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Abstract

We demonstrate that the necessary condition for SO(N)×SO(N) duality invariance manifests as a partial
differential equation in two-dimensional scalar theories. This condition, expressed as a partial differential
equation, corresponds precisely to the integrability condition. We derive a general perturbation solution to
this partial differential equation, which includes both a root T T̄ flow equation and an irrelevant T T̄ -like flow
equation. Additionally, we identify a general form for these flow equations that commute with each other.
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1 Introduction

The profound connection between the Nambu-Goto theory in two dimensions and the Maxwell-Born-Infeld

theory in four dimensions is well-documented [1–3]. Notably, certain solutions of the Maxwell-Born-Infeld

framework can also describe solutions of the Nambu-Goto theory when expressed in a static gauge with two

transverse scalar fields. We consider a free scalar theory involving N ≥ 1 scalar fields Φi, where i = 1, 2, . . . , N .

The Lagrangian for this theory is given by:

Lfree = −1

2
Gij∂αΦ

i∂αΦj , (1.1)

where Gij is a symmetric tensor representing the moduli space metric of the scalar fields. Two-dimensional

interacting scalar theories are constructed using two Lorentz-invariant variables, P1 and P2, with the Lagrangian

expressed as L(λ, P1, P2), where λ denotes the coupling constant. These variables are defined as:

P1 = Gij∂αΦ
i∂αΦj , P2 = GikGjl∂αΦ

j∂αΦi∂βΦ
l∂βΦk. (1.2)

where P1 and P2 are the only two independent Lorentz invariant variables. All the scalar theories we consider

are combinations of these two.

A two-dimensional free theory can undergo perturbative modification through a standard irrelevant T T̄ -

deformation, as detailed in [4, 5]:

Oλ =
1

8

(

Tµ
µTν

ν − TµνT
µν
)

. (1.3)

The deformed theory resulting from (1.3) is a two-dimensional Born-Infeld theory:

LBI−2D =
2

λ

(

1−
√

1 +
1

2
λP1 +

1

8
λ2(P 2

1 − P2)

)

, (1.4)

where λ is the dimensional deformation parameter.

In four dimensions, marginal root deformations [6] represent a distinct class of deformations governed by a

dimensionless parameter γ. For example, ModMax theory [7] is derived from Maxwell theory through root flow

perturbation [6]. The operator generating this marginal root-deformed theory in two dimensions is:

Rγ =
1√
2

√

TµνT µν − 1

2
Tµ

µTν
ν , (1.5)

known as the root T T̄ deformation operator.

In [8], a two-dimensional ModMax theory was introduced, which presents the root-type T T̄ deformation in

this context. This deformation was independently identified in [9, 10]. Studies highlight connections between

T T̄ -like flows and gravity theories in various dimensions, particularly in models coupled to gravity, using the

vielbein formalism for deformed field theories [11–15]. For recent advances on root-type T T̄ deformation,

see [16–27].

The operator in (1.5) transforms the perturbative structure of the free action into a two-dimensional Scalar

Modified Maxwell (SMM) theory [9], described by:

LSMM (γ) = −1

2

(

cosh(γ)P1 + sinh(γ)
√

−P 2
1 + 2P2

)

. (1.6)
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Applying the irrelevant and marginal operators (1.3) and (1.5) to the free theory (1.1) yields a Generalized

Scalar ModMax (GSMM) theory, defined as:

LGSMM =
2

λ

(

1−

√

1 +
1

2
λ

(

cosh(γ)P1 + sinh(γ)
√

−P 2
1 + 2P2

)

+
1

8
λ2(P 2

1 − P2)

)

. (1.7)

The GSMM theory satisfies the following flow equations with respect to γ and λ:

∂LGSMM

∂λ
=

1

8

(

TµνT
µν − Tµ

µTν
ν
)

,
∂LGSMM

∂γ
=

1√
2

√

TµνT µν − 1

2
Tµ

µTν
ν . (1.8)

Ref. [9] demonstrates that operators (1.3) and (1.5) commute, as illustrated in Fig. 1.

Lfree LBI−2D

LSMM LGSMM

Oλ

Rγ Rγ

Oλ

Figure 1: Deformations of the multi-scalar theories under Oλ and Rγ .

This approach involves preserving a specific symmetry in a theory by ensuring the Lagrangian satisfies a PDE

with respect to the theory’s parameters. For example, the SO(2) symmetry in four-dimensional electrodynamics

leads to the following PDE [28–32]:

(

(∂tL)2 − (∂zL)2 − 1
)

z −
(

2(∂zL)(∂tL)
)

t = 0, (1.9)

where Lt =
∂L
∂t and Lz = ∂L

∂z , with t = 1
4FµνF

µν and z = 1
4Fµν F̃

µν being two Lorentz-invariant variables.

The solutions to this equation are theories exhibiting SO(2) symmetry. For instance, the nonlinear electro-

dynamic theories of Born-Infeld [33,34], ModMax [7], and General ModMax [35,36] are all solutions to the PDE

1.9. The relationship between electromagnetic duality and T T̄ -like deformations at the effective action level has

been explored in [37–45]. Additionally, innovative methods for solving this equation can be found in [46–50].

The approach has also been extended to the Carrollian framework [51], where a Carrollian electrodynamics the-

ory with both conformal invariance and SO(2) duality is explored by solving a PDE. In [52, 53], sigma models

were introduced that are invariant under U(1) ”duality rotations,” which exchange the dynamical variables and

their equations of motion. The Lagrangians of these sigma models obey a partial differential equation analogous

to the self-duality equation followed by U(1) duality invariant models in nonlinear electrodynamics.

T-duality, a central concept in perturbative string theory, emerges when the theory is compactified on a

torus [54]. This compactification reveals that the spectrum of the free string on a torus remains invariant under

O(N,N) transformations [55, 56]. This symmetry extends beyond the free string spectrum to the full bosonic

string theory, where compactification on a torus TN preserves invariance under O(N,N) transformations [57].

More notably, after integrating the massive modes, T-duality manifests as symmetry in the effective actions [58].

It has been demonstrated that the dimensional reduction of the classical effective actions of bosonic string theory
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at each order in α′ is invariant under O(N,N) transformations [58,59]. This insight has led to the development

of sigma models, where the worldsheet string theory remains invariant under O(N,N) transformations in two

dimensions. When the target space metric is Gij = δij , and the Kalb-Ramond field vanishes, the symmetry

group O(N,N) reduces to SO(N)×SO(N). In Section 2.2, we show that the necessary and sufficient condition

for invariance under SO(N) × SO(N) transformations is given by the following PDE, which involves the two

Lorentz-invariant variables P1 and P2:

8(P 2
1 − P2)

(

∂L
∂P2

)2

+ 8P1
∂L
∂P2

∂L
∂P1

+ 4

(

∂L
∂P1

)2

− 1 = 0. (1.10)

This PDE provides a unified solution framework for both free and deformed theories, such as 1.1, 1.4, 1.6, and

1.7 (see Refs. [60, 61]), which are classified together due to their adherence to the condition in 1.10.

Refs. [60, 61] demonstrate that the model achieves classical integrability when the Lagrangian satisfies Eq.

1.10. Therefore, the criterion for classical integrability of the model, as outlined in condition 1.10, coincides

with the PDE that a Lagrangian must obey in a four-dimensional theory of duality-invariant electrodynamics.

This paper aims to identify two categories of general solutions to the PDE 1.10, corresponding to distinct

marginal and irrelevant T T̄ -like deformations. We will delineate the general structure of these deformations using

marginal and irrelevant flow equations. Specifically, we classify theories of non-linear sigma models dependent on

two Lorentzian variables, P1 and P2, which feature two types of coupling parameters: a dimensionless coupling

γ and a dimensional coupling λ. We will derive expressions for the γ and λ couplings from the root-type and

irrelevant transformations of T T̄ .

