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Abstract

This article shows that the approach to generalised curvature and torsion pioneered by
Poláček and Siegel [1] is a generalisation of Cartan Geometry – rendering latter natural from
the point of view of O(d, d)-generalised geometry. We present this approach in the gener-
alised metric formalism and show that almost all parts of the additional higher generalised
tensors appearing in this approach correspond to covariant derivatives of the generalised
Riemann tensor. As an application, we use this framework to phrase σ-model dynamics
in an explicitly covariant way – both under generalised diffeomorphisms and local gauge
transformations.
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1 Introduction

Mathematics has often successfully served as guiding principle for physics. Just think about
the advent of general relativity, which revealed an intriguing relation between gravitational
interaction and the pseudo-Riemannian geometry of space and time. However, recently it be-
came more common that a thorough analysis of physical systems may lead to new idea in
mathematics.

The physical system of interest here, non-linear σ-models [2], have a proven track record
as a mediator between standard methods in physics and geometry. One important example
being the relation between the Ricci-flow of the target space and the RG-flow of the non-linear
σ-model [3]. One of the latter captures their dynamics in terms of a flow on their phase space
generated by a function called the Hamiltonian. This only works, because the phase space is
equipped with a symplectic structure encoded in terms of Poisson brackets. While this formal-
ism is the canonical starting point for a quantisation and the analysis of conserved quantities,
it comes with the drawback that the target space geometry is more opaque in comparison to
the Lagrangian approach.

Non-linear σ-models are theories of fields that are embeddings of one manifold, here called
world volume, into another manifold M, called target space, in following. This article is moti-
vated by the question

“How is the geometry of the target space reflected in the phase space and the Hamiltonian of
two-dimensional (bosonic) σ-models?”

Remarkably, from this questions one is lead to a generalisation of Riemannian geometry dubbed
generalised geometry. Besides its rich mathematical structure [4,5], it also has proven very use-
ful in exploring physical phenomenal like integrability [6–9] and dualities [10–13]. However,
despite its success, generalised geometry is not yet completely en par with its ancestor. A
long standing problem is to find a generalised version of the Riemann tensor. There are pro-
posals [14–16] but they are plagued with undetermined components. This shortcoming is still
accepted because the undetermined components drop out from physical observables, at least
in the classical regime. Even more troublesome is that the generalised curvature is not manifest
on the phase space and, consequently, in its dynamics. Viewing these problems in the light of
lessons learned from the study of dualities leads us to the conclusion that there should be an
extension of generalised geometry which naturally describes the phase space structure and at
the same time cures at least some of the aforementioned problems.

The extension in question originates from Cartan1, which on its own is an efficient way of
capturing curvatures. Therefore, we call it generalised Cartan geometry. As this is a new frame-
work, we will first define it by lifting definitions of standard Cartan geometry to generalised ge-
ometry and then show that it is implemented naturally on the phase space of two-dimensional,
non-linear σ-models. Our main starting point is work by Poláček and Siegel [1, 19]. They used
intuition from standard Cartan geometry for a natural derivation of curvature and torsion that
are covariant under the generalised diffeomorphisms of O(d, d) generalised geometry. This
involves an additional extension of the Cartan model space and new auxiliary parts of the con-
nection, and also yields additional generalised tensors apart from generalised Riemann ten-
sor and the generalised torsion. In hindsight, one might understand their approach as index-
version2 of symplectic reduction of Courant algebroids [20, 21] that have been discussed by
mathematicians before. Remarkably, these reductions can be used to explain dualities which
relate different target spaces geometries by establishing a canonical transformation between

1Ideas leading to the current understanding of Cartan geometry go back more than a century to Cartan’s re-
formulation of Riemannian geometry in terms of co-frames [17]. As a first introduction to the subject, we found the
lecture notes [18] very helpful.

2For the physicist authors, this language is more familiar and hence dominates the rest of the article.

2



the corresponding σ-model phase spaces [10, 22, 23]. We argue that all these approaches se-
cretly implement a generalisation of Cartan geometry that is natural from the point of view of
generalised geometry. The corresponding objects are summarised in table 1.

To make a clear connection to already existing results in the literature, we discuss them in
the generalised metric formalism. For metric compatible and generalised torsion-free connec-
tions, it turns out that most projections of the new tensors on the right side of the table’s last
column actually correspond to projections of the generalised Riemann tensor or its covariant
derivative. Similarly to the generalised Riemann tensor, these higher tensors depend both on
the physical and undetermined, unphysical part of the connection. However, there are pro-
jections that constitute a new covariant tensor, in the sense that is not expressible in terms of
generalised Riemann tensor.

This framework allows to phrase string world-sheet dynamics in an explicitly covariant
way – both under generalised diffeomorphisms and local gauge (double Lorentz) transforma-
tions. Thus, we conclude that generalised Cartan geometry provides a new link between the
phase space structure and the geometry of non-linear σ-models. It generalises recent work by
Lacroix [24] for generalised cosets to arbitrary backgrounds and gauge symmetries. As ex-
pected, one notices that the string dynamics depends neither on the new auxiliary parts of the
generalised Cartan connection, nor its part undetermined by generalised metric compatibility.

The article is organised into three major parts. First, we review the most important defi-
nitions of Cartan geometry and show how they can be realised in the phase space of a point
particle. After a short introduction to generalised geometry, we justify our lift of these defi-
nitions to the generalised tangent space. As the main guiding principle, we use here insights
from generalised dualities to extend the construction of Poláček and Siegel. Finally we show
that the newly discovered structures find a very simple realisation on the σ-model phase space
in terms of a current algebra. The fundamental dynamic object is this first part is a frame. How-
ever, generalised geometry was originally formulated in terms of a generalised metric. Thus,
to analyse the now objects we found further, we transition in section 4 to a generalised metric
formulation. In particular, we analysis which of the new quantities we revealed are related to
already known ones and which of them are genuinely new. Coming back to physics, we show
how generalised Cartan geometry permits to formulate the dynamics of strings in a fully dual-
ity covariant way in section 5. While section 6 concludes the paper with an outlook on possible
direction of future exploration.

2 Cartan geometry

Before discussion generalisations of Cartan geometry, we will review its standard form.

2.1 Cartan connection and curvature

Consider a d-dimensional smooth manifold M. Cartan geometry offers a very general setup
to describe connections and their curvatures over M. Roughly speaking, Cartan geometry
models the tangent space at Tx M at each point x of M as the quotient of two Lie algebras g/h.
Each element of this coset describes a translation along the tangent space, while the group H
(associated to h) encodes rotations. As the latter can be different in different points of the Tx M,
H will play the role of a gauge symmetry in the physical set-up. As central and canonical
example in context of this article serves a metric-compatible affine connection with or without
torsion. In this case the group G associated to g is the Euclidean group, H implements rotations
and the coset G/H ∼ Rd described a flat plane. In the same vein, Minkowski space arises from
a quotient of the Poincaré group by Lorentz transformations.
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Cartan Geometry Generalised Cartan Geometry
phase space realisation point particle on M bosonic string on M

gauge symmetry Lie group H, Lie algebra h
underlying bundle principle H-bundle π : P → M

model algebra Lie algebra g ⊃ h quasi-Lie bialgebra d ⊃ h
underlying algebroid bracket g-twisted Lie bracket [ , ]L,g d-twisted Dorfman bracket [ , ]D,d

Cartan connection isomorphism θ : TP → g η-isomorphism θ : (T ⊕ T⋆)P → d

independent components frame ea
m generalised frame EA

M

spin connection ωm
α generalised spin connection ΩM

α

Poláček-Siegel field ραβ

Cartan curvature ΘAB = −[θA, θB ]L,g ∈ g ΘAB = −[θA, θB ]D,d ∈ d
independent components torsion Tm

kl generalised torsion TKLM
Riemann tensor Rkl,m

n generalised Riemann tensor RKL,MN
’ρ-torsion’ AKL,MN

’higher curvature’ FP,KL,MN

Table 1: Corresponding objects of standard and generalised Cartan Geometry over a manifold
M. Let us note that, in view of its generalisation, we work with a trivially extended version
of Cartan curvature on the full TP, without projection to TM. This is introduced in detail in
section 2.

For the purposes of this paper, it is sufficient to consider local properties based on a local
chart U ⊂ M with coordinates xµ. Typical accounts of Cartan geometry have also requirements
about global properties, see [25]. In order to give meaning to generalisation that are performed
in section 3, we first give a working definition of Cartan geometry.

1. The underlying objects are:

• A Lie group H, called gauge group, with Lie algebra h and its associated principal
bundle

π : P → M, locally: P|U = H × U. (2.1)

The prototypical example here will be that H is O(d) or the Lorentz group O(1, d −
1).

• A d-dimensional (coset) model space G
H , formed by a (reductive) quotient of the Lie

group G and H. For the presentation here, only its Lie algebra g, which we will dub
model algebra in the following, is relevant. In the prototypical example where H is the
group of rotations or the Lorentz group, the model algebra g would be the Euclidean
or Poincaré algebra, where g = Rd ⋊ o(d) (or g = Rd ⋊ o(1, d − 1)).

2. A Cartan connection θ is a fibrewise isomorphism of TP and the model algebra g

θ(p) : TpP → g. (2.2)

In order for this to describe an identification Tπ(p)M ≃ g/h, we assume the following
additional properties for θ:

• Left-invariant vector fields of TH are identified with the subalgebra h ⊂ g, via ab-
solute parallelism. Assuming that we denote them by Xξ , where ξ ∈ h, the Cartan
connection has to satisfy

θ(Xξ) = ξ . (2.3)

• Equivariance. The right-action of h ∈ H, which we denote by Rh here and later refer
to as H-gauge transformation, has to match the adjoint action on h through

R∗
hθ = Adh−1 θ . (2.4)
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This condition is result of the fact that the identification Tπ(p)M ≃ g/h is not H-
invariant. We will interpret this as gauge transformations for the components of
θ.

Targeted at its generalisation later and connecting to the conventions in previous litera-
ture [1, 23], let us give we give an explicit expression for θ. Let A = (α, a),B = (β, b), ...
denote indices on TP = TH ⊕ TxU ≃ h ⊕ TxU for a in general non-holonomic basis
(∇α, ∂a = ea

m∂m) of TP, in particular such that Xξ = ξα∇α corresponds to right-invariant
vector fields on H used in the definition above. With these choices a general expression
for θ in accordance with the above definition of θ is:

θA
M(x) =

(
δ

µ
α 0

ωa
µ(x) ea

m(x)

)
. (2.5)

Where K = (κ, k),L = (λ, l) are indices on g = h⊕ g/h.

The non-trivial part of the Cartan connection decomposes into a connection ωa ∈ h and
the frame field ea

m on M. An important consequence of equivariance of θ is that these
non-trivial components need to transform under H-gauge transformations. The explicit
expression are discussed below in (2.26).

