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1 Introduction

The double copy was originally discovered in the context of the perturbative graviton scat-

tering and provides a map between graviton and Yang-Mills amplitudes [1–12]. Subsequent

work showed how the double copy relationship applies for amplitudes of higher loops [13–43].

The natural question of whether the double copy could be non-perturbatively defined

led to the construction of what has been called “the classical double copy”. This is where

exact classical gravitational solutions are mapped to solutions in Yang-Mills. [44–56]. (Non-

exact classical solutions were explored in [57–65].) Following this, the S-duality of Yang-

Mills acting on classical solutions was related to a set of solution generating transformations

in gravity [66, 67] which indicates the double copy goes beyond the perturbative theory.

Other relevant recent work is in [68–72].
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A central component in the construction of the classical double copy has been the use

of the Kerr-Schild Ansatz. This ansatz dating from 1965, has been very useful histori-

cally in finding numerous interesting solutions to general relativity. The ansatz works by

linearising Einstein equations and reducing them to Maxwell’s equations and so provides

a map between exact solutions of general relativity (with all its non-linearities) and so-

lutions of Maxwell theory- that are of course linear. This has been extended in various

ways, first in [73] and then more recently in [74, 75] where the NS two form of supergravity

was included in the ansatz. The insight in [74, 75] was to use the Double Field Theory

[76–79] description of supergravity, see [80–83] and references therein for a review. Double

Field Theory combines the metric and two-form into a single object called “the generalised

metric" . The action and subsequent equations of motion are then written down in terms

of this generalised metric. In [74, 75] a Kerr-Schild type ansatz was constructed for the

generalised metric. From this followed the construction of a classical double copy relation

for the fields of the NS sector of supergravity ie. the metric and NS two form. The single

copy theory is actually given by two Maxwell fields from which one can reconstruct the

metric and two form. In some sense, the existence of a double copy incorporating the NS

two form is no surprise. Early in the study of the origin of the perturbative double copy [1]

it was seen that one can think of the double copy as emerging from string theory where one

relates the closed string amplitude to a product of two open string amplitudes. The closed

string includes both the metric and two form, and the open string contains one Maxwell

field thus from the string perspective the relation discovered in [75] is no surprise.

What about M-theory or its low energy limit, eleven dimensional supergravity? Its

bosonic degrees of freedom are a metric and three form potential, usually denoted C(3). It

is very unclear from the perturbative string perspective whether one should expect a double

copy relation to hold for M-theory. After all, the associated extended object for M-theory

is the membrane whose spectrum certainly does not split into independent left and right

movers as for the string and there is no notion of a closed membrane being thought of

as a product of open membranes. Thus the usual perturbative string theory justifications

for the double copy are absent. However, the role of double field theory indicates the

contrary for the following heuristic reason. There is an M-theory extension of double field

theory called “exceptional field theory". Its development over many years [84–100] showed

how to reformulate eleven dimensional supergravity in terms of a generalised metric. For an

extensive review of the area see [101]. Over this period it was observed that what happens for

double field theory, happens for exceptional field theory and one can show quite explicitly how

they share similar structures. Thus it is natural to seek a Kerr-Schild ansatz for exceptional

field theory and in doing so linearise the exceptional field theory equations of motion and

thus find a double copy formulation for the combination of metric and three form. Using

exceptional field theory to do this will provide a bonus. As part of its formulation there is

a choice to be made, called the “choice of section condition”. Any exceptional field theory

admits two distinct choices, one called the M-theory section, which relates the generalised

metric of the exceptional field theory to the fields of eleven dimensional supergravity. The

other choice of section, “the IIB section”, relates the generalised metric to IIB supergravity

fields. Thus once we construct the Kerr-Schild Ansatz for the exceptional field theory we
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get for free both the M-theory and IIB double copies through choice of section.

This is what we will do in this paper. First we will construct a universal Kerr-Schild

ansatz. This is an ansatz that will be valid for GR, DFT or Exceptional field theory that

will reduce the theory to a set of linear equations. For the exceptional field theory we will

take the SL(5) theory though the structures are expected to be universal. We then show

that solutions of the exceptional field theory with the Kerr-Schild Ansatz are given by a

Maxwell field and a two form potential obeying their respective linear equations of motion.

(In ExFT language, the single copy field of the SL(5) exceptional field theory is a vector

in the 10 of SL(5)). We then describe the IIB section choice and derive a similar relation

for the IIB theory. The resulting single copy for IIB then contains two Maxwell fields and

an SL(2) doublet which allows us to choose the SL(2) frame of IIB.

2 A Universal Kerr-Schild Ansatz

In this section, we will consider the Kerr-Schild (KS) ansatz for General Relativity, Double

Field Theory (DFT) and Exceptional Field Theory (ExFT) in a single universal framework.

The KS ansatz is exact without requiring any approximations and yet its form is similar

to that of the ansatz used to calculate linear fluctuations. That is, it is written as a sum

of two parts, a background metric that solves the equations of motion and something we

call the fluctuation piece (though we don’t require the fluctuations to be in any sense

small and no subsequent approximations are made). Its crucial property is that once the

(generalised) metric is placed in Kerr-Schild form, then the equations of motion for the

fluctuation piece are reduced into a set of linear partial differential equations. Even though

each theory has different properties (for example their actions are different), we are able to

write a universal Kerr-Schild ansatz in terms of a null (generalised) vector and a projection

operator which is defined for each theory. Note, that this does not mean that all solutions

of general relativity or eleven dimensional supergravity are secretly linear. Far from it, the

KS ansatz requires spacetimes to possess enough symmetry. Which spacetimes admit such

a KS ansatz is discussed at length in the literature with the Petrov class providing a natural

way to describe the necessary conditions (The equivalent of the Petrov classification has

yet to be found for ExFT or DFT, it is hoped that this paper will stimulate work in that

direction).

The presence of the projection operator is only needed for the ExFT or DFT cases and

is trivial for GR. The reason for this projection operator in these cases is as follows. The

generalised metric is a coset G/H metric (G and H are listed in Table 1). The supergravity

fields parametrise this coset and so the degrees of freedom of the supergravity fields match

the number of degrees of freedom in the coset metric. Any arbitrary fluctuation of the

generalised metric,δMMN will not necessarily be consistent with this coset structure. To

maintain the consistency of the theory we must only consider fluctuations δMMN that

preserve the coset structure of the metric (even off shell). This is done by introducing a

projection operator PMN
PQ so that perturbations of the generalised metric δMMN satisfy

[102, 103]

δMMN = PMN
PQδMPQ , (2.1)
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where PMN
PQ is the projection operator, projecting on to the adjoint representation

PMN
KL =

1

α

(

δ
(K
M δ

L)
N − ωMMNMKL −MMQY

Q(K
RNML)R

)

. (2.2)

The constants α and ω depend on the theory and are listed in Table 1.

G H H∗ α ω

GL(d) SO(d) SO(1, d− 1) 1 0

O(D,D) O(D)×O(D) O(1,D − 1)×O(D − 1, 1) 2 0

SL(5) SO(5) SO(2, 3) 3 −1
5

Spin(5, 5) Spin(5)× Spin(5) SO(5,C) 4 −1
4

E6(6) USp(8) USp(4, 4) 6 −1
3

E7(7) SU(8) SU∗(8) 12 −1
2

E8(8) SO(16) SO∗(16) 60 −1

Table 1. List of duality groups G and their maximal compact subgroups H (Euclidean case) and

H∗ (Lorentzian case)

We now present the Kerr-Schild ansatz for the generalised metric1

MMN = M0MN + κϕP0MN
PQKPKQ ,

(

M−1
)

MN =
(

M−1
0

)

MN − κϕP0
MN

PQK
PKQ .

(2.3)

M0MN is the background generalised metric, this is often taken to be flat but it need not

be. KM is a null vector with respect to M0, which explicitly means:2

KM

(

M−1
0

)

MNKN = 0 . (2.4)

Finally, ϕ is a scalar function. Here all the indices are raised and lowered by the background

metric M0 (the O(D,D) metric JMN for DFT case), and P0MN
PQ is the projection opera-

tor constructed with the background generalised metric. It turns out that the null condition

on KM is not sufficient for the linear structure of the inverse metric. To make this so we

need to impose an additional condition,

QMPQ
PQ = 0 . (2.5)

Where

QMN = ϕP0MN
PQKPKQ (2.6)

is the so called fluctuation piece. This condition provides a constraint on the maximal totally

isotropic subspace N (null space). For Riemannian geometry with Lorentzian signature

(−1, 1, · · · , 1), the dimension of N , the so-called Witt index, is one. However, the Witt

index of the generalised tangent space of ExFT or DFT is greater than one. This nilpotency

1The inverse of the generalized metric for DFT is identical with itself, HM
NHN

P = δM
P , and the KS

ansatz is given by HMN = H0MN + ϕP0MN
PQKPKQ.

