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1 Introduction

Over the last forty five years, significant interest has developed around integrable two-dimensi-
onal σ-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 σ-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 AdS5×S5 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 Θ 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 Θ 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
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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 σ-model AdS5×S

5 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 κ-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),
H4 , A4,10 and A5,3 [36] are solutions of GSEs. Here we will show that the YB deformed
backgrounds of H4 [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 H4 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 σ-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 σ-models corresponding to the deformed backgrounds of H4 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 H4 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
4
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 H4 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 H4 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 H

(κ,η)

4
.II case.
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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]:

R
MN

−
1

4
H

MPQ
H

PQ

N
+∇

M
X

N
+∇

N
X

M
= 0, (2.1)

1

2
∇

R

H
RMN

−X
R

H
RMN

−∇
M
X

N
+∇

N
X

M
= 0, (2.2)

R−
1

12
H

2
+ 4∇

M
X

M

− 4X
M
X

M

− 4Λ = 0, (2.3)

where R
MN

and R are the respective Ricci tensor and scalar curvature of the metric G
MN

,
and Λ is the cosmological constant. Here, the D-dimensional indices M,N, ... of coordinates
xM of manifold M are raised or lowered with the metric G

MN
. The covariant derivative ∇

M

is the conventional Levi-Civita connection associated to G
MN

. The X
M

are related to the
one-form Z via X

M
= I

M
+ Z

M
, such that the vector field I=I

M
∂
M

and a one-form Z=Z
M

dx
M

are defined so as to satisfy

L
I
G

MN
= 0, (2.4)

L
I
B

MN
= 0, (2.5)

∇
M
Z

N
−∇

N
Z

M
+ I

R

H
RMN

= 0, (2.6)

I
M

Z
M

= 0, (2.7)

where L stands for the Lie derivative. The field strength H
MNP

corresponding to anti-
symmetric tensor field B

MN
(B-field) is defined as

H
MNP

= ∂
M
B

NP
+ ∂

N
B

PM
+ ∂

P
B

MN
. (2.8)

Note that the conventional dilaton is included in Z
M

as follows:4

Z
M

= ∂
M
Φ+B

NM
I
N

, (2.9)

where Φ is a scalar dilaton field. Of course, one may use (2.9) to rewrite (2.7) in the form
of I

M
∂
M
Φ=0. A remarkable point is that for I

M
=0, one gets that X

M
= ∂

M
Φ, and thus,

in this case we have to the usual supergravity equations (corresponding to the one-loop beta
function equations in σ-model language [29]). In the next subsection, we show that YB
deformed backgrounds of the H4 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.

4It seems to be of interest to define the line element and B-field corresponding to GMN and BMN in the
coordinate basis. They are, respectively, read

ds
2

= GMN dφ
M

dφ
N

,

B =
1

2
BMN dφ

M

∧ dφ
N

.
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Table 1. YB deformed backgrounds of the H
4

WZW model [14] and their Killing vectors

Background symbol Backgrounds including metric and B-field Killing vectors

K1 = −∂x + u∂u − ρ∂v ,

K2 = e−x∂y − u∂v ,

H
(κ)
4 .I ds2 = ρdx2 − 2dxdv + 2exdydu, K3 = ∂y ,

B = κyexdu ∧ dx K4 = y∂y − u∂u ,

K5 = e−x∂u − y∂v ,

K6 = ∂u ,

K7 = −∂v .

K1 = −∂x + u∂u + (2η2 − ρ) ∂v ,

K2 = e−x∂y − u∂v ,

H
(κ,η)
4 .II ds2 = (ρ− 2η2)dx2 − 2dxdv + 2exdydu, K3 = ∂y ,

B = κyexdu ∧ dx K4 = y∂y − u∂u ,

K5 = e−x∂u − y∂v ,

K6 = ∂u ,

K7 = −∂v .

K1 = −∂x + u∂u − ρ∂v ,

K2 = e−x∂y − u∂v ,

H
(κ,η,Ã)
4 .III ds2 = ρdx2 − 2dxdv + 2exdydu− ρη2e2xdu2, K3 = − 1

ρη2 ∂u ,

B = κyexdu ∧ dx+ Ãexdv ∧ du K4 = ∂y ,

K5 = (x− 1)∂y

− e−x

ρη2 ∂u + y

ρη2 ∂v

K6 = −∂v ,

K1 = (η2 − 1)∂x − yη2 ∂y

+u∂u + ρ(η2 − 1) ∂v ,

K2 = e−x∂y − u∂v ,

H
(κ,η,Ã)
4 .IV ds2 = 1

1−η2

[

ρdx2 − 2dxdv K3 = e
− xη2

(η2−1) ∂y ,

−2η2yexdxdu
]

+ 2exdydu, K4 = y∂y − u∂u ,

B = (κ− Ã
1−η2 )ye

xdu ∧ dx K5 = ∂u ,

K6 = e
x

(η2−1) ∂u − e
xη2

(η2−1) ∂v ,

K7 = (η2 − 1)∂v .

K1 = −∂x + 2η2

η2−1
∂y + u∂u − ρ∂v ,

ds2 = ρdx2 − 2dxdv + 2exdydu K2 = ∂y ,

H
(κ,η,Ã)
4 .V − 4η2

1−η2 e
xdxdu, K3 = e−x∂y − u∂v ,

B = (κ+ Ã)yexdu ∧ dx K4 = η2(y−2+2x)−y

η2−1
∂y − u∂u ,

K5 = e−x∂u − η2(y−2+2x)−y

η2−1
∂v ,

K6 = ∂u ,

K7 = −∂v .

