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Abstract

The so-called homogeneous Yang-Baxter (YB) deformations can be considered a non-abelian
generalization of T-duality—shift—T-duality (TsT) transformations. TsT transformations are
known to preserve conformal symmetry to all orders in o/. Here we argue that (unimodular)
YB deformations of a bosonic string also preserve conformal symmetry, at least to two—loop or-
der. We do this by showing that, starting from a background with no NSNS-flux, the deformed
background solves the o/—corrected supergravity equations to second order in the deformation
parameter. At the same time we determine the required o/—corrections of the deformed back-
ground, which take a relatively simple form. In examples that can be constructed using, possibly
non-commuting sequences of, TsT transformations we show how to obtain the first o/—correction
to all orders in the deformation parameter by making use of the o/-corrected T-duality rules. We
demonstrate this on the specific example of YB deformations of a Bianchi type II background.
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1 Introduction and summary of results

Yang-Baxter (YB) deformations were first introduced by Klim¢ik in [1]. It was later understood
that they have the remarkable property of preserving integrability [2]. If one starts from an
integrable sigma model and performs a YB deformation the resulting model is also integrable.
This made people interested in applying them in string theory, which was done for the AdSs x S°
superstring in [3, 4]. The YB deformation is based on an R-matrix for which there are two basic
possibilities— R can solve either the classical Yang-Baxter equation (CYBE) or the modified
classical Yang-Baxter equation (mCYBE). The former case is often referred to as homogeneous
YB deformations and is the case we consider here. It was shown in [5] that these models typically
have a Weyl-anomaly! unless the R-matrix is unimodular, i.e. its contraction with the structure
constants of the isometry algebra of the original model vanishes R'Y f; ;% = 0. This is similar
to the anomaly encountered in non-abelian T-duality (NATD) [8] on a non-unimodular group
[9, 10, 11]. Indeed it was argued in [12] that homogeneous YB deformations should have a
realization in terms of NATD and this was then proven in [13] (see also [14]). While the original
YB deformations were defined only for sigma models of the symmetric space type, the realization
of the homogeneous models using NATD meant that they could be defined for a general string

!This manifests itself, in the superstring case, as a target space solving the generalized supergravity equations
[6, 7] rather than the standard ones.



sigma model with isometries. This was carried out for the Green-Schwarz superstring in [15] and
rules for writing the supergravity background directly in terms of the R-matrix were derived.?

The simplest class of such YB deformations is when R is defined on an abelian subalgebra of
the isometry algebra. In this case the deformation is equivalent to a T-duality—shift—T-duality
(TsT) transformation [19]. These are also known as O(d, d)-transformations [20, 21| and they
have been argued to map a consistent string background to another consistent string background,
i.e. there should exist corrections to the background fields such that the corrected background
solves the o/ —corrected supergravity equations to all orders in o/ [22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27].3 Here we
want to ask what happens for YB deformations in general at the quantum level.* Unimodular
YB deformations are known to give a conformal theory at one loop, i.e. the background solves the
(super)gravity equations. Here we will analyze the two-loop equations in the bosonic string case.
For simplicity we will restrict to deformations of backgrounds with vanishing NSNS-flux. We
will show, to second order in the deformation parameter, that the deformed background can be
corrected so that it solves the 2—-loop equations. Furthermore the correction to the background
fields can be cast in a relatively simple form. Using the knowledge of the full corrections in
special cases derived using T-duality (see below), we write an expression to all orders in the
deformation parameter, which works in some simple cases but not in general.

Since the homogeneous YB deformations can be constructed using NATD, our results indicate
that also NATD should preserve conformality at two loops, and possibly all orders in o/. A
convincing argument for the preservation of conformality for NATD would follow from a generic
analysis to all orders in the deformation parameter 7, since NATD is recovered in a n — o0
limit. Another piece of evidence for this comes from the recent analysis of renormalizability of
deformed sigma models with two-dimensional target space in [30], and very recently [31] (see
also [32]). Some of the deformations considered have a limit where they reduce to NATD and
it was found that the models behave nicely beyond lowest order in o suggesting that things
should work out to all orders in .

For YB deformations of TsT—-type we can also exploit another method to obtain explicit
o/—corrections and to promote those backgrounds to two-loop solutions. We can in fact use
the known o'—corrections to the T-duality rules when doing the chain of T-duality—shift—T-
duality. This strategy will automatically bring in the needed o/-dependence into the deformed
background, and will make sure that the deformed background is a solution to the two-loop
equations. The interplay between T-duality and higher o/—corrections was studied in various
works [26, 33, 34, 35, 36, 37]. In this paper we will use the o/—corrections for the T-duality rules
of [34], to obtain explicit o/-corrections for YB deformed models. This strategy allows us to
start from any background with isometries (it is not necessary to set the NSNS-flux to zero),
and to keep the dependence on the deformation parameter exact.

Certain YB deformations, while they cannot be understood as simple TsT transformations,
can still be obtained as a non-commuting sequence of TsT’s [5]. The non-commutativity is
related to the fact that certain isometries needed to perform one TsT transformation may
be broken by the application of another TsT. Therefore, in certain cases a sequence of TsT
transformations can be implemented only in one precise order. Non-commuting sequences of
TsT transformations are nice examples to study, because we can obtain explicit results by
applying what is known about abelian T-duality and TsT, and at the same time be able to say
something about NATD and more general YB deformations.

2These rules were first guessed, at the supergravity level and restricted to the case of vanishing NSNS flux, in
[16] (see also [17] and [18]).

3Note however that the form of the o’ —corrections are only known in special cases and to low loop order, e.g.
[26].

*Homogeneous YB deformations also have an O(d, d) interpretation as so called $-shifts [28, 29].



In the remaining part of the introduction, we will summarize the main results obtained when
expanding the two-loop equations to second order in the deformation parameter.

1.1 First o/-correction to deformed backgrounds

The (homogeneous) Yang-Baxter deformation of a bosonic string background G, B, ® is given
by [18, 16, 17, 15]

G-B=(G-B)(1+79(G-B)"", &=7&-1llndet(l1+70(G - B)). (1.1)

Here 7 is the deformation parameter and © is constructed by taking an anti-symmetric R-matrix
solving the classical Yang-Baxter equation (CYBE), RUIEIRIIMI £,/ Kl = 0, on a subalgebra of
the isometry algebra of the original background (with structure constants fr;/) and contracting
with the corresponding Killing vectors

ol — inRIJk;Jj =k x /{?j, V(ik[j) =0, (1'2)

where we simplify the notation by introducing the anti-symmetric product "x’. Assuming that
G, B, ® define a one-loop conformal bosonic string sigma model, the same is true of G, B, @ if
R is unimodular, i.e. R/ fr;% =0 [5].5

Here we want to ask what happens at two loops, i.e. the next order in o. We will work in
an expansion in the deformation parameter up to order n?. To simplify the calculations we will
assume that the starting background has B = 0 which gives the deformed background

Gij = Gy +7* (00 +0(1"), By =n05+0(°),  &=&— 170,07 +0(1'). (1.3)

We find that to this order in n the first o/—correction (i.e. two-loop correction) to the

background is given by (in the scheme of Hull and Townsend [40])
6Gij =0Gij + 20*(6GO?) (1) + n*(O6GO)s; — 27O Ry ™ Oy, + 10"V V ;O pan
dBij =2n(6GO)pij) — 1RO, (1.4)

6@ =00 — 11*(6GO) 1y, 0™ + L VFO™ V1.0, — 20PVFOV .0,k + 0PV, 8 V(O O,,,,) .