2In DFT, the O(D,D) metric JMN defines the inner product, 〈V,W 〉 = JMNV MWN , instead of the

generalised metric HMN . Thus, the null condition for the O(D,D) case is replaced by KMJMNKN = 0.
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condition then reduces the dimension of the null space. Since the structure of the generalised

tangent space is different on a case by case basis, the Witt index of N and the nilpotent

conditions on QMN are distinct as well.

We expand QMN more by using the definition of the projection operator (2.2), and it

reduces to3

QM
N =

1

α

(

KMKN − Y MK
NLKKKL

)

. (2.7)

Then the nilpotency of QMN implies KM satisfies the following relations, which is closely

related to the closure of the generalised diffeomorphism in DFT and ExFTs,

Y MN
PQKMKN = 0 ,

Y MN
TQY

TP
RSKNKQKP = 0 .

(2.8)

The first condition is the same as the section condition4

Y MN
PQ∂M ⊗ ∂N = 0 , (2.9)

and the second one comes from the nonlinear relation in [104]

(

Y MN
TQY

TP
RS − Y MN

RSδ
P
Q

)

∂(N ⊗ ∂P ) = 0 . (2.10)

Thus these conditions on the null vectors in (2.8) defines the reduced null subspace. In the

following we will review the known examples, GR and DFT, and introduce the KS ansatz

for SL(5) ExFT.

2.1 The known examples: General Relativity and Double Field Theory

We will briefly review the known cases from this perspective. The simplest example is GR

since the projection operator for GR is trivial,

(

PGR
)

µν
ρσ = δµ

(ρδν
σ) . (2.11)

According to the universal form (2.3), the KS ansatz for GR is given by

gµν = g̃µν + κϕKµKν ,
(

g−1
)

µν =
(

g̃−1
)

µν − κϕKµKν ,
(2.12)

where g̃ is a background metric and the vector field Kµ is null with respect to the background

metric, that is it obeys:

Kµg̃µνK
ν = 0 . (2.13)

One can then show that the additional nilpotency condition on Q is trivial, because the

projection operator is trivial. With this ansatz for the metric, the Einstein equations reduce

to a linear equation for ϕKµ which maybe be identified as the single copy Maxwell field.

We now review the KS ansatz for DFT. The generalised metric HMN on the 2D di-

mensional doubled space is given by the coset O(D,D)/O(1,D − 1) × O(1,D − 1). In

3See section 2.1 for DFT case.
4We thank the anonymous referee for pointing this out.
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terms of the usual D dimensional metric g and the Kalb-Ramond two-form B it is written

as follows:

HMN =

(

gµν −Bµρg
ρσBσν Bµρg

ρν

−gµρBρν gµν

)

. (2.14)

It is a symmetric O(D,D) element and satisfies the O(D,D) compatibility constraint,

HMPJ PQHQN = JMN , where JMN is the O(D,D) metric which may be chosen to be:

JMN =

(

0 δab
δa

b
0

)

. (2.15)

In DFT the inner product for the O(D,D) generalised tanget space is given by J instead

of the generalised metric H. However, the overall structure of the KS ansatz in DFT is the

same with ExFTs.

The projector uses the so called Y -tensor which is given in terms of the O(D,D) metric

as follows

Y PQ
MN = J PQJMN . (2.16)

From Table 1, we can read off the projection operator. Remarkably for DFT it factorises

as follows:
(

PDFT
)

MN
PQ = 2P(M

P P̄N)
Q , (2.17)

where PM
N and P̄M

N are projectors defined by the generalized metric of DFT, HMN , and

the O(D,D) metric JMN :

PMN =
1

2

(

JMN +HMN

)

, P̄MN =
1

2

(

JMN −HMN

)

. (2.18)

The factorisation of the projector, should not be a surprise, it is in fact a consequence of

the left and right decomposition of the closed string modes.

Applying to the general KS ansatz (2.3), we have the KS ansatz for HMN

HMN = H0MN + κϕ
(

PDFT

0

)

MN
PQKPKQ , (2.19)

where KM is a null vector, KMJMNKN = 0 and
(

PDFT

0

)

MN
PQ is a background projection

operator. It is useful to write the projected null vectors as

LM = P0M
NKN , L̄M = P̄0M

NKN (2.20)

and from the completeness relation, δM
N = PM

N + P̄M
N , KM is decomposed to LM and

L̄M

KM = LM + L̄M . (2.21)

Then the finite fluctuation part is written as

QMN = ϕ
(

LM L̄N + LN L̄M

)

. (2.22)

At this stage, L and L̄ do not have to be null. However, we need to require the

nilpotency condition on QMN (2.5) for the linearity of the KS ansatz,

QMNQNP = ϕ2LMLP
(

L̄N L̄N
)

+ ϕ2L̄M L̄P
(

LNLN
)

= 0 . (2.23)

– 6 –



This implies that LM and L̄M have to be a pair of mutually orthogonal null vectors with

definite chirality,

LM = P0M
NLN , L̄M = P̄0M

N L̄N (2.24)

and

LNLN = 0 , L̄N L̄N = 0 . (2.25)

Thus the nilpotent condition of QMN for DFT can be rephrased in terms of the chirality

conditions (2.24), and the Witt index for each chiral generalised tangent space is one [74,

105]. Furthermore, (2.25) is consistent with the DFT section condition, JMN∂M ⊗∂N = 0,

and the nonlinear relation (2.8). Then the KS ansatz is rewritten in a familiar form [75]

HMN = H0MN + κϕ
(

LM L̄N + LN L̄M

)

. (2.26)

The definite chirality is related to the left and right mover decomposition in closed string

theory which plays a crucial role in double copy. How this generalises for M-theory and the

fact that despite there not being a chiral decomposition there is still a nilpotent condition

for Q that allows the ansatz to work is one of the key results of this paper.

2.2 Kerr-Schild ansatz for Exceptional Field Theory

Exceptional field theory provides a way to combine the metric with the three form (and

six form) potentials of eleven dimension supergravity into a single generalised metric. It

does so in a way similar to DFT by extending the space in such a way that the generalised

tangent bundle becomes augmented and the resulting generalised metric parametrises a

coset. This coset is Ed/H where H is the maximally compact subgroup of the exceptional

group Ed. The space is then also equipped with an Ed structure. Table 1, lists these cosets

for different exceptional groups. (Note, that examining the Dynkin diagram will quickly

reveal that for d = 5 the exceptional group E5 isomorphic to Spin(5, 5) and for d = 4 it is

isomorphic to SL(5).) Unlike DFT it is not possible to write down the ExFT in arbitrary

dimensions, although they share common structures. In each case one begins with eleven

dimensional supergravity on a manifold, M11 and then splits M11 into Md ×M11−d. One

then augments the Md part so that there is an associated exceptional Ed geometry for that

space. The specific way of constructing the exceptional geometry can be quite involved and

is usually dealt with on a case by case basis. The reader is encouraged to read how this

construction proceeds for all the different cases in [101] and references therein.

In this paper, to be concrete, from now on we will only consider the SL(5) Exceptional

Field Theory. Thus one carries out the following process. Start with 11-dimensional super-

gravity, then split it up into a four dimensional manifold (which in what follows we take to be

Lorentzian) and a seven dimensional manifold. Even though this is an unusual convention,

Ed(d) duality structure still exists in the Lorentzian case [106] and the associated ExFTs

are constructed explicitly [103, 107]. We will mostly ignore the seven dimensional manifold

that goes along for the ride and is described by usual Riemannian geometry. The next

step is to construct an exceptional generalised geometry by extending the four dimensional

space so that its generalised tangent bundle E includes both a vector field and a two-form
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field on the 4-dimensional base manifold M4. These will then form a 10 representation of

SL(5). Thus the generalised tangent bundle for the SL(5) theory will be

E ≃ TM4 ⊕ Λ2T ∗M4 , (2.27)

and the generalised tangent vector V M in the 10 representation of SL(5) is parametrised

by a 4-vector vµ and two-form λµν in 4d as follows:

V M =

(

vµ

λµν

)

, (2.28)

with µ, ν(= 0, 1, 2, 3) being indices on the original M4. On the other hand we may represent

the 10 of SL(5) (M,N = 1 · · · 10) as antisymmetric pairs of 5 indices, [mn], where m,n =

0, 1, 2, 3 and 5, so that

V [mn] =

{

V µ5 = −V 5µ = vµ

V µν = λ̃µν = 1
2ǫ

µνρσλρσ

(2.29)

where ǫµνρσ is the Levi-Civita symbol, which is defined regardless of the metric signature,

following the convention of [103]

ǫ0123 = 1 , ǫ0123 = 1 . (2.30)

Note that we have put 1
2 factor in a contraction of a pair of 5 indices like VMWM =

1
2Vmm′Wmm′

to avoid overcounting.

