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1 Introduction

Over the last forty five years, significant interest has developed around integrable two-dimensi-
onal o-models and their deformations [1-3]. The initial presentation of the integrable defor-
mation of the principal chiral model on SU(2) can be found in refs. [4-7]. Klimcik introduced
the YB deformation of the chiral model [8-10]. The YB o-model is based on R-operators,
which satisfy the (modified) classical YB equations (mCYBE) [11-15]. The application of
these integrable deformations to string theory specially the AdSsxS® string model has been
discussed in [12, 16, 17| (see, also, [18-20]). It has been shown that for homogeneous YB
deformed models [21] there is no Weyl anomaly if the R-operators are unimodular (see,
also, [22| up to two-loop, and [23]). In [24], the relationship between unimodularity condi-
tion on R-matrices with the divergence-free of the noncommutative parameter © of the dual
noncommutative gauge theory has been mentioned; moreover, it has been shown that [25]
the GSEs [26, 27| reproduce the CYBE in such a way that © is the most general r-matrix
solution built from anti-symmetric products of Killing vectors. The r-matrices may be sorted
into Abelian and non-Abelian types, and it has been proved that Abelian r-matrices are
associated with T-duality shift T-duality transformations 28], thus ensuring that the corre-
sponding YB deformation is a supergravity solution. Regarding non-Abelian r-matrices, the



unimodularity condition on the r-matrix [21] distinguishes valid supergravity backgrounds [29]
from the solutions of GSEs [26,27]. The Weyl invariance of bosonic string theories in gen-
eralized supergravity backgrounds was demonstrated at one-loop order by construction of a
local counterterm [30,31]. The main difference between standard supergravity and GSEs is the
nonexistence of a scalar dilaton. Artyunov and his colleagues introduced the GSEs to examine
integrable deformations of the type II superstring o-model AdS5 x S® which is closely linked to
non-Abelian T-duality transformations [26]. GSEs in string theory include additional vector
field I, compared to standard type IIB supergravity, while the corresponding classical action
is unknown, the equations of motion are established. The solutions of standard supergravity
can be mapped to the solutions of GSEs via T-duality, highlighting the equal importance of
both in string theory [27]. Tseytlin and Wulff demonstrated that the GSEs can be drived by
solving the rk-symmetry constraints of the Green-Schwarz action [27].

In our previous work [32] we showed that the BTZ metric [33,34] is a solution of GSEs. Also
in [35] we showed that the backgrounds of WZW models on Lie groups SL(2,R), GL(2,R),
H,, A,,, and A, [36] are solutions of GSEs. Here we will show that the YB deformed
backgrounds of H, [14]| can be solutions of GSEs. Then, using Poisson-Lie T-duality with
spectator fields, we will obtain the non-Abelian duality of these model and show that all of
the dual models (except for one model) are integrable and satisfy GSEs.

The plan of paper is as follows: In section 2, we present a brief summary of the GSEs, where
important formulas are outlined. Then, it is shown that the backgrounds of YB deformations
of the H, WZW model constructed in [14] (Table 1) are the solutions of the GSEs, the results
are summarized in Table 2. As in [15] in section 3 we will show that the YB deformed models
are fundamentally equivalent to non-Abelian T-dual o-models; moreover, in this section we
present the spectator-dependent background matrices for all the deformed models in Table 3.
At the end of section 3, we obtain the non-Abelian T-dual spaces of the deformed models. In
section 4, by using the method given in [37], we discuss the integrability of the non-Abelian
T-dual o-models corresponding to the deformed backgrounds of H, WZW model. In this way,
the corresponding lax pairs are presented in Table 5. In section 5, we obtain the non-Abelian
T-dual backgrounds of the deformed H, WZW models, in such a way that the corresponding
vector field and dilaton field are presented in Table 6. The last section is devoted to the final
discussion of the results.

2 The YB deformed H, WZW models as solutions of the GSEs

In this section, we first give a brief review of the GSEs. Then, by using the YB deformed
backgrounds of the H, WZW model, which have been classified into ten distinct classes in
ref. [14] (summarized in Table 1), we demonstrate that all of these models are solutions of
the GSEs. The results include YB deformed H, WZW models as solutions of GSEs and
their corresponding vector fields and one-forms are presented in Table 2. We will discuss this
process in detail by solving Hr’n).H case.