In comparison to some other accounts of Cartan geometry, (2.5) could be labeled as an
’extended’ Cartan connection, due to fact that we include the components θα

M.

3. The Cartan curvature Θ for a Cartan connection θ : TP → g is:

Θ = −dθ +
1
2
[θ, θ] ∈ g (2.6)

where θ is understood as g-valued 1-form on P. The non-trivial components
ΘM

ab = (Rµ
ab, Tm

ab) are the standard expressions for torsion and curvature

T = −de + [ω, e] ∈ g/h (2.7)

R = −dω +
1
2
[ω, ω] ∈ h (2.8)

after being pulled back to the physical space M. When g is the Poincaré or Euclidean
algebra, this produces the standard expressions for torsion T and Riemann curvature R of
an affine connection in the frame formulation. In our non-holonomic basis, the remaining
non-vanishing components, Θαβ

γ and Θαb
c, in this slightly extended version of Cartan

geometry correspond to structure constants of h and the action of h on the Tπ(p)M

Derivation from an extended space. Our definitions here have been motivated to match the
later analysis of point particle Poisson algebra in the next section. There, a non-holonomic basis
of TH and covariant transformation rules for tensors appear naturally and have the advantage
that all relevant quantities are independent of the fibre’s coordinates. However, one can also
take an alternative route relying on the standard coordinate basis for TH. In this case, we
consider the group elements h ∈ H whose adjoint action on g is denoted by

Adh−1 tL = h−1tLh := M̃g(tL) = (M̃g)L
KtK . (2.9)

M̃g’s definition is chosen on purpose such that

Rh′ M̃g = Adh′−1 M̃g (2.10)
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holds which mimics the equivariance condition (2.4). Moreover, we will need the right-invariant
Maurer-Cartan form ṽ = dhh−1, i.e. R⋆

h′ ṽ = ṽ. Finally, we assume that the vector fields Xξ in-
troduced above act as

ιXξ
ṽ = Adhξ . (2.11)

This relation implies that Xξ are the dual vector fields of the left-invariant Maurer-Cartan form

ẽ = h−1dh with ṽ = Adh ẽ , and ιXξ
ẽ = ξ . (2.12)

Using Cartan’s magic formula, one gets ι[Xξ1 ,Xξ2 ]
ẽ = ιXξ1

ιXξ2
dẽ = ιX[ξ1,ξ2 ]

ẽ and therefore verify
their defining property [Xξ1 , Xξ2 ] = X[ξ1,ξ2]. As ṽ is only valued in h, we embed it by

Ṽg = ṽ ⊕ 1g/h (2.13)

as the action on the full Lie algebra g. Equipped with M̃g and Ṽg, we eventually define the
Cartan connection as

θ̂ = M̃gθṼg (2.14)

where θ has exactly the same form as indicated in (2.5). Again, we require that it may only
depend on the coordinates of the base manifold and conclude that it will not change under any
fibre transformations like Rhθ = θ. Combining this property with the ones established above,
we obtain

R∗
h θ̂ = Rh M̃gRhθR∗

hṼg = Adh−1 M̃gθṼg = Adh−1 θ̂ (2.15)

and thereby prove equivariance (2.4). In the same vein, we establish (2.3), namely

ιXξ
θ̂ = Adh−1 θAdhξ = ξ , (2.16)

At this point, we seen that all properties of the Cartan connections arise naturally from the
twists performed by M̃g and Ṽg. Both only depend on the subalgebra h and the choice of
complement g/h inside g.

2.2 Realisation of Cartan geometry on the point particle phase space

The structure of Cartan geometry is naturally realised on the phase space of a point particle.
Let pm and xm be the canonical momentum and coordinate field of a particle moving in M, with
the conventions {pm, xn} = −δn

m. A H-symmetry is realised by phase space functions sµ

{sµ, sν} = f λ
µνsλ, (2.17)

{sµ, pm} = fµm
n pn, (2.18)

{pm, pn} = 0. (2.19)

f λ
µν are structure constants of the Lie algebra h, while fµm

n describes the action of H on the
momenta. Consequentially, we impose that the momenta transform as representation of H.
These structure constants are subjects the Jacobi identities

f λ
[µν f κ

ρ]λ = 0 , and 2 f[µm
n fν]n

p = f λ
µν fλm

p . (2.20)

The combination JM = (sµ, pm) generates the model space algebra g = h⋉ Rn like the Eu-
clidean or Poincaré algebra. This can be generalised straightforwardly to model space algebras
g with general structure constants fMKL, as long as there is a subalgebra h and an action (2.18)
satisfying (2.20). Let us note that, on the phase space the Jacobi identity for sµ, pm and xm, (2.18)
implies also an action of the gauge symmetry on the coordinates xm by

{sµ, xl} = − fµk
lxk . (2.21)

6



Inspired by the discussion in the last subsection, we consider phase space functions JA(x) =
(jα(x), ja(x)) as basis for TxP. This and the model space algebra generators JM are by the Cartan
connection as JA = θA

M JM, or equivalently

jα = sα, ja = ea
m pm + ωa

µsµ. (2.22)

In terms of this Poisson algebra, the form the Cartan connection θ in (2.5) is most general that
leaves (2.17) and (2.18) form-invariant,

{jα, jβ} = f γ
αβsγ (2.23)

{jα, jb} = fαb
c jc . (2.24)

But in contrast to (2.19) now the right-hand side of

{ja, jb} = ΘC
ab JC = Tc

ab jc + Rγ
ab jγ (2.25)

does not vanishing any more. Instead it captures the components Θab of the Cartan curvature
(2.6). For this calculation, one needs to specify the action of the generators sα on tensors – both
of TM and h

{sα, Tγ...
b... } = −∇αTγ...

b... ≡ fαb
cTγ...

c.... − fαβ
γTβ...

b... . (2.26)

Here, we identify it with the infinitesimal right-action of H, Rh, as required by equivariance
(2.4) above. This gives a natural notion of an infinitesimal covariant transformation and moti-
vates us to denote it by ∇α. At the same time, we remember that in our conventions −pm acts
like the partial derivative ∂m on functions that depend on the coordinates xn. After contract-
ing it with the vielbein ea

m, the flat derivative ∂a = ea
m∂m arises. Plugging it into the second

equation of (2.22) and taking into account (2.26), we find the action

{ja, Tγ...
b... } = −∇aTγ...

b... = −(∂a + ωα
a∇α)T

γ...
b... (2.27)

of ja on tensors. In general, transitions of indices µ → α and m → a are governed by the Kro-
necker symbol δα

µ and the vielbein ea
m, unless stated otherwise, for example fαb

c = δ
µ
α eb

kel
c fµk

l .
The Jacobi identity requires that ∇aTγ...

b... transforms like a tensor. Hence, ∇a is indeed a covari-
ant derivative where ω has to transform as a connection.

Point Particle Dynamics. So far, it is not obvious why the form (2.22) is sensible in the study
of point particle dynamics. To appreciate its value, consider the standard Hamiltonian of a
point particle moving in a Riemannian manifold M with metric g:

H =
1
2

gmn(x)pm pn. (2.28)

The symmetry generators sµ are promoted to first-class constraints:

sµ ≈ 0, {sα, sβ} ≈ 0, ṡα = {sα,H} ≈ f bc
α jb jc = 0, (2.29)

where the constant ηab is used to raise and lower indices (a, b, c, ...). Substituting to the ’Cartan
basis’ with (2.22) and assuming that the frame is chosen such that ηab = ea

meb
ngmn, we obtain a

Hamiltonian
H =

1
2

ηab
(

ja − ωα
a sα

) (
jb − ω

β
b sβ

)
≈ 1

2
ηab ja jb . (2.30)

Next, we choose the subgroup H such that its action leaves ηab invariant (∇αηbc = 0). Taking
furthermore into account ∂mηab = 0, we see that the covariant derivative introduced in (2.27) is
metric compatible. A natural observable is the velocity of the particle

va = em
a ẋm ≈ ηab jb . (2.31)
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Its equations of motion,
v̇a + ωb,c

avbvc = 0 , (2.32)

produces the geodesic equation in the frame formulation with ωb,c
a = fβc

aω
β
b acting as spin

connection.For a general gauge group H, this will produce the auto-parallel equation

va∇avb = 0 (2.33)

as the equation of motion with the covariant derive (2.27) expressed in terms of a h-valued
1-form connection ω

β
a .

Jacobi and Bianchi identities. The Jacobi identities of the phase space Poisson algebra (2.25)
imply the (differential) Bianchi identities for curvature and torsion and the fact, that all com-
ponents of the Cartan connection Θ transform covariantly under H-transformations (2.26):

• {j[α, {jβ, jγ]}} = 0, {j[α, {jβ, jc]}} = 0:

f γ
αβ, fαb

c are H-tensors, ∇α f δ
βγ = 0 and ∇α fβc

d = 0, due to (2.20).

• {ja, {jb, sγ}} + cyclic permutations = 0: The torsion Tc
ab and curvature Rγ

ab are H-
tensors.

• {ja, {jb, jc}}+ cyclic permutations = 0:

This yields the standard differential Bianchi identities for torsion Tc
ab and curvature Rγ

ab:

0 =
(
−∇[aRδ

bc] + Td
[abRδ

c]d

)
jδ =

(
−∇[aTd

bc] + Te
[abTd

c]e − R[ab,c]
d
)

jd (2.34)

where Rab,c
d = Rγ

ab fγc
d.

Lie bracket definition of Cartan curvature. In the Cartan geometry setting with a principal
H-bundle P and the model algebra g, one can define a new Lie bracket for g-valued fields over
P:

[V, W]ML,g = VN DN WM − WN DN VM − fMKLVKWL, (2.35)

with fMKL denoting structure constants for g and DM = (∇µ, ∂m), where [DK, DL] = fMKLDM.
This is the underlying structure of the point particle phase space where such objects are realised
as V(x) = VM(x)JM and W(x) = WM(x)JM with the Poisson bracket

{V, W} = −[V, W]ML,g JM . (2.36)

For abelian g/h with fMkl = 0, as is the case for the Poincaré or Euclidean algebra, this natu-
rally defines a Lie algebroid structure, whose anchor is the push-forward of the bundle projection
π.

In terms of this bracket, the Cartan curvature Θ (2.6) arises as the bracket

ΘAB = −[θA, θB ]L,g ∈ g (2.37)

of the Cartan connection θ from (2.2) with itself. This is not only very convenient to describe the
point particle phase space and its dynamics, it also nicely generalises to generalised geometry
as we discuss in section 3.

