DBI action of a D24-brane, at order T−2, we obtain the action of Maxwell plus a free
real scalar field and it is known that GED can be obtained as the large c limit of this
action [71, 75]. In these works the LO behaviour of the fields in their 1/c expansion
differs from what we have here and that difference is precisely accounted for by the
critical B-field which is absent in [71, 75].

4 Transverse T-duality

In this section, we explore non-relativistic T-duality in the transverse directions.
The resulting Buscher rules will be used in the next section when we discuss T-
duality covariance of the non-relativistic counterpart of the DBI action for nrDp-
branes for general backgrounds. Our results for transverse T-duality are in agreement
with [7, 53] where non-relativistic strings are viewed in the limit c → ∞, whereas in
this work we adopt the perspective of the 1/c2 expansion.

One can also consider T-duality along the compact longitudinal direction. How-
ever, in that case the theory is not invariant because longitudinal T-duality invariance
is broken by the non-relativistic expansion. To put it differently, it was shown in [15]
that longitudinal T-duality in the compact v-direction does not commute with the
1/c2 expansion. If we perform a longitudinal T-duality before we expand in 1/c2

it amounts to switching from an expansion in the dimensionless parameter ϵ = α′ℏ
cR2

(introduced in equation (2.5)), to one where we expand instead in the parameter
ϵ̃ = α′ℏ

cR̃2 , where R̃ = ℏα′

cR
. If we perform a longitudinal T-duality after the 1/c2

expansion we either end up with the DLCQ of a relativistic open string or with
non-commutative open string theory depending on the details of the T-duality (see
[53]).
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4.1 Transverse T-duality for closed non-relativistic strings

We begin with a discussion of transverse T-duality for closed non-relativistic strings
obtained from a 1/c2 expansion of relativistic strings with a critical B-field (3.4).
We consider a setup where, in addition to the longitudinal v-direction, one of the
transverse directions is compact. We call this compact transverse direction the θ-
direction, and we call its radius R⊥. Therefore, the topology of the target space of the
string we consider here is R1,23×S1

R×S1
R⊥

, where the subscripts on the circles indicate
their radii. This leads to a split of the spacetime index of the form M = (µ̄, θ, v),
where µ̄ = (t, ī) with ī ranging over the 23 non-compact transverse directions.

4.1.1 Flat target space

We begin by considering T-duality at the level of the mode expansions of the closed
string embedding scalars. The embedding field in the compact θ-direction is xθ.
Using results from [13, 15] we obtain the following gauge-fixed mode expansion

x± = x±
0 + wc̃−1RNRσ

± ,

y+ = c̃−1yt0 −
α′

NR

c̃
p(0)+(σ

+ + σ−) +
i√

4πc̃TNR

∑
k ̸=0

1

k
β+
k e

−ikσ−
,

y− = c̃−1yt0 −
α′

NR

c̃
p(0)−(σ

+ + σ−) +
i√

4πc̃TNR

∑
k ̸=0

1

k
β̃−
k e

−ikσ+

,

xī = xī
0 +

α′
NR

c̃
p(0)̄iσ

0 +
i√

4πc̃TNR

∑
k ̸=0

1

k

(
αī
ke

−ikσ−
+ α̃ī

ke
−ikσ+

)
,

xθ = xθ
0 +

α′
NR

c̃

ℏn⊥

R⊥
σ0 + w⊥R⊥σ

1 +
i√

4πc̃TNR

∑
k ̸=0

1

k

(
αθ
ke

−ikσ−
+ α̃θ

ke
−ikσ+

)
,

(4.1)

where
p(0)± =

1

2
(p(0)t ± c̃p(0)v) , (4.2)

has dimensions of energy, and where p(0)v is quantised according to

p(0)v =
ℏn
RNR

, (4.3)

where w and n are, respectively, the winding number and momentum number in
the compact longitudinal v-direction. These mode expansions are derived in the
same way as the open string mode expansions in Section 2.2: solving the equations
of motion, which is most conveniently done in lightcone coordinates, imposing the
Virasoro constraints and then fixing the residual gauge invariance. For more details,
we refer to [13, 15]. The mode expansion for xθ can also be written as

xθ = xθ
0 +

α′
NR

2c̃
pθ+σ

+ +
α′

NR

2c̃
pθ−σ

− +
i√

4πc̃TNR

∑
k ̸=0

1

k

(
αθ
ke

−ikσ−
+ α̃θ

ke
−ikσ+

)
=: xθ

+(σ
+) + xθ

−(σ
−) ,

(4.4)
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where we split the embedding scalar xθ into left and right movers, and where we
defined

pθ± :=
ℏn⊥

R⊥
± c̃

w⊥R⊥

α′
NR

. (4.5)

The mode expansions (4.1) imply that the lightcone derivatives have mode expansions
of the form

∂−x
ī =

1√
4πc̃TNR

∑
k∈Z

αī
ke

−ikσ−
, ∂+x

ī =
1√

4πc̃TNR

∑
k∈Z

α̃ī
ke

−ikσ+

,

∂−x
θ =

1√
4πc̃TNR

∑
k∈Z

αθ
ke

−ikσ−
, ∂+x

θ =
1√

4πc̃TNR

∑
k∈Z

α̃θ
ke

−ikσ+

,
(4.6)

where the zero modes are given by

α̃ī
0 = αī

0 =

√
α′

NR

2c̃
p(0)̄i , αθ

0 =

√
α′

NR

2c̃
pθ− , α̃θ

0 =

√
α′

NR

2c̃
pθ+ . (4.7)

The Virasoro constraints for the closed string are (cf. their open string counterparts
in (2.59))