Here 0G, §® denote the o corrections to the undeformed background with B = éB = 0.
Note that the terms involving 0G just come from correcting the undeformed metric in (1.3),
while the terms involving the Riemann tensor in G and dB are obtained simply by replacing

O©;; — 0;; — O/RZ‘ijle in (1.3). The correction to the dilaton does not look nice in this scheme
but by changing the scheme one can arrange it so that

e 22/ det G = e22/det G, (1.5)

so that the correction to the dilaton just comes from the correction to the determinant of the
metric. This is achieved by the scheme change®

o @+ (~3V0+ (VO)? — s Hy ™) (1.6)

5The unimodularity condition is sufficient but not necessary in general. Relaxing it one finds at order 7,
assuming B = 0, the necessary condition dK = 0 where K" = V,,©™". This is equivalent to V,,k? fsx R7E =0
which is in general weaker than the unimodularity condition k7 frx?R7® = 0. The reason for this is that
sometimes the anomalous terms generated by a non-unimodular R can be removed by a field redefinition [38] (see
also [39]). Here we will take R to be unimodular for simplicity.

50n-shell this is equivalent to turning on the ¢ parameter in the scheme of Hull and Townsend [40].



With a little help from the corresponding expressions derived to all orders in 7 for a par-
ticular background in (5.30) and (5.31) one can write a completion of (1.4) to all orders in the
deformation. First of all it is natural to expect that one should correct the undeformed metric
and take ©;; — 0;; — O/RUMGM in the expressions in (1.1). On top of this we need to extend
the last term in the transformation of the metric and looking at the example in (5.30) and (5.31)
suggests the following form for the corrections to all orders in 7

Gij — Bij = [G(1 +3[© — /R - @])_1]ij — 2d/9;Indet(1 +10)0; Indet(1 + 7O)
+ 30/ ([60+00) 71, VEV,0™ + [G(1 - 30) '], VEv0™) [G(1+70) 7],
(1.7)

with the transformation of the dilaton read off from (1.5) (in the HT scheme after the shift (1.6)).
Here indices are raised and lowered with the undeformed metric including its o/-corrections. We
have also defined the contraction of © with the Riemann tensor (R-0);; = Rij;del. Note that
this expression can be thought of as an o/-corrected open-closed string map, such as appears for
example in the work of Seiberg and Witten on non-commutative gauge theories [41]. While this
result works for the rank 2 examples in section 4 it unfortunately does not work in general.

2 Two-loop conformal invariance conditions

The conditions for two—loop conformal invariance of the bosonic string sigma model were worked
out in [42, 43, 44]. Following Hull and Townsend (HT) the conditions in their scheme are [40]"

FS =F+d'F(;=0, FJ=Fl;+dF, =0, F}=F;+dF’;=0, (21)
where the one-loop conditions are
F§h; = Rij — YHy HF + 2V, ;@ |
Flj = VFH;j, — 2VFOH (2.2)
Fgj = 2V2® — AV, 0V'® + LH; ;) HI*
and the two-loop corrections are
F = AR R™™ + 1 Ry H¥™ " H' vy + 4 Rigyn o Hp) "™ H, + 55 Vi Hy V HF
— AVFH"™ N Hypj + 3 Hip Hjig H*™ HP,, + 3 Hyp HyPHY™ ™ H' (2.3)

FE; =VFH"™ (R — 3N Hyy HY ™ HYy + SV H™ G H o Hig™ (2.4)

FPy = = fRiju B + 5 (ViH ) (V HM) + LHY | HR Ry + Ry (H?)Y
— & HyjHy HY' HE ™ — S H(H?)Y, (2.5)

where H 123 = H;uH jkl. Here we have set to zero the parameter ¢ of [40].

3 Expansion in the deformation parameter

In this section we expand the conditions for two-loop conformal invariance in powers of the
deformation parameter 7, and we find the explicit o/ corrections for the background such that

"To go from their conventions to ours one sends ® — 2& and H — %H.



the conditions hold to the quadratic order in 7. Here will not need to impose the equation for
the dilaton. It is known that when the equations for G and B are satisfied the dilaton equation
is satisfied up to a constant [40]. Since we assume the undeformed background to solve all the
two-loop equations and since there is no way to introduce a constant at higher orders in 1,® the
dilaton equation will not add anything.

3.1 First order in the deformation parameter
At order n' we see, by looking at (1.3), that the metric is not deformed while?

Joe)

Using this in (2.4) we find

B

o — VkH(l)lm[zR]}klm _ vk(Hl(l) R }klm) + 2Hl(1) Vle]m

mli~ " mi
m m m 1 m
= 3V (Rjigun©'™) — $VH[Rijim ViO™] + 2V (R 0 ,,) — 2940 ) Ry
(3.2)
where we have used the lowest order equations (2.2). Using the two derivative Killing identity
(A.2) we have

Vi(RM™"V10,,) =V R ™V0 0 + RV V0,
=ViRM"V,0 0 + 2RV LV 10y, — RFTV V04,
= — 3VL(RM™V,;01m) + 2R RinOmn — Rim™ Rjni©™
+ RM™ Ry 1ni®in + 3Rip VE® V01 4 2R, 0 V,0,,, . (3.3)

Using this together with the identity (A.9) we find

B

i =3V (R ©™™) — 6V V(R ©™™) + 2RM™ Ry 10 1 (3.4)

Taking into account thech’fcorrections to the classical background, o/6G and o/6®, and the
B-field at order 1!, o/ (6B)Y), we have

o/ T EE =3VFV(0B))) — 6VER V(0B) ) + 3VFV i(Rjin©'™) — 6V V(i Rjiy1n©™)

+38(VF)Vi0,5 — 66(VF®) V105 + 2RM™ Ry i© 1 - (3.5)

In the case where the metric and dilaton do not receive corrections, 0G = §® = 0, the terms in
the second line vanish, and the terms in the first line also vanish provided we take

(6B)}) = ~Ryj0". (3.6)

In the general case the assumption that the corrected original background solves the two-loop
equations implies that
RM™  Riimi = — 20(Rin 4 2ViV,®) = —V*V,6Gk, — VEV,L0G + GFV,V,,0G 10
+ V205G + 2VF®(V6Gy + VidGri — VidGip) — 4V V00, (3.7)

8The parameter 7 is always accompanied by © and it is not possible to construct a constant from a general ©.
9We indicate the order in n with a superscript in parenthesis. Since it is clear that this refers to the deformed
background we drop the tilde.



where we used the expressions for the variation of the Ricci tensor and Christoffel symbols (3.10)
and (3.13).

Using this it is not hard to see, noting that §® must respect the isometries, that the §®-terms
cancel without any further correction to B. With a little bit more work one can show, using
the fact that £,0G;; = 0, i.e. that the correction to the undeformed metric does not break any
isometries, that all terms cancel if one takes

(6B))) = 2(6GO) ;5 — Riju©* . (3.8)
The first term is simply the correction induced by the correction to the undeformed metric, i.e.
§(BM);; = §0;;, which comes from the fact that the indices on ©;; were lowered with the metric
(note that the Killing vectors k", with an upper index, are not corrected by assumption). Thus
we have proven that a two-loop Weyl invariant sigma-model remains two-loop Weyl invariant
under a YB deformation, at least to first order in the deformation parameter. We now consider
what happens at second order.

3.2 Second order in the deformation parameter

B@)

It is easy to see that at order n? the B-field equation, 1ij

metric equation we find

= 0, is trivially satisfied. For the

G m m n m n mn
Fl,i(f) :RE?W Rjypim — SR Ry (011" — RM™ Rjy™ (0 + Ry HOFmm gL

4 iRklm(zH]()l)mnH(l)kln + ﬁleISr)anH(l)klm _ %ka(l)lmivk‘Hl(im)j ) (3.9)

Note that we choose to define all tensors to have lower indices, e.g. R;;z;, and then raise indices
with the undeformed metric Gj;.