The organization of this paper is as follows: In Section 2, we show that the invariance condition under

SO(N)×SO(N) is governed by the PDE in 1.10, which is identical to the equation derived from the integrability

condition in Equation 3.32 of Ref. [60]. In Section 3, we solve the PDE in 1.10 using perturbation theory. This

method considers all possible solutions in integer powers of P1 and P2 at each order of λ, determining the

associated constants. We demonstrate that an irrelevant flow equation exists for this solution, constructed from

integer powers of the TµνT
µν and T µ

µT
ν
ν structures, and is commutative with root deformation. In Section 4,

we transform the PDE 1.10 into a new differential form using the variables P1 and P , where P :=
√

−P 2
1 + 2P2.

This transformation allows us to derive a general perturbation solution and to determine how the solution

coefficients depend on the γ coupling, yielding a root flow equation. In Section 5, we identify the general form

of the irrelevant flow equations for these theories, which commute with the root deformation. Finally, in Section

6, we summarize our results and discuss future directions.

2 Integrability condition vs. SO(N)× SO(N) duality invariance

The integrability condition in Eq. 1.10 has recently been identified as a necessary and sufficient condition for

O(N,N) duality in two-dimensional scalar theories. These theories play a central role in integrable systems and

are intimately connected with the integrable models discussed in this section. We explore how the invariance
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under SO(N)×SO(N) transformations emerges as a crucial feature for maintaining integrability and investigate

the relationship between these two concepts in the context of the scalar theory.

2.1 Integrability condition as a PDE

Refs. [60,61] present a detailed stress tensor analysis within a generic interacting chiral boson theory. The study

carefully examines the classical flow properties governed by the stress tensor Tµν , focusing on maintaining

Lorentz invariance. In Ref. [61], the authors derive a Lorentz-invariant condition for the Lagrangian of the

principal chiral model (PCM). 1 This condition is crucial for ensuring that the interaction function accurately

reflects a Lorentz-invariant theory.

Studying integrable structures in string theory has further fueled the search for transformations that preserve

integrality in two-dimensional integrable quantum field theories. In particular, identifying integrable deforma-

tions in 2D sigma models is relevant for string theory applications. We focus on classical field theories defined

on a flat, two-dimensional spacetime manifold, denoted as Σ, which we occasionally refer to as the worldsheet.

Coordinates σα = (σ, τ) are chosen on Σ. Our primary interest lies in two-dimensional sigma models where

the target space G is a Lie group, and its Lie algebra is denoted as g. The fundamental field g(σ, τ) maps the

worldsheet Σ into the Lie group G. From this field g, we can construct two important quantities: the left- and

right-invariant Maurer-Cartan forms, defined as follows:

j = g−1dg, j̃ = −(dg)g−1 , (2.1)

Both j and j̃ satisfy the flatness condition, expressed using light-cone coordinates2:

∂+j− − ∂−j+ + [j+, j−] = 0 = ∂+j̃− − ∂−j̃+ +
[

j̃+, j̃−
]

. (2.2)

One of the simplest examples of such a unified sigma model is the Principal Chiral Model (PCM). The Lagrangian

of the principal chiral model is expressed in terms of j or j̃:

LPCM =
1

2
gµνtr [jµ jν ] = −1

2
tr [j+ j−] , (2.3)

which can be equivalently written as

LPCM =
1

2
gµνtr

[

j̃µ j̃ν
]

= −1

2
tr
[

j̃+ j̃−
]

. (2.4)

Any Lagrangian that depends on j± only through the combinations tr[j+j−] and tr(j+j+)tr[j−j−] can be

expressed, after a change of variables, as a function L(P1, P2) of the two variables:

P1 := −tr[j+j−] , P2 :=
1

2

(

tr[j+j+]tr[j−j−] + (tr[j+j−])
2
)

, (2.5)

1The Lorentz condition for chiral scalar theory is given in Eq. (2.35) of Ref. [61] as
(

∂L
∂S

)2
+ 2 S

P
∂L
∂S

∂L
∂P

+
(

∂L
∂P

)2
− 1 = 0.

This is reformulated in Eq. 1.10 by substituting S ⇐⇒ −
1

2
P1 and P 2 ⇐⇒

P2

1
−P2

2
. The variables S and P are defined as

S = 1

2

(

φ′jφ′j + φ̄′j̄ φ̄′j̄
)

and P = 1

2

(

φ′jφ′j − φ̄′j̄ φ̄′j̄
)

.
2We take for any vector Aµ, A± = 1

2
(A0 ±A1).
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The equation of motion for any Lagrangian L(P1, P2) can be expressed as ∂αJ
α = 0, where Jα is the Noether

current associated with the symmetry under right-multiplication of g by a general group element. The Noether

current for any such Lagrangian L(P1, P2) is:

Jµ = 2
∂L(P1, P2)

∂P1
jµ + 4

∂L(P1, P2)

∂P2
gνρtr[jµjν ] jρ . (2.6)

The equations of motion for the deformed theories, characterized by the couplings γ and λ and dependent on

the independent variables P1 and P2, are equivalent to the flatness condition of the Lax connection

L
(λ,γ)
± =

j± ± z J±

1− z2
, (2.7)

The flatness condition for L(λ,γ) is given by:

0 = ∂+L
(λ,γ)
− − ∂−L

(λ,γ)
+ + [L

(λ,γ)
+ ,L

(λ,γ)
− ] . (2.8)

The flatness condition in equation 2.8 is met when the current Jα satisfies the property
[

J+, j−
]

=
[

j+, J−
]

.As

shown in Ref. [60], this equality holds if and only if the Lagrangian L(P1, P2) is satisfied the PDE in 1.10.

2.2 SO(N)× SO(N) duality invariance

It is well known the worldsheet string theory remains invariant under O(N,N) transformations in two dimen-

sions. This invariance has led to the development of sigma models [55, 56]. Two-dimensional non-linear sigma

models admit O(N,N) duality transformations (a review can be found in [54]), which includes T-duality as a

special case. When the target space metric Gij = δij and the Kalb-Ramond field is zero, a non-linear sigma

model is invariant under a SO(N)×SO(N) subgroup duality transformation. In this subsection, we show that

the condition 1.10 leads to the SO(N)× SO(N) duality invariance for scalar theories L(P1, P2) with Gij = δij .

We denote

F i
µ = ∂µφ

i, (2.9)

H i
µ = −ǫµν

∂L
∂∂νφi

, (2.10)

where the convention of Levi-Civita symbol is ǫ01 = 1. In the following, we will use matrix notation. For

instance, we denote ηµν∂µφ
i∂νφ

i = Tr(F tη−1F ) and 2.10 can be written as

dL = Tr(Htǫ−1dF ). (2.11)

The equations of motion of F and H are

∂ν(ǫ
−1)νµF i

µ = 0, (2.12)

∂ν(ǫ
−1)νµH i

µ = 0. (2.13)

They are invariant under the SO(N)× SO(N) duality rotation:

F +H → (F +H)O1, F −H → (F −H)O2, (2.14)
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where O1 and O2 are two N ×N special orthogonal matrices. The diagonal subgroup defined by O1 = O2 = O

is the usual SO(N) symmetry φj → φiO
j

i . The genuine duality can be obtained as the coset modulo the

diagonal subgroup. When N = 2, this duality transformation is related to the duality of four-dimensional

electrodynamics via dimensional reduction. In the treatment of duality, F and H are not seen as functionals of

φ, and are constrained by 2.10 or equivalently 2.11, where L is regarded a function of F .