The SL(5) generalized metric MMN is then parametrized by the supergravity fields,

gµν and Cµνρ as follows [86]:

MMN = |g| 15
(

gµν +
1
4Cµρ1ρ2g

ρ1ρ2,σ1σ2Cσ1σ2ν
1
2Cµρ1ρ2g

ρ1ρ2,ν1ν2

1
2g

µ1µ2,ρ1ρ2Cρ1ρ2ν gµ1µ2,ν1ν2

)

,

(

M−1
)MN

= |g|− 1

5

(

gµν −gµρCρν1ν2

−Cµ1µ2ρg
ρν gµ1µ2,ν1ν2 + Cµ1µ2ρg

ρσCσν1ν2

)

,

(2.31)

or

Mmm′,nn′ = |g| 15
(

gµν +
1
4Cµρρ′g

ρρ′,σσ′

Cσσ′ν
1
4Cµρρ′g

ρρ′,σσ′

ǫσσ′νν′

1
4ǫµµ′ρρ′g

ρρ′,σσ′

Cσσ′ν −|g|−1gµ1µ2,ν1ν2

)

,

(

M−1
)mm′,nn′

= |g|− 1

5

(

gµν −1
2g

µρCρσσ′ǫσσ
′νν′

−1
2ǫ

µµ′ρρ′Cρρ′σg
σν −|g|gµµ′ ,νν′ + 1

4ǫ
µµ′ρρ′Cρρ′σg

στCτκκ′ǫκκ
′νν′

)

,

(2.32)

where gµµ′,νν′ and gµµ
′,νν′ are defined in Appendix B. Note that Mmm′,nn′, can be repre-

sented by squaring the so-called little generalized metric mmn in 5-representation as 5

Mmm′,nn′ = −
(

mmnmm′n′ −mmn′mm′n

)

, (2.33)

5See Appendix A for the KS ansatz and equations of motion in 5-representation.
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where the overall minus sign in the right hand side is due to the Lorentzian metric signature.

This is because to preserve the parametrization of the big generalised metric Mmm′,nn′

regardless of the metric signature, otherwise additional overall minus sign is required in the

action depending on the choice of the metric signature (recall that action is odd power of

M). Thus there is a discrepancy for raising and lowering the 10-vector indices using the

Mmm′,nn′ and mmn. To avoid such confusions, we do not allow to use mmn for raising and

lowering the 5-vector indices m,n, · · · within the 10-representation.

In the conventional SL(5) ExFT, the manifold M4 is considered to be a Euclidean

internal space. On the contrary, here we assume that M4 includes the time direction which

allows the Lorentzian metric signature for defining null generalised vectors. Note that the

Witt index for the Lorentzian SL(5) generalised tangent space is four. In other words,

there exist four mutually orthogonal null vectors out of ten-dimensional vector space. (In

5-representation, the Witt index is given by two) Recall that, the Witt index for Riemannian

geometry with the Lorentzian metric signature is given by one, and there is no other null

vector that is orthogonal to a given null vector. This feature yields a great power in

manipulating null vectors and plays a crucial role to construct the linear equations of

motion. Similarly, the Witt index for O(D,D) generalised tangent space is D, however,

the dimension of the null space reduces to one for each chiral null space when we impose

the chirality on the null space as in (2.24).

For simplicity we will now assume a flat background, gµν = ηµν and Cµνρ = 0, so the

background generalised metric M0 is:

M0MN =

(

ηµν 0

0 ηµµ
′,νν′

)

, and M0mm′,nn′ =

(

ηµν 0

0 −ηµµ′,νν′

)

, (2.34)

and the associated null vector KM is parametrized as

KM =

(

lµ
kνν

′

)

, KM =

(

lµ

kνν′

)

, (2.35)

and

Kmm′ =

{

Kµ5 = lµ

Kνν′ = k̃νν′
Kmm′

=

{

Kµ5 = lµ

Kνν′ = −k̃νν
′

. (2.36)

Here the Greek indices are raised and lowered by the flat background metric ηµν . From

(B.2) k̃µν and k̃µν are related with kµµ′ and kµµ
′

as

k̃µµ′ =
1

2
ǫµµ′νν′k

νν′ , k̃µµ
′

=
1

2
ηµµ

′,νν′ k̃νν′ = −1

2
ǫµµ

′νν′kνν′ , (2.37)

and their inner product satisfies

kµµ′kµµ
′

= −k̃µµ′ k̃µµ
′

. (2.38)

Then the null condition for K is then

KMKM = Kmm′Kmm′

= lµl
µ +

1

2
kνν′k

νν′ = lµl
µ − 1

2
k̃νν′ k̃

νν′ = 0 . (2.39)
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The necessary projection operator PMN
PQ for the SL(5) ExFT is given by:

PMN
PQ =

1

3

(

δ(M
P δN)

Q +
1

5
MMNMPQ −MMRY

R(P
SNMQ)S

)

, (2.40)

and the Y -tensor is

Y MN
PQ = Y mm′nn′

pp′qq′ = ǫmm′nn′rǫpp′qq′r . (2.41)

Combining the above results allows us to write the following Kerr-Schild ansatz for MMN

MMN = M0MN + κϕP0MN
PQKPKQ ,

(M−1)MN = M0
MN − κϕP0

MN
PQK

PKQ ,
(2.42)

where κ is some constant parameter and the indices are raised and lowered by the back-

ground generalized metric M0MN and (M−1
0 )MN in (2.34). Let us denote the finite per-

turbation part of the KS ansatz as Qmm′nn′ . Then it can be evaluated explicitly

Qmm′,nn′ =
1

4
ϕP0mm′ ,nn′

pp′,qq′Kpp′Kqq′

= 2M0mm′,[n|p|∆n′]
p

(2.43)

where

∆m
n =

1

3
ϕKmpK

np . (2.44)

By definition, ∆m
n is traceless due to the null condition of KM . We also need to further

impose the nilpotency condition on Qmm′,nn′ so that the KS ansatz (2.42) is exact. This

requires
1

2
Qmm′,pp′Q

pp′,nn′

= 0 , (2.45)

which in turn implies that ∆m
n is also nilpotent using (2.43)

∆m
n∆n

p = 0 . (2.46)

One may check that (2.42) is consistent with the relation to the small metric mmn in

(2.33) by the KS ansatz for mmn (A.4)

mmn = m0mn +∆mn , ∆mn = κϕℓmℓn , (2.47)

where ℓm is a null vector in 5-representation. Thus we have the following relation between

Kmm′ and ℓm,
1

3
KmpK

np = ℓmℓn . (2.48)

This provides the relationship between the null condition on the 10 space and the null

condition in the 5 space. It is then obvious that ∆m
n satisfies the following identity

∆m
[p∆n

q] = 0 . (2.49)

Using the relation (2.48), it is useful to represent Kmm′ using the null vectors ℓm and an

auxiliary vector jm up to SL(5) rotation

Kmm′ = ℓ[mjm′] , Kmm′

= −ℓ[mjm
′] , (2.50)
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where jm is orthogonal to ℓm and normalised such that jmjm = −12. (Note, the minus

sign on the right hand side of Kmm′

is due to the relation in (2.33). ) It is straightforward

to show that Kmm′ satisfies the relations in (2.8).

As we have seen before, the nilpotency of Qmm′,nn′ constrains the total null space N

into a reduced one, N̂ . An arbitrary null vector Tmm′ resides in N̂ satisfies

1

3
TmpT

np = ℓmℓn or Tmm′ = ℓ[mtm′] , (2.51)

up to SL(5) rotation. Here tm is a 5 vector which is orthogonal to ℓm, that is: ℓm
(

m−1
0

)

mntn =

0. It means any 10 null vector may be represented by a pair of 5 vectors, ℓm and tm.

Using the parametrization of MMN (2.32), we may then write the supergravity fields,

gµν and Cµνρ, in terms of the fields in the KS ansatz as follows,

|g| = (1− κ∆5
5)−

5

3

gµν = (1− κ∆5
5)

2

3

(

ηµν − κ∆µν − κ2

1− κ∆5
5
∆µ5∆5

ν
)

gµν = (1−∆5
5)−

2

3

(

ηµν + κ∆µν

)

Cµνρ =
κ

1− κ∆5
5
ǫµνρσ∆5

σ .

(2.52)

Here the flat background metric ηµν is used for raising and lowering the Greek indices. One

may note that the supergravity fields are all written in terms of ∆m
n, which is a contraction

of two null vectors. This implies that there is a redundancy in the null vector Kmm′ for any

given geometry compared to the 5-representation. The ten component Kmm′ ultimately

has the same physical information as the 5 vector lm. We may then rewrite (2.52) in terms

of the components of Kmm′

|g| =
∣

∣1− κϕ

3
l · l
∣

∣

− 5

3 ,

gµν =
∣

∣1− κϕ

3
l · l
∣

∣

2

3

(

ηµν − κϕ

3

(

lµlν − k̃µρk̃νρ
)

− κ2ϕ2

9(1− κϕ
3 lµlµ)

k̃µρlρk̃
νσlσ

)

,

gµν =
∣

∣1− κϕ

3
l · l
∣

∣

− 2

3

(

ηµν +
κϕ

3

(

lµlν − k̃µρk̃ν
ρ
)

)

,

Cµνρ =
2κϕ

3|1− κϕ
3 l · l| l[µkνρ] .