The last two terms do not involve the Riemann tensor and the calculations can be simplified
somewhat if we remove them by shifting the metric and dilaton. Under a shift of the metric we
have

5(ViV;®) = =01,V ® = —3VFO(V;6Gy; + VidGrj — VidGiyj) (3.10)

and

5Rijkl = Vk((SPiU — PZL(SGZm) + %ijkl(SGim — (k > l), (3.11)
so that in particular
Rij =V + THO%)m) = 50" Ryjuusa = (k3 1)
ikl E\L a7 1[i Jlm 2 [i+Y]]mkl
= — ViVi(0%) + ViV(02) 1. — (©%)™ (i Ry - (3.12)
The variation of the Ricci tensor becomes (symmetrization in ¢j understood)
0Rij =6G™ Rypji + GF'6 Ry
:5Gk1Rk¢jl + Rkj(SGik + Vj [le(;Fud — leFZ;(SGm] — Vk[él‘ijk — Fz‘kéGil]
=V*V:0Gy; — AGM'V,V,;0Gy — 3V26G;; . (3.13)

From this expression we see that the last two terms in (3.9) can be canceled by shifting the
metric and dilaton as

Gij = Gij — g/ Hig H* . & — & — 50/ Hpgp HM™ (3.14)



The two-loop contribution then becomes (symmetrization in ij understood)

F/G(Z) _ RZ@)klijklm . %Riklijnlm(®2)kn - Riklijkln(@Q)mn + %Rkile(l)kmnH(l)lmn

1,ij
+ ARy H R, LRRmn gD () L g Okmg, 7 g ) (3.15)

Here we have used the Bianchi identity for H and the lowest order equations of motion, which
in particular imply

V2 Hyp, = 3V"V (1. Hppjn, = —3RppiiHp ™ + 6V @ YV Hipyy, - (3.16)

Note that terms with two derivatives of H(!) indeed give something involving the Riemann
tensor since they involve three derivatives acting on a product of two Killing vectors giving at
least two derivatives on one Killing vector.

Expressing all terms in terms of the basis defined in appendix B we have (symmetrization
in ij understood)

RPN R i = = V- (fiz + fa0) = V(2f5 = fo) + 2932 + 934 — g35 + hr — Lhs

+ 3h1o + 2m7 + 2my (3.17)
RklmiH](‘l)mnH(l)kln =— 93+ 292 — 296 + 93 — 2914 + 915 (3.18)
Rklm"Hi(,il) H](}%n =4g16 + 4917 + 919 , (3.19)

H(l)klmviij;SBn =393 — 694 — 696 + 398 — 18914 + 9915 + 6928 — 6929 — 3931 + 12932
— 12g33 + 12g34 . (3.20)

While the order 1 o'—correction to B in (3.8) contributes the terms (for the moment we
assume that the undeformed background is not corrected) (symmetrization in ij understood)

- %(51{1),(;2H](1)kl = %V[i(Rkl]mn@mn)H]('l)kl = g3 — g8 — 915 + g16 + 3919 - (3.21)

For the two-loop correction we therefore get % times

— 8V - (fi2 + fa0) — 8V(2f5 — f6) + 393 + 1094 — 696 — 5gs — 2914 — Tg15 + 4916 — 4917
+ 3919 + 4930 + 2931 + 12932 + 4933 + 4934 — 8935 — 8hg + 4h1g + 16m7 + 16mg (3.22)

To this we have to add the terms arising from the o/—corrections to G and ®. We will ignore
the corrections to the undeformed background until the end of the section.

Consider the following possible o/—corrections to the metric at order n? (symmetrization in
ij understood)

61Gij = V0, V0™, (3.23)
02Gij = ki X Vinky kj x V™™, (3.24)
83Gij = V0"V 1,0, , (3.25)
6,Gi; = RiF'"™© 1,04, . (3.26)

Note that we could write also the second one in terms of © as

5.Gij = 1V,0,V"0," — 1V"0,,V™"0,, — V,0™V,,0,; + 1V,0""V,0,,,,  (3.27)



but the above expression is more convenient for the following calculation. Using (3.13) and
(3.10) these variations give rise to the terms

511G =V (2f3+ fas) — V(i +2f6) + gs1 — dms — 4me + 2mayg

52G 1 AV (fi +2f7 — fia — 2f17 + fa2 + 2fo3) + V(= f1 + 2f2 + 2f3 — f1 +2f5) + gos
— go9 — 2930 + %931 —2mis +mi3 + %ViVj(ka@mnvm@nk — 3Vk@mnvk®mn)

635G — 3V - (fi+ f3+ fio — fi1 + fo2 + fos + f30 — f31)
+iv(f1_2f2_2f3+f4_2f5+2f7_4f8)+g30_m5_m6+m7—m8_m10

+ M1 — mi3 + Mmoo + Ma2 — Mag

041G AV - (fo+ fia— f26) — 2V BF1 + 2f2 + 2f3 — 3f1 — 2f5 + 4f6) + hg — my + ma

—m3—mis,

where we used the identity (B.50) in calculating the last variation.

Taking the following correction to the metric and dilaton

(6G)2) = 1(=30, +20+ 205 +66)Gi;,  (08)®) = — 2 (2VFO™V,,0,), — 3VFO™" V10,1

(3.28)
and using appendix B we are left with % times the following order o/ terms
1291 + 892 + g3 — 694 + 495 — 696 — 1297 + 398 + 12910 — 9912
+ 24913 + 12914 — 6915 + 6916 — 6919 — 6920 + 12921 + 8g22 — 2923 — 12924 + 16925
+ 6h1 + 8hg — 16h3 — 4hs + 16hg — 4hg + 12hg + 8h1g — 4h11 + 4Vf7 (3.29)
Next we use the Yang-Baxter equation which, in terms of O, reads
okly,em =0, (3.30)
Hitting this with Rjpm, VP we get the identity
0= Rilmnvl((%kjv’“@m") + 2Rilmnvl(@kmvk@nj) =V - (fi9 —2f11) . (3.31)

Adding —4 times the RHS to our expression we are left with % times

1291 + 892 — 393 — 694 + 1295 — 696 — 1297 + 3gs + 12910 — 9912
+ 24913 + 12914 — 6915 + 6916 — 6919 — 6920 + 8g21 + 89z — 6g23 — 12924 + 24g25
+ 6hy + 8hy — 16h3 + 24hg + 12hg + 8h1g — 4h11 — 8(m4 —2myo + 2m11) + 4Vf7, (3.32)

where the m-terms vanish by the Yang-Baxter equation. Using the identities (B.47)—(B.49),
(B.55) and (B.56) this reduces to (symmetrization in ij understood)

hio—2h11+1V fz = Rini RM™™(02), — 3 R " R™70,,0,,+ 1V, V (VIO V,0,,,,,) . (3.33)

The first two terms vanish if the original background does not suffer o/—corrections, while the
last term can be canceled by shifting the dilaton.



To summarize we have found that with the following correction to the metric and dilaton in
the HT scheme at order 7, taking into account also (3.14), (symmetrization in ij understood)

(6G)2) = = 3V,0™"V 0 — 1V,10,V;0™ — SRHMO,,04;, (3.34)
(00)®) =L Vo™ v,0,,, — 3VFO™YV,,0,, (3.35)
the deformed model is Weyl invariant at two loops provided the undeformed model is. The shift

in the metric does not look particularly natural but it can be brought to a nicer form by noting
that (symmetrization in 5 understood)

Vmgmngmn = Vikn X k‘iv]'@mn—F %vl@mnv]@mn = Vl-vj —|—Riklm®]§j@1m—|— %vl@mnv]@mn ,

(3.36)
where v; = V,,k, x k;©™". The first term represents a diffeomorphism, so it can be dropped
(note that the dilaton does not transform, v*V;® = 0, since it is isometric). It will be conve-
nient to perform a further diffeomorphism generated by v* = %@m"ViGmn after which we have
(symmetrization in ¢j understood)

(6G)2 = — 2RM™O,,01) + O™V, V O, (3.37)
(00)®) =L VO™ V,0,,, — 3VFO™"V,,0,4 + 1V,5 VI(0™"0,,,) . (3.38)

