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It has been shown that double field theory (DFT) action can be constructed in a perturbative
manner up to cubic order by using double copy of Yang-Mills. This construction can also be extended
by starting with higher-derivative Yang-Mills theory to obtain higher-derivative DFT action. In
this work, I try to use this classical double copy formulation for Abelian subsector of heterotic
DFT, starting with a Yang-Mills theory including a charged scalar field, namely (Y M + ¢*) theory.
Although the methods I used cannot give an exact match, they give some promising results.

I. INTRODUCTION

The Bern-Carrasco-Johansson (BCJ) double copy
[1,12] is a remarkable correspondence between gauge the-
ories, such as Yang-Mills theory, and gravity. Originally
discovered in the study of scattering amplitudes, this
duality reveals deep structural similarities between these
seemingly different physical theories. The double copy
states that gravitational amplitudes can be obtained by
”squaring” gauge theory amplitudes, providing a power-
ful method for simplifying complex gravity calculations.

The origins of the double copy can be traced back
to the Kawai-Lewellen-Tye (KLT) relations [3], which
connect string theory amplitudes for closed and open
strings. In a field theory setting, this idea was refined
into the BCJ duality, which expresses gauge theory
amplitudes in a form that directly manifests their
connection to gravity. Besides being in the center of
modern amplitude program, the implications of double
copy are also extended to the classical solutions (see
[4-11]).

An interesting application of double copy idea on the
action level is introduced in the work [12], which shows
that perturbative double field theory (DFT) action
can be written as double copy of Yang-Mills theory.
DFT is a framework that makes T-duality manifest
by treating both the usual spacetime coordinates and
their duals on an equal footing (see [13-16]). This
interesting relation between double copy and DFT is
also studied in the level of classical solutions [17-19],
higher derivative Yang-Mills theories [20-23], and gauge
algebra structures [24-27)].

In another interesting work, the authors try to extend
the construction of DFT action by the double copy pro-
cedure to the higher derivative Yang-Mills theories [21].
Inspired by the work [5], which states that conformal
gravity amplitudes can be obtained by a double copy
of pure Yang-Mills theory and dimension-six theory
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(Yang-Mills including a charged scalar), the authors
of [21] try to construct a conformal DFT action in a
perturbative manner. Then, they introduce a double
copy procedure which starts with the dimension-six
theory introduced in [3].

Following the same logic as in [21], in this work,
I try to construct a double copy formulation for the
Abelian subsector of heterotic DFT. Heterotic DFT is
an extension of usual DFT formulation of the low-energy
theory of the closed bosonic string to the heterotic string
[28]. There are already some works on the literature
about the double copy construction of heterotic DFT
[19, 129, 130], which all use the Kerr-Schild ansatz. In this
work, I do not use the Kerr-Schild ansatz for heterotic
DFT.

The starting point of my work is inspired by the results
of [11], which states that the amplitudes for a Yang-
Mills-Einstein (YME) theory coupled to a dilaton and
two-form field can be obtained by the double copy of
pure Yang-Mills theory and Yang-Mills+¢* (Y M + ¢?)
theory. Following this work, I use this Y M + ¢3 theory
introduced in [11] as a starting point and take its double
copy with a pure Yang-Mills theory. Although I cannot
obtain an exact match between my final terms and the
terms in Abelian subsector of heterotic DFT, I obtain
some promising results, which seems worth to follow.

II. DFT AS DOUBLE COPY OF YANG-MILLS
THEORY

In this section, I review the usual construction of DF'T
action by a double copy procedure and introduce an
alternative point of view for the same procedure. The
alternative point of view does not offer something new
and basically is not different from the usual procedure.
However, it clarifies my notation for the following
chapters and offer more clear understanding of double
copy when one starts with two different Yang-Mills
actions.