K1 = −∂x + ρη2

η2−1
∂y

+u∂u − ρ ∂v ,

ds2 = ρdx2 − 2dxdv + 2exdydu K2 = e−x∂y − u∂v ,

H
(κ,η,Ã)
4 .V I − 2ρη2

1−η2 e
xdxdu− ρη2

1−η2 e
2xdu2, K3 = (η2−1)

ρη2 ∂u ,

B = (κ+ Ã)yexdu ∧ dx+ Ãexdv ∧ du K4 = ∂y ,

K5 = (x− 1)∂y +
e−x(η2−1)

ρη2 ∂u

−−ρη2−y+yη2+xρη2

ρη2 ∂v ,

K6 = −∂v .
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Table 1. Continued.
Background symbol Backgrounds including metric and B-field Killing vectors

K1 = −∂x + u∂u − ρ

η2+1
∂v ,

K2 = e−x∂y − u∂v ,

ds2 = ρ

1+η2 dx
2 − 2dxdv K3 = − η2+1

ρη2 ∂u ,

H
(κ,η,Ã)
4 .V II +2exdydu − ρη2

1+η2 e
2xdu2, K4 = ∂y ,

B = κyexdu ∧ dx+ Ãexdv ∧ du K5 = (x− 1)∂y −
e−x(η2+1)

ρη2 ∂u

+ y(η2+1)
ρη2 ∂v ,

K6 = −∂v .

K1 = 1
η2−1

(∂x − yη2 ∂y + ρ∂v )

+u∂u ,

K2 = e−x∂y − u∂v ,

H
(κ,η)
4 .V III ds2 = (1− η2)(ρdx2 − 2dxdv) K3 = e−xη2

∂y ,

+2exdydu + 2η2yexdxdu, K4 = y∂y − u∂u ,

B = κyexdu ∧ dx K5 = ∂u ,

K6 = ex(η
2−1)∂u − yexη

2
∂v ,

K7 = 1
η2−1

∂v .

K1 = − (η2q4−1)
η2−1

(∂x + ρ∂v )

+ yη2(q4−1)
η2−1

∂y + u∂u

H
(κ,η,Ã)
4,q .IX ds2 = 1−η2

1−η2q4
(ρdx2 − 2dxdv) K2 = e−x∂y − u∂v ,

+2exdydu +
2η2(1−q4)
1−η2q4

yexdxdu, K3 = e
−x(q4−1)η2

(η2q4−1) ∂y ,

B =
[

κ− Ãq2(1−η2)
1−η2q4

]

yexdu ∧ dx K4 = y∂y − u∂u ,

K5 = ∂u ,

K6 = e
−x(η2−1)

(η2q4−1) ∂u − ye
x(q4−1)y

(η2q4−1) ∂v ,

K7 = − (η2q4−1)
η2−1

∂v .

K1 = −∂x + u ∂u − ρ ∂v ,

K2 = e−x∂y − u∂v ,

H
(κ,Ã)
4 .X ds2 = ρdx2 − 2dxdv + 2exdydu, K3 = ∂y ,

B = (κ− Ã)yexdu ∧ dx K4 = y∂y − u∂u ,

K5 = e−x∂u − y∂v ,

K6 = ∂u ,

K7 = −∂v .

2.2 An example: the case of H
(κ,η)

4
.II background as solution of the GSEs

Here, we shall investigate that the YB deformed H
(κ,η)

4
.II background is a solution of GSEs.

According to Table 1, the background of model corresponding metric and B-field is given by

ds2 = (ρ− 2η2)dx2 − 2dxdv + 2exdydu, (2.10)

B = κyexdu ∧ dx, (2.11)

where (x, y, u, v) are coordinates on the Lie group H4 , ρ is the parameter of the metric of
the Lie algebra h4 , while η is deformation parameter. In the next step and to complete the
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calculations, the Killing vectors of the metric (2.10) are required. They can be obtained by
solving Killing equations, L

Ka
G

MN
= 0. The Killing vectors of metric (2.10) are given as

follows:

K1 = −∂x + u ∂u + (2η2 − ρ) ∂v ,

K2 = e−x∂y − u ∂v ,

K3 = ∂y ,

K4 = y∂y − u∂u ,

K5 = e−x∂u − y∂v ,

K6 = ∂u ,

K7 = −∂v . (2.12)

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

I =
n∑

i=1

αiKi, (2.13)

where n stands for the number of Killing vectors of the metric, and αi ’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−xα5 + α6)∂u − (α5y + α7)∂7 ,

Φ = y(α5 − α6e
x) + c0 , (2.14)

for some constant c0 . By using (2.14) and corresponding B-field (2.11) of model and inserting
in (2.9), Z can be written as

Z = α5(y dx+ dy),

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

I = −α7 ∂v ,

Z = [
x

4
(1− κ2) + c2 ]dx,

Φ =
x2

8
(1− κ2) + c1 + c2x, (Λ = 0). (2.15)

where c1 and c2 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.
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Table 2. The YB deformed H
4

WZW models as solutions of the GSEs

H4 Vector field I One-form Z Comments

−α1∂x + α4y∂y [α7 −
2α

4
α
7

α
1

+ α1ρ Λ = −
8α

4
α
1
[2α1α7

+[(α1 − α4)u −2α4ρ+ α5y] dx −2α4α7 + α2
1
ρ

+α5 e−x + α6 ] ∂u +[ex(−α1u+ α4u− α6 )− α5]dy −α1α4ρ],

H
(κ)
4 .I −(α1 ρ+ α5 y + α7) ∂v +y ex α4 du+ (−α1 + 2α4 )dv κ = 1

−α7 ∂v [x
4
(1− κ2)− κexyα6 + c1 ]dx

+[
α
5
κ

− κexα6 ]dy Λ = 0

(e−xα5 + α6 ) ∂u α5ydx+ α5 dy Λ = 0,

H
(κ,η)
4 .II −(α5y + α7 ) ∂v κ = 1

−α7 ∂v [x
4
(1− κ2) + c2 ]dx Λ = 0

H
(κ,η,Ã)
4 .III −α6 ∂v [x

4
(1− κ2) + c2 ]dx Λ = Ã = 0

α7 (η2 − 1) ∂v {−x
4
[−1 + κ2(η2 − 1)2]}dx Λ = Ã = 0

H
(κ,η,Ã)
4 .IV {− x

4(η2−1)2
[−1

α7 (η2 − 1) ∂v +Ã2 + κ2(η2 − 1)2 Λ = 0

+2 Ã κ(η2 − 1)] + c2}dx

−α7 ∂v {x
4
[1− (κ+ Ã)2] + c2}dx Λ = 0

(α5 e−x + α6 ) ∂u [
2(α

5
x−α

6
ex)η2

η2−1
+ α5y + c2 ]dx Λ = Ã = 0,

H
(κ,η,Ã)
4 .V +[

−α
5
(yη2−2η2+2xη2−y)