We will now consider what happens when the undeformed background receives o/—corrections.
Taking into account the lowest order correction to the metric and dilaton as well as the first
order correction to B (3.8) we have (symmetrization in ij understood)
S(RY — 1HHWM 4 21V,V,0]®) + Ry RM™(0%); — L Ry " RF™0,,0,,. (3.39)
Using (3.7) and the variations in (3.13) and (3.10) this becomes, after a tedious calculation,
— 3VFSG™ V'O O — 6Gin k" x (K, Vikj] x Vik™ + 206Gy, k" x [K', V k;] x V"
+ 0G 1 VikF < [k V"] X kj — 0G, V™ (ki x [k, Vikj] x kF)
— 2V ® 6G i k™ x [k, VikF] X Ky 4 2VF® Gy ki x [k, ViE"] X k; . (3.40)
The first term vanishes by the Yang-Baxter equation. Using the fact that kllvlkg — kf]Vlk" =
fr/Xk% and the YB equation (i.e. R/ RELf ;M antisymmetrized in /LM vanishes) this further
reduces to
— IRV REL £ M £ N 6G i kaaky =RMT RE £yl f10N 6Ginkaa ik
=— %RMJRKIfK[LfJLN(SGmij/{:% =0, (3.41)
where we have used first the YB equation, then the Jacobi identity and finally the unimodularity
condition R¥! fr- /- = 0.

This shows that the only additional corrections that arise are the ones coming from correcting
the undeformed metric in G® and ®® so that

(5@)9 =2(6GO?)(ij) + (05GO);j — 20RO, + O™V, V0, (3.42)
(00)@ = - 1(6GO) ;@™ + £VFO™ V1.0, — EVFO™V,,0, + 1V, VI(OO,,,) -
(3.43)

This completes the proof that, at least to second order in the deformation and when B = 0,
unimodular YB deformations preserve conformality at two loops.



4 o'-corrections from T-duality rules at two loops

Homogeneous Yang-Baxter deformations are closely related to non-abelian T-duality [12, 13]
and it can be shown that the non-abelian T-dual model is in fact recovered in the maximally
deformed limit 7 — oo [13], see also [14, 15]. The simplest class of Yang-Baxter deformations
— the “abelian” one — is related to just abelian T-duality, and is equivalent to doing TsT
transformations [45, 46]. In general, a Yang-Baxter deformation generated by © = kj A ko where
k1 = 0,1 and ko = 0,2 are commuting Killing vectors, is equivalent to doing first a T-duality
xz! — Z', then a shift 22 — 22 + n&', and then a T-duality back ! — 2!'. Some “non-abelian”
deformations are non-commuting sequences of TsT’s [5, 47]. The non-abelian nature is related
to the fact that the order in which the TsT transformations are performed is important, as
certain T-dualities would break the isometries that are needed to perform the other T-dualities
in the sequence. In this section we want to exploit the relation to TsT transformations and
combine it with the knowledge of the first o/—corrections of the T-duality rules, to obtain two-
loop corrections for all Yang-Baxter deformations that are obtainable by TsT transformations,
or more generically by a non-commuting sequence of them. This strategy allows us to obtain
backgrounds at two loops that are exact in the deformation parameter 7. Moreover, these tools
can be applied to any starting background with isometries, and it is not needed to restrict to
B =0 as we assume in most of this paper.

Because at each step all that we are doing is (abelian) T-duality and coordinate transfor-
mations, we are bound to preserve conformal invariance on the worldsheet to the very end, and
we can check explicitly that the solutions we generate do solve the two-loop equations. This
argument can be repeated also to higher orders in the o/ expansion, and it is enough to conclude
that all Yang-Baxter deformations that are obtainable by a generically non-commuting sequence
of TsT transformations, do not break the conformality of the original model to all orders in /.

At leading order in ' the T-duality rules are given by the Buscher rules [48]. At higher
loops these rules get corrected in o/. We will use the o/—corrections to the T-duality rules
derived by Kaloper and Meissner in [34]. The rules were obtained by carefully analysing the
two-loop effective action of the bosonic string, and identifying the terms that are symmetric or
anti-symmetric under the Buscher rules. The a/—corrections of the T-duality rules were then
fixed by requiring that they give a symmetry of the full two-loop effective action, compensating
for the antisymmetry of those terms.!?

Already at leading order in o/, the T-duality rules are more easily presented in terms of fields
of a dimensional reduction, where we reduce along the direction that we want to T-dualize. We
follow [34] and we rewrite the metric, Kalb-Ramond field and dilaton of the D-dimensional
spacetime in terms of the following (D — 1)-dimensional fields

ds® = Gl-jd:vidxj = gudxtdx” + 62‘7(6@ + V)2 ,
B = iBjda' ANdz? = by dat Ada” + SW AV + W Adz, (4.1)
d=¢+ %O’.
Here we are assuming that we have brought the solution in a form such that the isometry we
want to dualize is simply implemented by a shift of a coordinate, that we denote by z. We

use Greek indices for the (D — 1)-dimensional spacetime.!! We have introduced a (D — 1)-

dimensional metric g,,,, and antisymmetric b,,,, vectors V,, and W, and scalars ¢ and 0. Above

101y [34] the authors claim that their results can be applied also to the heterotic string, but the action they
start with is missing the Chern-Simons terms that are expected there. See [37] for o’—corrected T-duality rules
that encompass both the bosonic and the heterotic string.

HThe discussion of the o’ —corrected T-duality rules and their derivation simplifies if written in terms of tangent-
space indices, but we will not do so here.
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we also used form notation V' = V,dz#, W = W, dx*. In components, the relations to identify
the fields of the dimensional reduction are

G GG
o=1log Gy, Vﬂ:G“E, gHV:GW—%,
rxr rxr
= o (4.2)
1 Gm[uBu]x
¢=o— 7log Gy, W, = Bz, buw = By +—F—.
T T Gﬂ
It is also useful to notice that G* = g*, GHME = —VF, G = ¢729 4 V2. The combination
_ 1 1 _
hywp = 3(8[ubl/p} — oWV — EV[WWP]) = Hywp = 3W V), (4.3)
is gauge invariant. In terms of these new fields the Buscher rules are simply
o — —o, Ve W, (4.4)

All other fields remain unchanged under T-duality at leading order in /.

In [34] Kaloper and Meissner derived the corrections to the T-duality rules in a particular
scheme introduced by Meissner in [49]. We will call it the Kaloper-Meissner (KM) scheme. In
order to apply the T-duality rules of KM to our case, we will therefore first need to implement
the field redefinitions to go from the scheme of HT to that of KM. We can do so by combining
the formulas given in [40] (see their equations (61) and (64)) relating the HT scheme to the
Metsaev-Tseytlin (MT) scheme of [43], and those given in [49] (see his equations (3.7), (4.1) and
(4.7)) to go from MT to KM.!2 The field redefinitions that we will use are'3

HT KM
Gz(‘j )= Gz(j it o (Rij — %Hz?j)a
BI™ = B 4 o/ (~Hj V") (4.5)
oW = (M) 1 o/(— 2 H? + 1R - L(VD)?).
Once we are in the scheme of KM we can use their o/—corrected T-duality rules [34]
—o+d [(VU)2 + %(e%Z + e_QUT)]
W, +a [W VYo + Lh,,,V7re] (4.6)
VM + O/ [VMVVVO' - %huupWVpe_Qa]
b + &/ Vo WPy + Wiy V00 + 5% hiyupn VIOV + (Vy VPo = 16> hpu n WP W)

Ll

o

Vi
Wy
b
Indices are always raised/lowered using the (D — 1)-dimensional metric g,,, and the transfor-
mations are written using also the following definitions

Vi = 0,V — 0,V Zy = VoV, ? Z =2},

47
Wy = W, — 0,W,,, Ty = W,W, 7, T=T/". .7

2The field redefinitions given in [49] relate the KM and the MT schemes only on-shell, but this is enough for
our purposes, since we just want to make sure that we can generate solutions of the two-loop equations.