The action for the pure Yang-Mills theory in D-
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dimensions is given by,
1
Sym =~ / dPxka ' F),, (1)

where the field strength is defined as
ija = auAua - aVAua + gYMfabcAubAucu (2)

with gy ps is the coupling constant and f%,. are the struc-
ture constants. Expanding up to quadratic order, inte-
grating by parts and passing to the momentum space by

1 a ikx
7D/2/dDa:AM(:zr)ek , (3)

Al (k) = )

the action () takes the form

SR = =3 | Rk IR AL DAL, )

where [, := [ dPk and the projector is defined as

kEH kY

Following [12], one can introduce the double copy maps,

T (k) = " —

A (k) = epn(k, &) and Habﬁéﬁﬂﬂ(k). (6)

Inserting these into the () and introducing the dilaton
field by

1. -
¢ = ﬁk‘ukyew, (7)
the action (@) becomes
1 _ I
51(32()3 — —7 / ] (k2€;wew7 _ k‘ukpe,“;ez _ kykgeuf,e“6
k&

—k%¢® + 20k K e,r) .
Passing to the position space, this action reads,

2 1 = 17 17

SI()% =1 /dDa:de (e“ Oe,p + 8“6#98%;) )
—i—gﬁeuf,g&e“& — ¢|:|¢ + 2(258“5176”9) )

which defines precisely the standard quadratic double

field theory action. Similarly, one can start with the cu-
bic part of the Yang-Mills action,

S = =gv [ Pafucd 40445, (10)
and use double copy procedure to obtain the cubic part

of the DFT action. Passing to the momentum space and
writing the action more symmetrically, this cubic part

(@) reads
gy M

S :—7/ § (k1 + ko + k
YM 6(27T)D/2 A (1+ 2 + 3)

X fapeII"P (K1, ko, k) A1, " AP As,©,

(11)

where the projector is defined as
P (ky, ko, ks) = n* ks + n"Pkhs +nPPES,,  (12)

with k;; = k; — k;. This projector satisfies the same an-
tisymmetry properties with the structure constant fupc.
Introducing the double copy map,

P
Jabe = ZHWP (K1, ko, ks) (13)
inserting this to (I, passing to the position space and
integrating by parts one obtains

S’g’é :% /dedD:EeM—L [26H€p55ﬂ€pﬁ - 28“eyﬁgﬁe”ﬁ
—20°ePOFe s + 0P e,z 0P et + 5pe“p8pepﬂ} .
(14)
As it was shown in [12], this cubic action (I4) agrees
with the cubic DFT upon imposing a gauge-fixing
condition and integrating out the dilaton.

One can also see this double copy procedure from an
alternative point of view. The key observation is that
while in the usual double copy procedure for scattering
amplitudes one starts with two (same or different) Yang-
Mills theories to obtain gravity amplitudes, the double
copy procedure for DFT action does not start with two
Yang-Mills actions explicitly and maps the color indices
of one Yang-Mills action to the second set of indices in
DFT. Of course, when one introduces a double copy pro-
cedure, it is understood that there are two Yang-Mills
actions, even if they are not shown explicitly. However,
I believe that, it is also important to fix the notation in
a way that one can see two different Yang-Mills actions
explicitly. Consider two Yang-Mills actions given by

1
Symi = — /dDI (ZfiabFWaFuvb) ;
D - 1 mafBar b
Syme =— | d°% ZﬁabF Fog’ ),

where the field strength F,,* defined in @ and Faﬁa is
the field strength corresponding to gauge field A,*. With
these two actions, the structure of DFT action takes the
form,

(15)

Sprr = Sym1 ® Sy me. (16)

Firstly, I consider the kinetic part of the DFT action,
which corresponds to the double copy of quadratic parts
of Yang-Mills actions. Passing to the momentum space,
the quadratic parts of the Yang-Mills actions read,

1
S3n = ) / RapkTIY (k) AL (=) A (F),
k (17)
S@y = — 2 [ FupK2TI8 (B) A, (— ) A5 (R)
YM2 2 Jp “ g

By analogy of the usual double copy procedure for the
scattering amplitudes, I replace the color factors in the



first action by the kinematic factors of the second action,
which schematically can be shown as

Kb — %ﬁ“ﬁ(%)ﬁa“(—k)ABb(k). (18)

Since the projector II*” is introduced in a way that it
satisfies same symmetry properties with the color factor
Kab, it encodes the color information and one can get rid

of the color indices as it was offered in [4]. Then using
the double copy prescription,
Au(k)Aa(k) = eua(k, k), (19)

and integrating in both coordinates, one gets
Shr ~ [ BT () (<F Bess (k). (20)
k.k

As expected, this is exactly the same form which has been
obtained in the usual double copy formulation of DFT.
Of course this is not a suprising result, since basically
I follow the same route in a different notation. Now, I
move to the cubic part. The cubic parts of the Yang-Mills
actions ([H]) are

S = / AP g fap 0" AV AL AC,
(21)
SB, = — / 4P g FupeO A0 AL AC.