∂+y
− =

c̃

wRNR
∂+x

i∂+x
i , ∂−y

+ =
c̃

wRNR
∂−x

i∂−x
i , (4.8)

where we remind the reader that i = (̄i, θ), and they imply that

ENLO := −p(0)t =
c̃

RNR

(
N(0) + Ñ(0)

)
+

α′
NR

2wRNR

(
p(0)̄ip(0)̄i +

ℏ2n2
⊥

R2
⊥

+
ℏ2w2

⊥R
2
⊥

l4s,NR

)
,

(4.9)
where the NR string length ls,NR is defined in (2.6). Similarly, since p(0)v is quantised
as in (4.3), we get the following level matching constraint

N(0) − Ñ(0) = ℏnw + ℏn⊥w⊥ . (4.10)

The energy (4.9) and the level matching constraint (4.10) are both invariant under
the following transverse T-duality transformation

n⊥ ↔ w⊥ , and R⊥ ↔
l2s,NR

R⊥
=: R̃⊥ , (4.11)

where the T-dual circle has radius R̃⊥. For the momenta defined in (4.5), this T-
duality transformation amounts to

pθ+ ↔ pθ+ , pθ− ↔ −pθ− . (4.12)

The T-dual direction will be denoted by θ̃ which is compact with radius R̃⊥. The
embedding field in the θ̃-direction will be denoted by xθ̃.
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4.1.2 Roček–Verlinde procedure

We will study the Roček–Verlinde method [76] (see, e.g., [77] for a review) for the non-
relativistic closed string to NLO with a compact direction that is also an isometry.
The LO Polyakov action in flat gauge is [13, 15]

LP-LO = − c̃TNR

2
τMN(x)∂

αxM∂αx
N +

c̃TNR

2
ϵαβB(−2)MN(x)∂αx

M∂βx
N , (4.13)

where we assume the LO Kalb–Ramond field B(−2)MN to be longitudinal, i.e.,

B(−2)MN = c̃−1B(−2)εABτM
AτN

B , (4.14)

where B(−2) is a constant. Unlike in the previous subsubsection we do not require
the B field to be critical, cf. (3.4). A critical B-field corresponds to B(−2) = −1.

Denoting the Killing vector associated with the compact isometry by kM , the
statement that this direction is transverse translates to the requirement kMτM

A = 0.
In adapted coordinates in which kM = δMθ we get

τAθ = 0 . (4.15)

This means that the first term in the LO action (4.13) is independent of xθ. Since
B(−2)MN is longitudinal, it satisfies B(−2)θN = 0. Thus, the LO action is independent
of xθ. For the same reasons the same is true for the LO action on the T-dual
background where we have τA

θ̃
= 0 = B(−2)θ̃N . We thus have the following trivial

Buscher rules for the background fields appearing in the LO action

τ̃M̄N̄ = τM̄N̄ , B̃(−2)M̄N̄ = B(−2)M̄N̄ , (4.16)

where M̄, N̄ = (µ̄, v). Turning our attention to the NLO theory, the NLO Polyakov
Lagrangian for a closed string moving in a general SNC background is [13, 15]

LP-NLO = − c̃TNR

2

√
−γ(0)γ

αβ
(0)HMN(x)∂αx

M∂βx
N +

c̃TNR

2
εαβB(0)MN(x)∂αx

M∂βx
N

− c̃TNR

2

(
λ++ε

αβe+α τ
+
β + λ−−ε

αβe−α τ
−
β

)
+ yM

δLNG-LO

δxM
, (4.17)

where
τ±α = τ 0α ± c̃−1τ 1α , (4.18)

and where B(0)MN is the subleading B-field as defined in (3.2) and HMN is defined
in (2.12). We note that the yM -dependent term involves the LO Nambu–Goto La-
grangian. For a LO critical B field this term vanishes. We remind the reader that
e±α are worldsheet zweibeine related to γ(0)αβ via (3.26) and (3.27).

For the purpose of deriving the T-duality transformation rules for the SNC geom-
etry (the non-relativistic analogue of the Buscher rules) we do not need to consider
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the second line of (4.17) since this only depends on τMN and B(−2)MN which, as
we argued above, do not transform under T-duality. We will therefore restrict our
attention to the first line of (4.17) and fix a flat worldsheet gauge since this also has
no bearing on the derivation. We will denote this part of the (partially gauge-fixed)
NLO Polyakov Lagrangian by

LP-NLO[H,B] = − c̃TNR

2
HMN(x)∂αx

M∂αxN +
c̃TNR

2
εαβB(0)MN(x)∂αx

M∂βx
N , (4.19)

where [H,B] is supposed to indicate the part of LP-NLO that depends on HMN and
B(0)MN .

In adapted coordinates, the NLO Lagrangian LP-NLO[H,B] above can be written
as

LP-NLO[H,B] = − c̃TNR

2
HM̄N̄(x)∂αx

M̄∂αxN̄ − c̃TNRHM̄θ(x)∂αx
M̄∂αxθ − c̃TNR

2
Hθθ∂αx

θ∂αxθ

+
c̃TNR

2
ϵαβB(0)M̄N̄(x)∂αx

M̄∂βx
N̄ + c̃TNRε

αβB(0)M̄θ∂αx
M̄∂βx

θ .