The duality invariance requires that 2.11 is invariant under the transformations 2.14. We now show that

1.10 leads to duality invariance. For an arbitrary L, H can be computed as

H = −2
∂L
∂P1

ǫη−1F − 4
∂L
∂P2

ǫη−1FF tη−1F. (2.15)

For any antisymmetric matrix b with internal indices of SO(N), we have

Tr(Htǫ−1Hb) = −Tr(F tǫ−1Fb)

[

8(P 2
1 − P2)

( ∂L
∂P2

)2
+ 8P1

∂L
∂P2

∂L
∂P1

+ 4
( ∂L
∂P1

)2
]

. (2.16)

To derive the formula, we use the observation that FbF t is a 2 × 2 antisymmetric matrix, and therefore, the

trace can be factorized. When the condition 1.10 is satisfied, we find

Tr(Htǫ−1Hb) + Tr(F tǫ−1Fb) = 0. (2.17)

Another useful identity is

Tr(Htǫ−1Fb) = Tr(F tǫ−1Hb) = 0. (2.18)

The variances of the infinitesimal duality rotation are

δF = Fa+Hb, δH = Fb+Ha, (2.19)

where a and b are two infinitesimal antisymmetric matrices. Then we get

L(F + δF )− L(F ) = Tr(Htǫ−1δF ) =
1

2
Tr(Htǫ−1Hb)− 1

2
Tr(F tǫ−1Fb). (2.20)

Taking derivative, we find

d (L(F + δF )− L(F )) = Tr(Htǫ−1dHb)− Tr(F tǫ−1dFb)

= Tr(Htǫ−1d(δF ) + Tr(δHtǫ−1dF ), (2.21)

⇒ dL(F + δF ) = Tr((H + δH)tǫ−1d(F + δF )). (2.22)

Therefore, the constraint 2.11 is invariant under the duality rotation, and the condition 1.10 leads to the

SO(N)× SO(N) duality invariance.

In [62], it was proved that the T-duality transformation commutes with stress-energy tensor transformations

using an auxiliary field formulation [13,63]. This result can be easily extended to the O(N,N) duality transfor-

mations. Consequently, stress-energy tensor transformations preserve the SO(N) × SO(N) duality invariance,

which explains that stress-energy tensor transformations can realize perturbative solutions of 1.10.
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3 General irrelevant T T̄ -like deformations for perturbative solutions

We investigate the perturbative solutions of the PDE 1.10, described by general irrelevant T T̄ -like deformations.

This type has a dimensionful λ coupling, and we take it as a function of the integers power of P1 and P2 in the

form of L(λn) = K(PN
1 , PM

2 , λN+2M−1). The Lagrangian can be expressed up to the λ7 order, incorporating

arbitrary coefficients denoted by an, in the following manner:

L(λn) = a1P1 + λ
(

a2P1
2 + a3P2

)

+ λ2
(

a4P1
3 + a5P1P2

)

+ λ3
(

a6P1
4 + a7P1

2P2 + a8P2
2
)

+λ4
(

a9P1
5 + a10P1

3P2 + a11P1P2
2
)

+ λ5
(

a12P1
6 + a13P1

4P2 + a14P1
2P2

2 + a15P2
3
)

+λ6
(

a16P1
7 + a17P1

5P2 + a18P1
3P2

2 + a19P1P2
3
)

+λ7
(

a20P1
8 + a21P1

6P2 + a22P1
4P2

2 + a23P1
2P2

3 + a24P2
4
)

+λ8
(

a25P1
9 + a26P1

7P2 + a27P1
5P2

2 + a28P1
3P2

3 + a29P1P2
4
)

. (3.1)

This section aims to solve the PDE sequentially 1.10, utilizing the Lagrangian of order λ7. This process

will clarify the relationship between the coefficients an at each order of λ, ultimately leading to the following

correlation among the coefficients an. This correlation is detailed in Appendix A. Upon applying conditions A.1

to the Lagrangian 3.1, a solution to equation 1.10 emerges, involving several constants a2, a7, a13 and a21 which

remain undetermined. At the order of λn, n
2 coefficients are not fixed. This general Lagrangian is obtained as

follows:

L(λ) = − 1
2P1 + λa2

(

P1
2 − 2P2

)

+ 4λ2a2
2P1

(

P1
2 − 2P2

)

+ λ3
(

− 1
4a7
(

P1
2 − 2P2

)2
+ 8a2

3
(

P1
4 − 4P2

2
)

)

+λ4
(

−4a2a7P1

(

P1
2 − 2P2

)2 − 16a2
4P1

(

3P1
4 − 20P1

2P2 + 28P2
2
)

)

+λ5
(

− 1
6a13

(

P1
2 − 2P2

)3 − 40
3 a2

2a7
(

P1
2 − 2P2

)2(
P1

2 + 4P2

)

− 512
3 a2

5
(

P1
6 − 18P1

2P2
2 + 28P2

3
)

)

+λ6
(

32a2
3a7P1

(

11P1
2 − 42P2

)(

P1
2 − 2P2

)2
+ a7

2P1

(

P1
2 − 2P2

)3

−4a2a13P1

(

P1
2 − 2P2

)3
+ 128a2

6
(

61P1
7 − 454P1

5P2 + 1116P1
3P2

2 − 904P1P2
3
)

)

+λ7
(

− 1
8a21

(

P1
2 − 2P2

)4
+ 7a2a7

2
(

P1
2 − 2P2

)3(
P1

2 + 6P2

)

− 14a2
2a13

(

P1
2 − 2P2

)3(
P1

2 + 6P2

)

+448a2
4a7
(

P1
2 − 2P2

)2(
3P1

4 + 12P1
2P2 − 56P2

2
)

+ 4096a2
7
(

7P1
8 − 206P1

4P2
2 + 608P1

2P2
3 − 504P2

4
)

)

+λ8
(

32
3 a2

3a13P1

(

73P1
2 − 258P2

)(

P1
2 − 2P2

)3 − 8a2
2a7

2P1

(

65P1
2 − 242P2

)(

P1
2 − 2P2

)3

+2a7a13P1

(

P1
2 − 2P2

)4 − 4a2a21P1

(

P1
2 − 2P2

)4

− 128
3 a2

5a7P1

(

P1
2 − 2P2

)2(
2725P1

4 − 14708P1
2P2 + 19860P2

2
)

− 256
3 a2

8
(

27145P1
9 − 255384P1

7P2 + 893304P1
5P2

2 − 1378784P1
3P2

3 + 793104P1P2
4
)

)

. (3.2)

We aim to derive the flow equations pertinent to this overarching Lagrangian in 3.2. Such equations will conform

to the archetype of standard irrelevant T T̄ deformations within a two-dimensional framework, applicable to

theories characterized by integer powers of the Lorentz Invariant variables P1 and P2. To accomplish this,
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we commence by determining the energy-momentum tensor from the general Lagrangian, denoted as Eq. 3.2,

derived in the following manner:

Tµν = L gµν + F(P1, P2, λ) ∂µΦ
f∂νΦf + G(P1, P2, λ) ∂αΦg∂

αΦf∂µΦ
f∂νΦ

g. (3.3)

Appendix A contains the details of the two functions F(P1, P2, λ) and G(P1, P2, λ), specifically in Eqs. A.2

and A.3. In the context of the various theories governed by PDE 1.10, the flow equation is contingent upon

two specific variables, denoted as TµνT
µν and T µ

µT
ν
ν . To elucidate, the flow equation is generally represented

by the formula ∂L(λ)NGZ

∂λ = f(TµνT
µν, T µ

µT
ν
ν). For the derivation of f(TµνT

µν , T µ
µT

ν
ν), it is imperative to

construct two foundational structures: TµνT
µν and T µ

µT
ν
ν . The configuration of TµνT

µν can be deduced from

3.3 via the equation:

TµνT
µν = − 1

2P1
2 + P2 + λa2

(

−4P1
3 + 8P1P2

)

+ λ2a2
2
(

−14P1
4 + 8P1

2P2 + 40P2
2
)

(3.4)

+λ3
(

2a7P1

(

P1
2 − 2P2

)2
+ 64a2

3
(

P1
5 − 8P1

3P2 + 12P1P2
2
)

)

+λ4
(

a2a7
(

P1
2 − 2P2

)2(
29P1

2 + 22P2

)