Now, I replace the color factors of the first action by the
kinematic factors of the second action. However, first one
should write the second action in a more symmetric way
so that its kinematic factors satisfy the same symmetry
properties by analogy to the double copy of scattering
amplitudes. In momentum space, the second action can
be written as

S&) :—ﬂ/ 8 (ky + ko + ks
YM2 6(27T)D/2 Fo1 o s ( )

X fareI19P7 (ky, ko, ks) Ara®Aop® As,©,

(22)

where fup. and TI*?7 satisfy the same symmetry proper-
ties. Writing the first action symmetrically, applying the
double copy prescription schematically given by

fave = 6 (k1 + ko + k3) TI*P7 (ky, ko, ks) AraAzgAsy,
(23)
and integrating in double space, one gets

FIO. /dKlngngé (K1 + Ks + K)

x TP (ky, ko, ks) TIMP (K1, k2, k3) €10€205€3p7,
(24)
which is same with the one obtained in [12], where the

notation K = (k, k) is used for double momenta together
with dK = d*P K.

IIT. HETEROTIC DFT FORMULATION

In this section, I review the DFT formulation for the
abelian subsector of the low-energy theory of the het-
erotic string following [28]. Let me start with the gen-
eralized metric formulation of usual DFT action. Intro-
ducing the generalized metric on the doubled space with
coordinates XM = (z;,2%),

un [ gij — bikg*bi; birg*
* _< gty g0 ) (25)

one can write the DFT action as [15],

S = / e‘2d(é’HMN8MHKL8NHKL + AHMN 9y dONd
- %HMNaNHKLaLHMK — 200 dONHMY),

(26)

with derivatives dy = (9%,8;). In this action, the

O(D, D) invariant dilaton d defined by e=2¢ = | /ge =2,

the indices are raised and lowered by O(D, D) invariant

metric,
01
77MN:<1 0)- (27)

As it was shown in [2§], to construct the DFT formula-
tion of heterotic strings, one can start with enlarging the
coordinates as,

XM = (‘%iu‘riuya) ) (28)

which transforms as a fundamental O(D, D + n) vector
[28], and y® correspond to the coordinates for the internal
space of gauge group. Then, the O(D, D + n) invariant
metric takes the form

nv ni; n's
nvun = | n’ Mg Mg
N’ Naj Nap

010
=100 ], (29)
00k
where k denote the matrix corresponding to the Cartan-
Killing metric of the gauge group |28]. Next, one can
introduce the extended form of the generalized metric
which transforms covariantly under O(D, D + n) trans-

formations. In [28], this extended form of generalized
metric is given as

Hun =
9" —g'*er; —g™* Arp
g ki gij + kg™ oy + AT Ajy crig® Aig + Ag
— 97" Aga k9" A + Aja Kap + Arag™ Al
(30)
where,

1
cij = bij + §A?Aja. (31)



Inserting these extended objects (29)), [B0) together with
Or = (0%,0;,04) into the action ([26) and setting 9° =
0, = 0, one obtains (for the abelian case),

1 .. 1 ..
5= /d$6_2d (Zg”&gklajgkz - Eguajgklalgik
ij ij Lo 1 ija
—281-d8jg T+ 4g J&dﬁjd — EH — ZFijaF J ,
(32)
where ﬁijk =3 (8[ibjk] — naﬁAg(ajAf})). Up to bound-
ary terms, the abelian sector of this action ([B2]) coincides

with the abelian sector of the low-energy limit of het-
erotic string action [28], which is

1 i 1 ..
S = / dx\/§6_2¢(R+4(6¢)2—EH”’“Hijk—ZF”O‘FU»Q).
(33)
For the comparison with the results of the following sec-

tions, one can write the action ([B2) around Minkowski
space, up to second order in h;; and b;; fields as

1 .. 1 ..
S = / dz <anaih’flajhkl — Enwajh“alhik
1

—281-d8jh” + 477”8id8jd - —H?— —EjaFZJa> .