2.1 A short review of the GSEs

The bosonic GSEs in D dimensions in the absence of the Ramond-Ramond fields take the
following form [19]:

1 PQ
R]\/IN - ZHJ\/IPQH N + VMXN + VNX]\/I = 0’ (2'1)
1_=r R
§V HRMN - X HR]\/IN - VMXN + VNX]\/I - 07 (2'2)
1
R — EHZ +av, X" —ax, X" —4N = 0, (2.3)

where R,,,, and R are the respective Ricci tensor and scalar curvature of the metric G, ,
and A is the cosmological constant. Here, the D-dimensional indices M, N, ... of coordinates
oM of manifold .# are raised or lowered with the metric G, . The covariant derivative V,,
is the conventional Levi-Civita connection associated to G,,,. The X, are related to the
one-form Z via X, = I,, + Z,,, such that the vector field 11" 0,, and a one-form Z=7,, dx"
are defined so as to satisfy

LG, = 0, (2.4)

LB, = 0, (2.5)

VuZy = VyZy +1T Hype = 0, (2.6)

"z, = o (2.7)

where £ stands for the Lie derivative. The field strength H,,,, corresponding to anti-
symmetric tensor field B,,, (B-field) is defined as

Note that the conventional dilaton is included in Z,, as follows:*
N
ZM = 8M<I> + BNMI ) (2'9)

where @ is a scalar dilaton field. Of course, one may use (2.9) to rewrite (2.7) in the form
of 1" 0,,2=0. A remarkable point is that for IM:O, one gets that X,, = 0,,®, and thus,
in this case we have to the usual supergravity equations (corresponding to the one-loop beta
function equations in o-model language [29]). In the next subsection, we show that YB
deformed backgrounds of the H, WZW models can be considered as solutions of the GSEs
((2.1)-(2.7)). Backgrounds include metric and B-field are presented in Table 1.

“It seems to be of interest to define the line element and B-field corresponding to G,,, and B,,, in the
coordinate basis. They are, respectively, read

5 M N
ds = Gyydé do
1

M N
B = S Byydd Ado .



Table 1. YB deformed backgrounds of the H, WZW model [14] and their Killing vectors

Background symbol  Backgrounds including metric and B-field Killing vectors
K, =-0, +ud, — po,,
K, =e7%0, —ud,,
Hi'/").l ds? = pdx? — 2dzdv + 2e*dydu, Ky =9,
B = rye®du A dx K, =y0, —ud,,
K, =e" %0, —y0,,
Ks=0,,
K, =-0,.
K, =-98, +ud, + (2n* —p) 9,,
K, =e %9, —ud,,
HSD T ds? = (p — 2n?)da? — 2dzdv + 2e*dydu, K, =0,
B = rye®du A dx K, =y0, —ud,,
K, =e" %0, —y0,,
Ky =0,,
K, =-0,.
K, = -0, +ud, — pd,,
K, =e %9, —ud,,
H‘EN’"'A).III ds? = pdz? — 2dzdv + 2edydu — pn®e®**du?, K, = —#81”
B:ﬁyezdu/\dx—l-flezdv/\du K4:8y,
K, = (z—-1)0,
> 0, + L 0

=| >
|
|
Q

-

=m* =10, —yn* 9,
+uau + P(772 - 1) av7

M)
I
°
8
Q
I
2
Q

K Yy v
. zn2
z{=mA ry ds? = Ly [pda® — 2dwdv K,=¢ (°-19
—2n2yezd:cdu} + 2e*dydu, K, =y0, —ud,,
B:(n—lfrﬁ)yexdu/\dx K, =9, .
x xm
K, = e-19, —e@-19
K, = (n* = 1)8,.
2 2
Kl = _az + .,]2’”,181/ +uau - pav7
ds? = pdz? — 2dxdv + 2e®dydu K,=9,,
HAEN’"'A).V - 1417:2 e*dxdu, K, = e;way —ud,,
_ A _ n-(y—2+42x)—y
B = (k+ A)ye*du A dz K, _#ay —ud,,,
— o n-(y—2+2z)—y
K, =e %0, — T&J,
KG = 811.7
K, =-9,.
2
K, =-0, + n’;’[l 9,
+uau - P 81;7
ds? = pdz? — 2dxdv + 2e*dydu K, =e %09, —ud,,
A 2 2 2_q
H{™ A v — Pre” dudu — 2 P du?, K, = Yo,,
B = (k+ A)ye*du A dx + Ae®dv A du K, =0,,
—x g, 2
Ky = (@—1)9, + =19,
_ =’ —ytyn®rapn® 5
P’?z v
K, =-9,.




Table 1. Continued.
Background symbol  Backgrounds including metric and B-field  Killing vectors

— p
Kl - _am +’U48u T2y av?
K, =e %9, —ud,,
ds? = 1+”n2 dx? — 2dxdv K, = _"jTt)lau,
A 2
H A vin +2e%dydu — Zly 2 du?, K, =9, o
B = kye®du A dz + Ae®dv A du Ky =(z—-1)9, — %au
y(m’+1)
BT 0y
K, =—0,.
K, = 50, —yn* 9, +pd,)
+ud,,
K, =e %9, —ud,,
HS VITT ds? = (1 — n?)(pda? — 2dwdv) K, =e ™0,
+26‘Ldydu + 2n2y6xd$du7 K4 = yay — uau’
B = kye®du A dx K, =90,,
KG = e‘£(’7271)8u - yewn28u7
K; = ﬁav-
2 a
—1
Ky = =240, +90,)
yn~(¢"=1)
B , + P 9, +ud,
H Y 1x ds? = 54— (pda? — 2ddv) K, =e"%d, —ud,,
) 202 (1—q%) *1(544*1)n2
+2e*dydu + qi—nzqq‘l—yexdxdu, K, =e Pd*=1) 9,
A2 2
B:[n—%’l—)]yewdu/\dw K, =y0, —ud,,
KS = 8'u.7
—x(n?-1) z(g* 1)y
Ky =e@?aT=-1 9, —ye?a®-1 g
2,4_q
K, =-{"g "V .
K, =0, +ud,—p0,
K, =e7%0, —ud,,
Hy”’A).X ds? = pdx? — 2dxdv + 2e*dydu, K,=20,,
B = (k — A)ye®du A dz K, =yd, —ud,,
KS = eizau - yau?
KG = au’
K, = -8