3These are the redefinitions needed when we set the parameter ¢ of [40] to zero. Different values of ¢ would
affect the coefficient of H? that appears in the redefinition of the dilaton. Importantly, the coefficient in front
of Hfj that appears in the redefinition of the metric has the opposite sign compared to what one would expect
from formulas in [40] or [49]. We have checked in various examples, some not included in this paper, that we
must have the sign that we use here, as this is fixed by requiring that we want to have a solution of the two-loop
equations after doing T-duality in the KM scheme and going back to the HT scheme.
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In general, at higher loops, not only o,V and W will change under T-duality. In fact, at two
loops in the scheme of KM also b, gets modified.'* Tt is important to remark that already
before doing T-duality the fields will in general have an explicit o/-dependence. In particular,
o,V and W that transform according to (4.6) may in general depend on o/, and this must be
taken into account already when implementing the leading order T-duality rules (the Buscher
rules).

One could in principle combine the T-duality rules of KM in (4.6) with the field redefinitions
in (4.5), to obtain the o/—corrections of the T-duality rules in the scheme of HT. We will not
do so here, as the scheme of KM appears to be the minimal scheme for what concerns the
complexity of the corrections to the T-duality rules. In other schemes, all other fields of the
dimensional reduction will in general receive o/—corrections. Therefore, to obtain Yang-Baxter
deformations in the scheme of HT we will follow this strategy:

1. Start from a solution of the two-loop equations in the HT scheme. In general that implies
finding o/ —corrections for this initial solution.

2. Go to the scheme of KM using (4.5).

3. Do TsT or sequences of TsT transformations, using the o'-corrected T-duality rules

in (4.6).

4. Go back to the scheme of HT using (4.5).

We have worked out examples to test this method and obtain explicit results for o/ —corrections
of Yang-Baxter deformed models. This also allows us to relate to the results of section 3 that
are perturbative in 7. We will provide an example in the next section.

5 Examples
In this section we consider two particularly simple examples.

5.1 Solvable pp-wave

We start with the pp-wave background considered in [51]

d
ds* = 2dxTdx™ — 22 (de™)? 4 da?, ® =mat + Ekln xt (5.1)

k
()2

where 0 < k < i is a constant, m is another constant and d is the number of transverse
dimensions. This background is known not to receive o/—corrections. This follows from the fact
that the only non-zero component of the Riemann tensor is Ry1n = 5mnkz(az+)_2.

Consider the following four Killing vectors

ki =(xT)70, —v(zt) a0, ks =(2v —1)0_,
ky =(z )70 — (1 = v) (™) z10_, ky =(xT) 0y — v(zt) a0 (5.2)

Tn [34] the rules were given in terms of transformations of h,,,. Here we preferred to rewrite them as a
transformation of b,,. Importantly, the a’-corrections to the T-duality rules of b, (or equivalently h,.,,) differ
by an overall sign compared to those given in [34], and our formula corrects the one given there. We thank A.
Vilar Lépez for discussions on this point. A future paper will contain also more details on this [50].
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where we have defined the parameter

1+v1—-2k
V= Lhviz ok . (5.3)
2
They form a Heisenberg algebra of isometries with the only non-trivial Lie bracket [k1, ko] = ks.
From the discussion of R-matrices in [5] we see that we can consider the non-abelian rank 4
deformation

© =k Nky+ sko ANk3, (5.4)

where we introduced the parameter s to keep track of the contribution from the second term.
We will show below that in this case this deformation is equivalent to the abelian one obtained
by setting s = 0. First we construct the matrix

0 0 0 O
y 0 0 a b
ij
© 0 —a 0 ¢ |- (5.5)
0 =b —c O
where
a=v(")? ey — s —1)(a"), b= —v(z")> c=(z")*. (5.6)
The deformed background takes the form
2 (- 9 ac 9 o bc 1
k 2 p? dx? + dx? )
(xt)2 1+ n%c? 1+ n?c?
With the B-field and dilaton given by
~ ~ 1
B= _%77202 [(adml + bdz?®) AdxT + edz® A dml] , d=0— 3 In(1 4 7°c?). (5.8)
One sees from this that .
H = dnqu(z™)? tda?® A dat Ada, (5.9)

which is independent of the parameter s. The fact that also ® is independent of s suggests that
it might be possible to remove the s dependence also from the metric. Consider the change of
coordinates x9 — 9 + f and 2= — x~ + gxo + h where f, g, h are functions only of 7. One
finds that the choice

S 1% S 1%
[ =St =1, g = =Intew - ety

h = %:UQ(QV —1)? [4(3 - 2w) (a3 — 7721/(ﬂ:+)3+2”] , (5.10)

removes the dependence on s completely and reduces the background to the one obtained by
the TsT with
©O=k Nky. (5.11)

Explicitly, the metric is

ds — 2dat (daf +vn? (1 +n?c?) "z day + xzdw2)/x+)

dw% + dw% (5.12)

—(ah)7? <km72n +AP A+ ) ad + x%)) (™) + L+ n?c?

+ dl'?n/ .
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From (1.4) we find the only correction to the deformed background is given by
0G4 = —4n*(20% —v) (a2, (5.13)

which can be canceled by a diffeomorphism 0G4 = Vvy. In fact the change of coordinates
2 2

T —x + 1/77202%, T12 — /14 n2c2 x12 brings the deformed metric to the form

x%—l—m%

=2 -2 2 2 2 2 2 2
ds” =2dx"da™ + (™) % |—kz,, +n°c[-3v + 5v _knc]1+n2cz

(dz™)? 4 dz?,. (5.14)

Therefore this background is exact at two loops, as is easily checked directly, and possibly to all
loops.

5.2 Bianchi type II background

Next we consider the Bianchi type II background [52, 53] (the o/-corrections to Bianchi type I
were considered in [54])

aT

ds® = — cosh(7)el*t"*ITar? + eh( )(dw — zdy)? + cosh(7)e )7 dy? + cosh(r)el )T d?
cosh(r
(5.15)
supported by a dilaton linear in 7
®=ar/2. (5.16)
This solves the Einstein equations provided that the parameters a, b, ¢ are related as
be=a’+1. (5.17)
The solution has three Killing vectors
kl = —32 — yaa; s /{?2 = 3y, /{?3 = 3x s (5.18)

which again satisfy a Heisenberg algebra [k1, k2] = k3.

From now on we will simplify things by taking a = 0 and b = ¢ = 1. The two-loop equations
are not automatically satisfied, and we need to find o/—corrections for this background. It is
convenient to introduce a new coordinate system {v,x,y, z} where v = €7, since the metric then
has a rational dependence on v

o 20(dr — zdy)?  (v®+1) (v (dy* + d2?) — dv?)
ds* = 5 + .
ve 41 2v

(5.19)

We assume that the correction to the metric dG;; respects the isometries of the background. We
turn on the diagonal components 0G;; and dG12 = —z0G11. We also allow for a correction to the
dilaton 6P that, together with dGj;, is allowed to depend only on v. The two-loop equation for
the B-field is already satisfied. First it is simpler to solve the two-loop equation for the dilaton,
because there only the correction §® contributes. One finds a second order differential equation
=300 + 4501 — 4507 + 3 — (v? + 1)5 (V6®" (v) + 6@’ (v)) = 0 solved by

B v n 2v
202 4+1)  (v241)

0P 3+ % arctan v + cg log v, (5.20)

where cg is a constant. Looking at the two-loop equations for the metric, one can find a linear
combination of those equations that gives an algebraic constraint imposing dG1; = 0. To find
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0Goo, 0Ga2,0G33, we first identify linear combinations of the equations that give first order
differential equations for dGyy and 0Gg3, and we solve them obtaining results written in terms
of 6G95. These are then used to get a third order differential equation for §Gso only, that we
also solve. The final result is

—208 4+ 200* + 8v% — 2 (1)2 — 3) (1)2 + 1)3 varctanv + 6

0Goo =
00 (U4 _ 1)2
(v2 + 1) <COO (v2 — 1)2 +v%(cag — 2fa2) + cog — 220 — 4o (1)2 — 3) v?logv + 80@)
- v(v2—1)>2 7
(31)2 — 1) <(v2 + 1)3arctanv + v (v4 + 2% + 5))
0Ga2 =

2(v2 —1) (v2+1)°
N (V2 + 1) (v*(da2 — c22) + 322 — daa + 2log v (faz (v? — 1) + 4ca) — 4f22 + 8ca)
4(v?2—1) '

1
6G33 :6G22 — 5 (’1)2 + 1) (2600 - 2022 + d22 + 2(f22 - 6Cc1>) lOg’U + 2f22) .