(4.20)

Since the θ-direction is an isometry, the NLO Lagrangian has a global shift symmetry
of the form

xθ → xθ + Λ , (4.21)

where Λ is a constant. The first step of the Roček–Verlinde procedure is to gauge
the global symmetry (4.21) by promoting Λ to an arbitrary function Λ(σα) on the
worldsheet by introducing a gauge field Aα transforming as

δAα = ∂αΛ . (4.22)

To ensure gauge invariance, we couple the string to the worldsheet gauge field Aα by
making the following replacement

∂αx
θ → ∂αx

θ − Aα , (4.23)

which is gauge invariant. The second step is to demand that the connection Aα is flat
on shell, Fαβ := ∂αAβ − ∂βAα = 0, which we enforce at the level of the Lagrangian
by introducing a Lagrange multiplier λ. These two steps give rise to a theory that is
given by

L′
P-NLO[H,B] = − c̃TNR

2
HM̄N̄∂αx

M̄∂αxN̄ + c̃TNRHM̄θ∂αx
M̄ Ãα

− c̃TNR

2
HθθÃαÃ

α +
c̃TNR

2
εαβB(0)M̄N̄∂αx

M̄∂βx
N̄

− c̃TNRε
αβB(0)M̄θ∂αx

M̄ Ãβ −
c̃TNR

2
λεαβ

(
∂αÃβ − ∂βÃα

)
,

(4.24)

– 33 –



where we defined the gauge invariant field

Ãα = Aα − ∂αx
θ . (4.25)

Integrating out λ imposes ∂αÃβ−∂βÃα = 0, which means that we may globally write

Ãα = ∂αf , (4.26)

where the scalar f is multi-valued if Ãα has non-trivial holonomy along the string.
Substituting this back into L′

NLO, we recover the Lagrangian (4.20) upon identifying

f = −xθ , (4.27)

where the multi-valuedness of f corresponds to the winding of xθ. Rather than
integrating out λ we now integrate out the non-dynamical field Ãα, which produces
the equation of motion

Ãα =
1

Hθθ

(
HM̄θ∂αx

M̄ − ηαβε
γβB(0)M̄θ∂γx

M̄ + ηαβε
γβ∂γλ

)
, (4.28)

which we can substitute back into (4.24) to get

L̃P-NLO[H̃, B̃] = − c̃TNR

2

(
HM̄N̄ −

HM̄θHN̄θ −B(0)M̄θB(0)N̄θ

Hθθ

)
∂αx

M̄∂αxN̄

− c̃TNR

2

1

Hθθ

∂αλ∂
αλ+ c̃TNR

B(0)M̄θ

Hθθ

∂αx
M̄∂αλ− c̃TNRε

αβHM̄θ

Hθθ

∂αx
M̄∂βλ

+
c̃TNR

2
εαβ
(
B(0)M̄N̄ +

HM̄θB(0)N̄θ −HN̄θB(0)M̄θ

Hθθ

)
∂αx

M̄∂βx
N̄ .

We then identify the embedding field in the T-dual θ̃-direction with the Lagrange
multiplier λ, i.e.

xθ̃ := λ . (4.29)

Since the actions L̃P-NLO[H̃, B̃] and LP-NLO[H,B] follow from the same parent action
they are equivalent. Demanding that (4.29) takes the same form as (4.20) we obtain
the non-relativistic Buscher rules

H̃M̄N̄ = HM̄N̄ −
HM̄θHN̄θ −B(0)M̄θB(0)N̄θ

Hθθ

,

B̃(0)M̄N̄ = B(0)M̄N̄ +
HM̄θB(0)N̄θ −HN̄θB(0)M̄θ

Hθθ

,

H̃θ̃θ̃ =
1

Hθθ

,

B̃(0)M̄θ̃ = −HM̄θ

Hθθ

,

H̃M̄θ̃ = −
B(0)M̄θ

Hθθ

.

(4.30)
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Together with the (trivial) LO Buscher rules (4.16) these form the T-duality trans-
formations of SNC geometry (plus a B-field). This result agrees with [7] where they
used a different sign for the B-field.

Going back to the case of a flat target spacetime (as we discussed in Sec. 4.1.1)
we observe that

HMN∂αx
M∂βx

N = ∂αx
ī∂βx

ī +R2
⊥∂αx

θ∂βx
θ , (4.31)

where in contrast to what was done above we now take xθ to be dimensionless. The
parent Lagrangian (4.24) now takes the form

L′
P-NLO = − c̃TNR

2
∂αx

ī∂αxī − c̃TNR

2
R2

⊥Ã
αÃα − c̃TNRε

αβÃα∂βλ , (4.32)

where Ãα is dimensionless, while λ has dimensions of length2. Integrating out Ãα

gives

Ãα =
1

R2
⊥
ηαβε

γβ∂γλ , (4.33)

and, writing
λ = l2s,NRx

θ̃ , (4.34)

where xθ̃ is the dimensionless T-dual embedding field in the θ̃-direction parametrising
the dual circle, the Lagrangian (4.32) becomes

L̃P-NLO = − c̃TNR

2
∂αx

ī∂αxī − TNR

2

l4s,NR

R2
⊥
∂αx

θ̃∂αxθ̃ . (4.35)

Combining the relations (4.33) and (4.34) gives

∂αx
θ =

l2s,NR

R2
⊥
ηαβε

βγ∂γx
θ̃ , (4.36)

which upon redefining

xθ → R⊥x
θ and xθ̃ → R̃⊥x

θ̃ =
l2s,NR

R⊥
xθ̃ , (4.37)

becomes
∂αx

θ = ηαβε
βγ∂γx

θ̃ , (4.38)

which is a well-known relation between the embedding scalars for the two T-dual
circles.