12 4
(34)

IV. DOUBLE COPY FORMULATION FOR
HETEROTIC DFT

In [11], it has been shown that the scattering ampli-
tudes of Yang-Mills-Einstein theory coupled the dilaton
and two-form field B*” can be obtained from the dou-
ble copy of (Yang-Mills+¢*) theory and pure Yang-Mills
theory. The Lagrangian for the (Yang-Mills+¢?) is given
in [11] as

1 1
‘CYM+¢3 == Z’{abF,ul/aFqu + Eliab/fABD,u(bAaDud)Bb

2

g
_ ZHACKBDHef fabeffcd¢Aa¢Bb¢Cc¢Dd

1

o NGFABC faped™ PP e,

+

(35)

where the a, b, ¢, d indices run over the adjoint representa-
tion of the gauge group and scalar fields carry additional
indices A, B,C = 1,2,...,n. Field strength and covari-

ant derivative are defined as [11]

Fi, = 0,A% —0,A," + gf %A AL

(36)
Dﬂd)Aa _ a#(bAa + gfabcA,ub(bAc-

The Lagrangian for the usual Yang-Mills action is,

1
Lym = —ZfiawaaFﬁw (37)

Now, I use these two Lagrangians ([B8) and (&) to con-
struct heterotic DFT action. The quadratic part of the
action corresponding to the Lagrangian (35]) can be writ-
ten in momentum space as

1
S = 5/ O(k1 + k2)kap (™" kimkan)
k1,k2
x (I (ky, ko) A1, As,® — kapdi@od?),
(38)
with the notation for the fields as
Aiu = Au (kz)a ¢iu = ¢(kl)7 (39)

and for the projector,

ki ky

I (ky, ko) = (g — —12
( b 2) (77 nmnklkan

)- (40)
Similarly for (37),

1 L o
St = —/  O(ky + k2)Rap (NP k1pkag)
2 k1,k2

X (ﬁa'@(];/'l, kz)AlaaAQﬂb) .

(41)

Replacing the color factors of the first action ([B8) by the
kinematic factors of the second action (@I]), namely using
([IR), and integrating in both momenta one obtains

1/ (K1 4 K2) (™" k1mkan)
K.k

x [T (ky, ko )TI®P (ky, ko) Av Aoy Ara Asg (
kBT (K1, ko)1 03 Ao Asg] .

42)

I also need double copy maps for the remaining objects,
which are schematically given as,

Au(kl)Aa(%l) — e,u(l(kla ];:1) + hﬂa(klv 151) (43)
¢ (k1) Aa (k) = Ao (ky, k1) + fo (k1. k1) (44)
KAB — —2Kab + dap, (45)

where hw(kl,lgl), fa®(k1, k1) and du, will be deter-
mined. Note that the map given in [@3)) differs from (I9)
by an extra term hq (k1,k1). The reason is that in (I9)
both of the A, and A, fields correspond to the gauge
fields of the pure Yang-Mills theory while in (43) one
of the fields corresponds to the gauge field of (YM+¢?)
theory. In that sense, it can be expected that their
double copy maps are different.

Now, the explicit forms of ({@3),#4), and(@Hl) should
be decided. Onme can do that by inserting these maps
into (@) and comparing the result by (34]) in the case
that there is no dependence on dual coordinates. In-
spired by the definition (BI)), one can try an ansatz for
the hpa(ki, k1) as,

ekt Fr) = %Au(kl)Aa(lfcl). (46)



After trying the calculation using this ansatz, I concluded
that one should choose the ansatz as,
hua (kl 5 ];1) =

(AM(]%l)Aa(kl) - Au(kl)Aa(El)) ) (47)

1
2
to get the desired results. Inserting ([@3)), [@4),H H) into
the action ([@2), one gets,

1

She=7 [ O+ )L+ Ly, (48)
k.k

where

El E(nmnklmk@n)ﬁaﬁnﬂy (e,ua(kla ]}1) + h,ua(kla E:l))
x (evs(ka, k2) + hug(ka, k2))