(5.21)
For simplicity in what follows we will set all integration constants ce = cgg = o2 = doo = foo = 0.
This background admits a non-abelian deformation with

O = aky AN kg + Bko AN k3, (5.22)

where «, 8 are parameters and we have introduced an additional flat direction w so that we can
have a fourth Killing vector k4 = 0,,. If both o and 8 are non-zero, they can be reabsorbed by
redefining w and the deformation parameter 7. For simplicity we set « = 0, 5 = 1 and analyze
the abelian deformation given by

© = ko Nks. (523)

The Yang-Baxter deformation to lowest order in o yields the following deformed background!®

g2 ((v2 + 1)2 + 41),22) dy? — Svzdxdy + 4vdax® (1)2 + 1) dv? 1 ( 2, 1) 2
T 202+ 1) (1+ 17%v) T 2 \Y o
_ nudx A dy (5.24)
1+n2v 7

1
o = —§log (1+n%v) .

We can obtain the first o/—correction exactly in the deformation parameter 7 if we follow
the strategy outlined in section 4. The deformation generated by © = ko A k3 is equivalent to
doing first a T-duality along x, then shifting y — y — nZ where Z is the dual coordinate to =z,
and then T-dualising & back.

We first start from the background given by the metric (5.19) and the o/—corrections (5.21).
This background solves the two-loop equations in the HT scheme, and we need to apply (4.5)
in order to find a solution in the KM scheme. Obviously, since the corrections in (4.5) are
multiplied by an explicit power of o/, it is enough to use the uncorrected background to derive
them, which simplifies the calculation. Because B = 0, we can in principle get a non-trivial
modification only for the metric from the Ricci tensor, and for the dilaton from the Ricci scalar.
But the Bianchi II background is also Ricci-flat, therefore it is the same in the KM scheme and

15We remind that in this paper we use the convention B = %Bi]‘ dzt A da?.
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in the HT scheme. The next step is that of identifying the fields of the dimensional reduction
as in (4.1). Because we want to do T-duality along z here, we are taking x = z. This is a
straightforward exercise, and instead of writing down all fields of the dimensional reduction, we
only write those that can potentially change under the corrected T-duality rules

2
a:%log(—v>, V =—zdy, W =0, b=0. (5.25)

These particular fields of the dimensional reduction happen not to depend on ¢’ in this particular
example. We then implement the o/—corrected T-duality rules of KM as in (4.6) and obtain the
fields of the dimensional reduction after T-duality

2 4602 +1
v >—dﬁ2_l¥_l, V=0, W=—zdy, b=0. (526)

1
o= —5log
2 <1+U2 2v (1)2—|—1)3

After T-duality the scalar o does depend explicitly on o/. The explicit form of the two-loop
background after performing this first T-duality along x is

ds® = 1 v4+ov = o (04_6U2+1) dz?
2 (v3 +v)?

o (3@2 — 1) <(v2 + 1)3arctanv + (v4 + 202 + 5))

+% Lo+ (02— 1) (12 + 1)° ()
w241 20/ <1)8 — 10v* — 40?2 + (1)2 — 3) (1)2 + 1)3 varctanv — 3) ) (5.27)
5 (04_1)2 dv”,
B =zdx Ndy,

1 2v
O=—-log [ v ) +a
zogaﬁ+1>+a

In the T-dual frame the metric is diagonal (even to two loops) at the cost of having a non-
vanishing B-field. We can now do the shift y — y — nZ, that here will have only the effect
of modifying the metric. To perform another T-duality along Z we have to first repeat the
identification of the fields of the dimensional reduction. We find in particular

4v (v?2 4+ 1) 2

(208 + 30t +1602 —1) 1 ]
+ —arctanv| .

o =3log (5 (1" (v’ +1) +v+v7))

L (v4 — 602 + 1) n*v (31)2 — 1) ((v2 + 1)3 arctanv + v (v4 + 20% + 5))
+3 - s
N T D) (02— 1) (0 + 1)° (v + 1)
—n dy o <v (3@2 — 1) (1)2 + 1)2 arctanv + 3 (v6 +ot+ 1)2) — 1)
V:ﬁ ’U(1+772’U)+ 7 5 5 ,
(1 +n?v) (v2=1) (2 +1)
W = —zdy, b=0.

(5.28)
At this point we can use again the T-duality rules of KM (4.6). After doing that we obtain the
following background

(v? + 1) dv? 2(dz — zdy)? (v* +1) dy?

ds? = —
§ 2v 22+ +o+ovt 21 4+n%0)

+ % (v2+1) dz?
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5G22 U2—1
2 2 2 7 +2v 2 4 2
(v2+1)° (1 +n?v) (v2+1)" (1 + n?v)

+ o/ 6Goodv® — 4a/n*v? < 2) (dx — zdy)?

6G 162 +1
o (%_UQ 271 21) + . 2>dy2—|—0/5G22d22,
(1+n?v) 2(w?+1)" (1 +n%v)
B o/ndv A dz
(024 1) (1+7%)
1 ) 20(v? — 3 (302 —1) (v =1
+77vda:/\dy<72 +2d/ G2 5 o v(v )—1—773(1) )?(’U )),
1+ n7v (02 +1) (14 n?v) (v2+1)° (1 +n?v)

ol 4v(v? + 1)26Gag + 5v* — 1002 + 1

d=—-L1] 1+ 2 +ao'5D
zlog (1-+77) (02 + 17 (1+ n20)

, (5.29)

where G;; and @ are the corrections to the undeformed background given in (5.20) and (5.21).
This is a TsT of the initial Bianchi II that solves the two-loop equations in the KM scheme. To
go to the HT scheme we use again (4.5). Because of the deformation, now the dictionary to go
to the new scheme is non-trivial, and the background in the HT scheme reads

ds® :éijdxidxj ,
a'ndv A dz

B=
(v2 + 1) (1 +n?v)
1 6G 2_3 5.30
+ nvdm A dy < 3 + 20/ 22 5 + 2 v U3 2) ( )
1+nv (v2 4+ 1) (1 4+ n?v) (v2+1)° (1 + n?v)
4 2
d=—1Llog (1 + 77211) /6P — o' voGg — o 3v* — 14v* -1
’ (v? +1) (1+n?v) 402 +1)° (1+n2v)
where
2 2 2,2
: +1 + 3n?v? + 2
Goo = _ + 0/5G00 — 0/772 n Y v 5
2v 2(v?+1) (1 +n%)
~ 2 oG 2 3
(v?+1) (1 +7?v) (2 +1)% (1 +n2v) (02 +1)* (1 + n2v)
- r02 _|_ 1 ,U2 _ 3 (5G22 B
G = 5 — a0’ +a + 22Gh1,
2(14n?v) (2 + 1)% (1 + n20)? (1 + 720)°
2
~ v
Gaz = 3 (v* +1) +a/6Gxn — o'n’ (v2+1)(1+n?v)’
élz = —Zéll . (5.31)

Performing the redefinition of the dilaton given in (1.6) this background agrees precisely with
that obtained from the all order expression (1.7).