η2−1
]∂v +(α5 − α6e

x)dy κ = 1

−α7 ∂v [x
4
(1− κ2) + c2 ]dx Λ = Ã = 0

H
(κ,η,Ã)
4 .V I −α6 ∂v [x

4
(1− κ2) + c2 ]dx Λ = Ã = 0

H
(κ,η,Ã)
4 .V II −α6 ∂v [x

4
(1− κ2) + c2 ]dx Λ = Ã = 0

H
(κ,η)
4 .V III

α
7

η2−1
∂v [x

4
(1− κ2 − 2η2 + η4) + c2 ]dx Λ = 0

{

−x
4(−1+q4η2)2

[Ã2q4(η2 − 1)2

H
(κ,η,Ã)
4,q .IX −

α7 (−1+η2 q4)

η2−1
∂v −2Ã κ q2(η2 − 1)(−1 + q4 η2) Λ = 0

+κ2(−1 + q4 η2)2

−(1 + (−2 + q4)η2)2] + c2

}

dx

H
(κ,η,Ã)
4,q .IX −α7∂v [x

4
(1− (Ã− κ)2) + c2 ]dx Λ = 0

3 Non-Abelian T-duals of the YB deformed H
4

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 σ-models constructed
on a 2+2-dimensional manifold M with the two-dimensional non-Abelian Lie group acting
freely on M , 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 H4 Lie group (Table 1).
Before proceeding to this, let us give a brief review of the construction of Poisson-Lie T-dual
σ-models in the presence of spectator fields [38,39]. In the context of the Poisson-Lie duality,
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the concept of the Drinfeld double is important. A Drinfeld double [40] is simply a Lie group
D whose Lie algebra D admits a decomposition D = G ⊕ G̃ 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 G̃ as a
pair of maximally isotropic subgroups corresponding to the subalgebras G and G̃ , and choose
a basis in each of the sub-algebras as Ta ∈ G and T̃

a
∈ G̃ , a = 1, ..., dim G, such that

< Ta , Tb
>=< T̃

a

, T̃
b

>= 0, < Ta , T̃
b

>= δ b
a
. (3.1)

The basis of the two sub-algebras G and G̃ satisfy the following commutation relations

[Ta , Tb
] = f

c

ab
Tc , [T̃

a

, T̃
b

] = f̃
ab

c
T̃

c

, [Ta , T̃
b

] = f̃
bc

a
Tc + f

b

ca
T̃

c

, (3.2)

where f
c

ab
and f̃

ab

c
are structure constants of G and G̃ , respectively. Noted that the Lie

algebra structure defined by relation (3.2) is called Drinfeld double D .
Consider now a non-linear σ-model with d field variables xM = (xµ, yα), where xµ’s,

µ = 1, ..., dim G are the coordinates of Lie group G acting freely on the manifold M ≈ O×G,
and yα, α = 1, · · · , d − dim G are the coordinates of the orbit O of G in M . Note that
the coordinates yα do not participate in the Poisson-Lie T-duality transformations and are
therefore called spectator fields [41]. The corresponding σ-model action has the form

S =
1

2

∫
dσ+dσ−

[
E

ab
(g, yα) Ra

+ Rb
− + φ

(1)
aβ (g, y

α)Ra
+∂−y

β + φ
(2)
αb (g, y

α)∂+y
αRb

−

+φ
αβ
(g, yα)∂+y

α∂−y
β
]
. (3.3)

where Ra
± are the components of the right-invariant one-forms which are constructed by means

of an element g of the Lie group G as

R± = (∂±gg
−1)a Ta = Ra

± Ta = ∂±x
µ R a

µ Ta. (3.4)

As shown, the couplings E
ab
, φ

(1)
aα , φ

(2)
αb and φ

αβ
may depend on all variables xµ and yα.

Similarly, we introduce dual σ-model for the d field variables x̃M = (x̃µ, yα), where x̃µ’s
parameterize an element g̃ ∈ G̃, whose dimension is equal to that of G, and the rest of the
variables are the same yα’s used in (3.3). We consider the components of the right-invariant
forms on G̃ as (∂±g̃g̃−1)a = R̃±a

= ∂±x̃
µR̃µa. In this case, the corresponding action takes the

following form

S̃ =
1

2

∫
dσ+dσ−

[
Ẽab(g̃, yα) R̃+aR̃−b

+ φ̃
(1)a

β(g̃, y
α) R̃+a∂−y

β + φ̃(2)
b

α (g̃, yα)∂+y
α R̃−b

+φ̃
αβ
(g̃, yα)∂+y

α∂−y
β
]
. (3.5)

In the sense of Poisson-Lie T-duality, the σ-models (3.3) and (3.5) will be dual to each
other [15, 38, 39] if the associated Lie algebras G and G̃ form a Lie algebra D = G ⊕ G̃ . The
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relation of the couplings E
ab
, φ

(1)
aβ , φ

(2)
αb and φ

αβ
in (3.3) has been given as following [38,39,41]

E =
(
E−1

0 +Π
)−1

, φ(1) = E E−1
0 F

(1)
,

φ(2) = F
(2)
E−1

0 E, φ = F − F
(2)

Π E E−1
0 F

(1)
, (3.6)

such that the couplings E0, F
(1)
, F

(2)
and F may be at most functions of the variables yα

only. Furthermore, Π(g) defined by Π
ab
(g) = b

ac
(g) (a−1)

b

c
(g) is the Poisson structure on G

so that matrices a(g) and b(g) are defined as follows:

g−1Ta g = a
b

a
(g) T

b
,

g−1T̃
a

g = b
ab

(g) T
b
+ (a−1)

a

b
(g) T̃

b

. (3.7)

The relationship between the couplings of the dual action Ẽab, φ̃
(1)a

β, φ̃
(2)b
α and φ̃

αβ
in (3.5)

and the original one is given by [38, 39, 41]

Ẽ =
(
E0 + Π̃

)−1
, φ̃(1) = Ẽ F

(1)
,

φ̃(2) = −F
(2)
Ẽ, φ̃ = F − F

(2)
Ẽ F

(1)
. (3.8)

Analogously, one can define matrices ã(g̃), b̃(g̃) and Π̃(g̃) 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 H4 WZW model of Table
1. As an example, we discuss in details the non-Abelian T-dualization of the YB deformed
background H(κ,η)

4
.II.