4.2 Transverse T-duality for the open non-relativistic string

In this subsection, we discuss T-duality for open non-relativistic strings as discussed
in Section 2. First we do this at the level of the mode expansions, just as we did for
closed non-relativistic strings in Section 4.1.1. Then we discuss the Roček–Verlinde
method for the non-relativistic open string in a flat target space ending on a nrD24-
brane and demonstrate how this turns into a non-relativistic open string ending on
a nrD23-brane.
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4.2.1 Mode expansions and T-duality

When the transverse θ-direction is compact with radius R⊥, the gauge-fixed mode
expansions we found in Section 2 for the NLO string take the form

x± = x±
0 + 2wc̃−1RNRσ

± ,

y± = c̃−1yt0 −
1

2πc̃TNR
p(0)t(σ

+ + σ−) +
i√

4πc̃TNR

∑
k ̸=0

1

k
β+
k e

−ikσ∓
,

xī = xī
0 +

1

c̃πTNR
p(0)̄iσ

0 +
i√

πc̃TNR

∑
k ̸=0

1

k
αī
ke

−ikσ0

cos(kσ1) ,

xθ = xθ
0 +

1

c̃πTNR

ℏn⊥

R⊥
σ0 + 2w⊥R⊥σ

1 + oscillations ,

{
w⊥ = 0 , if xθ NN

n⊥ = 0 , if xθ DD
,

(4.39)

where ī = 1, . . . , 23 labels the NN directions, and where n⊥ is the momentum mode
and w⊥ the winding number in the compact θ-direction. We emphasise that at this
stage, we remain agnostic about whether xθ satisfies DD or NN boundary conditions,
since we kept both momentum and winding. However, if xθ is a NN direction, it
cannot have winding, while if it is a DD direction, it cannot have momentum. In
what follows, we will keep both n⊥ and w⊥ in the expressions so as to be able to
treat NN and DD boundary conditions simultaneously with the understanding that
one of them will always be zero.

We can also write the mode expansion for xθ as

xθ = xθ
0 +

α′
NR

c̃
pθ−σ

− +
α′

NR

c̃
pθ+σ

+ + oscillations , (4.40)

where

pθ± =
ℏn⊥

R⊥
± c̃

w⊥R⊥

α′
NR

. (4.41)

The Virasoro constraints (2.59) tell us that

−p(0)t =
α′

NR

2wRNR
((pθ+)

2 + p(0)̄ip(0)̄i) +
c̃N(0)

2wRNR
,

−p(0)t =
α′

NR

2wRNR
((pθ−)

2 + p(0)̄ip(0)̄i) +
c̃N(0)

2wRNR
,

(4.42)

and hence we find that
(pθ−)

2
= (pθ+)

2
, (4.43)

which implies that
w⊥n⊥ = 0 , (4.44)
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that is to say, we cannot simultaneously have momentum and winding: this is just the
statement that xθ cannot simultaneously satisfy NN and DD boundary conditions.
Hence, the NLO energy is

ENN
NLO =

α′
NR

2wRNR

(
ℏ2n2

⊥
R2

⊥
+ p(0)̄ip(0)̄i

)
+

c̃N(0)

2wRNR
,

EDD
NLO =

α′
NR

2wRNR

(
c̃2w2

⊥R
2
⊥

α′2
NR

+ p(0)̄ip(0)̄i

)
+

c̃N(0)

2wRNR
,

(4.45)

depending on whether xθ satisfies NN or DD boundary conditions. Note that these
expressions transform into each other under T-duality

n⊥ ↔ w⊥ , R⊥ ↔ ℏα′
NR

c̃R⊥
. (4.46)

This T-duality transformation also changes between NN and DD boundary conditions
as dictated by (4.38). Explicitly, starting with xθ an NN direction with radius R⊥,
the associated mode expansion is

xθ = xθ
0 +

1

πc̃TNR

ℏn⊥

R⊥
σ0 +

i√
πc̃TNR

∑
k ̸=0

1

k
αθ
ke

−ikσ0

cos(kσ1) . (4.47)

The T-dual embedding scalar xθ̃, which satisfies (4.38), is now a DD direction and
acquires the mode expansion

xθ̃ = xθ̃
0 + 2w⊥R̃⊥σ

1 − 1√
πc̃TNR

∑
k ̸=0

1

k
αθ̃
ke

−ikσ0

sin(kσ1) , (4.48)

where the radius of the T-dual DD θ̃-direction is R̃⊥ =
ℏα′

NR
c̃R⊥

.

4.2.2 Roček–Verlinde procedure for the NLO open string

Here we consider the Roček–Verlinde procedure for the NLO open string with a
critical B-field (cf. Eq. (3.4)) and with GED fields on the nrD24-brane. We take
the background to be flat space with an isometry in the transverse and compact
θ-direction as above. In flat gauge, γ(0)αβ = ηαβ, the NLO Polyakov action for an
open string ending on a nrD24-brane (3.32) takes the form

SP-NLO = − c̃TNR

2

ˆ
d2σ

(
∂αx

i∂αxi + λ++ε
αβe+α∂βx

+ + λ−−ε
αβe−α∂βx

−)
+

ˆ
dσ0 aµẋ

µ

∣∣∣∣σ1=π

σ1=0

= − c̃TNR

2

ˆ
d2σ

(
∂αx

i∂αxi + λ++ε
αβe+α∂βx

+ + λ−−ε
αβe−α∂βx

−

− 1

c̃TNR
εαβfαβ

)
,

(4.49)
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where e±α are such that ηαβ = −
(
e+α e

−
β + e+β e

−
α

)
/2 and where we used that

ˆ
dσ0 aµẋ

µ

∣∣∣∣σ1=π

σ1=0

=
1

2

ˆ
d2σ εαβ∂αx

µ∂βx
νfµν . (4.50)

Furthermore, we defined fαβ := ∂αx
µ∂βx

νfµν in (4.49).
Starting with (3.32) we split the index µ = (t, i) = (t, ī, θ) = (µ̄, θ) and we apply

the Roček–Verlinde procedure by gauging the θ-direction with a flat connection and
defining Ãα = Aα − ∂αx