(49)
£2 = (2l€ab - dab)(nmnklmk%z)ﬁaﬁ
X [Aa®(k1, k1) + fo (K1, k1))[Ag (K2, k2) + fﬂb(k%k(z)]a)
50

and hq(k1, k1) is defined in @T). The first Lagrangian
term ([@9) can be divided into 4 parts, namely,

(51)
The first piece, L£11, defines the quadratic part of the
usual DFT action around Minkowski space. Passing
to the position space, and turning off the dependence
on dual coordinates, it matches with the corresponding
terms in the action ([B34]). Note that in this notation, the
barred momentum operators correspond to the deriva-
tives for the left moving coordinates, namely,

k® — D = 0% + 9°, (52)

where 9% operator corresponds to the derivative with
respect to dual coordinates. Similarly, the momentum
operators without tilde correspond to the right moving
coordinates, namely,

k® — D = 0% — 9°. (53)

In that sense, turning off the dependence on dual
coordinates means that k% = k“, or in position space

D* = D* = 9~

Now continue with the last piece, £14, which can ex-
plicitly be written as

L14 :i(ﬁmnklmkm)nw(kl, ke )TT% (K1, o)
% (Ap(Fr) A (ky) = Ap(ky) Aa(Fr)) (54)
X (Au(k2)Ap(ka) — Ay (k2)Ag(kz)) -

Before expanding (B4]), let me separate its last piece,

namely,

1 kY kYR kS

4 ﬁqulp]%2q
X (Au(kl)Aa(kl) -

1= (A (k2)Ap(k2) — Ay (k2)Ap(k2))

Apu(k1)Aa(kr)) -

(55)
Passing to the position space, (B5]) gives

K4 = +% <é555mﬂ(@) (01" Ao ()

< (A0 43(0) - Ao )Am)
i( P9 A, ) (0"0” A
) -

< (Aoslo <><>),

which gives zero after turning off the dependence on dual
coordinates. Expanding the remaining terms in (54]),
passing to the position space and turning off the depen-
dence on dual coordinates, one obtains

(56)

£ =~ (024,040 (@7 4047 - (0% 4%

+ (0“APYA* — (9 AM) AP 4 (9*A%) AP — (8“Aﬂ)Aa).

(57)
The second piece L12 can be explicitly written as

1 .
L2 = §(ﬁm"k1mk2n)n‘w(k1,/€2)Ha5(k1, k2)
X eua(kl, ]%1) (AV(EQ)AB(kQ) — AV(kQ)AB(EQ)) s
(58)
where I again separate the last part of it, namely,
1 kYRS R kG .
Kio =221 2¢, (ki k1)
2 nqulpkgq (59)

X (A (k2)Ag(ke) — Ay (k) Ag(k2)) ,

which is also equal to zero after the dual coordinates are
turned off. Expanding the remaining terms in (B8], pass-
ing to the position space and turning off the dependence
on dual coordinates, one obtains

Iy = %(aﬁew) ((aﬁAﬂ)Aa — (07 A%) A — (9™ AP) A¥

+ (0“AM) AP 4 (O* A™) AP — (0* AP) A~

(60)
Similar considerations for the third piece, L13, leads to
the same terms as ([@0). Adding them, one has

Loz = L1z + L13 = (Jpepa) <(aﬂAH)Aa — (07 A%) A"

— (0" AP)A* 4 (0 AM) AP + (0" A™) AP — (8”Aﬂ)Aa),

(61)



while the corresponding terms, which couples two-form
field b, and gauge field A, in (34) have the form

A= (0pe,a) ((85A“)A“ — (OPAX)AF + (0~ AP) A+

— (0" AM) AP 4 (0MA*) AP — (8“A5)Aa).

(62)
Comparing (©I) and (62)), one can see that they dif-
fer in their third and fourth terms by a minus sign.
In the end, one can see that combining L1, £},
and L'123 and inserting in (@8], creates almost all
the terms in (B4]), except the mismatch of signs in
two terms. Moreover, the last term which corresponds
to the kinetic term of A,* gauge field is not obtained yet.

Now, I calculate the terms which come from Lo given

in (B0). The first term of ([&0) is

L21 = 26ap (N k1mbkon )T (Ao (kr, k1) Ag® (ka, k2)).