(2.53)

where l · l = lµη
µν lν . Remarkably, the KS ansatz for the generalized metric is linear in κ,

but component fields are highly nonlinear. If we set kµν = 0, then lµ becomes a null vector

and the KS ansatz reduces to the conventional KS ansatz in GR, gµν = ηµν + κϕlµlν and

Cµνρ = 0.

Based on these results, we will show in the next section that the equations of motion

of SL(5) ExFT become linear.

3 KS equations of motion

The crucial feature of KS ansatz is the linearity of equations of motion. Under the KS

ansatz, the Einstein equation can be reduced to linear equations, and many exact solutions
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are obtained by solving the linear equations of motion. The KS ansatz for DFT also

produces linear equations of motion. In this section, we use the KS ansatz for SL(5) ExFT

and show that the equations of motion are reduced to linear equations.

The field content of the SL(5) ExFT is the same as the 11-dimensional supergravity

after the 11 = 7+4 decomposition with the tensor hierarchy fields,

{

Gij , Ai
mm′

, Bijm, Cijk
m,Mmm′,nn′

}

, (3.1)

where i, j, · · · indices denote the 7-dimensional vector indices and Gij is the 7-dimensional

metric. To match the SL(5) ExFT with the 11-dimensional supergravity, we need the

following Kaluza-Klein ansatz for the 11-dimensional metric Ĝµ̂ν̂

Ĝµ̂ν̂ =

(

|det g|− 1

5Gij +Aµ
i Aj

νgµν Ai
λgλν

gµλAj
λ gµν

)

. (3.2)

Here, we shall focus only on the (generalised) metric fields, Gij and MMN , and ignore

all the form fields Ai, Bij and Cijk for simplicity. We fix Gij and treat it as a non-dynamical

field. In other words, we consider the equations of motion for M for a given Gij . Of course,

a restriction arises for Gij from the equations of motion of M as we will see later. Then

the relevant SL(5) ExFT action under the above assumptions is

S =

∫

Σ
d7z d10X

√

|G|
[

R[Gij ] +
1

12
Gij∂iMMN∂jMMN − V [M, G]

]

=

∫

Σ
d7z d10X

√

|G|
[

R[Gij ] +
1

4
Gij
(

∂immn∂jm
mn − 1

3
∂i ln |m|∂j ln |m|

)

+ V [m,G]
]

(3.3)

where R[Gij ] is the Ricci scalar with respect to Gij , and the scalar potential V [M, G] and

V [m,G] are given by

V [M, G] = − 1

12
MMN∂MMKL∂NMKL +

1

2
MMN∂MMKL∂KMLN

− 1

2
∂MMMN∂N ln |G| − 1

4
MMN

(

∂MGij∂NGij + (∂M ln |G|)(∂N ln |G|)
)

,

V [m,G] = −1

8
mmpmnq∂mnmrs∂pqm

rs − 1

2
mmpmnq∂mnm

rs∂rpmqs −
1

2
∂mnm

mp∂pqm
nq

− 1

2
mmp∂mnm

nq∂pq ln |G| − 1

8
mmpmnq

(

∂mnG
ij∂pqGij + ∂mn ln |G|∂pq ln |G|

)

.

(3.4)

The variation of the action with respect to the generalized metric M gives

δMS =

∫

Σ
d7z d10X

√

|G| δMMNKMN , (3.5)
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where

KMN = − 1

6
√

|G|
∂P
(
√

|G|MPQ∂QMMN

)

+
1

√

|G|
∂P
(
√

|G|MPQ∂(MMN)Q

)

+
1

12
∂MMPQ∂NMPQ +

1

6
MPQMRS∂PMRM∂QMSN

− 1

2
MPQMRS∂PMRM∂SMQN − 1

2
∂M∂N ln |G|+ 1

4
∂MGij∂NGij

− 1

6
√

|G|
∂i
(
√

|G|Gij∂jMMN

)

.

(3.6)

As we have discussed in the previous section, we need the projection operator PMN
PQ

(2.40) to get a consistent variation of M in order to have compatible with the variation of

supergravity fields, δgµν and δCµνρ. Then the correct equations of motion is

R̂MN = PMN
PQKPQ = 0 , (3.7)

and it is the generalized curvature tensor for SL(5) ExFT. Note that δMMN is traceless

because M ∈ SL(5), thus R̂MN have to be traceless as well. Here the hat marks the

tracelessness. One may rewrite R̂MN in terms of RMN with the non-vanishing trace,

RM
M 6= 0,

R̂MN = RMN − 1

10
MMN (M−1)PQRPQ , (3.8)

From now on, we demand RMN = 0 which is a stronger condition than R̂MN = 0, but it

is enough for our purpose.

3.1 Relating the equations of motion of MMN and mmn

Using the relation between the generalised metric Mmm′,nn′ and the little metric mmn

(2.33), we can identify the relation between the equations of motion for Mmm′,nn′ and

mmn. There is an advantage for using the small metric. Unlike δMmm′,nn′ , the variation

of mmn does not require the projection operator. The only restriction on δm is traceless

condition, δmmnm
mn = 0, and it can be implemented simply by using the trace part. Thus

the structure of the equations of motion for mmn, R̂mn, is much simpler than the R̂mm′,nn′ .

The variation of M is related to δmmn as

δMmm′,nn′ = −δmmnmm′n′ −mmnδmm′n′ + δmmn′mm′n +mmn′δmm′n . (3.9)

As a consistency check, one can show the following identity, which ensures that (3.9) is a

consistent variation, using the fact that δmmn is traceless,

δMmm′ ,nn′ =
1

4
Pmm′,nn′

pp′,qq′δMpp′,qq′ . (3.10)

This connection between δMmm′,nn′ and δmmn enable us to construct the relation between

the equations of motion for MMN and mmn, R̂mm′,nn′ and R̂mn respectively

1

2
R̂mp,qr(M−1)np,qr = −mnpR̂mp (3.11)
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or

R̂mm′,nn′ = −2

3
Mmm′,p[nR̂n′]

p . (3.12)

Just as we have introduced RMN from the traceless generalized curvature in (3.8), we

introduce Rmn which has non-vanishing trace from R̂mn as

R̂mn = Rmn − 1

5
mmnRp

p (3.13)

then Rmm′,nn′ and Rmn are related by

Rmm′,nn′ = −2

3
Mmm′,p[nRn′]

p (3.14)

3.2 KS equations of motion

We now consider the equations of motion for the generalised metric, RMN = 0 under the

KS ansatz (2.42). As in the cases of GR and DFT, our aim is to reduce RMN , which is a

set of highly nonlinear differential equations, to linear partial differential equations. Recall

that the KS ansatz alone is not sufficient for linearization of the equations of motion in GR

and DFT. It is necessary to impose an additional constraint, such as the geodesic condition

in GR. Since these constraints arise from the full contraction between the null vectors and

their equations of motion, we shall call them as the on-shell constraints. In the same spirit,

we may construct the on-shell constraint for SL(5) ExFT by contracting the null 10-vector

Kmm′ with Rmm′,nn′ as follows:

1

4
Kmm′

Knn′Rmm′,nn′ = −1

3
KpnK

nn′Rp
n′ = ℓmℓnRmn . (3.15)

The last equality follows from (2.48) and (3.14). A detailed discussion for the on-shell

constraint in 5-representation is in Appendix A.2.

Substituting the KS ansatz into (3.15), we get an on-shell constraint, which is analogous

to

∂p[m∆m′]
p∂q[m∆q

m′] +∆m
nR(0)

n
m = 0 , (3.16)

where R(0)
m
n, defined in below (3.22), is the zeroth order in κ-expansion of the equations

of motion. We assume the 7-dimensional metric Gij satisfies R(0) = 0. The remaining

nontrivial part is

∂p[m∆m′]
p∂q[m∆q

m′] = 0 . (3.17)

If we introduce Vmm′ = ∂p[m∆m′]
p, (3.17) implies Vmm′ is a null vector. Since ∆m

n ∼ ℓmℓn,

where ℓm is a null vector, one can check that ℓmVmm′ = 0 and

∆m
nVnp = 0 . (3.18)

Since we have constrained the totally isotropic subspace N in (2.51) to the reduced null

space N̂ , the null vector Vmm′ ∈ N̂ is written in terms of two 5-vectors

Vmm′ = ℓ[mvm′] , (3.19)
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where v is a vector that is orthogonal to ℓ, ℓmm0
mnvn = 0. We refer this condition as the

on-shell constraint, because it is derived from the equations of motion.