+ 32a2
4
(

39P1
6 − 174P1

4P2 + 148P1
2P2

2 + 88P2
3
)

)

+λ5
(

−8a2
2a7P1

(

17P1
2 − 154P2

)(

P1
2 − 2P2

)2
+ 2a13P1

(

P1
2 − 2P2

)3

+128a2
5
(

13P1
7 + 146P1

5P2 − 836P1
3P2

2 + 984P1P2
3
)

)

+λ6
(

2
3a2a13

(

P1
2 − 2P2

)3(
67P1

2 + 34P2

)

− 1
8a7

2
(

P1
2 − 2P2

)3(
87P1

2 + 50P2

)

− 40
3 a2

3a7
(

P1
2 − 2P2

)2(
563P1

4 − 1496P1
2P2 − 604P2

2
)

− 128
3 a2

6
(

3173P1
8 − 23200P1

6P2 + 51960P1
4P2

2 − 28288P1
2P2

3 − 16432P2
4
)

)

+λ7
(

32a2a7
2P1

(

3P1
2 − 34P2

)(

P1
2 − 2P2

)3 − 256
3 a2

2a13P1

(

2P1
2 − 25P2

)(

P1
2 − 2P2

)3

+2a21P1

(

P1
2 − 2P2

)4 − 512
3 a2

4a7P1

(

P1
2 − 2P2

)2(
11P1

4 + 1594P1
2P2 − 4072P2

2
)

+ 2048
3 a2

7
(

59P1
9 − 7936P1

7P2 + 51768P1
5P2

2 − 114496P1
3P2

3 + 84464P1P2
4
)

)

.

To compute the aforementioned configuration, the relationships

∂αΦ
j∂αΦi∂βΦ

k∂βΦi∂γΦk∂
γΦj = −1

2
P 3
1 +

3

2
P1 P2 , (3.5)

∂αΦ
g∂αΦf∂βΦ

h∂βΦf∂γΦ
i∂γΦg∂δΦi∂

δΦh = − 1
2P1

4 + P1
2P2 +

1
2P2

2,
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have been employed. The structure of T µ
µT

ν
ν can be directly derived from 3.3, as delineated below:

T µ
µT

ν
ν = 4λ2a2

2
(

P1
2 − 2P2

)2
+ 64λ3a2

3P1

(

P1
2 − 2P2

)2
(3.6)

+λ4
(

−6a2a7
(

P1
2 − 2P2

)3
+ 64a2

4
(

P1
2 − 2P2

)2(
7P1

2 + 6P2

)

)

+λ5
(

−176a2
2a7P1

(

P1
2 − 2P2

)3
+ 10240a2

5P1

(

P1
2 − 2P2

)2
P2

)

+λ6
(

9
4a7

2
(

P1
2 − 2P2

)4 − 20
3 a2a13

(

P1
2 − 2P2

)4 − 16
3 a2

3a7
(

P1
2 − 2P2

)3(
319P1

2 + 454P2

)

− 256
3 a2

6
(

P1
2 − 2P2

)2(
197P1

4 − 620P1
2P2 − 1228P2

2
)

)

+λ7
(

128
3 a2

4a7P1

(

251P1
2 − 2182P2

)(

P1
2 − 2P2

)3
+ 144a2a7

2P1

(

P1
2 − 2P2

)4

− 736
3 a2

2a13P1

(

P1
2 − 2P2

)4
+ 2048

3 a2
7P1

(

P1
2 − 2P2

)2(
415P1

4 − 3004P1
2P2 + 5692P2

2
)

)

In our previous work, detailed in [50], we established that within a four-dimensional framework, the general form

of irrelevant T T̄ -like deformations for actions characterized by integral exponents of the Lorentzian variables t

and z manifests as a sequence comprising dual constructs: TµνT
µν and Tµ

µTν
ν . This pattern is also discernible

within a two-dimensional context for the overarching Lagrangian labeled as 3.2. Consequently, we can deduce

the expression for this universal distortion, articulated as the ensuing general flow equation, accurate to the

order of λ7:

∂L(λ)
∂λ

=
∞
∑

n=0

cn
(Tµ

µTν
ν)n

(TµνT µν)n−1
(3.7)

with coefficients cn as:

c0 = −2a2, c1 = −16a2
3 + 3a7

16a22
, c2 = −50176a2

6 + 1664a2
3a7 − 27a7

2 − 20a2a13
768a25

, (3.8)

c3 = −121044992a2
9 + 4264960a2

6a7 − 40512a2
3a7

2 + 567a7
3 − 38656a2

4a13 + 720a2a7a13 + 168a2
2a21

49152a28
.

Flow equation 3.7 represents the universal formulation of flow dynamics in D = 2, encompassing all theoretical

models with the appropriate exponents of P1 and P2, as they pertain to PDE 1.10. This particular flow equation

aligns with the overarching principles of the general Lagrangian, denoted as equation 3.2.

4 General root T T̄ -like flows in two dimensions

The duality-invariant PDE 1.10 can be simplified by expressing L as a function of P1 and

P :=

√

−P1
2 + 2P2 . (4.1)

The duality-invariant PDE for L(P1,P) is

4
( ∂L
∂P1

)2 − 4
(∂L
∂P
)2 − 1 = 0 . (4.2)

Upon implementing the variable substitution 4.1, the GSMM Lagrangian in 1.7 is reformulated thus:

LGSMM =
2

λ

(

1−
√

1 +
1

2
λ
(

cosh(γ)P1 + sinh(γ)P
)

+
1

16
λ2(P 2

1 − P2)
)

. (4.3)
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It can be explicitly verified that Lagrangian 4.3 satisfies PDE 4.2. A similar approach to the previous section

can solve self-duality PDE 4.2 with a series of integer powers of the two independent variables, P1 and P . In

all the theories we consider, there are only two independent invariants P1 and P . All higher-order invariants

are combinations of these two. For this purpose, we consider the following generic Lagrangian:

L(λ, γ) = d1P + d2P1 + λ(d3P2 + d4PP1 + d5P
2
1 ) + λ2(d6P3 + d7P2P1 + d8PP 2

1 + d9P
3
1 )

+λ3(d10P4 + d11P3P1 + d12P2P 2
1 + d13PP 3

1 + d14P
4
1 )

+λ4(d15P5 + d16P4P1 + d17P3P 2
1 + d18P2P 3

1 + d19PP 4
1 + d20P

5
1 ). (4.4)

By employing a perturbation approach similar to the previous section, we can solve PDE 4.2 using the general

solution 4.4, step by step. These conditions are essential for solving Eq. 4.2 up to the λ order in the form of
(

d2 → − 1
2

√

1 + 4d1
2
)

,
(

d3 → − d4

4d1

√

1 + 4d1
2 , d5 → − d1d4√

1+4d1
2

)

. In this scenario, only one unknown

coefficient dn remains at each order of λ. The perturbed solutions of PDE 4.2, assuming d1 = − 1
2 sinh(γ), up

to order of λ4 are as follows:

L(λ, γ) = − 1
2

(

P1 cosh(γ) + P sinh(γ)
)

+ λd4

(

P1 + P coth(γ)
)2

2 coth(γ)

+λ2
(

1
3d

2
4

(

Pcsch(γ)− 2P1sech(γ)
)(

Pcsch(γ) + P1sech(γ)
)2

+
d7
(

P1 + P coth(γ)
)3

3
(

coth(γ)
)2

)

+λ3

(

d4d7
(

Pcsch(γ)− 3P1sech(γ)
)(

Pcsch(γ) + P1sech(γ)
)3

2csch(γ)
+

d11
(

P1 + P coth(γ)
)4

4
(

coth(γ)
)3

+
d34
(

Pcsch(γ) + P1sech(γ)
)2
(

(

P1 − P coth(γ)
)2(

csch(γ)
)2 − 4P 2

1

(

sech(γ)
)2
)

2 coth(γ)

)