(63)
Inserting (63)) into (@8], passing to the position space
and turning off the dependence on dual coordinates, one
can obtain the last term of [B34)). There are two more
objects, dg, and fa“, which have to be determined.
One can hope to define these objects in a way that
their contributions may cancel the terms which are
mismatched in signs in (GI). Such a contribution would
make the double copy formalism I introduced more
consistent. However, I could not find such a choice for
dab and f_aa.

To recapitulate, I started with two theories with cor-
responding Lagrangians (38), (7)), and introduced the
double copy maps,

Ap(ki)Aa (k1) = epa(ki, ki) + hya (b1, k)
¢A(kl)Aa(lgl) — Aaa(klv 151),

KAB — —2Kab, (64)

1.
Kab — §H°‘5(k1, ko) Ao (k1) Ag” (k2)

where hyq(k1,k1) is defined in (@7), to obtain the
Abelian subsector of heterotic formulation of DFT.
Although, T found some promising results and managed
to obtain many terms of the action (34), there are two
terms in my final result which have the opposite signs
from the corresponding terms in (34)).

Now, I try an alternative way for the double construc-
tion of Abelian subsector of heterotic DFT. In my first
attempt, I started with Abelian subsectors of Yang-Mills
theory and Y M + ¢3 theory, by choosing the structure
constants as zero, namely I used,

fabe =0 and Fapc =0. (65)

However, one can also introduce a double copy procedure
where the Abelian gauge fields A, in ([34) are expected

6

to come only from the ¢“® fields. In that sense, an al-
ternative procedure may be constructed by choosing the
structure constants Fupc = 0, but the fu5. as nonzero.
So, let me start with

1 1
LYM+¢3 = Z’iabF,uvaFij + EﬂabﬂABD,u(bAaD#Q/)Bb
2
_ gZHACKBDﬁef fabeffcd¢Aa¢Bb¢cc¢Dd7

(66)

as the Lagrangian of my first theory, and 1) as the

Lagrangian of my second theory. One can expand the

Lagrangian (66]) explicitly and separate it into five parts

as,

1
£¢1 = —Zh}abFM,jaFuyb,

1
Loz = +5Rakan "™ (9,6")(0,6™),
Loz = 495487 fabe(0,0) (AL $P°),

1
Lyg = +§g2f€“bI€AB 77””(fachuc¢Ad)(fbe-fAVe¢Bf)’
2

Los = —gzKACKBDfieffabeffcd¢Aa¢Bb¢cc¢Dd-
(67)
Passing to the momentum space, and introducing double
copy maps (@), (I3), L1 leads to usual DFT action up
to cubic order [12]. Now, consider the second piece, L£ys.

Passing to the momentum space, it reads
1
Sp2=+5 / Kapkapk’ ™ (—k)oPP (k). (68)
k
Introducing the double copy map for k., from (@) to-
gether with,
¢ (—k) = A% (—k,—k) and Kap — —Kap, (69)
one obtains
1 - " - _
Sia == | malH 400 <k ~R)AS (. B), - (70)
which takes the form

pv

1
Sl = = / dP xr gy FPYOF? (71)
in the position space. So, the last term of [B4) is
obtained.

Continuing with the third piece, L43, one can write in
the momentum space

g
Sps = —o
%~ (2m)D/2

/ KAB fabeO (k1 + ka + k) kY 61 Ao, 95
k

(72)
Inserting the double copy maps (@), ([13]),([©9); the action
[@2) becomes

-9

Sp3 =———=— [ dK1dK2dK3 kqp0(K1 + Ko + K.

& 4(27r)D/2/ il o fe e 1)

x TP (kY Ao (ky, ke (k2, k2) Ao® (ks ks))
(73)



Expanding (73), one obtains some terms of the form
1 _
Loy =+ 5(Oreps) (0" A7) A7 — (9" A7) A7)
+ (0" Ag)eps (85 A7 — 07 AP) (74)

+

ool = 0o =

ensAq (070" AP — 0P A7),

where I also let g — 3 following [12] and ignore the color
indices since I work on Abelian subsector. Comparing
this with (62]), one observes that the first two terms (74)
matches with the last two terms of (62), but they have
the opposite signs. The other terms of (G2) do not show
up in (7)), but there are some extra terms. One can also
try to use integration by parts and choose a gauge but
the problem is not solved. Calculating L44, Lg5 terms
from (€7) and adding their results also cannot help the
situation in here, because they bring structurally differ-
ent terms. So, using this procedure, I could not obtain
the terms (G2) in the action ([34).

V. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSION

In this work, a double copy procedure for the Abelian
subsector of DFT action is offered. Inspired by the
results of [11], the starting point is taken as the
(Y M + ¢3) theory introduced in [11]. In that work [11],
the authors show that the scattering amplitudes for the
YME theory coupled to the dilaton and two-form field
can be obtained as a double copy of pure Yang-Mils
theory and (Y M + ¢?). Since the usual DFT action is
reduced to the supergravity action when the dependence
on dual coordinates are turned off, it is consistent to use
this double copy idea for the heterotic DFT.

For the double copy formulation of Abelian subsector
of DFT, two approaches are introduced in this work.
Firstly, I used a double copy formulation by choosing
the structure constants of both theories (YM and
YM+¢?) as zero, namely fope = 0 and Fapc = 0. In
this method, I also used a structurally different double
copy procedure, by mapping the product of two gauge
fields to the new DFT field, instead of mapping the
color indices of one gauge field to the second indices of
DFT field. The inspiration of this choice comes from
the way double copy introduced in [4]. One can think
that this way of thinking about double copy is not
different from the way introduced in [12], but I believe
that its implications should be carefully considered.
Using this method and introducing the maps (64), I
managed to obtain most of the terms in the action (B4,
but two terms come with different signs. This implies
that this method should be improved for an exact match.

In the second method, I choose the structure constants
of the usual gauge fields, fupe, nonzero while choosing

Fipc = 0. The motivation of this choice is based on
the idea that the color indices a,b,c... are mapped to
the dual indices of DFT fields, so their presence does
not make the final theory non-Abelian. On the other
hand, in this method A, B,C... indices are mapped
to the a,b,c... color indices, so choosing Fapc = 0
makes the final double copy theory Abelian. Using
this formalism, together with the double copy maps
[©),(@3),®9); some of the terms in the action ([B4) are
obtained but most of them do not appear. The first
problem is observed for the double copy of the action
[@2). In here, I inserted the maps for the Kap, fabe, oA
and Aub, which were chosen consistently with the works
on the literature and the previous results in this work.
After inserting this, one expects to obtain the terms in
[©2), but most of them do not appear. Calculating the
other contributions from (G7) also cannot help, because
they give structurally different terms. So, what can be
the origin of this problem? The first observation can be
done by looking at how the double copy map for fupe
is inserted in (72). In (72), I directly insert the double
copy map for fup. into the action. On the other hand,
in the cubic order calculation of [12], the authors insert
the double copy map for f,p. after they write the action
in a more symmetric way in the momenta k1, k2 and ks.
By doing this, they guarantee that the kinematic factors
satisfy the same algebra as the structure constants
fabe- However, one can see that the situation is more
complicated for the action (72), because the interaction
is on the form ¢A¢p, not AAA and it cannot be written
in a symmetric way in the three momenta ki, ko and
k3. This can be one of the reasons for the mismatch I
obtained.

Another important point, which deserves a discussion,
is the last two terms in (67), namely Ly and Lys.
While L4 gives structurally (de)A(de)A terms, Lgs
is expected to give (0A)(OA)AA terms. The problem
about this terms is presence of inverse Cartan-Killing
metric, namely k. The double copy map for kg is
given in (@) and one can see that it is not invertible. In
that sense it is not obvious how to define a double copy

map for the inverse Cartan-Killing metric, .

To sum up, I tried to offer a double copy map for the
Abelian subsector of heterotic DFT starting with a pure
Yang-Mills theory and Y M + ¢ theory, inspired by the
results of [11], [21]. Although there are some promis-
ing results, some problems were encountered and I could
not obtain an exact match. Understanding the origins of
these problems can help us better understand the clas-
sical double copy procedure in DFT, especially when we
start with two different Yang-Mills theories.
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