<

i

2.2 An example: the case of H"" II background as solution of the GSEs

4

(r,m)

Here, we shall investigate that the YB deformed H, " .II background is a solution of GSEs.
According to Table 1, the background of model corresponding metric and B-field is given by
ds®> = (p—2n?)dz?® — 2dzdv + 2e*dydu, (2.10)

B = kye“du A dx, (2.11)

where (z,y,u,v) are coordinates on the Lie group H,, p is the parameter of the metric of
the Lie algebra h, , while n is deformation parameter. In the next step and to complete the



calculations, the Killing vectors of the metric (2.10) are required. They can be obtained by
solving Killing equations, £, G, = 0. The Killing vectors of metric (2.10) are given as
follows:

= -0, +ud, + 20 —p) 0,
= e "0,—ud,,

= 8@/7
Y0, —ud,,
= e %0, —yo,,
= au?

- -9, (2.12)

v

(=2 ot E w [V —

SARARARARR
I

3

Now we put the Killing vectors (2.12) to construct an appropriate vector field I by using

i=1

where n stands for the number of Killing vectors of the metric, and «,’s are some constant
parameters. Applying this linear combination in the GSE equations (2.1)-(2.7), together with
metric (2.10) and B-field (2.11) we find two class of the solutions as follows:

I = (e—ma5 + aﬁ)au - (oz5y + O‘7)a7y
® = yla, — oe”) + ¢, (2.14)
for some constant ¢,. By using (2.14) and corresponding B-field (2.11) of model and inserting

n (2.9), Z can be written as
Z = a,(y dz + dy),

The above solution satisfies equations (2.1)-(2.7) provided that A = 0, x = 1. Other solution
is

I = —o, 0,
7 = [%(1—/42)—1—02](1%
$2
o = §(1—52)+cl+62x, (A =0). (2.15)

where ¢, and ¢, are real constants. In this manner, one can investigate that other nine
deformed WZW models, as solutions of GSEs (2.1)-(2.9). The backgrounds and their Killing
vectors are given in Table 1; moreover, the vector field I and one-form Z as solutions of GSE
are given in Table 2.



Table 2. The YB deformed H, WZW models as solutions of the GSEs

H, Vector field I One-form Z Comments
—a,0, +a,yd, [o; — 2(271% +a,p = —8514 20, oy
+(o; —ay)u —2a,p + ayy| dz —20, 00, + ozfp
+ay e T 4+ 4] 0, +le?(—aut+ au—og) —asldy  —oyay,pl,

Hi'/").l —(ay pF+oy y+a,) 0, +y e® oy du+ (—o; + 20 )dv K=
—a, 0, (71— K2) — ke®ya, + ¢, |dx

+[QT5 — keTagyldy A=0
(e7%ay; +a4) 0, agydr + o5 dy A =0,

Hi”’n).ll —(asy +a,) 9, k=1
—a, 0, [2(1— k%) +c,]da A=0

HE D 111 —ay 0, [2(1 - K2) + ¢,]dz A=A=0
a, (2 -1)0, —%[—1+n2(n2—1)2}}d:{: A=A=0

HEA v e
a, (2 -1)9, +A2 4+ K2(n? —1)2 A=0

+2 A k(0% = 1)] + ¢, }dz
—a, 0, {%[1—(R+A)2]+C2}dr A=0
(ag e 4+ ay) 0, [2(%1;2(716161)" + oy + ¢, ]de A=A=0,

HE Ay 2 e, o)~ agen)dy h=1
—a, 0, [2(1— k%) +cy]da A=A=0

Hi"/”’"’A).VI —ag 0, [%(1—/{2)+C2}d$ A=A=0

HE D vir —a, 0, [2(1 - K2) + ¢, ]dz A=A=0

VI 519, [2(1— K2 = 202 + %) + ¢, )da A=0

{2t er - 17
A px 2O Ak PR —1)(—14+q'?)  A=0

+x2(—1 + ¢* n2)2

—(L+ (=24 q)n?)?] +c, pdo
2O X —a,0, [2(1 — (A - K)2) + c,]dz A=0

3 Non-Abelian T-duals of the YB deformed H, WZW back-
grounds

In ref. [15], we showed that all YB deformed WZW models on GL(2, R) Lie group (Table 2
of ref. [15]) can be obtained as original models of a Poisson-Lie T-dual o-models constructed
on a 2+2-dimensional manifold .# with the two-dimensional non-Abelian Lie group acting
freely on .#, such that the dual Lie group is considered to be Abelian. Here we will obtain
the non-Abelian T-dual spaces for the YB deformed WZW models on H, Lie group (Table 1).
Before proceeding to this, let us give a brief review of the construction of Poisson-Lie T-dual
o-models in the presence of spectator fields [38,39]. In the context of the Poisson-Lie duality,