+λ4

(

2d11d4
(

Pcsch(γ)− 4P1sech(γ)
)(

Pcsch(γ) + P1sech(γ)
)4

5
(

csch(γ)
)2

+
d27
(

Pcsch(γ)− 4P1sech(γ)
)(

Pcsch(γ) + P1sech(γ)
)4

5
(

csch(γ)
)2 +

d16
(

P1 + P coth(γ)
)5

5
(

coth(γ)
)4

+ 1
20d

2
4d7
(

csch(γ)
)5(

sech(γ)
)6(P cosh(γ) + P1 sinh(γ)

)3

×
(

−68P 2
1 + 9P2 + 4(20P 2

1 + 3P2) cosh(2γ) + 3(−4P 2
1 + P2) cosh(4γ)− 72P1P

(

cosh(γ)
)3

sinh(γ)
)

+d44

(

P5
(

csch(γ)
)7

+
(

csch(γ)
)5
(

4
5P

5 − 2P 2
1P3

(

sech(γ)
)4
)

+
(

csch(γ)
)3
(

−6P 2
1P3

(

sech(γ)
)4

+ P 4
1P
(

sech(γ)
)6
)

+csch(γ)
(

−8P 2
1P3

(

sech(γ)
)4

+ 9P 4
1P
(

sech(γ)
)6
)

+ 4
5P

3
1

(

sech(γ)
)5
(

−4(P 2
1 + 5P2) + 5P1

(

2P1

(

sech(γ)
)2 − 3P tanh(γ)

)

)

))

. (4.5)

The energy-momentum tensor corresponding to the general Lagrangian 4.5 can be determined as follows:

Tµν = L(λ, γ) gµν +H(P1,P , λ, γ) ∂µΦ
f∂νΦf + U(P1,P , λ, γ) ∂αΦg∂

αΦf∂µΦ
f∂νΦ

g. (4.6)
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The functions H(P1,P , λ, γ) and U(P1,P , λ, γ) are defined in Appendix A , in Eqs. A.4 and A.5. To derive a

root flow equation, we construct two configurations, TµνT
µν and T µ

µT
ν
ν , from the energy-momentum tensor

presented in Eq. 4.6. The configurations for these two structures are provided in Appendix A, in Eqs. A.6 and

A.7. We aim to study the root flow equation within the framework of the general Lagrangian 4.5. We consider a

general form of the root flow equation derived from the irrelevant flow equation 3.7. Consequently, the general

Lagrangian 4.5 must satisfy the following flow equation:

∂L(λ, γ)
∂γ

=

√

√

√

√

∞
∑

n=0

en
(Tµ

µTν
ν)n

(TµνT µν)n−1
. (4.7)

The general Lagrangian 4.5 simplifies to the (SMM) theory in 1.6 in the limit of λ = 0. Notably, there is no

γ-dependent coefficient. The solution to root flow equation 4.7 is derived with the constant e0 = 1
2 . In the

next order of λ, we encounter the unknown constant d4, which determines the γ-dependence of d4 from the

solution of root flow equation 4.7. To achieve this, we substitute A.6, A.7, and 4.5 into root flow equation 4.7

and simplify in the order of λ, resulting in the following differential equation:

2 cosh(2γ)d4 − sinh(2γ)d′4 = 0. (4.8)

Solving differential equation 4.8 yields the γ-dependence of the coefficient d4 as follows:

d4 = n1cosh(γ) sinh(γ), (4.9)

where n1 is a constant independent of γ. By applying this method to the order of λ2, solving root flow equation

4.7 results in a differential equation that depends on the coefficient d7 and d′7. The differential equation is as

follows:

n2
1

(

16 cosh(2γ) + 3(1 + 4e1) cosh(4γ)− 51− 12e1
)

+ d7
(

64sech(γ)− 96 cosh(γ)
)

+ 32d′7 sinh(γ) = 0. (4.10)

By solving differential equation 4.10, we obtain the γ-dependence of the coefficient d7 as follows:

d7 =
n2

√

cosh(γ)
(

sinh(2γ)
)3/2

√

sinh(γ)
− 1

8n
2
1 cosh(γ)

(

−4 + 12 cosh(2γ) + 3(1 + 4e1)γ sinh(2γ)
)

. (4.11)

Using this method for the order of λ3, the d11 coefficient is determined as follows:

d11 = 1
2n

3
1 cosh(γ)

(

3(1 + 4e1)γ cosh(3γ)− 8 sinh(γ)
)

+
(

n3 + n3
1(γ + 4e1γ)

2
)(

cosh(γ)
)3

sinh(γ)

−
2n1n2

√

cosh(γ)
(

sinh(2γ)
)3/2(−3 + 6 cosh(2γ) + 2(1 + 4e1)γ sinh(2γ)

)

3
(

sinh(γ)
)3/2

. (4.12)
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At the λ4 order, the differential equation arising from the root deformation 4.7 is quite lengthy. We solve this

equation for the specific case where e1 = − 1
4 , and determine the coefficient d16 as follows:

d16 = (−4n2
2 − n1n3)

(

cosh(γ)
)3(

5 cosh(2γ)− 3
)

+ 1
8n

4
1 cosh(γ)

(

−29 + 100 cosh(2γ) + 65 cosh(4γ)
)

−48n2
1n2

(

cosh(γ)
)3/2(

sinh(γ)
)1/2(

sinh(2γ)
)1/2

+
n4

(

sinh(2γ)
)5/2

(

tanh(γ)
)3/2

−
10n4

1e2γ
(

cosh(γ)
)5/2(

coth(12γ)
)1/2(

sinh(γ)
)5/2(

tanh(12γ)
)1/2

(

tanh(γ)
)3/2

. (4.13)

In this section, we employed the perturbation approach to examine the general form of two-dimensional scalar

theories up to order λ4. We expressed this as the Lagrangian in 4.4 and identified constraints on the coefficients

dn to satisfy the SO(N) × SO(N) duality invariant condition in the differential form 4.2. This process led us

to derive the Lagrangian in 4.5. Additionally, we determined the γ dependence of the unfixed coefficients dn by

imposing the constraint that the theory adheres to a general root flow equation of the form 4.7. By substituting

these coefficients 4.9, 4.11, 4.12, and 4.13 into the Lagrangian in 4.5, we obtained the most general form of

the Lagrangian with two coupling constants up to order λ4, ensuring that it is both SO(N) × SO(N) duality

invariant and consistent with the root flow equation.

5 Generalized irrelevant flow equation and commutability

Given the coefficients en as e0 = 1
2 , e1 = − 1

4 , and e2 = e3 = ... = en = 0, the root flow equation in 4.7 will

take the standard form of 1.5 in two dimensions. Now, with this choice for en and the substitution of the

coefficient dn in the general Lagrangian 4.5, we obtain a general Lagrangian that satisfies the root flow equation

12



∂L(λ,γ)
∂γ = Rγ . This Lagrangian is as follows:

L(λ, γ) = − 1
2

(

P1 cosh(γ) + P sinh(γ)
)

+ 1
2n1λ

(

P cosh(γ) + P1 sinh(γ)
)2

(5.1)

+λ2
(

−n2
1

(

P cosh(γ) + P1 sinh(γ)
)2(

P1 cosh(γ) + P sinh(γ)
)

+
2n2

(

P cosh(γ) + P1 sinh(γ)
)3(

sinh(2γ)
)1/2

3
(

cosh(γ)
)1/2(

sinh(γ)
)1/2

)

+λ3
(

−2n3
1(−P1 + P)(P1 + P)

(

P cosh(γ) + P1 sinh(γ)
)2

+ 1
4n3

(

P cosh(γ) + P1 sinh(γ)
)4

−
4n1n2

(

P cosh(γ) + P1 sinh(γ)
)3(

P1 cosh(γ) + P sinh(γ)
)(

sinh(2γ)
)1/2

(

cosh(γ)
)1/2(

sinh(γ)
)1/2

)

+λ4
(

−8n2
2

(

P cosh(γ) + P1 sinh(γ)
)4(

P1 cosh(γ) + P sinh(γ)
)

−2n1n3

(

P cosh(γ) + P1 sinh(γ)
)4(

P1 cosh(γ) + P sinh(γ)
)

−
16n2

1n2(−P1 + P)(P1 + P)
(

P cosh(γ) + P1 sinh(γ)
)3(

sinh(2γ)
)1/2

(

cosh(γ)
)1/2(

sinh(γ)
)1/2

+ 1
4n

4
1

(

P cosh(γ) + P1 sinh(γ)
)2(

29P1(−P1 + P)(P1 + P) cosh(γ) + 13P1(P
2
1 + 3P2) cosh(3γ)

+29P(−P1 + P)(P1 + P) sinh(γ) + 13P(3P 2
1 + P2) sinh(3γ)

)

+
128n4

(

cosh(γ)
)2(

sinh(γ)
)7(P cosh(γ) + P1 sinh(γ)

)5

5
(

sinh(2γ)
)9/2(

tanh(γ)
)5/2

)

.