When we want to work out a deformation generated by © = ki A k4 following the strategy
of section 4, we first need to find a coordinate system in which k; acts as a simple shift of a
coordinate. We can redefine

r=a 4+, y=1, z2=2, (5.32)

so that in the new coordinate system ky = —0./. As should be clear from the discussion at the
beginning of this section, the isometry generated by k1 is not broken by o/ corrections, therefore
the metric will not depend on 2’ also at two loops. The deformation generated by © = ki A ky
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can be obtained by doing T-duality w — w, then the shift 2/ — 2z’ — nw, and then T-duality
back w — w. We will omit the explicit results for this particular deformation, since they involve
very long expressions, and we have already presented our method in the previous deformation
generated by © = ko A k3. We have checked that the resulting background again agrees with
that obtained by the o/-corrected open-closed string map (1.7).

The interesting point is that we can combine these two TsT transformations. We can first
do a TsT involving z and y corresponding to © = ko A k3. At the end of this result the
background is still invariant under isometries generated by k; and k4, and we can do a second
TsT transformation involving 2z’ and w, equivalent to © = k; A k4. The composition of the two
deformations is equivalent to the deformation given by © = ki A ky+ ko A ks, as explained in [15].
The non-abelian nature of the deformation is related to the fact that if we had started from
© = ki A k4 instead, we would have broken the isometries that we would need to perform the
deformation with © = ko A k3. As follows from the results of [15], in the maximally deformed
limit 7 — oo we recover the non-abelian T-dual of the original Bianchi II solution, where the
isometries dualized are those corresponding to the Killing vectors ky, ko, k3 forming a Heisenberg
algebra, and k4. By this argument it follows that non-abelian T-dual models related to this
class of Yang-Baxter deformations remain conformal on the worldsheet to two loops. Because
T-duality remains a symmetry of the string at higher orders in an o/-expansion, we can argue
that this is true to all loops. Unfortunately the all order expression (1.7) turns out not to give
the correct answer in this case.

6 Conclusions

We have argued that (homogeneous) YB deformed string o—models that are conformal at one
loop remain conformal at two loops,'® ie. including the first correction in o’. We showed
this to second order in the deformation parameter 7 for a generic unimodular deformation of
a background with vanishing B-field. We also argued that using the o/—corrected T-duality
rules of [34] one can verify this to all orders in the deformation parameter for the cases that
can be built from TsT transformations, and we explained that this strategy can be used also
for the non-abelian YB deformations that are equivalent to a non-commuting sequence of T'sT
transformations!”. We exemplified our results in the case of a deformation of a Bianchi type II
background.

Our findings suggest that one-loop conformal YB o—models should in fact remain conformal
to first order in ’, and likely all orders. Since these models can be thought of as a generalization
of non-abelian T-duality [12, 13, 15] (which can be recovered in an appropriate n — oo limit)
our findings suggest that the same should be true for NATD. This was also argued recently from
a different perspective in [30, 31], studying renormalizability of a different type of integrable
deformation of o—models.!'® To test this idea one should start from a model which is conformal
to all orders in o and then deform it. A good candidate is therefore the unimodular deformation
of AdSs x S3 constructed in [39)].

We saw that the expression (1.7) for the all order in 1 form of the first o/-correction to YB
deformations works in simple cases but fails in general. It is an important problem to fix it so
that it holds in general. If a simple solution exists for the corrections, it is also interesting in
the special case of TsT transformations, whose corrections have, to our knowledge, not been
analyzed before. If, further more, this continues to work to higher orders in o/ it could even help

16Provided, of course, the undeformed background is conformal to two loops.
1"See e.g. [5, 47]
8Farly work on o/ —corrections in NATD include [55, 56, 57, 58].
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in determining the structure of higher o/—corrections to the target space equations of motion.
This approach could be said to be an example of using O(d, d) symmetry to determine/constrain
higher o/—corrections.

We plan to address some of these questions in the near future.
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A Killing identities

The Killing vectors satisfy the equations (suppressing the Lie algebra index)
Vikj =0 ViVk; = Ryjink"™ . (A.1)
Using this and the expression for © in (1.2) we can derive the useful two-derivative identity

2ViV iy = 2V ki XV jki+2 Ry 05" = —V(@'Vj)@kz+2Rknz(¢9j)"—Rk(zj)n@l"JrRz(zj)n&e’;)-

A special case of this is

V?0;; = —RijuO" + Ry.0;" — R;10,~. (A.3)

In addition we have the unimodularity condition, which in terms of O, takes the form

VO =0. (A.4)

We also know that the dilaton respects the isometries so that

'V ®=0. (A.5)

Using these facts we can prove the useful identity
Vi(Rijim©'"™) = =3 Ripim V0" + RipiiV"0;' — Rk V0,1 — (i < 7). (A.6)
This follows by noting that
QRZ‘jlmV]g@lm = — 4va]k‘z X kam = —4Vm(V]k:l X kam) + 4Rklv]]€l X kjl
= — 2V, V(i X V™) 4 2V (Rp1©i') + 2RV ki x k' — (i ¢ j)
= — V™V;VOim + V"V, V1 Oir + V™V, ViOr. + 2V (Ryj10:')
+ 2Ry Viki x k' — (i & 7)
=1 Rijim VO™ — LV R;i1,,0"™ — L Rip1 V0" + Ripia V"0,
— Rilmkvm@jl — (Z e ]), (A?)

19



where we have used the fact that

Ve V0 + Ve V04, + Ve V0, =0,

(A.8)

as is easily verified. Acting with V¥, and using also V*® times the above identity, one finds

AVF(Rijim VO'™) =3VFV i(Rjim®™) — 2R Rjn™ O™ + ARM™ Ry 01"

+ 2R;j1,m VE® V0™ + 4R, VFO V0™ — (i & j).

B Relations needed for second order calculation

(A.9)

For the second order calculations we define the following ‘basis’ of terms (for readability we

write all indices as lower indices)

f1 =RitmnV;j01mn O
f2 =RitmnV;OriOmn
I3 =RikmnVj©miOm
J1 =Rimnk V01O,
J5 =Ritmn V1O Onk

f12 =Rimin Vi ©1;01,
f13 =RiminVi19m;Om
14 =Ritmn VO mn Oy
f15 =RitmnV1©mnOk;
J16 =RitmnV1OkmOnj

f23 =RiimnVm©inOji
f24 =RiimnVi©im©jn
f25 =ViRikmn©19mn
f26 =ViRitmn©i1Omn
f21 =ViV;0,,ViOmn

J6 =Ritmn Vi ©1;Onk J17 =Ritmin Vi Orn Oy f28 =ViV0mn VO (B.1)

J7 =Ritmn Vi OnjOu 18 =RikmnVm©1n Oy f20 =ViV;i0,, Vi Opi

I8 =RitmnViOr;Omn f19 =RikmnVi1©mn Oy 130 =ViV©0n Vi O

Jo =RitmnViO1;0mn J20 =Rimin VO 015 31 =ViVi0nkViOmn

J10 =Rikerin Vi ©1;01, J21 =RiimnVi©j1Omn [32 =ViVin 0,1,V 05;

J11 =Rikerin V101,01, J22 =RiimnViOmn O f33 =ViVi 0,1 V300
where we suppress the free indices ijk and assume symmetry in ij throughout. We also define
the terms with only one free index

f1 =Ritmn V01O mn fa =Rjtmn VO mnOki f1=V;V10,V1Omn

fo =Ritmn V01O mn f5 =RijtmnVinOnkOni fs =ViVi0,n VO (B.2)

f3 =Rpimn Vi OriOnj fo =Rj1mnViOkmOkn
We will denote for example V¥ fiijk as V- f1, again suppressing the indices, and similarly

for example V; flj) as V fl. Using the Killing vector identities, unimodularity and isometry of
the dilaton one finds