As a short summary: The coefficients in phase space Poisson algebra (2.25) are the non-
vanishing components of the (extended) Cartan curvature ΘM

AB (2.6) and have a distinct ge-
ometrical meaning:
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• Θγ
αβ → structure constants of symmetry algebra h ,

• Θc
αb → action of symmetry h on phase space variables

• ΘM
ab → curvature and torsion on M, as explained above.

The generalisation in section 3 will produce more non-vanishing components of the generalised
Cartan curvature. In section 4.2, we will provide a complete interpretation of the additional
components.

3 Generalised Cartan geometry and the 2d σ-model current algebra

Although not interpreted as such, what is called generalised Cartan geometry in this article has
been introduced in principle in [1]. There the authors used intuition from Cartan geometry in
order to construct generalisations of torsion and curvature adapted to generalised geometry.
This idea was explored further [23, 26] in terms of double [27–30] and exceptional field theory.
Most of the concrete expressions in this section have been derived in these previous articles
already. This section aims to show that these results fit into a natural generalisation of Cartan
geometry that is presented in section 3.2. Moreover, we discuss its realisation in terms of the
string current algebra, generalising the original presentation in [1] from the double Poincaré
algebra to arbitrary model algebras. Lastly, the passing to the extended algebra of Poláček-
Siegel can be thought of strictification of the original Lin f ty structure.

3.1 Generalised Geometry

In order to be self-contained, let us give the most important definitions of generalised geom-
etry and double field theory. Given a d-dimensional manifold M, generalised geometry is the
geometry of a generalised tangent bundle (T ⊕ T⋆)M with generalised vectors VM = (vm, vm).
Indices K, L, M, ... on (T ⊕ T⋆)M can be raised and lowered with the invariant O(d, d)-metric

ηMN =

(
0 δn

m
δm

n 0

)
(3.1)

that describes the natural pairing on (T ⊕ T⋆)M. A generalisation of the Lie derivative on T is
the generalised Lie derivative or Dorfman bracket

LVWM = VN∂NWM − WN∂NVM + WN∂MVN ≡ [V, W]D. (3.2)

Here, ∂M could be understood as an O(d, d)-covariant notation of the ordinary derivative, ∂M =
(∂m, 0), or, in the sense of double field theory, as the derivative of an extended 2d-dimensional
geometry with extended coordinates XM being subject to the section condition

ηMN∂M · ∂N · = 0, (3.3)

eliminating d of those coordinates.

3.2 Generalised Cartan geometry

The basic definition and its underlying objects of section 2 generalise naturally to generalised
geometry. The key to this generalisation is that a generalised Cartan connection links the gen-
eralised tangent bundle (T ⊕ T⋆)P with 2d′-dimensional η-compatible Lie algebra (instead of a
Lie algebra). The definition of the generalised Cartan curvature is possible due to a Dorfman
bracket on (T ⊕ T⋆)P, which has properties similar to the Lie bracket (2.35) in section 2.2.
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In the following, we will go through the fundamental objects and definitions from the last
section and show how they are modified and extended in the framework of generalised geom-
etry. We begin with

1. The underlying groups:

• A Lie group H, called gauge group, with Lie algebra h and its associated principal
bundle P, π : P → M.
In contrast to ordinary Cartan geometry, here the prototypical example will be the
double Lorentz group3 O(d)×O(d). This is the a generalisation of the Lorentz group
that has a natural action on the generalised tangent bundle (T ⊕ T⋆)M. It is the
reduced structure group after fixing a generalised metric which is stabilised by the
action of this group.

• The model algebra is a 2d′-dimensional quasi-Lie bialgebra d, where d′ = d + dim(h)
with a isotropic subalgebra h. A quasi-Lie bialgebra is a Lie algebra with a non-
generate, ad-invariant symmetric pairing η, such that as vector space it decomposes into
a d′-dimensional vector space and its dual. η captures the natural pairing between
these two dual vectors spaces and therefore corresponds to the invariant O(d′, d′)-
metric we already encounter in (3.1).
Moreover, for the generalised Cartan geometry setting, d has to contain h as a (non-
maximal) isotropic subalgebra with

[h, h] ⊂ h, and η(h, h) = 0. (3.4)

As a consequence, one can decompose d as a direct sum of vector spaces, but not of
Lie algebras, as

d = h⊕ d̃⊕ h⋆ (3.5)

for some 2d-dimensional vector space d̃. In indices, this corresponds to

ηMN =

 0 0 δν
µ

0 ηMN 0
δ

µ
ν 0 0

 (3.6)

where K,L,M, ... are indices on d, that decompose as TK = (tκ, tK, tκ), and κ, λ, µ, ...
are indices on h. We write the generators and structure constants of d

[TK, TL] = fMKLTM. (3.7)

In this article, we consider two cases for model algebras d:

– Let H be a Lie group with an action on (T ⊕ T⋆)M, the prototypical example
being the double Lorentz group O(d)×O(d). This corresponds to a Lie algebra
h⋉Rd,d. This is, by construction, not a quasi-Lie bialgebra by itself – the bilinear
form is degenerate. But it has a canonical extension to a quasi-Lie bialgebra d.
This construction is presented in section 3.3, generalising [1]. For h being the
double Lorentz algebra, we call this the double Poincaré algebra.

– Background geometries that are interesting for generalised dualities are the mo-
tivation behind [23] and correspond to dressing cosets H/D\F with some un-
derlying double Lie group D. Then the underlying model algebra d is given as
the Lie algebra to D. Its necessary assumptions here are, in general, smaller

3For brevity of notation, we will write the double Lorentz group typically as O(d)×O(d), but any other signature
works as well.
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2. A generalised Cartan connection θ is an isomorphism

θ(p) : (T ⊕ T⋆)pP → d (3.8)

that identifies the canonical pairing on (T ⊕ T⋆)P with the one of d, implying θ ∈O(d′, d′).
This definition is the central difference to ordinary Cartan geometry. Compared to stan-
dard Cartan geometry case, it only defines

(T ⊕ T⋆)π(p) ≃ d̃ = d/(h+ h⋆) , (3.9)

necessitating a choice of dual algebra h⋆ that has no obvious geometric meaning but
rather is a redundancy of our description. Hence, in generalised Cartan geometry, the
generalised Cartan connection contains an ambiguity depending on the choice of h⋆ ⊂ d,
that will correspond to a new gauge field as component of θ. Note that h⋆ is a choice of
dual vector space to h but there are no restrictions on its algebraic structure.

The further standard assumptions on θ on Cartan geometry are the same as in section 2,
mimicking (2.3) and (2.4):

• Left-invariant vector fields of TH are identified with the subalgebra h ⊂ d, via the
absolute parallelism. We denote them by Xξ , with ξ ∈ h, and the Cartan connection
has to satisfy

θ(Xξ) = ξ . (3.10)

• Equivariance. The right-action Rh of h ∈ H has to match the adjoint action of h−1,
through

R⋆
hθ = Adh−1 θ . (3.11)

Again, we will interpret this as gauge transformations for the components of θ (3.43).

When we take into account that θ has to be an O(d′, d′)-transformation and is further
constraint by (3.10), we are left with the most general expression

θA
M(X) =

 δ
µ
α 0 0

Ωµ
A(X) EA

M(X) 0
ραµ(X)− 1

2 ΩBα(X)Ωµ
B(X) −Ωα

A(X)EA
M(X) δα

µ

 . (3.12)

for generalised Cartan connection where A = (α, A, α),B, ... denote indices on

(T ⊕ T⋆)pP ≃ (h⊕ h⋆)⊕ (T ⊕ T⋆)π(p)M. (3.13)

The non-trivial part of the Cartan connection decomposes into a connection ΩM ∈ h on
M, the generalised frame field EA

M and the field ρ ∈ h ∧ h. Latter is novel compared
to standard Cartan geometry (2.5) and the common analysis in generalised geometry or
double field theory. It is interpreted as the gauge field that is associated to the freedom
of choosing a dual vector space h⋆ ⊂ d to h. Due to its first appearance in [1], we call it
Poláček-Siegel field in the following. In case that H is the double Lorentz group, Ω can be
interpreted as generalised affine connection, as will be demonstrated in section 4.1.

3. For d-valued fields V, W over M a d-twisted Dorfman bracket is defined in analogy to (2.35)
as

[V, W]MD,d = VNDN WM − WNDN VM + WNDMVN − fMKLVKWL (3.14)

11



where DM = (∇µ, DM, ∂̃µ) = (∇µ, DM, 0)4 and ∂M is subject to the section condition (3.3).
Again, DK are not flat derivatives but correspond to a non-holonomic basis on (T ⊕ T⋆)P.
In particular,

[DK,DL] = fMKLDM . (3.15)

Similar to the ordinary Cartan geometry, for the case where d is a generalisation of the
Poincaré algebra, one can assume that the corresponding derivatives commute

[DM, DN ] = fαMN ∂̃α = 0, (3.16)

such that they can be identify with the flat derivatives ∂M related to the extended coor-
dinates XM on M. This also means that, for the model algebras of what we call being
’generalised Poincaré type’, d-valued fields over M together with [ , ]D,d define a (non-
exact) Courant algebroid over M.

4. The generalised Cartan curvature Θ for the generalised Cartan connection θ is

ΘAB = −[θA, θB ]D,d ∈ d. (3.17)

The interpretation of components of Θ as torsions – components whose fixing leads to
algebraic constraints to components of the connection θ – or as curvatures – containing
genuine geometric information will be discussed in section 4.2.

Generalised Cartan Geometry from Extended Double Field Theory. In the spirit of double
field theory one can consider an extended space M associated to (T ⊕ T⋆)P. This space is
2d′-dimensional with coordinates YM = (yα, XM, yα) and is called megaspace in [23]. M has a
canonical O(d′, d′)-metric of the form (3.6), an associated generalised Lie derivative

[V, W]
(ext)
D = VN ∂N WM − WN ∂N VM + WN ∂MVN , (3.18)

The drinfeld bracket on (T +T∗)M can be obtained by considering an uplift of the following
natural projections of the generalized bundles

(T + T∗)P → (T + T∗)M (3.19)

the uplift A takes a section of (T + T∗)M and sends the ∂MVN to a generator of ⟨ alongside
with the identity on (T + T∗)M part of (T + T∗)P. Then one can write

[V, W]MD = π[A(V), A(W)]P (3.20)

where the π is a bundle projection (3.19) and [ , ]P is a regular Lie bracket on P.
and the section condition (3.3). This ensures that physical quantities only depend on yα

(fibre coordinates on P) and a section of XM as in ordinary double field theory. In gener-
alised Cartan geometry the possible dependence of physical quantities on the coordinates y
is dropped.