θ. The steps are very similar to what we did above for
closed strings. The only difference is that we must now impose suitable boundary
conditions in order that the variational problem be well defined. The parent action
is now given by

S ′
P-NLO = − c̃TNR

2

ˆ
d2σ

(
∂αx

ī∂αxī + ÃαÃ
α + 2εαβλ∂αÃβ + c̃−1εαβ

(
λ++e

+
α∂βx

+ + λ−−e
−
α∂βx

−)
− 1

c̃TNR
εαβfµ̄ν̄∂αx

µ̄∂βx
ν̄ − 2

c̃TNR
εαβfθµ̄∂αx

µ̄Ãβ

)
+ c̃TNR

ˆ
dσ0 λÃ0

∣∣∣∣σ1=π

σ1=0

,

(4.51)

where the gauge field Ãα and the Lagrange multiplier λ are supplemented with the
following boundary conditions8

Ã1

∣∣
ends = 0 , δλ

∣∣
ends = 0 . (4.52)

The first condition ensures that xθ becomes an NN direction upon integrating out λ
and identifying Ãα = −∂αx

θ, while the second condition turns the T-dual direction,
which is identified with λ as in (4.29), into a DD direction. The boundary term
in (4.51) is there to ensure invariance (up to a total time derivative) under the
constant shift

λ → λ+ k , (4.53)

which will correspond to translation invariance along the T-dual circle. To obtain the
T-dual Lagrangian by integrating out Ãα, we first perform an integration by parts
which exactly cancels the boundary term introduced in (4.51), leading to

S ′
P-NLO = − c̃TNR

2

ˆ
d2σ

(
∂αx

ī∂αxī + ÃαÃ
α − 2εαβÃβ∂αλ− 1

c̃TNR
εαβfµ̄ν̄∂αx

µ̄∂βx
ν̄

− 2

c̃TNR
εαβfθµ̄∂αx

µ̄Ãβ + εαβ
(
λ++e

+
α∂βx

+ + λ−−e
−
α∂βx

−)) .

(4.54)

8We remind the reader that the embedding fields xi, xt, yt satisfy NN boundary conditions, while
xv, yv satisfy DD boundary conditions.
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The equation of motion for Ãα takes the form

Ãα = −ηαβε
βγ∂γλ− 1

c̃TNR
ηαβε

βγfθµ̄∂γx
µ̄ , (4.55)

and therefore integrating out Ãα in (4.54) leads to

S̃P-NLO = − c̃TNR

2

ˆ
d2σ

(
∂αx

ī∂αxī + ∂α(x
θ̃ − c̃−1T−1

NRaθ)∂
α(xθ̃ − c̃−1T−1

NRaθ)

− 1

c̃TNR
εαβ∂αx

µ̄∂βx
ν̄fµ̄ν̄ + εαβ

(
λ++e

+
α∂βx

+ + λ−−e
−
α∂βx

−)) ,

(4.56)

where we identified λ = xθ̃ with the T-dual θ̃-direction as above. In particular,
this reveals that the component aθ of the gauge field in the θ-direction describes
the fluctuations of the dual nrD23-brane in the transverse θ̃-direction (just like in
relativistic string theory).

5 Non-relativistic Dp-branes

We now turn our attention to the description of nrDp-branes for arbitrary p ≤ 24 and
with arbitrary background fields. We first derive the form of the non-relativistic DBI
action by expanding the relativistic DBI action in powers of 1/c2 which, just like the
nrD24-brane we considered in Section 3, is done with a LO critical B-field. We then
demonstrate that this action may also be derived “intrinsically” without recourse to
the relativistic parent theory by demanding that it has the right gauge symmetries
and is T-duality covariant under the transverse T-duality transformations derived in
Section 4. The action for non-relativistic Dp-branes we obtain in this section agrees
with the one proposed earlier in the literature [1, 55].

5.1 Action for nrDp-branes from 1/c2 expansion

We will denote the embedding fields for a Dp-brane with p ≤ 24 by the same symbol
as for the open string, namely XM(σ) = (Xa(σ), XI(σ)) where now σ is shorthand
notation for the worldvolume coordinates σα̂ with α̂ = 0, . . . , p (cf. Table 1). The
embedding scalars split into NN directions Xa(σ) and DD directions XI(σ), which
includes the compact v-direction.

Associated to each DD direction is a Goldstone boson due to the spontaneous
breaking of translation symmetry in that direction, leading to the following general-
isation of (3.11)

XI(σ) = XI
0 +

c̃

cT
ΦI(Xa(σ)) , (5.1)

where XI
0 describes the location of the brane. In curved space, a LO critical B-field

corresponds to (cf. (3.4))

BMN = −2c̃−1c2τ 0[Mτ 1N ] +B(0)MN +O(c−2) . (5.2)

– 39 –



For the string 1/c2 expansion of the target space metric we can use (2.12) which we
repeat here for convenience in the following form

gMN = c2
(
−τ 0Mτ 0N +

1

c̃2
τ 1Mτ 1N

)
+HMN +O(c−2) . (5.3)

It will be convenient to define the combination

EMN := gMN +BMN , (5.4)

whose pullback appears in the DBI action. For a LO critical B-field this admits the
following expansion

EMN = −c2τ−Mτ+N +HMN +B(0)MN +O(c−2) , (5.5)

where we defined
τ±M = τ 0M ± c̃−1τ 1M . (5.6)

The action for a Dp-brane with p ≤ 24 is given by (cf. (3.39))