Next we expand the equations of motion Rmm′,nn′ = 0 with respect to the expansion

parameter κ. One can show that Rmm′,nn′ is up to second order in κ and R(2) is the highest

order, if we use the null condition of Vmm′ (3.17),

Rmm′,nn′ =
2
∑

p=0

κpR(p)
mm′,nn′ . (3.20)

where

R(0)
mm′,nn′ = −2

3
M0mm′,p[nR(0)

n′]
p ,

R(1)
mm′,nn′ =

1

6
√

|G|
M0mm′,p[n|

[

∂qq′
(
√

|G|∂qq′(ϕ∆|n′]
p)
)

+ 2∂p′r
(
√

|G|∂pp′(ϕ∆|n′]
r)
)

− 2∂n′]r

(
√

|G|∂pp′(ϕ∆p′
r)
)

+ 4∂r[p
(
√

|G|∂|n′]p′(ϕ∆r
p′])
)

]

+
1

3
√

|G|
M0mm′,p[n∂i

(

√

|G|Gij∂j∆n′]
p
)

+ · · · ,

R(2)
mm′,nn′ =

1
√

|G|
M0mm′,pn

[

∂rs
(
√

|G|∆[r
pVn′s]

)

+
2

3

√

|G|
(

∂pq∆[q
r
)

Vn′]r

]

+R
(1)
mm′np∆n′

p − (n ↔ n′) ,

(3.21)

where R(0)
m

n in R(0)
mm′,nn′ is defined by

R(0)
m

n = −∂mp∂
np ln

√

|G|+ 1

4
∂mpG

ij∂npGij . (3.22)

Finally, we further assume that the external 7-dimensional metric Gij satisfies R(0)
mm′,nn′ = 0

or R(0)
m

n = 0. This is a consistent condition for Gij . Note that Gij is assumed to be

a nondynamical field, but it must still obey the consistency condition. The ellipsis in

R(1)
mm′,nn′ denotes terms that are proportional to R(0)

mm′,nn′ and do not contribute to the

equations of motion. We can show that R(2)
mm′,nn′ vanishes when we apply the on-shell

constraint for Vmm′ in (3.19). Then the remaining equation of motion is simply

Rmm′,nn′ = R(1)
mm′,nn′ = 0 . (3.23)

We now decompose the 10 indices in Rmm′,nn′ using the M-theory section condition,

∂mm′ =

(

∂µ5
∂µµ′

)

≡
(

∂µ
0

)

, ∂mm′

=

(

∂µ5

∂µµ′

)

≡
(

ηµν∂ν = ∂µ

0

)

. (3.24)

Each component reads

Rµ5,ν5 = − 1

6
√

|G|
∂σ

(

√

|G|
(

∂σ∆µν − 2∂(µ∆ν)
σ
)

)

− 1

3
√

|G|
∂(µ
(
√

|G|∂ν)∆55

)

− 1

6
√

|G|
∂i
(
√

|G|Gij∂j∆µν

)

Rµ5,νν′ = − 1

3
√

|G|
ηµ[ν∂ν′]

(
√

|G|∂ρ∆ρ
5
)

− 1

3
√

|G|
ηµ[ν|∂i

(
√

|G|Gij∂j∆|ν′]
5
)

(3.25)

– 15 –



Since Mµ5,ν5 = |g|− 1

5 gµν and Mµ5,νν′ = 1
2 |g|−

1

5 gµρCρσσ′ǫνν
′σσ′

, we can identify Rµ5,ν5 and

Rµ5,νν′ as the equations of motion for g and C respectively. We omit Rµµ′,νν′ , because it

can be written by a combination of Rµ5,ν5 and Rµ5,νν′ .

4 Kerr-Schild Double copy for M-theory

The double copy structure or colour-kinematic duality [2, 3, 6] for tree level scattering

amplitudes is equivalent to the KLT relation [1] in closed string scattering amplitude. Thus

there is a clear picture of the double copy structure in the framework of the closed string

theory. It stems from the left and right mode decomposition in the closed string mode

expansion, and each left and right mode corresponds to a gauge field in infinite tension

limit or field theory limit, α′ → 0.

M-theory is the strong coupling limit of the type IIA string theory, and there is no

string like object in 11-dimensional spacetime. Its degrees of freedom are given by the

M-branes, the membranes and fivebranes. Quantisation of these M-branes is significantly

different from quantising strings, and there is certainly no equivalent of left-right mode

decomposition which is a peculiarity of the string. Therefore it is not obvious whether such

a the double copy structure exists in M-theory and its low energy effective description,

11-dimensional supergravity.

In this section, we consider the Kerr-Schild classical double copy for M-theory (in

contrast to the double copy for scattering amplitudes). The Kerr-Schild double copy yields

an exact double copy relation for the solutions of the equations of motion that are consistent

with the universal KS ansatz. In waht follows, the field equations of the generalised metric

under the KS ansatz will be reduced to linear equations for a Maxwell field and two form. We

can use this result to establish an exact double copy map. The advantage of classical double

copy relation is that it is much simpler to establishing a map as compared to scattering

amplitudes. Once this classical map has been established it begs the question as to whether

this classical double copy relation might be extended for scattering amplitudes and that

eleven dimensional supergravity will obey a full double copy relation. Finally, we further

discuss the Kerr-Schild double copy for type-IIB supergravity by choosing the so called “IIB

section” in exceptional field theory. This then allows us to construct a double copy relation

for the fields of the IIB supergravity including both the NS and RR two forms.

4.1 M-theory section

Before considering the KS double copy relation for SL(5) ExFT, we want to rewrite the

equations of motion (3.25) in terms of the components of Kmm′ in (2.36), lµ and kµν , by

using the relation in (2.44). Substituting the parametrization of Kmm′ , Rµ5,ν5 reduces to

Rµ5,ν5 = − 1

18
√

|G|
∂σ

(

√

|G|
(

∂σ(ϕlµlν − ϕk̃µρk̃ν
ρ)− 2∂(µ(ϕlν)l

σ − ϕk̃ν)ρk̃
σρ)
)

)

− 1

9
√

|G|
∂(µ
(
√

|G|∂ν)(ϕlρlρ)
)

− 1

18
√

|G|
∂i
(
√

|G|Gij∂j(ϕlµlν − ϕk̃µρk̃ν
ρ)
)

= 0 .

(4.1)
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Similarly, we also recast Rµ5,νν′ in terms of lµ and kµν . After contracting ηµν with Rµ5,νν′

and using the following identity,

ǫµρ1ρ2ρ3∂µ
(

ǫν1ν2ν3ν4X
ν1ν2ν3ν4

)

= 4! ∂µ
(

X [µρ1ρ2ρ3]
)

, (4.2)

and we have

Rµ5,νν′ −→
4

√

|G|
∂λ
(

√

|G|∂[λ(ϕlµkνρ])
)

+
1

√

|G|
∂i

(

√

|G|Gij∂j(ϕl[µkνρ])
)

= 0 . (4.3)

Let us now suppose that the 4-dimensional spacetime admits at least one Killing vector

ξ. Take a coordinate xµ = {y, xα} that the Killing vector becomes constant, then it is

represented as ξµ = ∂
∂y

= δµy . In this coordinate system, there is no y-coordinate dependence

for all the fields, ∂y = 0. Since our main interest is the 4-dimensional subspace, we further

assume that the external metric is trivial such as
√

|G| = 1, and we drop the dependence

on the 7-dimensional external directions, ∂i = 0, by considering smeared solutions only.

After contracting the Killing vector with the above equations (4.1) and (4.3), we have

∂σ∂σ

(

ϕlµ(ξ · l)− ϕk̃µρ(ξ · k̃)ρ
)

− ∂σ∂µ

(

ϕ(ξ · l)lσ − ϕk̃σρ(ξ · k̃)ρ
)

= 0 ,

∂λ∂[λ
(

ϕ(ξ · l)kνρ] + ϕlν(ξ · k)ρ]
)

= 0 ,
(4.4)

where (ξ · k̃)ν = ξµk̃µν .

We may separate the first equation into two parts with respect to ϕlµ and ϕk̃µν . We

will take these to vanish seperately. In fact, to be consistent with the single copy of the

type IIA supergravity (discussed below) this will have to be the case. Here we will focus

on ϕlµ part

∂σ∂σ

(

ϕlµ(ξ · l)
)

− ∂σ∂µ

(

ϕ(ξ · l)lσ
)

= 0 . (4.5)

We impose conditions on lµ and kµν as

ξ · l = constant , ξµkµν = 0 , (4.6)

and we have
∂σ∂σ

(

ϕlµ
)

− ∂σ∂µ
(

ϕlσ
)

= 0 ,

∂ρ∂[ρ
(

ϕkµν]
)

= 0 .
(4.7)

Aµ = ϕlµ , Bµν = ϕkµν . (4.8)

This implies that Mmm′,nn′ may be written in terms of the 1-form and 2-form fields.