3.1 The non-Abelian T-dualization of the background H(κ,η)
4

.II

3.1.1 The original model as the deformed one

The original model is constructed on 2+2-dimensional manifold M ≈ O × G in which G is
considered to be the Lie group A2 with Lie algebra A2, while O is the orbit of G in M . We
use the coordinates {x1 , x2} for the A2 , and employ yα = {y1 , y2} for the orbit O. We shall
show the background of original model is equivalent to the YB deformed background H(κ,η)

4
.II.

The Lie algebra of the semi-Abelian double (A2, 2A1) is defined by the following non-zero Lie
brackets

[T1 , T2 ] = T2 , [T1 , T̃
2
] = −T̃

2
, [T2 , T̃

2
] = T̃

1
. (3.9)

where {T1 , T2} and {T̃
1
, T̃

2
} are the basis of A2 and 2A1 , respectively. By parametrization

of the group element A2 as

g = ex1T1 ex2T2 . (3.10)

the right invariant one-forms Ra
± are derived as follows

R1
± = ∂±x1, R2

± = ex1∂±x2. (3.11)

10



To achieve a σ-model with the background H(κ,η)
4

.II we choose the spectator-dependent ma-
trices in the following form

E0ab =

(
ρ− 2η2 −κy1
κy1 0

)
, F

(1)
aβ =

(
0 -1
1 0

)
,

F
(2)
αb =

(
0 1
-1 0

)
, Fαβ =

(
0 0
0 0

)
. (3.12)

Since the dual Lie group, 2A1 , is assumed to be Abelian, it follows from (3.7) that Πab(g) = 0.
Using these and (3.6) one can construct the action (3.3) on the manifold M ≈ O × G. The
background including the metric and B-field is given as follows:

ds2 = (ρ− 2η2)dx2
1
− 2dx1dy2 + 2ex1dx2dy1 , (3.13)

B = κy1 dx2 ∧ dx1 . (3.14)

One can use the transformation (x, u, y, v) instead of (x1 , x2 , y1 , y2) to conclude that the above
background is nothing but the YB deformed background H(κ,η)

4
.II as was represented in Table

1. Thus, we showed that the background H(κ,η)
4

.II can be considered as the original model of
a dual pair of σ-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

αβ
vanish.

3.1.2 The dual model

The dual model is constructed on a 2+2-dimensional manifold M̃ ≈ O ×G̃ with two-
dimensional Abelian Lie group G̃ =2A1 acting freely on it. In the same way we parameterize
the corresponding Lie group G̃ (Abelian Lie group 2A1) with coordinates x̃

µ
= {x̃1 , x̃2} and

element of the group as

g̃ = ex̃1 T̃
1
ex̃2 T̃

2
, (3.15)

then we have

R̃±1 = ∂±x̃1, R̃±2 = ∂±x̃2. (3.16)

Utilizing relation (3.7) for untilded quantities, we get

Π̃
ab

=

(
0 −x̃

2

x̃
2

0

)
. (3.17)

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

Ẽab =
1

∆

(
0 1

-1 (ρ−2η2)
∆

)
, φ̃

(1)a

β =
1

∆

(
1 0

(ρ−2η2)
∆ 1

)
,

φ̃(2)
b

α =
1

∆

(
1 −(ρ−2η2)

∆
0 1

)
, φ̃

αβ
=

1

∆

(
−(ρ−2η2)

∆ -1
1 0

)
, (3.18)
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where ∆ = κy1 + x̃2 . Finally, inserting the above results into action (3.5), the corresponding
metric and B̃-field are given by

ds̃2 =
1

κy1 + x̃2

[
2dx̃1 dy1 +

ρ− 2η2

κy1 + x̃2

dx̃22 + 2dx̃2 dy2 −
ρ− 2η2

κy1 + x̃2

dy2
1

]
, (3.19)

B̃ =
1

κy1 + x̃2

[
dx̃1 ∧ dx̃2 +

ρ− 2η2

κy1 + x̃2

dx̃2 ∧ dy1 + dy2 ∧ dy1

]
. (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 E0 F (1) F (2)

H
(κ)
4 .I

(

ρ −κy1

κy1 0

) (

0 −1

1 0

) (

0 1

−1 0

)

H
(κ,η)
4 .II

(

ρ− 2η2 −κy1

κy1 0

) (

0 −1

1 0

) (

0 1

−1 0

)

H
(κ,η,Ã)
4 .III

(

ρ 0

0 −ρη2

) (

0 −1

1− κ −Ã

) (

0 1 + κ

−1 Ã

)

H
(κ,η,Ã)
4 .IV





ρ

1−η2 −κy1 +
y
1
(Ã−η2)

1−η2

κy1 −
y
1
(Ã+η2)

1−η2 0





(

0 − 1
1−η2

1 0

) (

0 1

− 1
1−η2 0

)

H
(κ,η,Ã)
4 .V





ρ −(κ+ Ã)y1 − 2η2

1−η2

(κ+ Ã)y1 − 2η2

1−η2 0





(

0 −1

1 0

) (

0 1

−1 0

)

H
(κ,η,Ã)
4 .V I





ρ − ρη2

1−η2

− ρη2

1−η2 0





(

0 −1

1− (κ+ Ã) −Ã

) (

0 1 + (κ+ Ã)