We can explicitly verify that the Lagrangian 5.1 possesses a root flow equation. With respect to root deformation,

the general Lagrangian in 5.1 simplifies to the two-dimensional ModMax Lagrangian when λ = 0. This general

Lagrangian includes an unfixed coefficient ni at each order of λ. Specifically, at the order λ4, it contains four

unfixed coefficients: n1, n2, n3, and n4. We can derive theories that exhibit a root flow equation by determining

these constant coefficients. For instance, by setting the constants ni to n1 = 1
8 , n2 = 0, n3 = 5

256 , and n4 = 0,

we can expand the general two-dimensional Generalized Scalar ModMax (GSMM) theory in Eq. 1.7 up to the

order λ4.

This section will discuss the importance of identifying the general irrelevant flow equation for Lagrangian

5.1 that commutes with the root deformation in 1.5. By taking the derivative of Lagrangian 5.1 with respect to

λ and comparing it with structures A.6 and A.7, we can derive the flow equation of the Lagrangian 5.1 using a

perturbation approach up to the λ4 order as follows:

∂L(λ, γ)
∂λ

=

∞
∑

m=0

CmY
m
2 X1−

m
2 , (5.2)

where X = TµνT
µν and Y = Tµ

µTν
ν and coefficients Cm as:

C0 = n1, C1 =
64

3
n2, C2 = −17

16
− 32768

9
n2
2 + 48n3, (5.3)

C3 =
16

135

(

− 1125n2 + 10485760n3
2 − 207360n2n3 + 13824n4

)

.

The irrelevant flow equation 5.2 is a general flow equation applicable to all theories with arbitrary ni. The

coefficients Cm of this equation explicitly depend on the coefficients of ni. We explicitly derive the irrelevant
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T T̄ -like deformation of the Lagrangian 5.1 in 5.2, which represents the general irrelevant T T̄ -like deformation.

This deformation commutes with the root deformation in 1.5 as follows:

∂L(λ, γ)
∂λ

=

∞
∑

m=0

CmY
m
2 X1−

m
2 ,

∂L(λ, γ)
∂γ

=
1√
2

√

X − 1

2
Y . (5.4)

In this paper, we shown that operators Oλ =
∑∞

m=0 CmY
m
2 X1−

m
2 and Rγ exhibit commutativity. Conse-

quently, it can be explicitly verified that the double-flow equation: ∂λ∂γL(λ, γ), holds for the Lagrangian 5.1 up

to the order of λ4 in the identity of ∂λ∂γL(λ, γ)− ∂γ∂λL(λ, γ) = 0. This property is illustrated in Fig. 2.

L(0, 0) L(λ, 0)

L(0, γ) L(λ, γ)

Oλ

Rγ Rγ

Oλ

Figure 2: Deformations of the general multi-scalar theories under Oλ and Rγ .

The Lagrangian of 5.1 can be categorized into two classes, each characterized by irrelevant T T̄ -like defor-

mations. We can consider ni as i = even and i = odd. The first class includes ni where neven = 0 and nodd 6= 0

. These theories exhibit irrelevant flow equations with integer powers of the energy-momentum tensor. The

second class consists of theories with neven 6= 0 and nodd 6= 0, featuring flow equations with fractional powers

of the energy-momentum tensor as 5.2. Interestingly, the first class is a special subgroup of the second class.

In other words, when we study theories involving neven = 0 and nodd 6= 0, it automatically transforms into

Codd = 0, leaving only the integer powers of the two structures, X and Y .

6 Conclusions and perspects

In this work, we investigate the relationship between T T̄ deformations (both root and irrelevant) and scalar

field theories, with a focus on the SO(N)× SO(N) symmetry and integrability inherent in these systems. We

demonstrate that the necessary condition for duality invariance under the SO(N) × SO(N) symmetry group

manifests as a PDE in two-dimensional scalar theories. This PDE corresponds precisely to the integrability

condition, a crucial element for the consistency and solvability of the theory.

The irrelevant T T̄ deformation, initially introduced in the context of two-dimensional quantum field theories

in [4, 5], has garnered significant attention for its ability to preserve the integrability of the theory. This leads

to a rich structure of deformed models. We derive a general perturbation solution to this PDE, encompassing

both the root T T̄ flow equation and a general irrelevant T T̄ -like flow equation. These equations describe the

theory’s evolution under deformation and are essential for understanding the modified dynamics.

Furthermore, we identify a general form for these flow equations that commute with each other. This

non-trivial commutativity implies that the order in which the deformations are applied does not affect the

outcome, which is essential for maintaining duality invariance. The commutative nature of flow equations
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underpins the robustness of the theoretical framework and opens new avenues for further research in this area

of theoretical physics. Potential applications of these results extend to theories of chiral p−forms [35,47,64,65],

supersymmetry [66,67], and gravitational theories involving the Ricci flow equations [68,69]. In [69], it is briefly

discussed that the general marginal deformation 4.7 at the Lagrangian level corresponds to a ”pure change of

metric.”

Our findings also show that generalized T T̄ deformations in two-dimensional scalar field theories align with

corresponding scalar theories derived from irrelevant flow behavior obtained through reduction of the dimen-

sionality of duality-invariant nonlinear electrodynamics in four dimensions [11, 37]. The proposed deformation

framework provides a comprehensive understanding of the behavior of both irrelevant and marginal deforma-

tions, leading to a generalized theory in lower dimensions.

The generalized theory unifies different deformation paths governed by two coupled constants, λ and γ, each

controlling various aspects of the deformation structure. Importantly, our results reveal the rich underlying

nature of these models. Future research could explore higher-order solutions and their implications for inte-

grability, quantum consistency, and potential connections to string theory via compactification mechanisms. In

addition, it is intriguing to identify an operator derived from the energy-momentum tensor that characterizes

double-flow equation. We also want to discover closed forms for the general Lagrangians discussed in this paper.
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A Details of the Lagrangian, and the Energy-Momentum Tensor

This appendix provides a detailed account of some of the perturbation calculations from the paper, which are

extensive. Given that general Lagrangian 3.1 is valid in the PDE 1.10, there exists a relationship between the
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coefficients an at each order of λ, resulting in the following correlation between the coefficients an as:

(

a1 → − 1
2

)

;
(

a3 → −2a2

)

;
(

a4 → 4a2
2, a5 → −8a2

2
)

;
(

a6 → 1
4

(

32a2
3 − a7

)

, a8 → −32a2
3 − a7

)

;
(

a10 → 16
(

20a2
4 + a2a7

)

, a11 → −16
(

28a2
4 + a2a7

)

, a9 → −4
(

12a2
4 + a2a7

)

)

;
(

a12 → 1
6

(

−1024a2
5 − 80a2

2a7 − a13
)

, a14 → −2
(

−1536a2
5 − 80a2

2a7 + a13
)