The single copy of the NS-NS sector of the IIA theory string has already been described

in [75]. It is given by two Maxwell fields Aµ and Āµ. A natural check on the formalism here

is to dimensionally reduce this M-theory formalism on a circle and relate it to the single

copy for the string. If we take x2 to be the “M-theory” circle on which we are reducing

then the IIA single copy fields may be written in terms of the M-theory single copy fields

as follows:

Aµ =
1

2
(Aµ +Bµ2) , Āµ =

1

2
(Aµ −Bµ2) . (4.9)
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4.2 Type IIB section

ExFT admits two independent choices of section. The so called M-theory section, which is

the most immediate choice we describe above has a spacetime described by the coordinates

xµ, with µ = 1..4 and all fields are independent of the other coordinates. The IIB section

choice on the other hand has spacetime described by the coordinates: xab with a = 1..3

and all fields are then taken to be independent of the other coordinates.

This is then a three dimensional section choice that ultimately related to the IIB

supergravity. The seven dimensional Riemannian space goes along for the ride, just as

before, providing a total of ten dimensions as needed. In what follows we will follow [107]

where the IIB section choice was first constructed for the SL(5) theory. It is useful to

describe IIB coordinates as follows x̃a = 1
2ǫabcx

bc. In terms of the 5 representation of SL(5)

one decomposes to SL(3)⊕ SL(2) or in terms of indices m → (a, i) with a an SL(3) index

and i an SL(2) index (In what follows the indices a, b, c, d, e, f will be SL(3) indices and

run 1..3 and i, j, k, l will be SL(2) indices and run 1, 2). The IIB choice of section may then

be described by demanding that all fields in the theory obey:

∂

∂xai
= 0 ,

∂

∂xij
= 0 . (4.10)

The generalised “little metric” adapted for this choice of section is then:

mmn = |g|− 1

10

(

|g|− 1

2 (gab +
1
4 |g|

1

2HijǫacdǫbefC
cdiCefj) |g| 12HjkǫbefC

efk

|g| 12HilǫacdC
cdl − |g| 12Hij

)

, (4.11)

with the SL(2) metric Hij given by:

Hij =
1

τ2

(

1 τ1
τ1 τ21 + τ22

)

. (4.12)

Of course one can introduce the SL(2) doublet of one form fields via as follows:

via =
1

2
ǫabcC

ibc (4.13)

and then use this pair of one forms.

We will carry out the Kerr-Schild Ansatz for this IIB section choice. The ansatz for

mmn will be the same as before, namely:

mmn = m0mn + κ∆mn , ∆mn = ϕℓmℓn , (4.14)

and again ℓm is a null vector in 5-representation.

To carry out the IIB choice we now decompose ℓm as follows:

ℓm = (ℓa, ℓi) . (4.15)

We will take our m0mn to be flat Minkowski space with signature (+,−,−) with our sign

choices exactly following [107] where the Lorenzian IIB theory is described using the 5-

representation. (One can also take a more complete ansatz as with the M-theory case and

introduce another null vector field ℓ′m orthogonal to ℓm.) The null condition on ℓm becomes:

ℓaη
abℓb + ℓiℓ

i = 0 . (4.16)
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If the SL(2) doublet vanishes then we have a simple null condition on ℓa and one will recover

the usual Kerr-Schild Ansatz for gravity alone. This is analogous to setting l5 = 0 in the

M-theory section. Solving (4.16) for non zero ℓi is now more involved than the previous

case since we have a whole SL(2) orbit of choices for ℓi.

Next we relate the ansatz to supergravity fields of IIB supergravity (on the 3d space)

gab, Bab, Cab, φ, C0. First one writes the NS two form, Bab and RR two form, Cab as a

doublet Ci
ab where i=1 denotes the NS two form and i=2 denotes the RR two form. It

is immediate that the components of the SL(2) metric may be identified with the axion-

dilaton as follows:

C0 + ie−φ = τ1 + iτ2 . (4.17)

Then we find:

|g| = (1− κ∆i
i)−

5

4

gab = (1− κ∆i
i)

3

4

(

ηab − κ∆ab − κ2(1− κ∆j
j)

1

2∆ai∆
i
b

)

gab = (1− κ∆i
i)−

3

4

(

ηab + κ∆ab
)

Cabj = (1− κ∆i
i)

1

2 ǫabc∆j
c .

(4.18)

One can now relate the IIB supergravity fields to the components of the null one form

ℓa, ℓi in ∆mn using this dictionary.

In this paper we will not repeat the full calculation using the 10 representation which

becomes somewhat tedious but simply note the decomposition of the 10 vector as follows:

KM = Kmn → Kia,Kij ,Kab. The components Kia then provide the single copy one

forms required to make the SL(2) doublet of two-forms and the components Kab can be

used to make a single copy SL(2) singlet one-form. We may also follow the calculation in

appendix B, which gives the equations of motion using the 5 representation and thus have

the equations of motion but now we use the IIB decomposition for the null vector ℓ. To get

the single copy equations we make similar simplifications as above for the M-theory section

and take det |G| = 1 and thus consider smeared solutions along the external directions.

Finally, when the dust settles one has three sets of Maxwell equations for the IIB single

copy. From (2.44), ∆ is given by Kmm′ as follows:

∆ab =
ϕ

3

(

KacKb
c +KaiKb

i
)

, ∆ai =
ϕ

3

(

KajKi
j +KabKi

b
)

. (4.19)

Then there are two Maxwell fields, SL(2) singlet and doublet

Aa = ϕǫabcK
bc , Ai

a = ϕKai . (4.20)

This is what we would expect. For the case where there are no two-form fields present, the

single copy for gravity is described by the SL(2) singlet Maxwell field. The two-forms of

IIB may be constructed from the SL(2) doublet Maxwell one-forms in the single copy just

as in [75].
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5 Charged Brane solutions

We will now construct the known electrically charged brane solutions [108] in terms of

the universal Kerr-Schild Ansatz and interpret these solutions from the point of view of the

single copy fields. From the exceptional field theory perspective these solutions have already

been given a wave-like construction [109] and so in fact the Kerr-Schild type construction

is very natural.

5.1 M-theory section and the Membrane

Let’s assume the worldvolume directions of the M2-brane are t, x1, x2 and denote them as

xα = {t, x1, x2} and choose the M-theory circle direction as x2. The transverse directions

are ~x8 = {x3, zi}, where i, j, · · · are 7-dimensional extra directions. The M2-brane geometry

is given by

ds211 = H− 2

3 ηαβdx
αdxβ +H

1

3dx3dx3 +H
1

3 δijdz
idzj ,

Ct12 = −
(

1−H−1
)

, H = 1 +
h

|~x8|6
.

(5.1)

To embed the 11-dimensional supergravity into the SL(5) ExFT, we need to use the fol-

lowing Kaluza-Klein ansatz for the 11-dimensional metric ĝ [103]

ĝµ̂ν̂ =

(

|g|− 1

5Gij +Aρ
iA

σ
j gρσ Aρ

i gρν
gµkA

k
j gµν

)

, (5.2)

For the M2-brane example, the external gauge field A = 0 and the seven dimensional

external metric Gij is trivial

Gij = δij . (5.3)

The internal metric and C-field are

gµν = H− 2

3

(

ηαβdx
αdxβ +Hdx3dx3

)

, C012 = H−1 − 1 . (5.4)

The most efficient way to encode this solution is using the 5-representation, where the

generalized metric is

mmn =







ηαβ 0 0

0 H 1−H

0 1−H H − 2






(5.5)

and it can be written in terms of the KS-ansatz with a single null vector ℓ

mmn = m0mn + κϕℓmℓn , (5.6)

where

m0mn =







ηαβ 0 0

0 1 0

0 0 −1






, κϕ = H − 1 , ℓm =







03

1

1






. (5.7)

From this, using the map provided between the 5 representation and the supergravity fields

one may recover the the full membrane solution.
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When we convert the 5 Kerr-Schild ansatz to 10 representation we need the auxiliary

field j which is defined by

jm =







2
√
3

0

03






, (5.8)

which satisfy the requirements that ℓ · j = 0 and j · j = −12. Then we can read off the 10

null vector components

K05 = ℓ[0j5] = l0 =
√
3 , K03 = ℓ[0j3] = k̃03 = k12 = −

√
3 , (5.9)

or

lµ =
(
√
3, 0, 0, 0

)

, kµν =











0 0 0 0

0 0 −
√
3 0

0
√
3 0 0

0 0 0 0











(5.10)

with

κϕ = H − 1 , (5.11)

obeys the Poisson equation in codimension one. Note that ξµkµν = k0ν = 0 for the timelike

Killing vector ξ = ∂0. The single copy of this solution is then given by:

A0 = ϕ , B12 = ϕ , (5.12)

where we have rescaled to satisfy ξ · l = 1.