the concept of the Drinfeld double is important. A Drinfeld double [40] is simply a Lie group
D whose Lie algebra 2 admits a decomposition ¥ = ¢4 @ ¢ into a pair of sub-algebras such
that with respect to a symmetric ad-invariant non-degenerate bilinear form < ., . > are
maximally isotropic. The sub-algebras have the same dimension. We consider G and G as a
pair of maximally isotropic subgroups Correspondlng to the subalgebras ¢ and ¢, and choose
a basis in each of the sub-algebras as T, € ¢ and T €9,a=1,..,dim G, such that

<T, T, >=<T"T" >=0, <T,, T >=6". (3.1)
The basis of the two sub-algebras ¢ and g satisfy the following commutation relations
T, 1) = T, [T =F"T1, [1m,T1=F" 1+ T, (3.2)

where fcab and fabc are structure constants of ¢ and ¢, respectively. Noted that the Lie
algebra structure defined by relation (3.2) is called Drinfeld double 2.
Consider now a non-linear o-model with d field variables zM = (xH, y), where zt’s,
=1,...,dim G are the coordinates of Lie group G acting freely on the manifold .#Z ~ O x G,
and y*, « = 1,---,d — dim G are the coordinates of the orbit O of G in .#. Note that
the coordinates y® do not participate in the Poisson-Lie T-duality transformations and are
therefore called spectator fields [41]. The corresponding o-model action has the form

1 ) ) ) )
525/d0+d0 [E (9.5%) R RY + 643 (9,y")RLO-y° + 653 (9.5%) 04y RE
+6,5(9, ™) 01y 0y |. (3.3)

where R are the components of the right-invariant one-forms which are constructed by means
of an element g of the Lie group G as

Ry = (0+gg™ )" T, = RL T, = 0s2" R, T,. (3.4)

As shown, the couplings F_,, 22, gb(b) and ¢_, may depend on all variables z/ and y*

Similarly, we introduce dual o-model for the d field variables #M = (&4, y®), Where H’s
parameterize an element g € G, whose dimension is equal to that of G, and the rest of the
variables are the same y®’s used in (3.3). We consider the components of the right-invariant
forms on G as 0+ Vo = Ria = ai:zﬂﬁ:,m. In this case, the corresponding action takes the
following form

~ 1

S=3 / dotdo~ [E“b@, y®) Ri, Rey +6W50,0%) Re0-y® + 82" (3,y")04y" R_,

+0,5 (5, y™) 01y 0_y" . (3.5)

In the sense of Poisson-Lie T-duality, the o-models (3.3) and (3.5) will be dual to each
other [15,38,39] if the associated Lie algebras ¢ and ¢ form a Lie algebra 2 =9 & 4. The



relation of the couplings F gb((llﬁ), gb((fb) and ¢_, in (3.3) has been given as following [38,39,41]

E = (B +m)", oM = E;VFY,

¢(2) _ F(2) )

E;' E, op=F—-F"1nEE"F", (3.6)

such that the couplings Ey, F' (1),F @ and F may be at most functions of the variables y®

only. Furthermore, I1(g) defined by " (9) =b"(9) (a_l)cb (g) is the Poisson structure on G
so that matrices a(g) and b(g) are defined as follows:

b

g 'T, 9 = a, (9T,
g T = () T, + (@), (9) T (3.7)

The relationship between the couplings of the dual action E, ng(l);, ngg)b and gz;aﬂ in (3.5)
and the original one is given by [38,39,41]

E _ (EO +1:[)—17 (5(1) — E F(l),
o@ = _F¥ g o6=F—-F" B FY, (3.8)
Analogously, one can define matrices a(g), 5(@) and I1(§) by just replacing the untilded symbols
by tilded ones. In the following, by using the approach mentioned above, we will construct the
non-Abelian T-dual space of the YB deformed backgrounds of the H, WZW model of Table

1. As an example, we discuss in details the non-Abelian T-dualization of the YB deformed

background Hg“’”) L

3.1 The non-Abelian T-dualization of the background Hff’").II
3.1.1 The original model as the deformed one

The original model is constructed on 2-+2-dimensional manifold .# ~ O x G in which G is
considered to be the Lie group A, with Lie algebra Ay, while O is the orbit of G in .Z. We
use the coordinates {x, ,z,} for the A,, and employ y* = {y,,y,} for the orbit O. We shall
show the background of original model is equivalent to the YB deformed background Hfl“’”) L
The Lie algebra of the semi-Abelian double (A3, 2.A4;) is defined by the following non-zero Lie
brackets