But the two approaches do not contradict each other. They are equivalent. As we discussed
in section 2, an appropriate twist allows to derive the fundamental relations (2.3) and (2.4)
from an extended space. Here, we follow the same route to show that generalised Cartan ge-
ometry can be reproduced from an extended generalised vielbein in extended double field theory.
Following our insights from (2.14), we again parameterise it as

θ̂ = ṼdθM̃d , (3.21)

4In the extended space [23], the section condition on the coordinates y of H is solved by eliminating any depen-
dence on the dual coordinates ỹ. Therefore, ∂̃µ · = 0 holds.
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where the definition of M̃d is the same as in (2.9) just for generators in the extended Lie algebra
d instead of g. As expected, θ is also restricted to the form given in (3.12). The only deviation
from the previous discussion is Ṽd. It has to be an element of O(d′, d′), which is achieved by
modifying (2.13) according to

Ṽd = ṽ ⊕ 1d/d̃ ⊕ ṽ−T (3.22)

while preserving the crucial property

R∗
hṼd = Ṽd . (3.23)

With these adapted definitions, one recovers the analog versions

R∗
h θ̂ = Rh M̃dRhθRhṼd = Adh−1 θ̂ (3.24)

of (2.15) and (2.16). From the perspective of Cartan geometry, M̃d(y) defines the model algebra
d and θ(X) plays the role of the generalised Cartan connection. Furthermore, the twist Md(y)
mediates between [V, W]

(ext)
D in (3.18) and [V, W]D,d in (3.14) through

ΘAB = −[θA, θB ]D,d = −M̃−1(M̃−1)A
C(M̃−1)B

D [θ̂C , θ̂D ]
(ext)
D (3.25)

which provides an alternative way to compute the generalised Cartan curvature (3.17). Hence,
in the language of generalised geometry the generalised Cartan curvature is nothing else than
the generalised flux or generalised torsion on the megaspace for the extended generalised vielbein
(3.21). Note that the ansatz for the latter breaks the O(d′, d′)-covariance to O(d, d)×O(n, n) due
to the separation of coordinates Y = (y, X). For objects (other than this frame (3.21)) we assume
a section: DM = (∇µ, ∂M, 0), where ∂M is subject to the ordinary section condition (3.3).

Construction from the current algebra. Originally, Poláček and Siegel [1] derived a realisa-
tion of the above setting on the phase space Poisson algebra of the bosonic string5 – the classical
string current algebra. The phase space variables of a string moving in a d-dimensional mani-
fold M can be arranged in terms of an O(d, d)-vector PM(σ) = (pm(σ), ∂xm(σ)), where σ is
the spatial world-sheet coordinate and ∂ ≡ ∂σ. As discussed from many angles in the litera-
ture [7–9, 13, 27, 31–38], the current algebra

{PM(σ1), PN(σ2)} = ηMNδ′(σ1 − σ2) (3.26)

realises the generalised Lie derivative as {W, V} = [V, W]D up to boundary terms [13]. This
framework can be extended to the heterotic string [39,40], and brane σ-models in supergravity
[41, 42].

As in the point particle case, a (gauge) symmetry h can be introduced by phase space func-
tions under the constraint sµ ≈ 0. It is this realisation, inspired by [1], that we will present in
the next subsection.

3.3 Current algebra realisation of the model algebra d

We will differentiate between two cases for the model algebra d. This is necessary because
given a Lie algebra h and its action on the generalised tangent bundle does not yet define a
quasi-Lie bialgebra d that could serve as a model algebra.

• In case of h being the double Lorentz algebra, a construction to obtain a quasi-Lie bial-
gebra – in particular with a non-generate bilinearform – was given in [1]. We discuss
generalisations of this approach, which we refer to as ’generalised Poincaré’-type, below.

5or any bosonic 2d non-linear σ-model for that matter
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• Alternatively, a generic quasi-Lie bialgebra d with an isotropic subalgebra h, could be
given as input. This for example happens for target spaces of the form H\D/G. They
are called generalised cosets [43] and have proven central for generalised T-dualities and
the related consistent truncations [23]. Here d is known from the beginning and does not
need to be constructed. Model algebras of the generalised Poincaré-type are a special
case.

We will present a realisation as current algebra for the second, general case after reviewing the
structure of generalised Poincaré-type model algebra.

Model algebra of the ’generalised Poincaré’-type. On the string phase space, the gauge sym-
metry h is introduced as (local) action of generating currents sµ(σ) on the generalised tangent
bundle together with (3.26).

{sµ(σ1), sν(σ2)} = fµν
λsλ(σ1)δ(σ1 − σ2), (3.27)

{sλ(σ1), PM(σ2)} = fλM
N PN(σ1)δ(σ1 − σ2), (3.28)

where fµµ
λ are structure constants of h and fλM

N describes the action of h on the generalised
tangent bundle. They satisfy the identities

f λ
[µν f κ

ρ]λ = 0, 2 f[µM
N fν]N

P = f λ
µν fλM

P. (3.29)

Such an algebra was introduced in [1] for h being the double Lorentz algebra. The construction
is totally general as long as the form of the action on the generalised tangent bundle is of the
form (3.28). This current algebra has two problems:

• Its zero mode subalgebra, which will correspond to the model algebra d, is not a quasi-
Lie bialgebra. As zero modes we understand: sµ =

∫
dσ sµ(σ) and correspondingly for

PM(σ).

• Moreover, the Jacobi identity of the Poisson brackets is violated as one can see for example
from

{sµ(σ1), {PK(σ2), PL(σ3)}} − {{sµ(σ1), PK(σ2)}, PL(σ3)} − {PK(σ2), {sµ(σ1), PL(σ3)}}
= fµMN

(
δ(σ1 − σ3)δ

′(σ2 − σ3)− δ(σ1 − σ2)δ
′(σ1 − σ3)

)
̸= 0.

A simultaneous solution for both problems [1] is to introduce dual gauge symmetry generators
Σµ to complement the generators sµ. They come with the Poisson brackets

{PM(σ1), PN(σ2)} = ηMNδ′(σ1 − σ2) + fµMNΣµ(σ1)δ(σ1 − σ2)

{sµ(σ1), Σν(σ2)} = δν
µδ′(σ1 − σ2) + fκµ

νΣκ(σ1)δ(σ1 − σ2)

{Σµ(σ1), Σν(σ2)} = 0,
{PM(σ1), Σα(σ2)} = 0 (3.30)

in addition to (3.27) and (3.28). Starting from them, one can verify that the zero mode algebra
generated by sµ, PM, Σµ

{sµ, sν} = fµν
κsκ, {sµ, PM} = fµM

N PN ,
{PM, PN} = fµMNΣµ, {sµ, Σν} = fκµ

νΣκ ,
{Σµ, Σν} = 0, {PM, Σα} = 0 (3.31)

together with pairing (3.6) is indeed now a quasi-Lie bialgebra. Also the Jacobi identity of the
current algebra (3.30) is now satisfied.

We name model algebras of this type as being of generalised Poincaré type – as explained
above, as an algebra describing a (quasi-) flat model space (through (3.16)), with an action of
the gauge group H on this space.
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Extension of generalised Poincaré by fλ
µν or f λµν. It might seem that one could easily gen-

eralise the algebra h⋆ generated by the Σα to be non-abelian or closing into h. But it turns out
that the form (3.30) is quite unique when the action of h is non-trivial. There can be none of the
underlined terms in the current algebra

{sµ(σ1), Σκ(σ2)} = δν
µδ′(σ1 − σ2) +

(
fλµ

κΣλ(σ1) + fµ
κλsλ(σ1)

)
δ(σ1 − σ2)

{Σµ(σ1), Σν(σ2)} = fλ
µνΣλ(σ1)δ(σ1 − σ2) + f λµνsλ(σ1)δ(σ1 − σ2)

due f µ
MN = 0 which guarantees a flat model space. In principle, both might be allowed in the

cases where
fλ

µν fνM
N = 0, f λµν fνM

N = 0. (3.32)

This would mean on the fixed points of the action of h they could be chosen to be non-vanishing.
Such constants will be set to be vanishing in the following. Conceptually, this is might also be
preferable, as then the whole current algebra of the (Sµ, PM, Σµ) is defined only be the action of
F (resp. the generators Sµ) and no additional input is given.

General model algebra. Given a 2d′-dimensional quasi-Lie bialgebra d with n-dimensional
isotropic subalgebra h and structure constants fKMN , there is a natural current algebra re-
alisation generalising the previous ’generalised Poincaré’-type model algebras. Let JM =
(sµ, PM, Σµ), then

{JM(σ1), JN (σ2)} = ηMN δ′(σ1 − σ2) + fKMN JK. (3.33)

This gives the current algebra equivalent of the the d-twisted Dorfman bracket (3.14)

{V, W} = −[V, W]D,d (3.34)

with V =
∫

dσ VM JM.
Let us give one prototypical example besides the ’generalised Poincaré’-type which is char-

acterised by the only non-vanishing components of fKMN being f λ
µν and fλM

N . Consider a
reductive coset space G/H for a D-dimensional Lie group G with Lie algebra g, then there is
always the so-called semi-abelian Lie bialgebra:

d = g⋉ (u(1))D,

which is characterised by the non-vanishing structure constants f λ
µν, f m

kl , f µ
kl , fλm

n. This
structure appears in the study of non-abelian T-duality [35]. It is also known that this is gener-
ally not the only Lie bialgebra, or weaker: Manin pair, one can build from g [44].

Action on functions and tensors. In order to proceed, the action of (sµ, PM, Σµ) on functions
of the coordinates should be specified. By construction

{PM(σ1), f (X(σ2))} = −∂M f (X(σ1))δ(σ1 − σ2) (3.35)

holds. Imposing the Jacobi identity between (generalised) coordinates XM and the other cur-
rent algebra generators we find

{sκ(σ1), XM(σ2)} = − fκL
MXL (3.36)

from Jac(s, P, X) and
{Σκ(σ1), XM(σ2)} = 0 (3.37)
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from Jac(s, Σ, X). We can now follow the same steps as for the point particle in section 2.2. We
introduce

{sκ, · } = −∇κ · (3.38)

under with tensors transform as in (2.26) but with adapted indices, giving rise to

{sα, Tγ...
β... D...} = −∇αTγ...

β... D... ≡ − fαβ
δTγ...

δ... D... + fαδ
γTδ...

β... D... + fαD
ETγ...

β... E... . (3.39)

Remarkably, lifting the restriction on the model algebra d being of generalised Poincaré-type
permits a richer structure of covariant transformations. When requiring equivariance (3.11), it
turns out that the covariant derivatives of objects in the generalised Cartan connection have to
be modified by translation terms – schematically: ∇T = f T + translation terms – in the case a
generic model algebra d, i.e. not of generalised Poincaré type. will be related to components
of the structure constants. We will discuss the explicit form of the covariant transformations in
the next subsection.

3.4 The generalised Cartan curvature from the current algebra

In analogy with the point particle, the generalised Cartan connection defines the most general
change of variables on the string phase space, JA = (Jα, JA, Jα) = θA

M JM, that keeps the form
of (3.27) and (3.28) form-invariant.