V- fi =112 + go3 — 2hg (B.3)
V- fa=%g12 + g15 — $h1 +2my (B.4)
V- f3 =g13 — 925 — hs — h7 — 2m5 — 2mg (B.5)
V- f1 =014 — g21 + gos + 2hs + hy — $hs + 2m, (B.6)
V- fs=—1%g1+ 2923 — go5 + $hs — hs — hg — Shs (B.7)
V- fo=—301— 5910 — 3923 + 924 — g25 — 3h3 — h5 + 3hs (B.8)
V. fr=—=13g10— 923 + goa — hg + hs + hsg (B.9)
V- fs =91+ g3+ 3h1 + 2mo (B.10)
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V- fo=g1 + gs + gio + h1 + 2m; — 2my

1444494499499 494a9d

and

- f10 =94 + g7 + g24 — 2925 + ha — 3hs — he — hy + Lhg + 2m7 — 2mg
- f11 =95 — 5923 + ga5 — ha + 3hs + he + shs + 2m1g — 2m1y

- fi2 =94 + 924 — 2925 — Shy + hy — $hs — hg — hy + 2my

- f13 =96 + 5923 — goa + go5 + shy — ha + hs — he + Shs + 2mg

“ f1a =92 + g8 + ha + 2mg3

-~ f15 =92 — 911 + 921

- fi6 =— 392 — g5 + 3911 — Tha + 2mag

i1 =392+ g6 + ho — m3

- fis =91 — 2go1 + b3 + ha — h1g + 2mg + 2ma7

- f19 =93 + g21 — 2h4 + 2my

< f20 =94 + g7 — 3901 + 2hy + ha — Shig + 2mo

+ fa1 =99 — 3920 — 3ho + hg + 2my4

“ fo2 = — g16 — g2 + 2hg — 2m3

- fas =17 + 3922 — hg — hy — h11 + 2myo

< foa = — g18 — $hs + $hi1 + 2mas

- fa5 =g11 — g1 — g2 — $ha — 2hg — 4my + 2myg

“f26 == g1 — g2 — g10 — ha — 4hy — 2my5

- for =295 — 296 + 297 — 2913 — 2914 — 920 + 2928 + 2g32 + dmay

- fas = — g12 + 2913 — 919 — 2925 + ga6 + 2m0

- fa9 2%93 —94—95— g7+ %98 + 913 + %915 + %920 — 929 + g30 — 933 + g34 + 2may
“ f30 =94 — g5 + 97 — 910 — 916 — G22 + g23 — 925 + g26 — g7 + 22

- fa1 Z%glz — 913 — g1a + %915 + %919 - %923 — 924 + 925 + ga7 + 2ma3
“fr2=—gr+ %98 + %910 + %916 + %922 — 923 + 924 + 925 — 926 + g7 + 2may
- f33 =393 — g5 + 96 — 3910 — 3916 — 3922 — 3923 + 2moas

Vi =g12 + g19 + g20

V fa =g10 + 916 + 2920 + h2

Vfs=—go+ g1+ g2

Vfi =915 + g23 — 2933

Vs =— g1+ g2+ 932+ gsa

V f6 =913 + go5 + g31 + g3

Vfr=—g1— g6 — 3914 + 26 + 925 — 920 — g0 + 2932 + 2934
Vs =2 (93 — 91 — g6 + gs — 3914 + 3915 + 2927 + gas — g29 + g30 — g31 + 2932 — 4933 + 2g34)

where we have defined the VZRO2-terms

1 =ViRimnViOriOmn 913 =RitminViOmiViOrn 925 =Ritmn Vi ViOrmOn
2 =ViRimnViOmn©; 914 =RimnViOuVmOrn 926 =ViV01,nViViOpn
93 =RitmnViOriViOmn 915 =RimnViOuViOmn 927 =ViV0,, ViV Oni
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94 =RiimnViOr; Vi Okp,
95 =Ritmn V01,V iOky,
96 =Ritmn VOV Opn
97 =RitmnVimOr; V0 Op
98 =Ritmn VO VO
99 =Rp1mnVi©;iViOmn
910 =ViRkimn ViO1;0mn
911 =ViRiimn V0mn 0y
912 =ViRiimn VO Omn

the R2O%-terms
hy :Ripklepmn@kZGmn
h2 :Rilmannkpekp@jl
h3 :Rilmannkkal@jp
ha =Ritmn Rkimp©OnpO ik

916 =RiimnViOmn V05
917 =RpimnVOu Vi Onj
918 =RpimnVkOmiViOn;
919 =RpimnViOrV;iOmn
920 =Rp1mnViV;j0110m,
921 =Ritmn Vi V101, Op;j
922 =RiimnViV©mn Oy
923 =RitminViV©mnOp
924 =Ritmin ViV 00101

hs =RitmnR;ikpOmk Onp
he =RikmpRjinpOriOmn
ht =Rt Rtk (0% nk
hs =Ritmn Rjkmn (07

and the terms involving the dilaton

B.1

m1 =Rijyn Vi ® V040,
m2 =Ritnmn VP ViO1;Omn,
m3 =Rimn Vi V05,045
My =Ritmn V1P V00,04,
ms =Ritymn Vi ® V0,0
me =Ritmn Vi ® V01,0,
m7 =Ritmn Vi ® V0,0,
mg =Rityn Vi ® V5,001
my =Rijyn Vi ® V01,0,

mi10 =RijmnVim® V01,0,
mi11 =Rijmn Vi ® V0,01
mi12 =RpimnVi® V5,050
m13 =RpimnVi® V0,0
mis =RpmnVi® V0,0,
m1s =V Rimn Vi ® ©mn Oy
mi6 =Ritmn VP V01 On;
mi17 =Rimn Vi ® V011,04
mi18 =Rpimn Vi ® V10,05,

Additional identities

928 =RiijitV mOnk Vi On
929 =RiijiV m©nk Vi O
930 =R1ijiVOmnVmOn
931 =RiijiV103mn ViOmn
932 =V RpijiVim©nikOn
933 =V RrijiVnOmiOn
934 =V RpijiV 101,00
935 =V RrijiV©1Omn

hg :RkiijklmnGmn@pl
P10 =Rptmi Ritmn (©%)n;
hi1 =Riimn Riimp©in©jp

(B.44)

(B.45)

mi19 =ViRitmnVi® O1;Omn

mao =Vi® ViVi©0,,V,;i0mn
ma1 =Vi® ViV;0,, V5 Onk
ma2 =Vi® ViVi0,,, Vi On;
ma3 =Vi® ViV,,0,:.V,0m,
mas =ViP® ViV30,:V 000
mas =Vi® ViV,,0,:. V000,

(B.46)

Contracting (A.6) with © and one covariant derivative, or the derivative of the dilaton, in all
possible ways gives the identities

0=g12 — 4913 — 2914 + 915 + g19,
0=2g1 + g3 — 294 — 497 + 295 + 2910 + 916 + 2917 — 4015,
0=2g1 + 293 — 495 + 296 + 93 — 916 + 2017 — 4415 ,
0=f1+ fa+2f5s — 4f6 + ViRtmnOmn O ,

0 =2my4 + 2mqi2 — mi3 + 4mqig + 4mig + 2mg,

0 =2mg3 + my — 2mg + 2my2 + m13 + 2my5 + 2mq7 + 4mas
0=2f14+2f18 + f19 — 4f20 — fo2 + 2f23 +4f2a — 2f26,
0 =fia+4f16 +2f17 + 2f19 + foo +2fa3 +4fas — 2fo5.

The last two imply, using the previous ones, that mi9 = mo and

0=g2+ 921 + 922 + ha — 2h3
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In addition we can derive the following identity

2hs =2Rikip RjkmnO""Onp = =2V Viki X V,, VKO,
= — 2V (RjknmViki X kmOni) + Rinkm Viki X VikjOn + Ripjm Viki X Vik, Oy
=Vi(RjknmVEOmiOnt) + Vi(Rjknm VmOriOni) + Vi(RjknmViOkm©Oni)
— 2 RjmnOrViViOmn — Rinkm Rimijp©Orp©Ont — 2 Ritpi R jpmn©OriOmn
= IV 1=V fs =V fo—L1goo+L1hi+hg. (B.56)
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