~1

~2 ~2 ~2
[T17T2] = T, [Tl T ] =-T, [Tz T ] =T. (3'9)

where {T,,T,} and {T",T"} are the basis of A, and 24, respectively. By parametrization
of the group element A, as

g =enT Tz, (3.10)
the right invariant one-forms RY are derived as follows

R =0y, R% = €™ 011y, (3.11)

10



To achieve a o-model with the background Hg“’”).II we choose the spectator-dependent ma-
trices in the following form

_(p=27 —ry, M (0 -1
anb - ( I{yl 0 > ) Faﬁ — 1 0 )
2 0 1 (0 0
Fab - < 1 0 ) ) Faﬁ - < 0 0 : (312)

Since the dual Lie group, 2A,, is assumed to be Abelian, it follows from (3.7) that T1%(g) = 0.
Using these and (3.6) one can construct the action (3.3) on the manifold .#Z ~ O x G. The
background including the metric and B-field is given as follows:

ds* = (p—2n%)da? - 2dz,dy, + 2e"1dw,dy, (3.13)
B = &y, dz, Ndz,. (3.14)

One can use the transformation (x, u, y, v) instead of (z,,z,,vy,,y,) to conclude that the above
background is nothing but the YB deformed background Hg“’").II as was represented in Table
1. Thus, we showed that the background Hg“’").II can be considered as the original model of
a dual pair of g-models related by Poisson-Lie symmetry. In this manner, one can obtain the
spectator-dependent matrices for all backgrounds of Table 1. The results are summarized in
Table 3. Note that for all models, the matrix F,, vanish.

3.1.2 The dual model

The dual model is constructed on a 2+42-dimensional manifold .Z ~ O xG with two-
dimensional Abelian Lie group G =2A, acting freely on it. In the same way we parameterize
the corresponding Lie group G (Abelian Lie group 2A,) with coordinates & = {%,,7,} and
element of the group as

g= T et T’ (3.15)
then we have
R:I:l = 0471, Rig = 04 09. (3.16)
Utilizing relation (3.7) for untilded quantities, we get
- 0 -z,
(! w) -

Now inserting (3.12) and (3.17) into equations (3.8) one can obtain dual couplings, giving us

0 1 e 1 1 0
m* _
—2n? s (b —2n? )
(_1 (p n)) B A<(P n°) 1)

2 2
12 _ l 1 —(92277 ) o i —(pin ) 1 318
Oa A ( 0 1 ' Pas A 1 0 ’ (3.18)

11
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where A = Ky, + Z,. Finally, inserting the above results into action (3.5), the corresponding
metric and B-field are given by

1 _9 2 —_9 2
52 — _ |:2dj1 dy, + P dz? + 2dz, dy, — LT dy?]v (3.19)
Ky, + T, Ky, + T, Ky, + T,
- 1 N N p— 2772 -
= [di, A di, + LT di, Ny, +dy, Ady,] 3.20
Kleer[ﬂcl Bt g, M Ny dyy Ny (3.20)

Then by using the Poisson Lie T-duality with spectator fields we obtain the backgrounds of
dual models for all YB deformed models Table 1; the results are summarized in Table 4.

Table 3. The spectator-dependent background matrices of the original models

Symbol E, F F®
H(“) I P —RY, 0 —1 0 1
! KYy 0 1 0 -1 0
M g7 p—2° Ky 0 -1 0 1
! KYy 0 1 0 -1 0
HEA 1rr p 0 0 —1~ 0 1 +r
! 0 —pn? 1—-x —A -1 A
_ Y (Afﬂz) 1
HEnA 1y == I s e <0 _W> < 01 1>
: A
KY; — %:;7) 0 1 0 = 0
~ 2
glemd) | p —(k+ Ay, — £ 0 -1 0 1
N ~ 2
! (k4 Ay, — 12:7,72 0 1 0 -1 0
- pn2 ~
H("Lv"hA).VI P . _1,,72 0 } —:E 0 1+(.‘£~+ A)
! 0 1—(k+A) -4 -1 i
- P
H(K,n,A).VII 14+n2 0 5 0 —{ 0 1 —|—~ K
4 0o -2 1w A S
HED v p(L=n*)  (=k+n1%)y, ) 0 1
! (k+1%)y, 0 1 0 —1-n? 0
. p(1—n?) (1-72)
Hiﬁ’n’A).IX 1-nZq* 4 0 - 1-nqt 10 2 !
“ Q 0 1 0 - o
geA x po —(e= Ay 0 -1 0o 1
! (k— A)y 0 1 0 -1 0
1

2012 201_ 4
Q=[r— Ag”(1 1777274;;74(1 q )]yl
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Table 4. Non-Abelian T-dual backgrounds of the YB deformed Hy; WZW models