{JA(σ1), JB(σ2)} = ηABδ′(σ1 − σ2) + ΘC
AB(σ1)JCδ(σ1 − σ2) (3.40)

The only difference to the calculation via the definition (3.17) is that it is natural to obtain the
components of Θ as ΘC

AB = θM
C(X)ΘM

AB in the current algebra. As the generalised Cartan
connection defines an isomorphism, both results are equivalent.

Again we differentiate between d being of ’generalised Poincaré’-type, or a generic quasi-
Lie bialgebra with isotropic subalgebra h. Former reproduces the standard generalised curva-
ture and torsion of generalised geometry and double field theory, as will be shown in section
4.1.

’Generalised Poincaré’-type. All components of the generalised Cartan curvature can be de-
rived from the current algebra. They take the following explicit form:

Θαβ
γ = fαβ

γ

ΘαB
C = fαB

C −∇αEB
MEM

C

Θγ
αβ = 0 = ΘαB

γ (3.41)

with fαB
C = fαM

NEM
BEN

C and similarly for other objects. Moreover, we defined FABC =
3E[A

M∂BEC]M, ΩA,B
C = Ωα

AΘαB
C and ρ̃αβ = ραβ − 1

2 Ωα
AΩβA. In addition, the coset constraints

∇αEB
M ≡ −ΘαB

CEC
M + fαL

MEB
L, (3.42)

∇αΩγ
B ≡ −ΘαB

CΩγ
C + fαβ

γΩβ
B, (3.43)

∇αρβγ ≡ −2 f [βαδργ]δ,

are imposed, such that ρ, Ω and E transform under H-gauge transformations according to
equivariance (3.11) of the generalised Cartan connection. This fixes fαB

γ = 0, fα
βγ = 0 and

completes all data necessary the model algebra d.
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The remaining components are denoted by the bold quantities

ΘABC = −3E[C
M∂AEB]M + 3Θγ[ABΩγ

C] ≡ −FABC + 3Ω[A,BC] (3.44)

ΘAB
γ = −2∂[AΩγ

B] − fαβ
γΩα

AΩβ
B − ρ̃αγΘαAB + FC

ABΩγ
C

ΘA
βγ = −∂Aρβγ − 2ΩB[β∂BΩγ]

A + ΩB[β∂AΩγ]
B − FA

BCΩβ
BΩγ

C + 2Ωδ
A fδϵ

[βρ̃γ]ϵ

Θαβγ = 3ΩA[α∂Aρβγ] − 3ΩA[αΩBβ∂AΩ
γ]

B + FABCΩα
AΩβ

BΩγ
C + 3ρ̃[αδρ̃βϵ f γ]

δϵ .

They should be understood as curvatures or torsions, whereas the non-bold quantities corre-
spond to the action of the symmetry. As in the ordinary Cartan connection case, ΘαB

C is de-
fined as a component of the Cartan curvature but has no interpretation as curvature or torsion.
Rather it defines the action of H on the generalised tangent bundle in some generalised frame
EA

M. Nevertheless, it only depends on the model space algebra and the choice of a generalised
frame EA

M, not on the genuine connection part (Ω or ρ). Comparing our results with [23],
one has to keep in mind that generalised Cartan geometry uses a non-holonomic basis for the
generalised tangent space. As shown by (3.36), coordinates transform under H-gauge transfor-
mations and result in an action of the second index of the frame EB

L in (3.42). In the holonomic
basis used in [23] this does not happen. Here H transformation only act on flat indices and
do not mix with the generalised diffeomorphisms of the curved indices. Both conventions are
connected by fixing ∇αEM

A = 0, or equivalently ΘαB
C ≡ fαB

C. Doing so, we reproduce the
formulae from [23] and the expected symmetry properties. Also, the relations (3.29) hold for
Θαβ

γ and ΘαB
C as well.

Introducing non-vanishing components Θα
βγ and ΘαB

γ. In the above derivation, these com-
ponents vanish. From the world-sheet phase space point of view it seems logical to allow them,
as they would correspond to terms proportional to Jα = sα ≈ 0. Indeed, these components can
be introduced in the above derivation by assuming a non-standard, affine transformation be-
haviour of Ω and ρ, namely

∇αΩγ
B = −ΘαB

CΩγ
C + fαβ

γΩβ
B− fαB

γ (3.45)

∇αρβγ = −2 f [βαδργ]δ− fα
βγ. (3.46)

If these formulae are used, we reproduce the results from [23, 45].
Moreover, non-vanishing ΘαB

γ or fαB
γ means that the decomposition of the model algebra

d = h⊕ d̃ is not reductive, which is a typical assumption for Cartan geometry, as it ensured that
the (generalised) Cartan connections identifies d/(h+ h⋆) ≃ (T ⊕ T⋆)π(p)M.

Generalised Cartan Curvature for generic model algebras d. For the most general case of a
Lie algebra d as model algebra with isotropic subalgebra h, all structure constants fMKL might
be non-vanishing, apart from:

fαβγ = 0 = fαβ
C. (3.47)

The form of the generalised Cartan connection (3.12) ensures that the same,

Θαβγ = 0 = Θαβ
C, (3.48)

holds also for the components of the Cartan curvature. Similar to the previous observation, we
concern ourselves first with the components Θα...

.... Structure constants f will always the ones
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of the model Lie algebra

Θαβ
γ = fαβ

γ, ΘαB
C = fαB

C − EM
C∇αEB

M

ΘαB
γ = fαB

γ −∇αΩγ
B − ΘαB

CΩγ
C + fαβ

γΩβ
B (3.49)

Θγ
αβ = fγ

αβ −∇γραβ − 2 f [αγδρβ]δ − 2Ω[α
A Θγ

β]A (3.50)

Again, the components Θα
βγ and ΘαB

γ could be absorbed into a non-trivial gauge transforma-
tion of Ω or ρ. If they transform as indicated in (3.43), these components are given by

ΘαB
γ = fαB

γ, Θγ
αβ = fγ

αβ − 2Ω[α
A fγ

β]A (3.51)

after taking into account the model algebra structure constants and connection. For the genuine
curvature and torsion components we furthermore find

ΘABC = fABC − 3E[C
M∂AEB]M + 3Θγ[ABΩγ

C]

ΘAB
γ = −2∂[AΩγ

B] − fαβ
γΩα

AΩβ
B − ρ̃αγΘαAB

+ fAB
γ + (FC

AB − f C
AB)Ω

γ
C + 2Ωα

[AΘαB]
γ (3.52)

ΘA
βγ = −∂Aρβγ − 2ΩB[β∂BΩγ]

A + ΩB[β∂AΩγ]
B + 2Ωδ

A fδϵ
[βρ̃γ]ϵ

+ ( fA
BC − FA

BC)Ωβ
BΩγ

C + Ωγ
C fγ

αβ + fC
αβ + 2Ω[α

B fC
β]B + 2 fγ

C[αρ̃β]γ (3.53)

Θαβγ = 3ΩA[α∂Aρβγ] − 3ΩA[αΩBβ∂AΩ
γ]

B + 3ρ̃[αδρ̃βϵ f γ]
δϵ + f αβγ

+ (FABC − f ABC)Ωα
AΩβ

BΩγ
C + 3Θδ

[αβ]ρ̃γ]δ − 2Ω[α
B f β]BC − 2Ω[α

A ρ̃βδ fδ
γA (3.54)

As demonstrated in [45], Θαβγ does not consist of independent information – it is completely
fixed by the other components via Jacobi identities of the current algebra.

Dual approach. One can arrive to the definition of generalised curvature (3.41) by more
Cartan-inspired means. We start by writing a flat model Maurer-Cartan equation by dualis-
ing (3.31)

dsγ = fαβ
γsα ∧ sβ

dpN = fαM
Nsα ∧ pM (3.55)

dσγ = fMNγ pM ∧ pN + fα
β

γsα ∧ σβ

same can be done for more general algebras as discussed in the previous section but here we
only study the generalised Poincaré case. When passing to the curved model we let the forms
ωM = {s, p, σ} depend on the curved manifold coordinates according to (3.12). Explicitly we
get

ωM
curved =

 δ
µ
α 0 0

Ωµ
A(X) EA

M(X) 0
ραµ(X)− 1

2 ΩBα(X)Ωµ
B(X) −Ωα

A(X)EA
M(X) δα

µ

 sα

dxA

σα

 (3.56)

The Maurer-Cartan equation for ωcurved now reads

dω
γ
curved − fαβ

γωα
curved ∧ ω

β
curved = Θγ (= 0)

dωN
curved − fαM

Nωα
curved ∧ ωM

curved = ΘN (3.57)

dωcurved γ − fMNγωM
curved ∧ ωN

curved + fα
β

γωα
curved ∧ ωcurved β = Θγ
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where each of the components of the generalised Cartan curvature (Θγ, ΘN , Θγ) corresponds
to (3.44). 6 And the vanishing of Θγ is in agreement with a special gauge of the curved Maurer-
Cartan form.

4 Generalised Cartan Geometry in Generalised Metric Formalism

So far, the Poláček-Siegel construction has only been employed in the generalised frame for-
malism [1, 23, 45]. Here, it will presented explicitly in the metric formalism. This is also done
in order to clarify the geometric interpretation of the new quantities – in particular, the new
higher order tensors. The fact that the standard generalised torsion TABC and generalised Rie-
mann curvature RKL,MN appear as coefficients is remarkable. Consistency – for the current
algebra governed by the Jacobi identities – imply that these and all the other are H-tensors.

4.1 Generalised Cartan Curvature in terms of generalised Christoffel connection

From now on, we will assume that

• H is the double Lorentz group O(d)×O(d) and

• the model algebra d is the generalised Poincaré algebra whose current algebra realisation
is given in (3.30).

This is the setting suitable for connections Ω that are compatible with a generalised metric HMN
on the generalised tangent space. H is then the reduced structure group on the generalised
tangent bundle after fixing the generalised metric. The relevant components of the generalised
Cartan connections are the ones computed in (3.44).