−1 Ã

)

H
(κ,η,Ã)
4 .V II





ρ

1+η2 0

0 − ρη2

1+η2





(

0 −1

1− κ −Ã

) (

0 1 + κ

−1 Ã

)

H
(κ,η)
4 .V III

(

ρ(1 − η2) (−κ+ η2)y1

(κ+ η2)y1 0

) (

0 −(1 − η2)

1 0

) (

0 1

−(1− η2) 0

)

H
(κ,η,Ã)
4,q .IX





ρ(1−η2)

1−η2q4
−Ω

Ω 0









0 −
(1−η2)

1−η2q4

1 0









0 1

− (1−η2)
1−η2q4

0





H
(κ,Ã)
4 .X

(

ρ −(κ− Ã)y1

(k − Ã)y1 0

) (

0 −1

1 0

) (

0 1

−1 0

)

Ω = [κ− Ãq2(1−η2)+η2(1−q4)
1−η2q4

]y
1
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Table 4. Non-Abelian T-dual backgrounds of the YB deformed H4 WZW models

Dual symbol Background Comments

ds̃2 = 1
κy

1
+x̃

2

[

2dx̃1 dy1 + ρ
κy

1
+x̃

2
dx̃2

2 + 2dx̃2dy2 − ρ
κy

1
+x̃

2
dy2

1

]

,

˜
H

(κ)
4 .I B̃ = 1

κy1+x̃2

[

dx̃1 ∧ dx̃2 + ρ
κy1+x̃2

dx̃2 ∧ dy1 + dy2 ∧ dy1

]

ds̃2 = 1
κy

1
+x̃

2

[

2dx̃1 dy1 + ρ−2η2

κy
1
+x̃

2
dx̃2

2 + 2dx̃2dy2 − ρ−2η2

κy
1
+x̃

2
dy2

1

]

,

˜
H

(κ,η)
4 .II B̃ = 1

κy
1
+x̃

2

[

dx̃1 ∧ dx̃2 + ρ−2η2

κy
1
+x̃

2
dx̃2 ∧ dy1 + dy2 ∧ dy1

]

ds̃2 = 1
x̃2
2−ρ2η2

{

− ρη2dx̃2
1 + 2x̃2 dx̃1dy1 + ρ dx̃2

2 − 2ρκ dx̃2dy1

˜
H

(κ,η,Ã)
4 .III +2(x̃2 − ρÃ) dx̃2dy2 − ρ(1 − κ2)dy2

1
+ 2κ(Ãρ− x̃2 )dy1dy2

+[ρ(η2 + Ã2)− 2Ãx̃2 ]dy
2
2

}

,

B̃ = 1
x̃2
2
−ρ2η2

[

κx̃2 dy1 ∧ dx̃1 + (Ãx̃2 − ρη2)dy2 ∧ dx̃1

+(Ãρ− x̃2 )dy1 ∧ dy2

]

ds̃2 = 1
∆

[

− 2(1− η2)dx̃1dy1 +
ρ(1−η2)

∆
dx̃2

2 ∆ =
{

[(κ− 1)η2

− ρ(1−η2)
∆

dy2
1
− 2 dx̃2dy2

]

, +Ã− κ]y1

˜
H

(κ,η,Ã)
4 .IV B̃ = 1

∆

[

(1 − η2)dx̃2 ∧ dx̃1 +
ρ(1−η2)

∆
dx̃2 ∧ dy1 + dy1 ∧ dy2

]

−x̃2 (1− η2)
}

ds̃2 = 1
∆

[

− 2(1 − η2)dx̃1dy1 −
ρ(1−η2)2

∆
dx̃2

2

˜
H

(κ,η,Ã)
4 .V −2(1− η2)dx̃2dy2 + ρ(1−η2)2

∆
dy2

1

]

, ∆ =
{

(η2 − 1)[(κ+ Ã)y1

B̃ = 1
∆

[

(1− η2)dx̃2 ∧ dx̃1 −
ρ(1−η2)2

∆
dx̃2 ∧ dy1 + (1 − η2)dy1 ∧ dy2

]

+x̃2 ]y1 − 2η2
}

ds̃2 = 1
∆

+
∆

−

{

[−2ρη2(η2 − 1)]dx̃1dx̃2 + [ρ(η2 − 1)]dx̃2
2

+
[

2(η2 − 1)(x̃2(η
2 − 1) + (κ+ Ã)ρη2)

]

dx̃1dy1

+
[

2Ã(η2 − 1)ρη2
]

dx̃1dy2 −
[

2ρ(η2 − 1)2(κ+ Ã)
]

dx̃2dy1

−
[

2(η2 − 1)((−x̃2 + Ãρ)η2 − ρÃ+ x̃2)
]

dx̃2dy2

˜
H

(κ,η,Ã)
4 .V I −

[

ρ(η2 − 1)2((κ+ Ã)2 − 1)
]

dy2
1

∆
±

= x̃2(η
2 − 1) ± ρη2

−
{

2(η2 − 1)
[

− ρη2 + ((−x̃2 + Ãρ)η2 − ρÃ+ x̃2 )(κ+ Ã)
]}

dy1dy2

−
[

(η − 1)2(η + 1)2Ã(ρÃ− 2x̃2)
]

dy2
2

}

,

B̃ = 1
∆

+
∆

−

{

x̃2(η
2 − 1)2 dx̃1 ∧ x̃2

+
[

(η2 − 1)(ρη2 + (k + Ã)(x̃2 (η
2 − 1))

]

dy1 ∧ dx̃1

+
[

Ãx̃2 (η
2 − 1)2

]

dy2 ∧ dx̃1 + ρ(η2 − 1)2 dx̃2 ∧ dy1 + ρη2(η2 − 1) dx̃2 ∧ dy2

+
[

(η2 − 1)[−ρη2(κ+ Ã) + ((−x̃2 + Ãρ)η2 − ρÃ+ x̃2)]
]}

dy1 ∧ dy2

ds̃2 = 1
∆

{

− ρη2(η2 + 1)dx̃2
1 + 2x̃2(η

2 + 1)2dx̃1dy1 + ρ(η2 + 1)dx̃2
2

−2ρκ(η2 + 1)dx̃2dy1 − 2[(η2 + 1)((−η2 − 1)x̃2 + ρÃ)]dx̃2dy2

+ρ(η2 + 1)(κ2 − 1)dy2
1
+ 2κ(η2 + 1)