SDp = −cTDp

ˆ
dp+1σ

√
− detMα̂β̂ , (5.7)

where
Mα̂β̂ = Eα̂β̂ +

1

cT
Fα̂β̂ , (5.8)

where
Eα̂β̂ = ∂α̂X

M∂β̂X
NEMN , (5.9)

and where Fα̂β̂ is the field strength of the wordvolume gauge field Aα̂. We remind
the reader that we do not consider the dilaton in this work. Using (5.5) and the
expansion

Aα̂ = aα̂ +O(c−2) (5.10)

we find
Mα̂β̂ = −c2τ−α̂ τ

+

β̂
+Hα̂β̂ +B(0)α̂β̂ +

1

c̃TNR
fα̂β̂ +O(c−2) , (5.11)

where fα̂β̂ = (da)α̂β̂. The pullbacks at this point are computed with respect to the
unexpanded embedding scalars XM with XI given by (5.1). The scalars ΦI expand
as

ΦI = ϕI +O(c−2) . (5.12)

Using the identity (3.46), we find that the 1/c2-expansion of the DBI action (5.7)
takes the form

SDp = −TDpc
2

ˆ
dp+1σ

√√√√− det

(
0 τ+

β̂

τ−α̂ Hα̂β̂ +B(0)α̂β̂ +
1

c̃TNR
fα̂β̂

)
+ · · · , (5.13)
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where the dots denote subleading corrections and where now the pullbacks are com-
puted with respect to the LO embedding scalars XM = xM +O(c−2) with

xI = xI
0 +

1

TNR
ϕI . (5.14)

For p = 24 with a flat target space and using static gauge, the action (5.13) reduces
to the action for non-linear GED (3.54).

5.2 Target space gauge symmetries

In this subsection, we discuss the target space gauge symmetries that arise in the
string 1/c2 expansion of Section 2.1 of open and closed strings. These symmetries
should also leave invariant the nrDp-brane action as we will discuss in the next
subsection.

The following statements are true regardless of whether we work with open or
closed strings and they hold both in the Nambu–Goto and Polyakov formulation. For
definiteness let us consider the Nambu–Goto formulation of a closed non-relativistic
string. If we 1/c2 expand the Nambu–Goto action of a relativistic string in the
background of a metric and a LO critical B-field we end up with the following action

SNG-NLO = −TNR

2

ˆ
d2σ

(√
−τταβHαβ + εαβB(0)αβ

)
, (5.15)

where we remind the reader (see (2.13)) that Hαβ is the pullback of

HMN = H⊥
MN + 2ηABτ

A
(MmB

N) , (5.16)

where H⊥
MN has signature (0, 0, 1, . . . , 1).

This theory is known to possess a number of target space gauge symmetries which
we summarise here (see, e.g., [7, 10, 15, 16]). First of all we have the Stueckelberg
symmetry

δHMN = 2CA
(MτBN)ηAB , δB(0)MN = −2CA

[MτBN ]εAB . (5.17)

The reason this is called a Stueckelberg symmetry is because it shifts mA
M by CA

M and
so we can fix this symmetry entirely by setting mA

M = 0. We briefly list the other
symmetries. The string Galilei boost symmetry leaves HMN and B(0)MN invariant
but acts on H⊥MN and mA

M . When we gauge fix mA
M = 0 this symmetry acts on H⊥

MN

and B(0)MN . For explicit transformations we refer to [7, 10, 15, 16]. Then there is a
target space Weyl symmetry that rescales τMN with an arbitrary conformal factor.
The Weyl rescaling also acts on the dilaton and since the latter is not included here
we will not consider it further. Finally, there is the usual gauge transformation acting
on the 2-form B(0)MN , cf. Eq. (3.5), which for the case of the open string leads to
the requirement of having gauge fields at the endpoints of the string.

We are thus looking for a nrDp-brane action that is an action for the embed-
ding scalars and that is invariant under all these gauge transformations as well as
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under worldvolume diffeomorphisms. This will be the subject of the next and final
subsection.

5.3 Non-relativistic DBI action from symmetries & T-duality covariance

The geometrical setting is a 26-dimensional string Newton–Cartan target space and
a (p+1)-dimensional submanifold. For simplicity we will assume τ 0M = δtM and τ 1M =

δvM but the final result holds for any τMN . The submanifold is a Newton–Cartan space
with fields ϕI and aâ defined on it. When we turn off the worldvolume fields, so that
∂α̂X

I = 0, the induced objects ταβ and h⊥
α̂β̂

form a Newton–Cartan structure of a (p+

1)-dimensional Newton–Cartan submanifold, i.e., they have signature (−1, 0, . . . , 0)

and (0, 1, . . . , 1), respectively.
The starting point for building a nrDp-brane action is an integration measure

built from pullbacks of metric data for the case of a brane that has no worldvolume
fields turned on. Such an integration measure is provided by

√
−detM, where

detM =
1

p!
εα̂1α̂2···α̂p+1εβ̂1β̂2···β̂p+1τα̂1β̂1

h⊥
α̂2β̂2

· · ·h⊥
α̂p+1β̂p+1

, (5.18)

in which τα̂β̂ = −τ 0α̂τ
0
β̂
. This is invariant under the usual Galilean boost symmetry

acting on h⊥
α̂β̂

. We will take (5.18) as our building block from which we will construct
an action for the embedding scalars and worldvolume fields that respects all the gauge
symmetries mentioned in the previous subsection. The next step is to turn on the ϕI

fields, thus allowing the brane to fluctuate in all transverse directions. In particular
this means that τα̂β̂ = −τ 0α̂τ

0
β̂
+τ 1α̂τ

1
β̂

with τ 1α̂ ̸= 0. This leads to fields that are defined
on the Newton–Cartan geometry induced on the brane. If we take again (5.18), but
this time with ∂α̂x

I ̸= 0, the expression (5.18) fails to be invariant under stringy
Galilei boosts. To remedy this we can replace h⊥