There seem to be several ways to encode a generic Christoffel or affine connection in the
generalised Cartan connection (2.5). A direct definition of a Christoffel connection as ΓM,N

P =
Ωα

MΘαN
P and setting the generalised frame EA

M = δM
A in the (3.12), is possible and will yield

the same results. Instead, we treat Ω as a spin connection and obtain the components of the
generalised Cartan connection (3.44) in terms of a Christoffel connection via the vielbein pos-
tulate on the generalised vielbein,

∇I EA
J = ∂I EA

J + ΩI,A
BEB

J − ΓI,K
JEA

K = 0 (4.1)

form with we get
ΓI,J

K = EJ
A∂I EA

K + ΩI,J
K . (4.2)

A similar algebraic relation can be introduced for the Poláček-Siegel field ρ. We denote the
curved index (Christoffel) version of it as σ with

σI J,KL = ρI J,KL +
1
2

(
EI

A(∂MEAJ)ΓM
KL − EK

A(∂MEAL)ΓM
I J

)
= ρI J,KL −

1
2

(
ΩM,I JΓM

KL − ΩM,KLΓM
I J

)
(4.3)

where ρI J,KL = ραβΘαI JΘβKL. In general, all objects vα are written as vKL = vαΘαKL in the
following. The components of generalised Cartan curvature (3.44) then take the following form

ΘMNP = 3Γ[M,NP]

ΘKL,MN = −rKL,MN +
1
2

ΓQ
KLΓQ,MN − σKL,MN (4.4)

ΘP,KL,MN = −∇PσKL,MN +
1
2

(
rQP,KLΓQ

MN + (∂QΓP,KL)ΓQ
MN − (KL ↔ MN)

)
.

6In the form language each of these Θ components is seen as a two form and (3.44) are the corresponding
components when expanded in all indices explicitly.
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As mentioned above, ΘKL,MN,PQ is not an independent object [45]. Hence, we will not introduce
it here. rKL,MN is the ordinary curvature of Γ given by

rKL,MN = 2
(

∂[KΓL],MN + Γ[K,M
QΓL],QN

)
(4.5)

This is the remarkable result of [1] phrased in the generalised metric formalism:

• ΘMNP is the so-called generalised torsion TMNP of a generalised Christoffel connection:

ΘMNP ≡ TMNP = 3Γ[M,NP] (4.6)

We will simplify certain calculations below, by assuming that a torsion-free connection.

• ΘKL,MN contains the generalised Riemann tensor RKL,MN [16] as its symmetric part:7.

ΘKL,MN = −1
2
(RKL,MN +AKL,MN) (4.7)

RKL,MN = −(ΘKL,MN + ΘMN,KL) = rKL,MN + rMN,KL − ΓQ
KLΓQ,MN (4.8)

Here, we have shown the approach in [1] can be understood as generalised Cartan geometry.
Moreover, these objects, that are well-understood in the generalised geometry literature [14–
16], appear as components of the generalised Cartan connection Θ.

The key task in the remainder of this section is to understand the objects that appear as
components of the generalised Cartan curvature but do not appear in the ordinary treatment
of generalised geometry and double field theory. These are

• the skewsymmetric part of ΘKL,MN

AKL,MN = −ΘKL,MN + ΘMN,KL = 2σKL,MN + rKL,MN − rMN,KL , (4.9)

• and the 5-index tensor ΘP,KL,MN

in addition to the additional part σ of the generalised Cartan connection, that does not have an
equivalent in the standard treatment of generalised Riemannian geometry.

Anomalous behaviour under generalised diffeomorphisms. The first step of investigation
should be whether all objects are generalised tensors. Given our connection ∇MVN = ∂MVN +
ΓM,N

KVK, the anomalous transformation under generalised diffeomorphisms Lξ of the Christof-
fel connection is

∆ξΓM,NK = −2∂M∂[NξK]. (4.10)

With this we can check explicitly that the components of the generalised Cartan curvature (4.4)
are indeed generalised tensors satisfying

∆ξΘKL,MN = 0, ∆ξΘP,KL,MN = 0 (4.11)

part of which is the well-known ∆ξRKL,MN = 0, with

∆ξrKL,MN = (∆ξΓQ
MN)ΓQ,KL (4.12)

and implying that the so far unfixed transformation of σ under generalised diffeomorphisms
has to be fixed as

∆ξσKL,MN = −1
2
(∆ξrKL,MN − ∆ξrMN,KL). (4.13)

7In comparison to [16], we use conventions in which Γ → −Γ and also, in addition, r,R → −r,−R
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Jacobi and Bianchi identities. Certain consistency conditions between the components of Θ
can be derived as Jacobi identities of the current algebra (3.40). More details for parts of this
discussion can be found in [23] for the generalised flux frame from the consistency conditions
of extended double field theory.

• The (Jα, JM, JN)-Jacobi identity implies that ΘKLM, ΘKL,MN and ΘP,KL,MN are H-tensors

• The (JK, JL, JM)-Jacobi identity gives a generalisation of the Bianchi identities for the gen-
eralised Riemann tensor:

R[KL,M]N = generalised torsion terms (4.14)

∇[PΘKL],MN = Θ[P,KL],MN + generalised torsion terms (4.15)

The second identity can be expressed, up to generalised torsion terms, as

1
2
∇[PRKL],MN = −

(
Θ[P,KL],MN +

1
2
∇[PAKL],MN

)
(4.16)

in terms of the generalised Riemann tensor. It is well-known [16] that, in general, there is
no differential Bianchi identity of type 1

2∇[PRKL],MN = 0. Instead, the right-hand-side is
a tensor that measures the violation of the differential Bianchi identity. This combination,
that by construction defines a generalised tensor, will be denoted by

ΞP,KL,MN = Θ[P,KL],MN +
1
2
∇[PAKL],MN . (4.17)

As will be discussed in section 4.2, it is this combination that has clear geometric meaning.
At this stage its relevance can be seen due to two reasons:

– Ξ defines the differential Bianchi identity for the generalised Riemann tensor (4.16)

– Ξ is the unique combination of the novel tensors AKL,MN and ΘP,KL,MN that does
not depend on the Poláček-Siegel field σ. Hence, it is only defined in terms of gen-
eralised Christoffel connection and could contain genuine geometric information,
although at higher (second) order in derivatives of the Christoffel connection.

For a generic connection, there does not seem a relation between Ξ and the other tensors we al-
ready understand. For physical applications concerned with the bosonic part of the supergrav-
ity action, one is however typically interested in generalised metric compatible connections.
For them one can always introduce a torsion-less connection, called a generalised Levi-Civita
connection. In this case, we will be able to show that Ξ is related to the generalised Riemann
tensor and does not define new geometric information. To this end let us, briefly summarise
the essentials of metric-compatible, torsion-free connections in generalised geometry.

Generalised Levi-Civita connection. Generalising the Levi-Civita-connection in ordinary Rie-
mannian geometry, to a generalised Levi-Civita connection is defined to be subject to three
major constraints [16],

1. compatibility with η: ∇MηKL = 0 ⇒ ΓM,NP = −ΓM,PN ,

2. vanishing generalised torsion: TMNK = 3Γ[M,NK] = 0 ,

3. Compatibility with a generalised metric HMN and dilaton density.
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Still, this does not completely determine all components ΓM,N
P in terms of the generalized met-

ric and dilaton. The trace-free part of ΓM̄,N̄P̄ and Γ
¯
M,

¯
N

¯
P is undetermined when introducing the

standard decomposition with respect to the projectors P± = 1
2 (η ±H). Phrasing generalised

Riemannian geometry in terms of generalised Cartan geometry will not resolve this issues of
undetermined components. Instead, the connection decomposes into to a fixed part Γ̂ and an
undetermined part Σ

ΓK,LM = Γ̂K,LM + Σ
¯
K,

¯
L

¯
M + ΣK̄,L̄M̄ (4.18)

subject to
Σ[

¯
K,

¯
L

¯
M] = 0, and Σ ¯

K
¯
L

¯
K = 0 (4.19)

and the same for ΣK̄,L̄M̄. Besides that, two important consequences of metric compatibility are

rKL,
¯
MN̄ ≡ 0, and ΓL,

¯
MN̄ = (P̄∂LP)N̄

¯
M (4.20)

The latter property will be particularly relevant for the contraction ΓL

¯
MN̄∂L f = 0 acting on a

general function f due to the section condition.

4.2 Higher Tensors for the Generalised Levi-Civita Connection

Generalised Cartan geometry, as introduced above, contains three objects that deserve further
clarification:

• The additional part ρ, or σ respectively, of the Cartan connection that has no obvious
geometric interpretation.

• The component AKL,MN = ΘMN,KL − ΘKL,MN of the Cartan curvature.

• The component ΘP,KL,MN of the Cartan curvature.

The A-tensor as torsion for ρ. Our analysis here will depend on H being the double Lorentz
group O(d)×O(d), mainly due to its dimension 2 × d(d−1)

2 . Rewriting ρI J,KL = ραβΘαI JΘβKL in
terms of generalised tangent space indices obfuscates counting of degrees of freedom of ρ. In
fact, it only has

#ρI J,KL = #ραβ =
1
2
(d2 − d)(d2 − d − 1) =

1
2
(d4 − 2d3 + d). (4.21)

degrees of freedom. A similar analysis for σ is not as clear but luckily it will not be needed
apart from the relation (4.3). In particular, if ∇αE = 0, then

ΘαI J = fαI J = fα
¯
I
¯
J + fα Ī J̄ (4.22)

from (3.43). The last identity is the definition of the action of O(d)×O(d) on the generalised
tangent space, as [1] and results in the independent components

ρ Ī J̄,K̄L̄, ρ Ī J̄,
¯
K

¯
L, ρ

¯
I
¯
J,

¯
K

¯
L (4.23)

of ρ, whereas ρ Ī
¯
J,KL = ρKL, Ī

¯
J = 0 coinciding with (4.21). A on the other hand is, a priori, a

generic tensor with its index structure. Hence, its number of independent components is

#AI J,KL =
1
2

(
2d(2d − 1)

2

(
2d(2d − 1)

2
− 1
))

=
1
2
(4d4 − 4d3 − d2 + d) > #ρI J,KL.
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Consequently, one only can fix some components of A to vanish by choosing ρ appropriately,
but not all. More precisely, what can be fixed are the components

A Ī J̄,K̄L̄ = 0, A Ī J̄,
¯
K

¯
L = 0, A Ī J̄,

¯
K

¯
L = 0 (4.24)

after imposiong
σĪ J̄,K̄L̄ = r Ī J̄,K̄L̄ − rK̄L̄, Ī J̄ . (4.25)

In this sense, the field A could be considered as the torsion for σ and thereby ρ. This is the fixing
of ρ, already performed in the generalised frame formalism in [1]. What can be additionally
understood in a new way here is what the remaining components of A are. First, one can
quickly note that

A
¯
I J̄,

¯
KL̄ ≡ 0 (4.26)

due to (4.20). Then

A Ī
¯
J,

¯
K

¯
L = −r Ī

¯
J,

¯
K

¯
K + 2σĪ

¯
J,

¯
K

¯
K = −R Ī

¯
J,

¯
K

¯
K − ΓQ

Ī
¯
JΓQ,

¯
K

¯
L + (EĪ

APL
P∂QEPA)ΓQ

¯
K

¯
L

= R Ī
¯
J,

¯
K

¯
K − ΓQ

Ī
¯
JΓQ,

¯
K

¯
L + (−ΩQ,

¯
K

¯
L + ΓQ,

¯
K

¯
L)ΓQ

¯
K

¯
L = R Ī

¯
J,

¯
K

¯
L (4.27)

using the vielbein postulate (4.1) and the section condition multiple times. Similarly,

A
¯
I J̄,K̄L̄ = R

¯
I J̄,K̄L̄ . (4.28)

Hence, while A
¯
I J̄,K̄

¯
L vanishes automatically, A

¯
I J̄,K̄L̄ and A Ī

¯
J,

¯
K

¯
L cannot be set to zero without

putting a constraint on the generalised Riemann curvature. We conclude that neither σ nor
A contain new geometric information. Most of the latter’s components can be given arbitrary
values by an appropriate choice of σ because A contains the torsion of σ. The remaining com-
ponents corresponding to certain projections of the generalised Riemann tensor.