[

(−η2 − 1)x̃2 + ρÃ
]

dy1dy2 ∆ =
{

− ρ2η2

˜
H

(κ,η,Ã)
4 .V II +

[

(η2 + 1)(−2Ãx̃2η
2 + Ã2ρ+ η2ρ− 2x̃2 Ã)

]

dy2
2

}

, +x̃2
2(η2 + 1)2

}

B̃ = 1
∆

[

x̃2(η
2 + 1)2dx̃1 ∧ dx̃2 + κx̃2 (η

2 + 1)2dy1 ∧ dx̃1

]

+
[

(η2 + 1)(Ãη2x̃2 − η2ρ+ Ãx̃2)
]

dy2 ∧ dx̃1

+ρ(η2 + 1)dx̃2 ∧ dy1 + (η2 + 1)((−η2 − 1)x̃2 + ρÃ)dy1 ∧ dy2

]
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Table 4. Continued.

Dual symbol Background Comments

ds̃2 = 1
∆

+
∆

−

[

− 2η2y1dx̃1dx̃2 + 2(κy1 + x̃2)dx̃1dy1 + ρ(1 − η2)dx̃2
2 ∆± = (κ± η2)y1 + x̃2

˜
H

(κ,η)
4 .V III +ρ(η2 − 1)dy2

1
+ 2[(1− η2)(κy1 + x̃2 )]dx̃2dy2 + 2η2y1(η

2 − 1)dy1dy2

]

,

B̃ = 1
∆

+
∆

−

[

(κy1 + x̃2 )dx̃1 ∧ dx̃2 + η2y1dy1 ∧ dx̃1 + ρ(η2 − 1)dy1 ∧ dx̃2

+[(1− η2)η2y1 ]dx̃2 ∧ dy2 + [(η2 − 1)(κy1 + x̃2)]dy1 ∧ dy2

]

ds̃2 = 1
∆

+
∆

−

{

2(1− η2q4)(−1 + q4)η2y1

[

dx̃1dx̃2 + dx̃1dy1

]

+ρ(η2 − 1)(η2q4 − 1)
[

dx̃2
2 + 2dx̃2dy1

]

+2(1 − η2){[(−κq4 + Ãq2)η2 − Ãq2 + κ]y1 + x̃2(1− η2q4)}dx̃2dy2 ∆
±

=
{

[±1 + (−κ∓ 1)q4

˜
H

κ,η,Ã
4,q .IX −[2(1− η2)(1 − q4)η2y1 ] dy1dy2

}

, +Ãq2]η2 − Ãq2 + κ
}

y1

B̃ = 1
∆

+
∆

−

{

(1− η2q4)
[

[(−κq4 + Ã)η2 − Ãq2 + κ]y1 −η2q4x̃2 + x̃2

−η2q4x̃2 + x̃2

][

dx̃1 ∧ dx̃2 + dx̃1 ∧ dy1 + dy2 ∧ dy1

]

+(1− η2)[(1 − q4)η2]y1dx̃2 ∧ dy2

}

˜
H

(κ,Ã)
4 .X ds̃2 = 1

∆

[

− 2dx̃1dy1 + ρ
∆
dx̃2

2 − 2dx̃2dy2 − ρ
∆
dy2

1

]

, ∆ = (Ã− κ)y1 − x̃2

B̃ = 1
∆

[

dx̃2 ∧ dx̃1 + ρ
∆
dx̃2 ∧ dy1 + dy1 ∧ dy2

]

4 Integrability of the T-dual σ-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 σ-models presented by Mohammedi in [37].

4.1 A short review of the integrability of σ-model

Consider the following sigma model action5

S =

∫

Σ
dzdz̄(G

MN
(x) +B

MN
(x))∂xM ∂̄xN , (4.1)

where xM (z, z̄) (M = 1, 2, ..., d) are coordinates of the manifold M , such that G
MN

and B
MN

are metric and anti-symmetric tensor fields on M ; furthermore, the (z, z̄) are coordinates of
the world-sheet Σ. The equations of motion for this model are as follows [37]

∂̄∂xR +ΩR
MN ∂xM ∂̄xN = 0, (4.2)

where
ΩR

MN
= ΓR

MN
−HR

MN
, (4.3)

such that ΓR
MN

is the Christoffel coefficients and components of the torsion are given by

HR
MN

=
1

2
GRS(∂

S
B

MN
+ ∂

N
B

SM
+ ∂

M
B

NS
). (4.4)

5As in [42] and [37] instead of using the world sheet coordinates τ and σ, we will use the complex coordinates
(z = σ + iτ, z̄ = σ − iτ ) with ∂ =

∂
∂z

and ∂̄ =
∂
∂z̄

. We also adopt the convention that the Levi-Civita tensor
ǫzz̄ = 1; so we will not have i 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]:

[∂ + ∂xMα
M
(x)]ψ = 0, (4.5)

[∂̄ + ∂̄xMβ
M
(x)]ψ = 0, (4.6)

where the matrices α
M

and β
M

are functions of the coordinates xM . The compatibility
condition of this linear system yields the equations of motion, provided that the matrices
α

M
(x) and β

M
(x) must satisfy the following relations [37]

∂
M
β

N
− ∂

N
α

M
+ [α

M
, β

N
] = ΩR

MN
µ

R
, (4.7)

with
β

M
− α

M
= µ

M
, (4.8)

such that the equation (4.7) can then be rewritten as

F
MN

= −(∇
M
µ

N
− ΩR

MN
µ

R
), (4.9)

where the field strength F
MN

and covariant derivative corresponding to the matrices α
M

are
given as follows:

F
MN

= ∂
M
α

N
− ∂

N
α

M
+ [α

M
, α

N
], ∇

M
X = ∂

M
X + [α

M
,X], (4.10)

such that for symmetric and anti-symmetric parts of (4.9), we have [37]

0 = ∇
M
µ

N
+∇

N
µ

M
− 2 ΓR

MN
µ

R
, (4.11)

F
MN

= −
1

2
(∇

M
µ

N
−∇

N
µ

M
)−HR

MN
µ

R
. (4.12)

In this manner, the integrability condition of the σ-model (4.1) is equivalent to finding the
matrices α

M
and µ

M
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 4A1 . Accordingly, the right-invariant one-forms on the
4A1 are R̃±a

= ∂±X̃
M
R̃

Ma
= ∂± x̃a, in which x̃a, a = 1, · · · , 4, stand for the coordinates

of the 4A1 . In order to investigate the integrability of the dual σ-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 α̃

M
and µ̃

M
[43],

α̃
M

= R̃
Ma

Ã
a

b
(x̃) T̃

b

, µ̃
M

= R̃
Ma

B̃
a

b
(x̃) T̃

b

. (4.13)

Here we have assumed that the Ã
a

b
(x̃) and B̃

a

b
(x̃) 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 f̃abc = 0, one gets
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R̃
Ma
∂̃
N
B̃

a

b
(x̃) + R̃

Na
∂
M
B̃

a

b
(x̃)− 2Γ̃

P

MN
R̃

Pa
B̃

a

b
(x̃) = 0, (4.14)

[
∂
M
Ã

a

b
(x̃) +

1

2
∂
M
B̃

a

b
(x̃)
]
R̃

Na
− R̃

Ma

[
∂
N
Ã

a

b
(x̃) +

1

2
∂
N
B̃

a

b
(x̃)
]

+H̃
P

MN
R̃

Pa
B̃

a

b
(x̃) = 0. (4.15)

Now one must try to obtain the solutions of the above equations for H4 dual backgrounds
given in Table 4. Let us explain the one example.

4.2.1 An example: dual background
˜

H
(κ,η)
4 .II

First we must calculate the Christoffel symbols Γ̃
P

MN
and strength field H̃

P

MN
correspond to

the metric G̃
MN

and anti-symmetric tensor B̃
MN

of the background
˜

H
(κ,η)
4 .II given by the

equations (3.19) and (3.20). The results are given as follows

Γ̃
x̃1

x̃1 x̃2
= −κ Γ̃

x̃1

x̃2y2
= κ Γ̃

x̃2

x̃2y1
= Γ̃

y1

x̃2y1
= −Γ̃

y2

x̃1y1
= κΓ̃

y2

y1y2
= −

∆

2
,

Γ̃
x̃2

x̃2 x̃2
= κΓ̃

y1

y1y1
= −∆, Γ̃

x̃1

x̃2 x̃2
= −

1

2
Γ̃

y2

x̃2y1
= κ(ρ− 2η2)∆2,

Γ̃
x̃1

x̃2y1
= −2Γ̃

y2

y1y1
=

(ρ− 2η2)∆2

2
. (4.16)

where ∆ = 1/x̃2 + κy1 , and

κH̃
x̃1

x̃1 x̃2
= H̃

x̃1

x̃2y2
= −H̃

x̃2

x̃2y1
= κH̃

y1

x̃2y1
= −κH̃

y2

x̃1y1
= −H̃

y2

y1y2
= −

1

x̃2 + κy1
,

H̃
x̃1

x̃2y1
=

κ(2η2 − 1)

(x̃2 + κy1)
2
, H̃

y2

x̃2y1
=

2(η2 − 2)

(x̃2 + κy1)
2
. (4.17)

Finally, inserting (4.16) and (4.17) into equations (4.14) and (4.15) and using the fact that
R̃

Ma
= δ

Ma
, one can find the matrices Ã

a

b
(x̃) and B̃

a

b
(x̃). The result is

Ã
a

b
(x̃) =




a11(x̃1) a12(x̃1) a13(x̃1) a14(x̃1)
ξ ξ ξ ξ

a31(y1) a32(y1) a33(y1) a34(y1)
a41(y2) a42(y2) a43(y2) a44(y2)


 ,

B̃
a

b
(x̃) =

1

x̃2 + κy1




0 0 0 0
c1 c1 c1 c1

−c1 + a0 −c1 + a0 −c1 + a0 −c1 + a0

0 0 0 0


 , (4.18)

where ξ =
−3c1 (1+κ)−a0 (1+2 κ)

2κ(x̃2+κ y1 )
. In this manner, we have obtained the solutions of the equations

(4.14) and (4.15) to all dual backgrounds of Table 4; and this manner we show that all models

(except
˜

H
(κ,η,Ã)
4 .IX 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 Ã b
a (X̃) B̃ b

a (X̃) Comments

˜
H

(κ)
4 .I

















a11 (x̃1 ) a12 (x̃1 ) a13 (x̃1 ) a14 (x̃1 )

ξ1 ξ1 ξ1 ξ1

a31 (x̃2 ) a32 (x̃2 ) a33 (x̃2 ) a34 (x̃2 )

a41 (y2 ) a42 (y2 ) a43 (y2 ) a44 (y2 )

































0 0 0 0

γ1 γ1 γ1 γ1

λ1 λ1 λ1 λ1

0 0 0 0

















ξ1 =
−3c

1
(1+κ)−a

0
(2+κ)

2(x̃
2
+κy

1
)

,

γ1 =
c
1

x̃
2
+κy

1
,

λ1 =
−c

1
+a

0
x̃
2
+κy

1

˜
H

(κ,η)
4 .II Ã2

















0 0 0 0

γ2 γ2 γ2 γ2

λ2 λ2 λ2 λ2

0 0 0 0

















ξ2 =
−3c

1
(1+κ)−a

0
(1+2 κ)

2κ(x̃
2
+κy

1
)