Thus the single copy of the membrane is described by a two dimensional plane of electric

charges. That is the Maxwell field is given by solving the Harmonic equation for an electric

source smeared over two spatial dimensions just like the classical electrostatic problem for

a plane of charge. The two form solution is like that of a magnetic string that is smeared

over one additional dimension to give a plane of string charge. Both the Maxwell field and

the two form field are given in terms of the same single harmonic function ϕ. This is due

to the BPS nature of these solutions. If there were no C field and then the membrane was

purely a gravitational object then its solution would be described by the usual gravitational

single copy relation by the Maxwell field. The two form encodes the C field contribution.

The fact being BPS sets the charge equal to the mass (or tension) of the solution means

that what would be independent Harmonic functions for the Maxwell and two form fields

are fixed to be equal. We thus conjecture that the non-BPS solutions are described by the

same Ansatz but with independent Harmonic functions for A and B fields. We leave this

for future research.

Finally we make a comment the type IIA reduction. The above result is consistent

with the single copy of the fundamental string solution in type IIA theory. According to

the relation in (4.9), the corresponding type IIA single copies are

A = H







1

1

0






, Ā = H







1

−1

0






. (5.13)
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5.2 Type IIB section: the fundamental and D strings

We now will take the alternative choice of section to provide a description of IIB supergravity

and examine the related IIB solutions which describe the fundamental and D strings. We

will work directly with the 5 and write the solution for the IIB section as:

ℓ0 = 0, ℓ1 = 0, ℓ2 = 1 , ℓi = (1, 0) κϕ = H − 1 (5.14)

with H solving the Harmonic equation in codimension one. Thus, using (4.20) the single

copy is given by:

A0 = ϕ A1
2 = ϕ A2

a = 0 . (5.15)

This is a Maxwell field sourced by a point electric charge smeared along a line in two spatial

dimensions with another SL(2) Maxwell field sourcing a magnetic charge again smeared

over a line. Following the dictionary described above in (4.18) we can then write the

solution in terms of supergravity fields as follows, where we use the coordinates xα, (α =

0, 1), x3, zi, (i = 1..7):

ds2IIB = H− 3

4

(

ηαβdx
αdxβ +Hdx3dx3

)

+H
1

4 δijdz
idzj ,

B01 = H−1 − 1 , C(2) = 0 .
(5.16)

We may immediately identify this as the fundamental string written in Einstein frame. It is

particularly satisfying to see how the different powers of the Harmonic function, H emerge

from the nonlinear expressions in (4.18) and (5.2). If we now make the alternative choice

for the SL(2) doublet ℓo = (0, 1) then the metric is the same but the RR field is no longer

zero and we obtain:

C01 = H−1 − 1 , B(2) = 0 , (5.17)

which we may identify as the D1 brane in Einstein frame. Of course one can take a linear

combination for our SL(2) doublet of these solutions such that la = (p, q) and one obtains

the solution of the (p, q) string. The expressions for the axion-dilaton are given as expected

by the SL(2) metric.

6 Conclusion

We have constructed the classical double copy for M-theory by using the ExFT formalism

with a Kerr-Schild Ansatz for the generalized metric. Although we focussed on the SL(5)

ExFT we have developed a universal Kerr-Schild ansatz (including the known examples

in General Relativity and Double Field Theory). This ansatz when applied to the SL(5)

ExFT produces linear equations of motion!

Making manifest this hidden linearity is an essential part of the classical double copy

story. The double copy for M-theory that we have written down (specifically for the SL(5)

ExFT) gives the exact relation between the solutions of 11-dimensional supergravity and

free 1-form and 2-form field theories in four dimensions. As with the usual KS double

copy, it only covers a limited region of the full solution space where there is sufficient

symmetry. In fact, seeking the full double copy map is a highly nontrivial task due to the
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dependence on gauge choices and field redefinitions. For gravity in four dimension, there is

also a perturbative approach for the classical double copy [110–117]. The strength of this

perturbative method is its generality, it allows us to make statements about relations for

generic perturbative solutions. It would be intriguing to apply the perturbative method

to the ExFT to understand the full double copy relation for M-theory. Further, given the

specification of single copy fields we have made it is tempting to consider a possible double

copy relation for the scattering amplitudes in eleven dimensional supergravity.

We have presented the membrane solution in M-theory and F1/D1 strings in type

IIB as examples using this Kerr-Schild ansatz. One limitation is that due to using the

SL(5) ExFT we required the solutions to have additional “smearing" so that there were

additional isometries in the non-generalised space. This led to a slight pathology in that

the Harmonic functions in play were only of codimension one or two. Going to exceptional

field theories of higher rank will fix this and the associated harmonic function will then

be for higher codimension and be better behaved asymptotically. One may also consider

the Killing spinor equation within the framework of KS formalism in the supersymmetric

version of SL(5) ExFT, which may lead to linear first order partial differential equations

as in [75, 118].

In addition, it should be relatively straightforward to use the universal Kerr-Schild

ansatz and consider the corresponding classical double copy for all the Exceptional Field

Theories associated to the various exceptional groups, SO(5, 5), E6(6), E7(7) and E8(8). Each

one of these will have a set of linear single copy fields providing a specific map between the

supergravity fields and the single copy field in various dimensions. The hierarchy presented

in this paper where the three form leads to a two form single copy field (and the previously

discovered relation that the two form potential gives rise to a one form in the single copy)

suggests an interesting general structure may emerge that relates p-forms in the double

copy to (p-1)-forms in the single copy. This possible relationship to “higher structures”

motivates us further to look into the universal Kerr-Schild Ansatz for all the Exceptional

Field Theories.

As a further extension, it is known that a similar classical double copy structure exists

for the so called multi Kerr Schild Anstaz which leads to the obvious extension of this

work to a universal multi Kerr Schild Ansatz. Such Ansatze will be necessary to capture

more diverse spacetimes such as superpositions of branes. As mentioned previously, the

BPS nature of the solutions in this paper means that we have sufficient symmetry in the

solutions such that all the data is captured by one Harmonic function. The non-BPS

brane solutions require two Harmonic functions, which can be accomodated within this

formalism with a simple extension where the B-field and A-field have different harmonic

solutions. All of these possibilities show that this paper is just the first step along the road

to describing large classes of solutions in eleven dimensional supergravity as generalised

Kerr-Schild solutions with a single copy description.
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A Results in 5-dimensional representation

A.1 KS ansatz

Let us consider the KS ansatz for the small metric mmn, which is related to the gen-

eralised metric in 10-representation Mmm′,nn′ by (2.33). It is parametrized in terms of

4-dimensional fields, metric gµν , 1-form field vµ, hodge dual of C3 field,

mmn = |g|− 2

5

(

gµν −
√

|g|vµ
−
√

|g|vν |g|
(

− 1 + vµvµ
)

)

, (A.1)

where m,n, · · · = 0, 1, 2, 3 and 5. The inverse and the determinant of the small metric are

given by

mmn = |g| 25




(

gµν − vµvν
)

− 1√
|g|
vµ

1√
|g|
vν − 1

|g|



 , detm = 1 . (A.2)

In the Lorentzian signature, the structure group of the generalized frame bundle is

given by SO(2, 3) [103, 106]. The dimension of a null subspace is determined by the metric

signature. For SO(2, 3) case, one can introduce a two dimensional null subspace, and this

implies that there are two mutually orthogonal null vectors ℓm and ℓ′m satisfying

ℓmℓm = 0 , ℓ′mℓ′m = 0 , ℓmℓ′m = 0 . (A.3)

However, it is not necessary to introduce these two null vectors for the KS ansatz at the

same time, because the general KS ansatz in (2.3) requires only single null vector.

We now introduce a Kerr-Schild type ansatz for mmn. Since the projection operator

for 5-representation is trivial, it is the same form with the KS ansatz for the metric tensor

in GR

mmn = m0mn + κϕℓmℓn , (A.4)

where m0ab is a background generalized metric which is parametrized as

m0mn = |g̃|− 2

5

(

g̃µν −
√

|g̃|ṽµ
−
√

|g̃|ṽν |g̃|
(

− 1 + ṽµṽµ
)

)

. (A.5)

It is obvious that the inverse generalized metric and its determinant take the form

(m−1)mn = (m−1
0 )mn − κϕℓmℓn , (A.6)
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and detm = detm0. Note that the KS ansatz for the small metric is consistent with the

KS ansatz for Mmm′,nn′ . If we use (2.33), the generalised metric is expanded

Mmm′,nn′ = M0mm′,nn′ − 2κϕm0[m|n|ℓm′]ℓn′ − 2κϕm0m[n′ℓ|m|ℓn′] , (A.7)

and it reproduces (2.43) and (2.44).