A and σ for arbitrary gauge groups H. For a generic gauge group this decomposition of Θ
not as insightful. Still a little bit can be done when the action of H on the generalised tangent
space is faithful. In this case, the exists a tensor f̂ αBC with the defining property

f̂ αCD fβCD = δα
β . (4.29)

It allows to decompose at least parts of Θ(4) ∼ Θα
AB as

Θ(4) ∼ Θα,β + ... = Aαβ + Sαβ + ..., with Θα,β = Θα
CDtβCD, (4.30)

showing that parts of it will be h-representation. Moreover, there is always a bivector-like
part Aαβ that can be fixed by a choice of ραβ, or vice versa. Hence, ρ and part the correspond
part of Θ(4) do not contain geometric information. But as shown by the check of covariance
with respect to generalised diffeomorphisms, the inclusion of ρ is necessary to render the full
curvature component ΘI J,KL in (4.4) covariant.

The Ξ-tensor and its relation to the generalised Riemann tensor. The auxiliary part σ drops
out of the combination Ξ = Θ(5) + 1

2∇A, as discussed above, such that we are left with

ΞP,KL,MN =
1
2

(
∇PrMN,KL + ΓQ

MN (rQP,KL + ∂QΓP,KL)
)
− (KL ↔ MN). (4.31)
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When fixing A as above, one can basically identify the discussions about Ξ and Θ(5) because
components of both tensors will only differ by covariant derivatives of the generalised Riemann
tensor.

For a generic connection Ξ seems to be a new covariant object that can be built out of the
connection. For a generalised Levi-Civita connection, on the other hand, in particular with its
properties (4.20), it turns out that almost all components (projections) of Ξ are determined in
terms of the generalised Riemann tensor, namely

ΞP,
¯
KL̄,

¯
MN̄ = 0, (4.32)

ΞP,
¯
K

¯
L,

¯
MN̄ =

1
2
∇PR

¯
K

¯
L,

¯
MN̄ , (4.33)

Ξ
¯
P,K̄L̄,

¯
M

¯
N = −1

2
∇

¯
PRK̄L̄,

¯
M

¯
N (4.34)

ΞP̄,
¯
K

¯
L,

¯
M

¯
N = +

1
2

(
∇[

¯
KR

¯
L]P̄,

¯
M

¯
N −∇[

¯
MR

¯
N]P̄,

¯
K

¯
L

)
, (4.35)

and similar relations for components with the exchange of overbarred and underbarred indices.
These calculations are significantly simplified when employing the differential Bianchi identity
(4.16). As an example for the necessary calculations that involve the intrinsic proporties of a
generalised Levi-Civita connection let us present the derivation of (4.33):

ΞP,
¯
K

¯
L,

¯
MN̄

=
1
2

(
∇Pr

¯
MN̄,

¯
K

¯
L + rQP,

¯
K

¯
LΓQ

¯
MN̄ +

�������
ΓQ

¯
MN̄∂QΓP,

¯
K

¯
L −������∇Pr

¯
K

¯
L,

¯
MN̄ −

�������
rQP,

¯
MN̄ΓQ

¯
K

¯
L − ΓQ

¯
K

¯
L∂QΓP,

¯
MN̄

)
=

1
2

(
∇P(R

¯
K

¯
L,

¯
MN̄ + ΓQ

¯
K

¯
LΓQ,

¯
MN̄) + rQP,

¯
K

¯
LΓQ

¯
MN̄ − ΓQ

¯
K

¯
L∂QΓP,

¯
MN̄

)
=

1
2

(
∇PR

¯
K

¯
L,

¯
MN̄ −

�������
ΓQ

¯
K

¯
LrQP,

¯
MN̄

)
.

Note that the third line can be obtained from the second one by writing r and ∂Γ explicitly in
terms of ∇Γ- and ΓΓ-terms.

In general, one observes that all these components are related to covariant derivatives of the
generalised Riemann tensor. Hence, they do not describe independent geometric information.
The only projections that are not captured by the above list are Ξ

¯
P,

¯
K

¯
L,

¯
M

¯
N and ΞP̄,K̄L̄,M̄N̄ . Indeed,

it turns out that these cannot be written as a covariant derivative of R. The most general ansatz
that would be compatible with the index structure of these components is of the form (4.35),
and thereby proportional to ∇[

¯
KR

¯
L]

¯
P,

¯
M

¯
N −∇[

¯
MR

¯
N]

¯
P,

¯
K

¯
L. One quickly checks from that the ∂∂Γ

terms of Ξ
¯
P,

¯
K

¯
L,

¯
M

¯
N take the form

Ξ
¯
P,

¯
K

¯
L,

¯
M

¯
N

∣∣∣
∂∂Γ

= −∂
¯
P∂[

¯
KΓ

¯
L],

¯
M

¯
N + ∂

¯
P∂[

¯
MΓ

¯
N],

¯
K

¯
L (4.36)

which does not agree with this ansatz. So, Ξ
¯
P,

¯
K

¯
L,

¯
M

¯
N and ΞP̄,K̄L̄,M̄N̄ seem to define a new tensor

independent of the generalised Riemann tensor (at least not proportional to its covariant deriva-
tives). On the other hand, already the form of the ∂∂Γ-terms makes it clear that these compo-
nents depend on the unphysical components Σ

¯
L,

¯
M

¯
N of Γ.

Physical and unphysical parts of Ξ. The above relations imply in particular

ΞN̄
[
¯
K

¯
L,

¯
M]N̄ = 0 (4.37)

by the algebraic Bianchi identity for R and additionally for the trace

ΞN̄

¯
K

¯
L,

¯
MN̄η ¯

L
¯
M = −1

2
∇P̄R

¯
KP̄ (4.38)
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with the generalised Ricci tensor R
¯
MN̄ = RL̄

¯
M,N̄

L̄. Hence, the traceless part of this component

X
¯
K

¯
L,

¯
M = ΞN̄

¯
K

¯
L,

¯
MN̄ +

1
D − 1

∇N̄RN̄[
¯
KP

¯
L]

¯
M (4.39)

has exactly the index structure of the undetermined part of the connection. Explicitly, one can
compute that

X
¯
K

¯
L,

¯
M = −1

2

(
∇N̄∇N̄Σ

¯
M,

¯
K

¯
L + ∇̂N̄R̂N̄

¯
M,

¯
K

¯
L +

1
D − 1

∇̂N̄R̂N̄[
¯
KP

¯
L]

¯
M

)
(4.40)

where hatted quantities R̂, Γ̂ are the ones defined in terms of the determined part of the con-
nection. This demonstrates that Ξ contains dependence on both physical and unphysical (un-
determined by generalised metric or dilaton) parts of the connection.

On a more speculative note, putting X = 0 will partially fix the undetermined component
without putting constraints on the geometry or breaking generalised covariance. Therefore,
one is tempted to identify

X
¯
K

¯
L,

¯
M, XK̄L̄,M̄ = 0, ↔ Equation of motion for Σ

¯
M,

¯
K

¯
L, ΣM̄,K̄L̄. (4.41)

It would give (second order) dynamics of the undetermined components in terms of the ge-
ometrically determined components of the generalised Riemann and Ricci tensor. For each
component X there is one component of Σ that could be fixed to make it vanish. In particular,
for flat space (in the determined parts of the connection) one would have the freedom to add
harmonic functions in the undetermined components. Equations of motion like that might be
useful to constrain possible field redefinitions that were conjectured to be necessary to eliminate
the dependence of higher derivative terms on the undetermined part of the connection [16].

5 Covariant String Dynamics

Generalised Cartan geometry is naturally realised on the phase space of a gauged 2d σ-model.
In particular, it is the natural framework to describe dynamics both covariantly under

• generalised diffeomorphisms, and

• an additional gauge symmetry with a gauge group H that acts on the phase space as
(3.28).

The construction in this section is a generalisation of the one in [24], where the dynamics of a
gauged E -models was considered. In the language of generalised Cartan geometry, these mod-
els describe σ-models with target spaces that are dressing cosets [46] G\D/H for some doubled
Lie group D that corresponds to our model quasi-Lie bialgebra d. Generalised Cartan geom-
etry allows to generalise this to arbitrary target spaces, by introducing a generalised Cartan
connection. The motivating example still is generalised Cartan geometry with the generalised
Poincaré algebra as model algebra, but the procedure could be easily extended to arbitrary
model algebras d.

Let us consider the phase space described by the currents JA(σ) with the current algebra8

{JA(σ1), JB(σ2)} = ηABδ′(σ1 − σ2) + ΘC
AB(σ1)JCδ(σ1 − σ2)

given in (3.40). Moreover, as generators of a gauge symmetry, the Jα are constraints and are set
to zero,

Jα ≈ 0. (5.1)

In the following, we will analyse the Hamiltonian dynamics of this system.
8Just as reminder for the reader: This is the Poisson bracket on the phase space, but up to world-sheet boundary

terms it also describes a Dorfman bracket.
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5.1 Characterisation of a Hamiltonian

Similarly to [24], we will identify h⋆ ∼ span(Jα) such that the currents decompose in the same
way as the generators of the model algebra d. This implies

current phase space variables ∈ h⊕ h⋆ ⊕ V, (5.2)

where V is spanned by JA. The setting here is slightly more general, in the sense that in the
current algebra (3.40) the components of Θ do not need to be constant as it was required in [24]
to obtain gauged E -models. Nevertheless, in its core the logic of [24] applies here, too. Natural
assumptions for a Hamiltonian are:

• It should be quadratic in currents. Hence, it would be characterised by a symmetric bilin-
ear form HAB (the generalised metric). In order to connect to the E -model literature one
can consider the operator form (Ĥ)AB , where the last index is lowered with the O(d′, d′)-
metric, as the E -operator.

• The Hamiltonian vanishes on the auxiliary currents Jα which leads to the constrain [24]

Ker(Ĥ)|h⊕V = h .