,

γ2 =
c
1

x̃
2
+κy

1
,

λ2 =
−c

1
+a

0
x̃
2
+κy

1

˜
H

(κ,η,Ã)
4 .III

















a11 (x̃1 ) a12 (x̃1 ) a13 (x̃1 ) a14 (x̃1 )

ξ3 ξ3 ξ3 ξ3

a31 (y1 ) a32 (y1 ) a33 (y1 ) a34 (y1 )

γ3 γ3 γ3 γ3

















λ3C

ξ3 = −
y
1
c
1

x̃
2

( 1
2
− κ) + c3(x̃2 ),

γ3 = −
Ãc

1
x̃
2

+ c2(y2 ),

λ3 =
c
1

x̃
2

˜
H

(κ,η,Ã)
4 .IV Ã4 γ4C

ξ4 = −
c
1
(1−2Ã+η2−2κ(η2−1))

2σ(x̃2 (η
2−1)+σy1 )

,

γ4 = c1 [x̃2(η
2 − 1) + σy1 ]

−1,

σ = Ã+ κ(η2 − 1)− η2

˜
H

(κ,η,Ã)
4 .V Ã5 γ5C

ξ5 =
c
1
[1+2(Ã+κ)]

2σ(Ã+κ)
+ c2(x̃2 ),

γ5 = c1(σ)
−1 ,

σ = (η2 − 1)[(Ã+ κ)y1 ]− 2η2

˜
H

(κ,η,Ã)
4 .V I Ã6 γ6C

Ã = η = 0,

ξ6 = −
y
1
c
1

x̃2
( 1
2
+ κ) + c2(x̃2 ),

γ6 =
c
1

x̃2

˜
H

(κ,η,Ã)
4 .V II

















a11 (x̃1 ) a12 (x̃1 ) a13 (x̃1 ) a14 (x̃1 )

ξ7 ξ7 ξ7 ξ7

γ7 γ7 γ7 γ7

a41 (y2 ) a42 (y2 ) a43 (y2 ) a44 (y2 )

















λ7C

ξ7 = −
Ã y

2
c
1

x̃2
2

+ c2(x̃2),

γ7 = −
(1+2κ)c

1
2 x̃

2
+ c3(y1 ),

λ7 =
c
1

x̃
2
, η = 0,

˜
H

(κ,η)
4 .V III

















a11 (x̃1 ) a12 (x̃1 ) a13 (x̃1 ) a14 (x̃1 )

a21 (x̃2 ) a22 (x̃2 ) a23 (x̃2 ) a24 (x̃2 )

ξ8 ξ8 ξ8 ξ8

a41 (y2 ) a42 (y2 ) a43 (y2 ) a44 (y2 )

















γ8C

η = 0,

ξ8 =
c
1
(2κ−1)

2(x̃
2
+κy

1
)
+ c2(y1 ),

γ8 =
c1

x̃
2
+κy

1

˜
H

(κ,Ã)
4 .X Ã10 γ10C

ξ10 =
−c1 (−1+2(Ã−κ))

2(κ−Ã)(x̃2+(κ−Ã)y1 )
,

γ10 =
c1

x̃2+κ y1−Ãy1

Ãi =









a
11

(x̃
1
) a

12
(x̃

1
) a

13
(x̃

1
) a

14
(x̃

1
)

ξ
i

ξ
i

ξ
i

ξ
i

a31 (y1 ) a32 (y1 ) a33 (y1 ) a34 (y1 )
a
41

(y
2
) a

42
(y

2
) a

43
(y

2
) a

44
(y

2
)









, C =









0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0
1 1 1 1
0 0 0 0









.
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5 Non-Abelian T-duals of YB deformed H4 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
˜

H
(κ,η,Ã)
4 .IX) are solutions of the

GSEs. The results including vector fields Ĩ and dilaton fields Φ̃ are summarized in Table 6.

Table 6. Non-Abelian T-dual backgrounds as solutions of the GSE

Symbol Vector Field Ĩ Dilaton Field Φ̃ Comments

˜
H

(κ)
4 .I α6∂x̃1 − α3κ ∂x̃2 (c0 + 1)Ln(x̃2 + y1 ) k = 1

+α3∂y1 + α5∂y2

˜
H

(κ,η)
4 .II α6∂x̃1 + α5∂y2 c0 Ln(x̃2 + y1 ) k = 1

˜
H

(κ,η,Ã)
4 .III α1∂x̃1 + α4∂y2

1
2
(α1 − 1)Ln(x̃2

2
− ρ2η2) + c0 k = 1, Ã = 0

˜
H

(κ,η,Ã)
4 .IV

α
6

η2−1
∂x̃1 − α7∂y2 Ln4− 2 Ln(−x̃2 − y1) + c0 k = Ã = 0, η = 1√

2

˜
H

(κ,η,Ã)
4 .V 1

η2−1
(α5∂x̃1 + α6∂y2 )

Ln((x̃
2
+y

1
)(η2−1)−2η2)

η2−1
+ c0 k = 1, Ã = 0

˜
H

(κ,η,Ã)
4 .V I α1∂x̃1 + α3∂y1 c0 + 1

2
{−Ln(x̃2(η

2 − 1)− ρη2) k = 1, Ã = 0

+ α4∂y2 +
(η2−1+2c

1
)Ln(x̃

2
(η2−1)+ρη2)

η2−1
}

˜
H

(κ,η,Ã)
4 .V II α1∂x̃1 + α2∂y2 c0 Ln(x̃2) + c1 k = 1, Ã = η = 0

˜
H

(κ,η)
4 .V III α1∂x̃1 + α2∂y2 Ln(x̃2 + y1)(1 + c0) k = 1, η = 0

˜
H

(κ,Ã)
4 .X −α2∂x̃1 − α10∂y2 c0 Ln(x̃2 + y1 ) k = 1, Ã = 0

For all the cases cosmological constant is vanished.

6 Conclusions

By using the constructed backgrounds of YB deformations of H4 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
˜

H
(κ,η,Ã)
4 .IX model are integrable and satisfy the

GSE.
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