,

a15 → 4
3

(

−3584a2
5 − 160a2

2a7 + a13
)

)

;
(

a16 → 7808a2
6 + 352a2

3a7 + a7
2 − 4a2a13 ,

a17 → 2
(

−29056a2
6 − 1376a2

3a7 − 3a7
2 + 12a2a13

)

, a18 → −4
(

−35712a2
6 − 1696a2

3a7 − 3a7
2 + 12a2a13

)

a19 → 8
(

−14464a2
6 − 672a2

3a7 − a7
2 + 4a2a13

)

)

;
(

a20 → 1
8

(

229376a2
7 + 10752a2

4a7 + 56a2a7
2 − 112a2

2a13 − a21
)

,

a22 → −843776a2
7 − 41216a2

4a7 − 168a2 a7
2 + 336a2

2a13 − 3a21,

a23 → −4
(

−622592a2
7 − 30464a2

4a7 − 112a2a7
2 + 224a2

2a13 − a21
)

,

, a24 → 2
(

−1032192a2
7 − 50176a2

4a7 − 168a2a7
2 + 336a2

2a13 − a21
)

)

(

a25 → 2
3

(

−3474560a2
8 − 174400a2

5a7 − 780a2
2a7

2 + 1168a2
3a13 + 3a7 a13 − 6a2a21

)

a26 → −16
(

−1362048a2
8 − 68288a2

5a7 − 316 a2
2a7

2 + 464a2
3a13 + a7a13 − 2a2a21

)

a27 → 16
(

−4764288a2
8 − 238912a2

5a7 − 1116 a2
2a7

2 + 1616a2
3a13 + 3a7 a13 − 6a2a21

)

a28 → − 64
3

(

−5515136a2
8 − 276544a2

5 a7 − 1284a2
2a7

2 + 1840a2
3a13 + 3a7a13 − 6a2a21

)

a29 → 32
(

−2114944a2
8 − 105920a2

5a7 − 484a2
2a7

2 + 688a2
3a13 + a7a13 − 2a2a21

)

)

. (A.1)

The details of the energy-momentum tensor are provided in Eq. 3.3, involving two functions, F(P1, P2, λ) and

G(P1, P2, λ), as follows:

F(P1, P2, λ) = 1− 4λa2P1 + 8λ2a2
2
(

−3P1
2 + 2P2

)

+ λ3
(

2
(

−32a2
3 + a7

)

P1
3 − 4a7P1P2

)

(A.2)

+8λ4a2

(

5
(

12a2
3 + a7

)

P1
4 − 12

(

20a2
3 + a7

)

P1
2P2 + 4

(

28a2
3 + a7

)

P2
2
)

+λ5

(

2a13P1

(

P1
2 − 2P2

)2
+ 32a2

2P1

(

64a2
3
(

P1
4 − 6P2

2
)

+ 5a7
(

P1
4 − 4P2

2
)

)

)

+λ6

(

8a2a13
(

P1
2 − 2P2

)2(
7P1

2 − 2P2

)

− 2
(

a7
2
(

P1
2 − 2P2

)2(
7P1

2 − 2P2

)

+128a2
6
(

427P1
6 − 2270P1

4P2 + 3348P1
2P2

2 − 904P2
3
)

+32a2
3a7
(

77P1
6 − 430P1

4P2 + 636P1
2P2

2 − 168P2
3
)

)

)

+2λ7P1

(

a21
(

P1
2 − 2P2

)3 − 56a2a7
2
(

P1
2 − 2P2

)2(
P1

2 + 4P2

)

+ 112a2
2a13

(

P1
2 − 2P2

)2(
P1

2 + 4P2

)

−3584a2
4a7
(

3P1
6 − 46P1

2P2
2 + 68P2

3
)

− 32768a2
7
(

7P1
6 − 103P1

2P2
2 + 152P2

3
)

)

+O(λ8).
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and

G(P1, P2, λ) = 8λa2 + 32λ2a2
2P1 + λ3

(

−4a7P1
2 + 8

(

32a2
3 + a7

)

P2

)

(A.3)

+64λ4a2P1

(

(

−20a2
3 − a7

)

P1
2 + 2

(

28a2
3 + a7

)

P2

)

+λ5

(

−4a13
(

P1
2 − 2P2

)2 − 256a2
2
(

32a2
3
(

3P1
2 − 7P2

)

+ 5a7
(

P1
2 − 2P2

)

)

P2

)

+8λ6P1

(

3a7
2
(

P1
2 − 2P2

)2 − 12a2a13
(

P1
2 − 2P2

)2

+32a2
3a7
(

43P1
4 − 212P1

2P2 + 252P2
2
)

+ 128a2
6
(

227P1
4 − 1116P1

2P2 + 1356P2
2
)

)

+λ7

(

−4a21
(

P1
2 − 2P2

)3
+ 64a2P2

(

21a7
2
(

P1
2 − 2P2

)2 − 42a2a13
(

P1
2 − 2P2

)2

+224a2
3a7
(

23P1
4 − 102P1

2P2 + 112P2
2
)

+ 1024a2
6
(

103P1
4 − 456P1

2P2 + 504P2
2
)

)

)

+O(λ8).
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The Eq. 4.6 provides the details of the energy-momentum tensor, expressed through the functions H and U as

follows:

H = cosh(γ)− P1 sinh(γ)

P + d4λ
(2P 2

1

P − 2P + 2P1csch(γ)sech(γ)
)

+λ2

(2d24P1

(

Pcsch(γ) + P1sech(γ)
)

(

P
(

csch(γ)
)2 − P1csch(γ)sech(γ) + 2P

(

sech(γ)
)2
)

P

+
2d7
(

−P + P1 coth(γ)
)(

P + P1 tanh(γ)
)2

P

)

+λ3

(

−
4d4d7P1

(

P1 + P coth(γ)
)2
csch(γ)

(

sech(γ)
)4(P − 2P cosh(2γ) + P1 sinh(2γ)

)

P

+
2d11

(

−P + P1 coth(γ)
)(

P + P1 tanh(γ)
)3

P

+
4d34P1

P

(

P3 coth(γ)
(

csch(γ)
)4

+ P(−P1 + P)(P1 + P)
(

csch(γ)
)3
sech(γ)

+P(−3P 2
1 + 2P2)csch(γ)

(

sech(γ)
)3 − 2P1

(

sech(γ)
)4(

P 2
1 − 3P2 − 2P1P tanh(γ)

)

)

)

+λ4

(

2d11d4P1

(

P1 + P coth(γ)
)3(

sech(γ)
)5
(

5P cosh(2γ)− 3
(

P + P1 sinh(2γ)
)

)

P

+
d27P1

(

P1 + P coth(γ)
)3(

sech(γ)
)5
(

5P cosh(2γ)− 3
(

P + P1 sinh(2γ)
)

)

P

+
2d16

(

−P + P1 coth(γ)
)(

P + P1 tanh(γ)
)4

P

+
d24d7P1

(

csch(γ)
)5(

sech(γ)
)6(P cosh(γ) + P1 sinh(γ)

)2

4P
×
(

(−30P 2
1 + 38P2) cosh(γ) + (39P 2

1 − 5P2) cosh(3γ) + 3(−3P 2
1 + 5P2) cosh(5γ)

+204P1P sinh(γ)− 110P1P sinh(3γ) + 6P1P sinh(5γ)
)

+
2d44P1

P

(

csch(γ)

(

P 4
1

(

6 +
(

csch(γ)
)2
)

− 2P 2
1P2

(

15 + 5
(

csch(γ)
)2

+ 3
(

csch(γ)
)4
)

+P4
(

4 + 4
(

csch(γ)
)2

+ 8
(

csch(γ)
)4

+ 5
(

csch(γ)
)6
)

)

+ 16P1P(−P 2
1 + 3P2)

(

sech(γ)
)5

−40P 3
1P
(

sech(γ)
)7 − 2(3P 4

1 − 15P 2
1P2 + 2P4)sech(γ) tanh(γ)