Dual symbol  Background Comments
ds? = 0 L (23, dy, + e 4@ + 2di, dy, — ﬁdyf],
H B= Hyﬁ% [, A d@, + - 2s—diy Ady, +dy, Ady, ]
o d5 = - +£2 [2di, dy, + 2= i’; dx2 + 2diy dy, — L2 dy?)
H 1 B= A [dxl Adi, + @1?@2 i, A dy, + dy, /\dyl]
432 = W{ — pn2di2 + 2%, dF,dy, + p dF2 — 2pk d,dy,
=D 7 +2(&, — pA) diydy, — p(1 — k2)dy? + 26(Ap — 5, )dy, dy,
+o(r? + A%) - 247, ]dy2
B= W [ﬁ@ dy, Ndz, + (Ai2 — pn?)dy, A di,
+(Ap = &3)dy, A dy, |
452 = L[ =201 - ?)di, dy, + 2051 di? A ={{(s — 12
—p(%ﬁz)dyf -2 dizdyz], —i—fl—n}yl
A 1y B =3[0 - n)dz, ndi, + PO i, Ady, + dy, Ady,] ~a, (-7}
05 = £ [~ 201~ v)di, dy, — 0=n®)* 472
A (1 — n2)di, dy, + 7’3(1;’72)2@3], A ={* =Dl + Ay,
B = L[ -z, ndi, - Q=0 45 A dy, + (1 — n2)dy, Ady, | +3,]y, — 207 }
ds? = e {[~20n* (1 — V)}dZ, &, + [p(? — 1))d}
+[202 = D@, 07 = 1) + (= + Dpn?) | i, dy,
+[2407 = Vpr?] i, dy, — [20(r> = 12 (s + A)] di, dy,
- - [2( 2 —1)((=2, + Ap)n? — pA + iz)]di‘zdyz
HE v T ~ o = 12 (s + A2~ 1)] ay? Ay =80 = 1) = pr?
—{20% = D[ = p? + (=75 + Ap)r? — pA+ 7,)(n + A)] by, dy,
=~ =120+ 12 A(pA - 23,)] ay2 },
B= 5 {@2(772 —1)2 di, A,
+[(n? = D(on? + (b + A) (@, (? — 1)) dy, A di,
+[A7, (07 = 1)?|dy, A di, + p(? = 1)? diy Ady, + pr?(n? = 1) di, Ady,
+[0? = DI=prP s+ A) + (=2, + Ap)? = pA+3,)]] }dy, A dy,
ds? = Z{ — 2 (% + 1)da2 + 2i, (2 + 1)2di, dy, + p(n? + 1)di2
—2pr(n? + 1)dz,dy, — 2[(n* + D((—n* — 3, + pA)]di,dy,
(% + 1) (k2 = 1)dy? + 26(? + 1)[(=n® — 1), + pA] dy, dy, A={-pnp
2 yvrr + [(n2 + 1) (=243, 2 + A2p + n2p — 23 A)]dyg} 3,200 + 1)2}

B= [m2 (% +1)2dz, Ndi, + ki, (0% +1)2dy, A dwl]
+[(n + 1)(An?5, — Pp+ Ady)|dy, A d,
+p(? + 1)z, Ady, + (% + (=1 = 1), + pA)dy, Ady, |
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Table 4. Continued.

Dual symbol  Background Comments
ds? = 5l [ = 2Py, d3, da, + 20ky, +7,)d3,dy, +p(1 = 1?)daE Ax = (n £ 0%y + 7,
Hﬁﬂ’n).VIII +p(n? — 1)cly1 +2[(1 = n?)(ky, + &,)]dE,dy, + 2%y, (n? — 1)dy, dyz]
B= A+1A [ (ky, + &,)dZ, AdZ, +n?y,dy, Adz, + p(n*> — 1)dy, A di,
H(1 = )Py, JdB, Ady, + (07 = D)y, +52)]dy, Ady, |

d8% = x5 {200 = iPa") (=1 + ¢y, [d3, d3, + di, dy, |
+o(? = 1)(n?q" = 1)[d3 + 23, dy, |
)

+2(1 = P){[(—rg* + A)? = Ag® + Ky, + 5 (1 — nPq*)}daady, Ay = {[F1+ (—x F )g*
Hi A IX —[200 = 1)1 - ¢ )nPy,] dydy, §, +Aq?n? - Aq® + r by,
B = ﬁ{(l = n2q")[[(—ra* + A)n? — Aq? + rly, —1°q" T, + 7,
—n?q*z, + :?:2] [dfcl AdE, +dE, Ady, + dy, A dyl]
+(1 = 7)1 = ¢ )nly, diy A dy, }
Y X =1 [ 243, dy, + 4di? — 2di,dy, — £dy?], A=(A-r)y, — &,
B =L [di, Adz, + §di, Ady, +dy, Ady, |

4 Integrability of the T-dual o-models

In order to investigate of the integrability of the T-dual backgrounds, let us have a short
review on the method of integrability of the o-models presented by Mohammedi in [37].