α̂β̂
by Hα̂β̂ leading to

detM =
1

p!
εα̂1α̂2···α̂p+1εβ̂1β̂2···β̂p+1τα̂1β̂1

Hα̂2β̂2
· · ·Hα̂p+1β̂p+1

. (5.19)

However this is not invariant under the Stueckelberg transformation (5.17). To ensure
that this is the case we need to replace Hα̂β̂ by Hα̂β̂ +B(0)α̂β̂, leading to

detM =
1

p!
εα̂1α̂2···α̂p+1εβ̂1β̂2···β̂p+1τα̂1β̂1

(
H +B(0)

)
α̂2β̂2

· · ·
(
H +B(0)

)
α̂p+2β̂p+2

. (5.20)

To show that this is indeed invariant under (5.17) we first of all observe that

δ
(
HMN +B(0)MN

)
= 2CA

(MτBN)ηAB − 2CA
[MτBN ]εAB = −C−

Mτ+N − C+
Nτ

−
M , (5.21)

so that
δ
(
H +B(0)

)
α̂β̂

= −C−
α̂ τ

+

β̂
− C+

β̂
τ−α̂ . (5.22)
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Secondly, we use that

detM =
1

p!
εα̂1α̂2···α̂p+1εβ̂1β̂2···β̂p+1τα̂1β̂1

Xα̂2β̂2
· · ·Xα̂p+1β̂p+1

= − 1

p!
εα̂1α̂2···α̂p+1εβ̂1β̂2···β̂p+1τ−α̂1

τ+
β̂1
Xα̂2β̂2

· · ·Xα̂p+1β̂p+1
, (5.23)

where Xα̂β̂ =
(
H +B(0)

)
α̂β̂

and where the second line follows from the fact that
the antisymmetric part of τ−α̂1

τ+
β̂1

does not contribute. Hence, we have arrived at
the point where

√
−detM is a scalar density under (p+1)-dimensional worldvolume

diffeomorphisms that is furthermore invariant under target space string Galilei boosts
and Stueckelberg transformations (similar observations were made in [1]). To make
it also invariant under the 2-form gauge transformation we add c̃−1T−1

NRfα̂β̂ to the
B(0) term.

If we define

M =

(
0 τ+

β̂

τ−α̂ Xα̂β̂

)
(5.24)

then we can write

detM = − 1

p!
εα̂1α̂2···α̂p+1εβ̂1β̂2···β̂p+1τ−α̂1

τ+
β̂1
Xα̂2β̂2

· · ·Xα̂p+1β̂p+1
, (5.25)

where Xα̂β̂ is any tensor. So if we take

Xα̂β̂ = Hα̂β̂ +B(0)α̂β̂ + c̃−1T−1
NRfα̂β̂ , (5.26)

we obtain an object that has all the local string Newton–Cartan symmetries men-
tioned in the previous section so that the nrDp-brane action is given by

SnrDp = −TnrDp

ˆ
dp+1σ

√
−detM , (5.27)

where TnrDp is a constant that is required on dimensional grounds and where M is
given by (5.24) with Xα̂β̂ given by (5.26).

We did not consider invariance under the target space Weyl transformations.
To make this possible we need to introduce the dilaton Φ. The dilaton field in non-
relativistic string theory is subject to a Stueckelberg gauge transformation [7]. This is
a shift symmetry whose parameter is precisely the one that corresponds to the target
space Weyl transformation acting on τMN that was mentioned in the previous section.
The combination e−Φ

√
−τ is invariant under this target space Weyl transformation.

So to include the dilaton in (5.27) we just multiply the integrand with e−Φ.
We have shown that the action (5.27) has all the symmetries that we want a

nrDp-brane action to have. It would be nice to see if this is the unique action with
such symmetries. In the remainder of this subsection we will check that (5.27) is also
transverse T-duality covariant.
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To demonstrate T-duality covariance we start with the action for a nrD24-brane,
and show that after a T-duality transformation this becomes the action for a nrD23-
brane. To this end we define

eMN = HMN +B(0)MN , (5.28)

which transforms nicely under the transverse Buscher rules (4.30) which can be
written as

ẽθ̃θ̃ = e−1
θθ ,

ẽM̄N̄ = eM̄N̄ − eM̄θe
−1
θθ eθN̄ ,

ẽM̄θ̃ = e−1
θθ eM̄θ ,

ẽθ̃M̄ = −e−1
θθ eθM̄ ,

(5.29)

where we remind the reader that M̄, N̄ run over all directions except θ or its T-dual
direction θ̃.

We now consider a nrD24-brane in static gauge xt = σ0, and xi = σi. Since we
are performing a T-duality along the worldvolume θ-direction, we will end up with a
nrD23-brane (cf. Section 4.2.2) with the T-dual θ̃-direction in the transverse space.

We will use µ̄ = (t, ī) to denote the NN directions after the T-duality, i.e.,
µ = (t, i) = (µ̄, θ). Using (5.27) the action for the nrD24-brane in static gauge is

SnrD24 = −TnrD24

ˆ
d25σ

√√√√− det

(
0 τ+ν + T−1

NR∂νϕτ
+
v

τ−µ + T−1
NR∂µϕτ

−
v Eµν + c̃−1T−1

NRfµν

)
, (5.30)

where we defined

Eµν = eµν + T−1
NR∂µϕevν + T−1

NR∂νϕeµv + T−2
NR∂µϕ∂νϕevv . (5.31)

Since θ is an isometry, we have that

τ±θ = 0 , fµ̄θ = ∂µ̄aθ , ∂θϕ = 0 . (5.32)