Combining it with Jα ≈ 0 we find that the Hamiltonian can be expressed as

H =
1
2

∫
dσ HAB JA JB , (5.3)

and therefore only includes the internal O(d, d)-currents. This is logical, as there should
not be more information in the Hamiltonian when forgetting about the gauge symme-
try. Our parameterisation (3.12) of generalised Cartan connection is exactly such that the
Hamiltonian defined by these properties keeps that form weakly:

H =
1
2

∫
dσ HMN(x)PM(σ)PN(σ)

=
1
2

∫
dσ HAB(JA(σ) + Ωα

A(x)Jα(σ))(JB(σ) + Ωβ
B Jβ(σ))

≈ 1
2

∫
dσ HAB JA(σ)JB(σ)

• The Hamiltonian should respect the gauge symmetry H, implying

{Jα, H} = 0 . (5.4)

Explicitly, in the generalised flux frame this is

HA(BΘαA
C) = 0 (5.5)

and phrased in [24] as: Ĥ commutes with the adjoint action of H.

• H is an element of O(d, d). In operator notation this translates to Ĥ3
= Ĥ, which is the

degenerate version of Ĥ2
= 1 for the non-generate E -model.

• All parts of the Hamiltonian coupling to the currents Jα generate H-gauge transforma-
tions and are thus not relevant, leading to HA

β ≈ 0. But just removing them from the
Hamiltonian would result in a loss of manifest gauge-covariance for the equations of
motion. Therefore, instead of parameterise all different but redundant Hamiltonian, we
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restore manifest gauge-covariance by adding a Lagrangian multiplier µα to the Hamilto-
nian, resulting in

H =
∫

dσ

(
1
2

JA JBHAB + µα Jα

)
. (5.6)

One of the key observations of [24] in our context is that the auxiliary current Jα and the
Lagrange multiplier (or momentum map) field µα are components of a h-valued gauge
field. This will become clearer in the study of the covariant equations of motion.

5.2 The equations of motion

As equations of motion ∂τ JA = {JA, H} for the Hamiltonian (5.6) one finds

∂τ Jα ≈ 0, ∂τµα ≈ 0

∂τ JA = ηABHBC∂σ JC − µαΘαA
B JB + ΘβAC Jβ JCHBC + ΘD

AC JD

∂τ Jα ≈ ∂σµα + f α
βγ Jβµγ + Θα

BC JC JDHBD

These equations correspond to a, in general, non-flat H-connection,whose curvature is mea-
sured by the curvature of the Cartan connection as

dAα + [A, A]α = Θα
BCJB ∧ JC (5.7)

Here, we use the components of this new H-connections

Aα = (Aα
0 , Aα

1) = (µα, Jα) , (5.8)

and the components of the current one-form

JA
0 = HAB JB, and JA

1 = JA , (5.9)

which follow from the typical self-duality relation JC = ⋆HCDJD of duality covariant string
dynamics. The covariant derivative corresponding to Aα is defined as

∇ = d + [A, ·] . (5.10)

We rewrite the equations of motion in the manifestly covariant form

dAα + [A, A]α = Θα
BCJB ∧ JC

∇JA + ΘA
BCJB ∧ JC = 0

(5.11)

This gives the component Θα
BC and ΘABC of the generalised Cartan connection a clear inter-

pretation for string dynamics. Its other parts do not appear, at least at the classical level. Note
that this is a reformulation of the standard Hamiltonian approach to the bosonic string, or any
2d σ-model for that matter. It does not require any additional restrictions.

From a geometric point of view, this simply a generalised geodesic equation, phrased in
terms of general (torisonful) connection. The first equation in (5.11) is the definition of the
curvature

A distinguishing feature of this rewriting is its duality invariance. All known generalised
dualities will leave the Hamiltonian (5.6) invariant, whereas the current algebra (5.11) trans-
forms covariantly [8, 13, 23, 43, 47]. This encodes that the dual target spaces results in the same
dynamics is completely manifest while on the level of the metric and the B-field complicated
transformations are required.
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The irrelevance of ρ for the classical dynamics. We see that the tensor ΘC
αβ drops out of the

equations of motion. Additionally, the same happens for ρ in Θγ
AB because of ∂τ Jα = 0. It

implies
Θα

BC JC JDHBD = ... + ραβΘβB
(CHD)B JC JD = ... + 0 (5.12)

after taking into account (5.5).

Chiral current algebra. When Θα
BC JBHCD JD = 0 holds, the connection A is flat and we

can easily integrate it out, for example by A ≈ 0 and therefore µα ≈ 0 ≈ Jα. In this is case
we impose the vanishing of the connection A as a constraint and need to employ the Dirac
procedure to obtain the brackets for the remaining currents. But let us note, that this a very
special case where there is no coupling to the background curvature at all. It drops out of the
equations of motion and contains the chiral case considered in [24].

Imposing the constraints
Jα ≈ 0, Jα ≈ 0 , (5.13)

requires the Dirac procedure because the constraint algebra does not close weakly. Combining
the two indices on both currents into a = (α, α), we obtain the brackets

{Ja(σ1), Jb(σ2)} ≈ κab(σ1, σ2) (5.14)

with

κab(σ1, σ2) =

(
0 δ

β
α δ′(σ1 − σ2)

δα
βδ′(σ1 − σ2) Θαβ

C JC(σ1)δ(σ1 − σ2)

)
. (5.15)

The inverse of this matrix is

(κ−1)ab(σ1, σ2) =

(
0 δ

β
α ϵ(σ1 − σ2)

−δα
βϵ(σ2 − σ1) J̃αβ(σ1, σ2)

)
(5.16)

with the non-local contribution9

J̃αβ(σ1, σ2) =
∫ min(σ1,σ2)

0
Fαβ

C JC(σ) dσ. (5.17)

Hence, we find the non-vanishing Dirac bracket

{JA(σ1), JB(σ2)}D.B. ≈ ηABδ′(σ1 − σ2) + ΘABC JC(σ1)δ(σ1 − σ2)

+
(

Θγ
BDΘγAC ϵ(σ1 − σ2)− Θγ

ACΘγBD ϵ(σ2 − σ1)
)

JC(σ1)JD(σ2)

+ Θγδ
EΘγACΘδBD JC(σ1)JD(σ2) J̃E(σ1, σ2)

(5.18)

Remarkably, one finds a dependence on the higher tensor ΘP,KL,MN here. Assuming that these
components of the generalised Cartan curvature are constant, one obtains as projection to the
zero modes

{JA, JB} = ΘABC JC + (Θγ
BD fγAC + Θγ

BC fγAD) J̃CD + ΘE,AC,BD J̃CD,E

with the non-local contributions

J̃AB =
∫ 2π

0
dσ1 JA(σ1)

∫ σ1

0
dσ2 JB(σ2), J̃AB,C =

∫ 2π

0
dσ1

∫ 2π

0
dσ2 JA(σ1)JB(σ2) J̃C(σ1, σ2) .

(5.19)
Nevertheless, in the equations of motion the contributions of ΘP,KL,MN drops out again.

9Using string world-sheet conventions 0 ≤ σ ≤ 2π.
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6 Outlook

In this article, we introduced generalised Cartan geometry and demonstrated how it permits a
fully duality covariant formulation of classical 2d σ-model dynamics. An important advantage
compared to Riemannian generalised geometry is that covariant curvature tensors arise auto-
matically. However, the problem of undetermined of the connection which cannot be fixed by
a torsion constraint persists. An interesting idea to overcome it was presented in [45]. It intro-
duces an additional gauge symmetry which acts by a shift on all undetermined contributions in
connections. Physical relevant quantities are then those that are invariant under this new, ad-
ditional gauge symmetry. Closure of the new gauge transformations require to add more and
more of them which triggers the transition from the double Lorentz group as gauge group H
to a Maxwell-∞ algebra. This elegant solution should also have some interesting consequences
for generalised Cartan geometry. Shift of the connections Ωβ

A and ραβ can be implemented by
the additional constants fαB

γ and fα
βγ in (3.45) and (3.46) respectively. As remarked in sec-

tion 3.4, in this case the decomposition of the model algebra is not reductive. Already in Cartan
geometry a reductive decomposition is typically assumed. Therefore, we did not gave further
attention to this case here. However, it might be worth to be further analysed as it might be
central for the elimination of undetermined components in generalised geometry.

Another possible avenue of research is concerned with higher dimensional (>2) dimen-
sional σ-models whose Hamiltonian formulation is closely related to exceptional generalised
geometry [41, 42, 48–52]. Latter extends the duality group from O(d′, d′) to the exceptional
groups Ed(d) and thereby captures U-dualities as they appear in the context of M-theory. Re-
cently, an adapted version of the double field theory construction which underlies this work
has been presented for these larger duality groups [26]. In particular, it shows that while for
O(d′, d′) only ραβ appears as additional connection besides the spin-connection ω

β
A in general

there is a hierarchy of them organised by the so-called tensor hierarchy algebra [53, 54]. This
phenomena is rooted in the existence of gauge symmetries for gauge symmetries, a central
property of generalised geometry which it shares with higher Lie algebras. It would be inter-
esting to define an exceptional version of our generalised Cartan geometry and study how it
organises the phase space and Hamiltonian of higher dimensional sigma models. These mod-
els are much hard to access and thus widely unexplored. New mathematical tool will be crucial
to access them.

Eventually, it is very tempting to leave the classical regime we have discussed here. Es-
pecially because the Hamiltonian formalism discussed here is one of the canonical routes to
a quantum theory. The only determined components of the generalised Riemann tensor that
contribute to the left-hand side of (5.11) is the generalised Ricci tensor. If it vanishes, one can
integrate out the H-connection A and is left with the Dirac bracket (5.18) as starting point for
the canonical quantisation. Remarkably, a vanishing Ricci tensor also implies the vanishing of
the one-loop β-functions and renders the model conformal, at least at this order in perturbation
theory. For special examples [24] has shown that the quantisation of (5.18) is indeed possible
in this well-controlled setting and leads to vertex-algebra, like the W-algebra. An immediate
question in the context of our article would be if generalised Cartan geometry continues to ef-
fectively capture the target space geometry and its quantum corrections or whether it needs to
be modified. For another recent perspective on quantum corrections from double field theory
for specific backgrounds see for example [55].
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A Index dictionary

• α, β, γ, ... and κ, λ, µ, ...: indices on h resp. TH

• a, b, c, ... and k, l, m, ...: curved resp. flat indices on TM, transition with frame ea
m

• A = (a, a), B, C, ... and K, L, M, ...: curved resp. flat indices on (T ⊕ T⋆)M, transition with
generalised frame EA

M

• A = (α, a),B, C, ...: indices on TP or A = (α, A, α),B, C, ...: indices on (T ⊕ T⋆)P

• K,L,M, ...: indices on model space algebra g or d
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