4.1 A short review of the integrability of c-model

Consider the following sigma model action®

S = / d=dz(G,,  (2) + B, ()0 52, (4.1)
by

where 2 (z,%2) (M = 1,2, ...,d) are coordinates of the manifold .#, such that G,,, and B,
are metric and anti-symmetric tensor fields on .#; furthermore, the (2, z) are coordinates of
the world-sheet ¥. The equations of motion for this model are as follows [37]

00z 4+ QF v 02M 92 =0, (4.2)

where

R _pR _ R
Q]\/IN FM HMN’

(4.3)

such that I' is the Christoffel coefficients and components of the torsion are given by

MN

1
HRIVIN = EGRS(aSB]WN + aN‘BSJ\I + 8JWBNS)' (44)

®As in [42] and [37] instead of using the vxiorld sheet coordinates T and o, we will use the complex coordinates
(z=0+ir,Z2 =0 —ir) with 9 = % and 0 = T We also adopt the convention that the Levi-Civita tensor
€** = 1; so we will not have ¢ in front of B-field in (4.1).
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One can construct a linear system whose consistency conditions are equivalence to the equa-
tions of motion (4.2) as follows [37]:

[0 —i—(?xMaM(x)]w = 0, (4.5)
[0+ 02YB,, (x)] = 0, (4.6)
where the matrices a,, and f3,, are functions of the coordinates M. The compatibility

condition of this linear system yields the equations of motion, provided that the matrices
a,,(z) and ,,(x) must satisfy the following relations [37]

0y By — Oyary + [y, By] = QﬁNMR’ (4.7)
with
Ba — Qo = oy (4.8)
such that the equation (4.7) can then be rewritten as
Fyuy = _(VMNN - QﬁNﬂR)v (4-9)

where the field strength F,
given as follows:

~ and covariant derivative corresponding to the matrices «,, are

F =00y — 0y, + o, ay], VX =0,X+ oy, X], (4.10)

such that for symmetric and anti-symmetric parts of (4.9), we have [37]
0 = Vypy+ Vit —2T% np, (4.11)
Fyy = —%(VMMN = Vi) = H i (4.12)

In this manner, the integrability condition of the o-model (4.1) is equivalent to finding the
matrices «,, and pu,, such that they satisfy in (4.9) (or (4.11) and (4.12)).

4.2 Integrability of non-Abelian T-dual models

Now we will show that the dual backgrounds given in Table 4 are also integrable. Since we
were dealing with the non-Abelian T-duality, the Lie group of the dual target manifold is
considered to be Abelian Lie group 4A4,. Accordingly, the right-invariant one-forms on the
4A, are Ria = 8i)~(MIi2Ma = 0,.%,, in which #,, a = 1,--- ,4, stand for the coordinates
of the 4A,. In order to investigate the integrability of the dual o-model, the corresponding
linear system is taken to have the form (4.5)-(4.6) by replacing the untilded symbols by tilded
ones. One may consider the following expansions for matrices &,, and f,, [43],

- ~ ca b . - ~a . =b
a, =R, A b(fn) T, =R, B b(ﬂj) T. (4.13)

Here we have assumed that the flab(i*) and Bab (Z) are not constant and depend on the
coordinates of the group manifold. Inserting the above expansion into equations (4.11) and
(4.12) and using the fact that f% = 0, one gets
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RMGéNB“b(az)+RNaaMB“b(:z)—2fPMNR B (7)) = o, (4.14)
[0 A%, (3) + 50, B, (0)] B, — Ry, [0, A7, (3) + 50, ', ()]
+HMNR B’ (i) = 0. (4.15)

Now one must try to obtain the solutions of the above equations for H, dual backgrounds
given in Table 4. Let us explain the one example.

P

4.2.1 An example: dual background Hi”’n).l 1

First we must calculate the Christoffel symbols T and strength field H 11{

y correspond to

MN

the metric G, and anti-symmetric tensor B,,, of the background HAEH’").I I given by the
equations (3.19) and (3.20). The results are given as follows

A S TS LR
L) ToYg Tyyy oYy 1Y Y192 2
~ i . ~ vy o zy o 1w, _ 2\ A2
I Bydy wl vivi —A oy Q0 Fpup (p=27)A
s B -9 2 A2
L ype ez 2)AT (4.16)
T2¥1 v1¥y 2
where A = 1/%, + Ky, , and
~ F ~ & ~ & ~ ~ - 1
kH) = H' =-H? =kH' =-kH? =-H? =——"
T1%g To¥g To¥y ToY1 T1Y1 Y192 z, + KY,
- 2% —1 - -2
o= s D e 2 2) (4.17)
2% (%, + Ky, )? B (F, + Ryy)?
Finally, inserting (4.16) and (4.17) into equatlons £ .14) and (4.15) and using the fact that
R,, =96, one can find the matrices A" , (&) and B* ,(Z). The result is
all ($1) al? (xl) ( ) a14 (jl)
b a31 (yl ) a32 (yl ) a33 (yl ) a34 (yl )
a41 (yZ) a42 (yZ) a43 (yZ) a44 (yQ)
0 0 0 0
~a 1
B (7) = o o “ o . (418)
T, + KY, ¢ +a, ¢ +a, —¢ +ag ¢ t+a,
0 0 0 0

=3¢, (1+rK)—ay (142 &)
26(Zy+5 Yy )
(4.14) and (4 15) to all dual backgrounds of Table 4; and this manner we show that all models

where £ = . In this manner, we have obtained the solutions of the equations

(except Hi” 74) JX model) are integrable; the results are given in Table 5
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Table 5. Integrability of non-Abelian T-dual models