We can write the 25× 25 matrix appearing in (5.30) as(
A B

C D

)
, (5.33)

where

A =

(
0 τ+ν̄ + T−1

NR∂ν̄ϕτ
+
v

τ−µ̄ + T−1
NR∂µ̄ϕτ

−
v Eµ̄ν̄ + c̃−1T−1

NRfµ̄ν̄

)
, (5.34a)

B =

(
0

Eµ̄θ + c̃−1T−1
NR∂µ̄aθ

)
, (5.34b)

C =
(
0 Eθν̄ − c̃−1T−1

NR∂ν̄aθ

)
, (5.34c)

D = eθθ . (5.34d)
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In here A is a 24× 24 matrix, B is a 24× 1 matrix and C is a 1× 24 matrix. Using
the determinant identity (3.52) we have

det

(
0 τ+ν + T−1

NR∂νϕτ
+
v

τ−µ + T−1
NR∂µϕτ

−
v Eµν + c̃−1T−1

NRfµν

)
=

eθθ det

(
0 τ+ν̄ + T−1

NR∂ν̄ϕτ
+
v

τ−µ̄ + T−1
NR∂µ̄ϕτ

−
v Ẽµ̄ν̄ + c̃−1T−1

NRfµ̄ν̄

)
, (5.35)

where

Ẽµ̄ν̄ = Eµ̄ν̄ − e−1
θθ

(
Eµ̄θ + c̃−1T−1

NR∂µ̄aθ
) (

Eθν̄ − c̃−1T−1
NR∂ν̄aθ

)
= ẽµ̄ν̄ + T−1

NR∂µ̄ϕ
I ẽIν̄ + T−1

NR∂ν̄ϕ
I ẽµ̄I + T−2

NR∂µ̄ϕ
I∂ν̄ϕ

J ẽIJ ,

where we used (5.29) and where we defined I = (v, θ̃) with

ϕI = (ϕv, ϕθ̃) := (ϕ, c̃−1aθ) . (5.36)

The above expression for Ẽµ̄ν̄ is precisely the pullback of ẽMN for a nrD23-brane using
static gauge. Furthermore, we have

τ±ν̄ + T−1
NR∂ν̄ϕτ

±
v = τ̃±ν̄ + T−1

NR∂ν̄ϕ
I τ̃±I . (5.37)

Hence, the upper right and lower left elements in (5.35) are precisely the pullback
of τ̃±M in static gauge where we used the Buscher rule τ̃±M = τ±M (see eq. (4.16)) and
where we used that τ±θ = τ±

θ̃
= 0. We thus conclude that

SnrD24 = −TnrD24

ˆ
d25σ

√√√√− det

(
0 τ+ν + T−1

NR∂νϕτ
+
v

τ−µ + T−1
NR∂µϕτ

−
v Eµν + c̃−1T−1

NRfµν

)

= −TnrD23

ˆ
d24σ e

1/2
θθ

√√√√− det

(
0 τ̃+ν̄ + T−1

NR∂ν̄ϕ
I τ̃+I

τ̃−µ̄ + T−1
NR∂µ̄ϕ

I τ̃−I Ẽµ̄ν̄ + c̃−1T−1
NRfµ̄ν̄

)
,

(5.38)

where we defined the nrD23-brane tension via

TnrD23 = 2πR⊥TnrD24 , (5.39)

with 2πR⊥ the length of the compact θ direction, i.e., 2πR⊥ =
´
dθ. Ignoring the

overall factor of e1/2θθ in (5.38), which gets absorbed by the T-duality transformation of
the dilaton which we ignored, the second line in (5.38) is the action for a nrD23-brane
in static gauge.

This concludes the demonstration of T-duality covariance: by applying T-duality,
we find that the action of a nrD24-brane becomes the action of a nrD23-brane,
whose action takes the same general form and which agrees with the result (5.13) we
obtained by expanding the relativistic DBI action in powers of 1/c2.
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6 Discussion

In this article, we have considered the 1/c2 expansion of relativistic open strings and
D-branes up to NLO. This work opens up several worthwhile directions for future
study, which we describe below.

First of all, our expansion of the DBI action assumed that the B-field is critical
at LO. It would be interesting to study what happens for a general LO B-field. Are
there expansions of the DBI action that lead to nonlinear versions of electric and
magnetic large c (Galilean) limits of Maxwell’s theory?

We focused on single branes, which in the case of a nrD24-brane led to a non-
linear theory of GED. It would be interesting to study coincident branes with U(n)

Chan–Paton factors, which would lead to formulations of non-linear Galilean Yang–
Mills theory rather than GED (see, e.g., [78]). This was studied in the context of
NRST in [1], and it would be interesting to revisit this from the perspective of 1/c2

expansions. In addition, we only expanded in the parameter c, not in c̃. It would
be very interesting to investigate links to spin-matrix theory [16, 23, 24] by either
taking a strict limit c̃ → ∞ or considering an expansion in powers of 1/c̃2. This might
provide an interesting avenue to study open strings and D-branes in the context of
spin matrix theory. Relatedly, one could also consider Carrollian, i.e., c̃ → 0, limits
and expansions in c̃, which was done in [16] for the closed string.

Just as for closed strings in [13, 15], we only consider an expansion in even
inverse powers of the speed of light. It would be interesting to see what novel effects
the inclusion of odd powers would bring about. In the particle 1/c2 expansion, odd
powers were considered in [64, 79].

In the present manuscript, we considered transverse T-duality. It would be in-
teresting to further study longitudinal T-duality along the v-direction from the per-
spective of 1/c2 expansions and to compare with the results of [53]. More generally,
placing the non-relativistic open string theories and D-branes obtained by expand-
ing in powers of 1/c2 within the duality web uncovered in [21, 22] would be very
interesting.
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