+(−7P 4
1 + 40P 2

1P2 − 8P4)
(

sech(γ)
)3

tanh(γ)− 20P 2
1 (P

2
1 − 4P2)

(

sech(γ)
)5

tanh(γ)

))

(A.4)
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and

U =
2 sinh(γ)

P − λ
4d4
(

coth(γ)P + P1

)

P (A.5)

+λ2

(

d24

(

−4
(

csch(γ)
)3P +

4csch(γ)P 2
1

(

sech(γ)
)2

P

)

−
4d7
(

coth(γ)P + P1

)2

coth(γ)P

)

+λ3

(

−
8d4d7

(

csch(γ)P − 2P1sech(γ)
)(

csch(γ)P + P1sech(γ)
)2

P −
4d11

(

coth(γ)P + P1

)3

(

coth(γ)
)2
P

+d34

(

−8 coth(γ)
(

csch(γ)
)4P2 +

8P 2
1 sech(γ)

(

(

csch(γ)
)3P + 2csch(γ)P

(

sech(γ)
)2

+ 2P1

(

sech(γ)
)3
)

P

)

)

+λ4

(

−
8d11d4

(

csch(γ)P − 3P1sech(γ)
)(

csch(γ)P + P1sech(γ)
)3

csch(γ)P

−
4d27
(

csch(γ)P − 3P1sech(γ)
)(

csch(γ)P + P1sech(γ)
)3

csch(γ)P −
4d16

(

coth(γ)P + P1

)4

(

coth(γ)
)3
P

−
3d24d7

(

csch(γ)
)5(

sech(γ)
)5(

cosh(γ)P + P1 sinh(γ)
)2

P
×
(

3P2 − 13P 2
1 + cosh(4γ)(P2 − 3P 2

1 ) + 4 cosh(2γ)(P2 + 4P 2
1 )− 16

(

cosh(γ)
)3PP1 sinh(γ)

)

+
4d44
P

(

6csch(γ)(P − P1)P
2
1 (P + P1)− 5

(

csch(γ)
)7P4 −

(

csch(γ)
)3
P 2
1 (P

2
1 − 6P2) +

(

csch(γ)
)5
(6P2P 2

1 − 4P4)

+P 2
1 sech(γ)

(

6(P 2
1 − P2) tanh(γ) + (7P 2

1 − 12P2)
(

sech(γ)
)2

tanh(γ) + 4P1

(

sech(γ)
)4(

8P + 5P1 tanh(γ)
)

)

)

)

,
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By substituting Eqs. A.4 and A.5 into the energy-momentum tensor 4.6, we can easily derive the two structures,

TµνT
µν and T µ

µT
ν
ν . The details of these structures are as follows:

TµνT
µν = 1

2

(

P cosh(γ) + P1 sinh(γ)
)2

−2λd4csch(γ)sech(γ)
(

P cosh(γ) + P1 sinh(γ)
)2(

P1 cosh(γ) + P sinh(γ)
)

+λ2
(

−2d7csch(γ)
(

sech(γ)
)2(P cosh(γ) + P1 sinh(γ)

)3(
P1 cosh(γ) + P sinh(γ)

)

+ 1
16d

2
4

(

csch(γ)
)3(

sech(γ)
)3(P cosh(γ) + P1 sinh(γ)

)2(−58P1P + 16P1P cosh(2γ)

+10P1P cosh(4γ) + 2(11P 2
1 − 3P2) sinh(2γ) + 5(P 2

1 + P2) sinh(4γ)
)

)

+λ3
(

−2d11csch(γ)
(

sech(γ)
)3(P cosh(γ) + P1 sinh(γ)

)4(
P1 cosh(γ) + P sinh(γ)

)

− 2
3d4d7sech(γ)

(

Pcsch(γ) + P1sech(γ)
)3(

14P1P − 6P1P cosh(2γ)− 2P1P cosh(4γ)

+(−7P 2
1 + P2) sinh(2γ)− (P 2

1 + P2) sinh(4γ)
)

+ 1
12d

3
4

(

csch(γ)
)5(

sech(γ)
)5(P cosh(γ) + P1 sinh(γ)

)2(
14P1(P

2
1 − 3P2) cosh(γ)

−3P1(5P
2
1 + 3P2) cosh(3γ) + P1(P

2
1 + 3P2) cosh(5γ) + 2P(81P 2

1 + P2) sinh(γ)

+3P(−9P 2
1 + P2) sinh(3γ) + P(3P 2

1 + P2) sinh(5γ)
)

)

+λ4
(

−2d16csch(γ)
(

sech(γ)
)4(P cosh(γ) + P1 sinh(γ)

)5(
P1 cosh(γ) + P sinh(γ)

)

+ 1
144d

2
4d7
(

csch(γ)
)5(

sech(γ)
)6(P cosh(γ) + P1 sinh(γ)

)3(
2P1(607P

2
1 − 765P2) cosh(γ)

−15P1(83P
2
1 + 21P2) cosh(3γ) + P1(31P

2
1 + 117P2) cosh(5γ) + 2P(4863P 2

1 + 43P2) sinh(γ)

+3P(−563P 2
1 + 43P2) sinh(3γ) + P(105P 2

1 + 43P2) sinh(5γ)
)

+ 1
1152d

4
4

(

csch(γ)
)7(

sech(γ)
)7(P cosh(γ) + P1 sinh(γ)

)2(
31504P 3

1P − 3832P1P3

−8P1P(5479P 2
1 + 703P2) cosh(2γ) + 16P1P(911P 2

1 − 125P2) cosh(4γ)− 8P1P(281P 2
1 + 17P2) cosh(6γ)

+72P1P3 cosh(8γ) + 2(−2227P 4
1 − 306P 2

1P2 + 269P4) sinh(2γ) + 2(1769P 4
1 + 4266P 2

1P2 + 253P4) sinh(4γ)

+2(−431P 4
1 − 858P 2

1P2 + 97P4) sinh(6γ) + 9(−P 4
1 + 6P 2

1P2 + 3P4) sinh(8γ)
)

− 1
36d

2
7

(

Pcsch(γ) + P1sech(γ)
)4(

206P1P − 108P1P cosh(2γ)− 26P1P cosh(4γ)

+2(−59P 2
1 + 5P2) sinh(2γ)− 13(P 2

1 + P2) sinh(4γ)
)

tanh(γ)

− 1
16d11d4

(

Pcsch(γ) + P1sech(γ)
)4(

182P1P − 96P1P cosh(2γ)

−22P1P cosh(4γ) + 2(−53P 2
1 + 5P2) sinh(2γ)− 11(P 2

1 + P2) sinh(4γ)
)

tanh(γ)
)

, (A.6)
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and

T µ
µT

ν
ν =

d24λ
2
(

P1 + P coth(γ)
)4

(

coth(γ)
)2

+λ3
(8d34

(

−2P1 + P coth(γ)
)(

P1 + P coth(γ)
)4(

sech(γ)
)3

3 coth(γ)
+

8d4d7
(

P1 + P coth(γ)
)5

3
(

coth(γ)
)3

)

+λ4
(

1
36d

4
4

(

csch(γ)
)6(

sech(γ)
)6(P cosh(γ) + P1 sinh(γ)

)4(−479P 2
1 + 113P2 + 140(4P 2

1 + P2) cosh(2γ)

+27(−3P 2
1 + P2) cosh(4γ)− 236P1P sinh(2γ)− 54P1P sinh(4γ)

)

+
2d24d7

(

P1 + P coth(γ)
)5(−113P1 + 43P coth(γ)

)(

sech(γ)
)3

9
(

coth(γ)
)2 +

3d11d4
(

P1 + P coth(γ)
)6

(

coth(γ)
)4

+
16d27

(

P1 + P coth(γ)
)6

9
(

coth(γ)
)4

)

. (A.7)
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