Dual symbol AL(X) B (X) Comments
ay (2) ap(@) a(@)  a, (@) 0 0 0 0 € = —3c; (14+k)—ay (2+k)
—_— 1 2(Z, +ky, ) )
[SON: & & & & T Mt T N = 2c1 !
4 -~ ~ ~ ~ 17 F,tRyy
a5, () ago(T,)  a33(Zs)  ag,(2,) ALAL A A B fclljralo
L= =
ay (Y2)  un(Yz)  ay3(Ws)  ag(ys) 0 0 0 R
0 0 0 0 ¢, = —3c, (14+r)—a, (142 k)
o 2 26(Ty +rY, ) ’
HE Ir i Y2 V2 V2 T2 o
L ’ ANoA A, A T Bt
2 2 2 2 ey +ag
0 0 0 0 B!
a), (Z,)  a (@) a(@) ay, (@) & = —%(% —K)+cy(2,),
H= A I11 & & & & A, C o= Ao (v,)
ag, (y1) @ (y1)  azs(vy)  asa(yy) 3 * . 2en
A, = L
e Vs Vs Vs 3 To
€ — _c1(172A+7]272/€(n271))
o 4 20(Zy (2 —1)+oy,)
(rm,A) i
H AV A C . _
4 4 T ’y4=cl[x2(n2—1)+0'y1] L
o= At R 1) P
g [14+2(A+R)] ~
&= T oear T (@)
(rm,A) i
H; v A 70 S (0.)717
o= (= DA+ Ky ] — 27>
A=n=0,
(rm,A) i
H D v A %C b =—LL(5 +r)+ o (Ey),
(&
Y6 = EN
a,, (Z a,,(Z a4 (Z a,,(Z A -
- 11 (1) 12 (Z1) 13 (Z1) 14 (1) £ =— ;/gcl + ¢y (Zy),
(rym,A) & & & & (1+22I'€)C
H4 VII >‘7C 77 - = 2 T L +03(y1)7
Y7 Y7 Y7 Y7 A c 0
==z, nN=Y
ay (Y2)  un(Yz)  ay3(Ws)  ag(ys) TR
ay (2) ap(@) a(@)  a, (@) n=0
Hi”mf]l Ay () agp(T5)  an3(Zy)  agy () 7 C £ = 26(12(27:5;1)) +ey(yy),
3 3 3 3 2
8 8 8 8 e = c;
+
ay (Y2)  sn(Yz)  ay3(¥s)  ag(ys) A
— £, = —cy (—142(A—k))
A p1 10 7 2(k—A) (G, +(k—A ’
gD x A, 110 C (_n )(%alm )
Y10 T 34k y, —Ay,
ap (&) ap (&) ayg(@)  ayy (@) 8 8 8 8
A = asq eyl) “32(191) “33(1741) a34(191) Sl EURE U &
ag(Wa)  ayp(yy)  ays(yy agq (¥3) 0 0 0 0
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5 Non-Abelian T-duals of YB deformed H; WZW model as
solutions of the GSEs

In this subsection, we investigate that the dual models of Table 4 are also solutions of GSE.
We apply the method explained in subsection (2.1) for the dual backgrounds of Table 4. In

this manner we show that all the dual models (except for Hgf’n’A).I X) are solutions of the

GSEs. The results including vector fields I and dilaton fields ® are summarized in Table 6.
Table 6. Non-Abelian T-dual backgrounds as solutions of the GSE

Symbol Vector Field I Dilaton Field ® Comments
I;E")/.I 00, — ayk O, (co +1)In(zy +y,) k=1

+o, 0y, + a0y,
H@)/.H 0y 0F, + a0y, co Ln(F, +y,) k=1
25D 11T 0,08, + a,0u, 3l —DLn(@} - p*n®) + ¢, k=1,A=0
HED v 2008, — ardy, Lnd —2 Ln(—%, —y,) + ¢ k=A=079=2%
HE Dy L (008, Fagdy,) | Grnim0mn) k=1,4=0
HE D VI 0,08, +ay0y, o + 5{—Ln(@,(n* — 1) — pn?) k=1,A=0

+ o, Oy, + (712*1+201)L;;(fi(vﬁfl)ﬂnz)}

B VI 0,08, + 0,0y, co Ln(E,) + ¢, k=1,A=n=0
HSD VIIT 0,08, + 0,0y, Ln(#, +y,)(1 +¢,) k=1n=0
Hi”’g).X —a, 0T, — a;,0y, ¢y In(Z, +y,) k=1,A=0

For all the cases cosmological constant 1s vanished.

6 Conclusions

By using the constructed backgrounds of YB deformations of Hy WZW models in [14] and
following the general method outlined in the previous work [32], it is shown that all of the
constructed backgrounds are solutions of GSE. Additionally, the non-Abelian dual models of
those models are constructed with the Poisson-Lie T-duality with spectator fields and it is

shown that those dual models except for HAEH’"’A).I X model are integrable and satisfy the
GSE.
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