Without loss of generality the null vectors ℓm is parametrized as

ℓm = |g̃| 15
(

lµ + ṽµk
1√
|g̃|
k

)

, ℓm = |g̃|− 1

5

(

lµ
−
√

|g̃|(ṽ · l + k)

)

. (A.8)

One may represent the null vector in a simple way by introducing a generalized frame field

Ea
i satisfying

mmn = Em
aηab(E

t)bn , ηab = (Et)a
mmmnE

m
b , (A.9)

where a, b, · · · = 0, 1, 2, 3, 5 are the generalized frame indices and ηij is the metric for the

local SO(2, 3), ηij = diag(−1, 1, 1, 1,−1). The generalized frame field is parametrized

Em
a = |g|− 1

5

(

eµ
m 0

−
√

|g|vµeµm
√

|g|

)

, (A.10)

where eµ
m is the frame field in Riemannian geometry.

Then we can rewrite the null vectors using the background generalized frame field E0

as

ℓm = E0m
aℓ̂a , ℓ′m = E0m

aℓ̂′a , (A.11)

where

ℓ̂a =

(

(ẽt)a
µlµ

k

)

, ℓ̂′a =

(

(ẽt)a
µl′µ

k′

)

. (A.12)

and a, b, · · · are the frame indices for the 4-dimensional spacetime.

Substituting (A.8) into the null conditions, we have

lµg̃µν l
ν − k2 = 0 , l′µg̃µν l

′ν − k′2 = 0 . (A.13)

Assuming the l and l′ are spacelike or null, we get the real solutions

k = ±
√
l · l , k′ = ±

√
l′ · l′ , (A.14)

Using the parametrization of the null vector, we may read off the KS ansatz for the com-

ponent fields

gµν =
(

1 + κϕl5l5
)− 2

3

(

ηµν + κϕ lµlν
)

,

gµν =
(

1 + κϕl5l5
)

2

3

(

ηµν − κϕ

1 + κϕl5l5
lµlν

)

,

|g| =
(

1 + κϕl5l5
)− 5

3 ,

vµ = −(1 + κϕl5l5)
1

6κϕlµl5 , gµνvν = −(1 + κϕl5l5)
− 1

6κϕlµl5 ,

Cµνρ = ǫµνρσ
κϕ

1 + ϕl5l5
l5l

σ .

(A.15)

Again, this is consistent with the 10-representation result in (2.52).
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A.2 Equations of motion

The equations of motion for mmn in 5 representation is given by the generalised curvature

tensor [119, 120]

δS =

∫

Σ
d10X

√

|G| δmmnR̃mn (A.16)

where

R̃mn = − 1

2
√
G
∂i

(√
GGij∂jmmn

)

− 1

6
√
G
∂i

(√
GGijmmnm

pq∂jmpq

)

− 1

4
mpq∂mpmrs∂nqm

rs − 1

2
mpq∂(m|rmps|∂n)qm

rs +mpq∂(m|q|mn)s∂prm
rs

+
1

2
mpq∂prm

rs∂qsmmn −mpqmrs∂(m|p|∂n)rmqs +mpqmrs∂pr∂(m|q|mn)s

+
1

4
mpqmrs∂pr∂qsmmn −mpq∂prm

rs∂(m|s|mn)q −mpq∂(m|r|m
rs∂n)pmqs

− 1

4
mpqmrsmtu∂prmmt∂qsmnu +

1

2
mpqmrsmtu∂prm(m|t∂qu|mn)s

+
1

2
mpq

(

∂mp∂nq ln |G| − 1

2
∂mpG

ij∂nqGij −
1

4
mrs∂prmmn∂qs ln |G|

−mrs∂(m|p|mn)r∂qs ln |G|
)

+
1

2
∂(m|p|m

pq∂n)q ln |G|

(A.17)

Now we consider the full contraction between lm and R̃mn in order to construct con-

straint on the null vector such as the geodesic condition in the KS ansatz for GR,

lmlnR̃mn = −2ϕv[mn]v
[mn] + ϕvmmvnn − 1

2
lmln

(

∂m
p∂np ln |G| − 1

2
∂m

pGij∂npG
ij
)

= 0 ,

(A.18)

where vmn = lp∂pmln. Since the last term is proportional to the zeroth-order of the equa-

tions of motion in (A.22), R(0)
mn, and we can ignore the term in on-shell backgrounds of

Gij . Then we have the following relation on vmn

−2v[mn]v
[mn] + vmmvnn = 0 (A.19)

We further require that vmn is traceless, vmm = 0, and then the antisymmetric part of vmn

becomes null,

v[mn]v
[mn] = 0 . (A.20)

Now we expand the equations of motion by substituting the KS ansatz for the small

metric (A.4) into R̃mn (A.17). One can show that considering (m−1)mpR̃pn is simpler than

using R̃pn, because the expansion of the former terminates at the second order, but the

later ends at the cubic order

m0mp

(

m−1
)pqR̃qn = R(0)

mn + κR(1)
mn + κ2R(2)

mn (A.21)
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where

R(0)
mn = ∂m

p∂np ln
√

|G| − 1

4
∂m

pGij∂npGij ,

R(1)
mn = ϕlmlpR̃(0)

pn +
1√
G
∂pq
[√

G∂(m|p|

(

ϕln)lq
)

]

+
1

4
√
G
∂pq
[√

G∂pq
(

ϕlmln
)

]

− 1√
G
∂(m

p
[√

G∂n)
q
(

ϕlplq
)

]

− ϕ

2
lplq

[

∂m
p∂n

q ln |G| + 1

2
∂m

pGij∂n
qGij

]

− 1

2
√
G
∂i

(√
GGij∂j

(

ϕlmln
)

)

,

R(2)
mn = − 3

2
√
G
∂pq
[√

Gϕ2lnl[mvpq]

]

− ϕ2v[mp]vn
p − ϕ2lm∂nplqv

[pq] .

(A.22)

Note that the field equations are not linear due to the presence of R̃(2). However, we choose

Gij to satisfy the zeroth order equation which is the same equation in 10-representation

(3.22) and require a similar constraint on v[mm′] as Vmm′ in 10-representation (3.19)

v[mn] = l[mqn] , where qmlm = 0 . (A.23)

This is the on-shell constraint for 5-version and makes R(2) vanish by itself. Then the

remaining equation is the linear equation

R(1)
mn = 0 . (A.24)

Thus it is the same structure that vanishing R(2) by the on-shell constraint as 10-representation.

For introducing the KS double copy, we now decompose 5 vector indices m = {µ, 5}
the field equation as

Rmn =
{

Rµν ,Rµ5 ,R55

}

(A.25)

where

Rµν = − 1

2
√

|G|
(

∂ρ
(
√

|G|∂ρ(ϕlµlν)
)

− 2∂ρ
(
√

|G|∂(µ(ϕlν)lρ)
)

+ 2∂(µ
(
√

|G|∂ν)(ϕl5l5)
)

)

− 1

2
√

|G|
∂i

(

√

|G|Gij∂j(ϕlµlν)
)

Rµ5 = − 1

2
√

|G|

(

∂µ

(

√

|G|∂ρ(ϕlρl5)
)

+ ∂i

(

√

|G|Gij∂j(ϕlµl5)
)

)

R55 =
1

2
√

|G|

(

∂ρ
(

√

|G|∂ρ(ϕl5l5)
)

− 2∂ρ

(

√

|G|∂σ(ϕlρlσ)
)

− ∂i

(√
GGij∂j

(

ϕl5l5
)

)

)

(A.26)

B Useful identities

gµ1µ2,ν1ν2 = (gµ1ν1gµ2ν2 − gµ1ν2gµ2ν1)

gµ1µ2,ν1ν2 = (gµ1ν1gµ2ν2 − gµ1ν2gµ2ν1)

gµ1µ2,ρ1ρ2g
ρ1ρ2,ν1ν2 = 4δν1[µ1

δν2
µ2]

= 2(δν1µ1
δν2µ2

− δν1µ2
δν2µ1

)

(B.1)
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Our choice of convention of the totally antisymmetric tensor density ǫ and the epsilon tensor

ε are
ǫ0123 = 1, εµνρσ = |g|− 1

2 ǫµνρσ ,

ǫ0123 = 1, εµνρσ = |g| 12 ǫµνρσ ,
εµ1···µ4 = (−1)tgµ1µ

′

1 · · · gµ4µ
′

4εµ′

1
···µ′

4
,

(B.2)

where the superscript t denotes the number of time components. Identities for the tensor

density:
ǫµ1ν1ρ1σ1ǫµ2ν2ρ2σ2

= 4!δ[µ2

µ1δν2
ν1δρ2

ρ1δσ2]
σ1

ǫµ1ν1ρ1σ1ǫµ2ν2ρ2σ2 = −4!|g|gµ2τgν2κgρ2λgσ2αδ[τ
µ1δκ

ν1δλ
ρ1δα]

σ1

ǫµ1ν1ρ1σ1
ǫµ2ν2ρ2σ2

= −4!|g|−1gµ1τgν1κgρ1λgσ1αδ[µ2

τδν2
κδρ2

λδσ2]
α

(B.3)
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