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Abstract

We search for integrable boundary conditions and their geometric interpretation as

D-branes, in models constructed as generalized λ-deformations of products of group-

and coset-spaces. Using the sigma-model approach, we find that all the conformal

brane geometries known in the literature for a product of WZW models solve the

corresponding boundary conditions, thus persisting as integrable branes along the

RG flows of our sigma-models. They consist of the well known G-conjugacy classes,

twisted G-conjugacy classes by a permutation automorphism (permutation branes)

and generalized permutation branes. Subsequently, we study the properties of the

aforementioned brane geometries, especially of those embedded in the backgrounds

interpolating between the UV and IR fixed points.
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1 Introduction

An extensive amount of literature devoted to the analysis of D-branes, with approaches

ranging from algebraic techniques [1–4] to geometric descriptions [5–13], provides us

with their complete picture in group spaces G and coset spaces G/H. In the first case

the D-branes are wrapped around a finite set of allowed G-conjugacy classes, denoted

with CG, while in the second one, they are described by the product CGCH of conjugacy

classes.

If we extend the WZW model to a product space G × G there is an additional class

of maximally symmetric branes that can be defined, which include the permutation

symmetry between the two manifolds and are known as permutation branes. They

have been constructed algebraically in [14] and geometrically in [15, 16].

Since the construction of the permutation branes involves the permutation symmetry

between the two manifolds they can be defined only in the case where the two WZW

models have the same level k. In [17] the authors suggested a generalization of per-

mutation branes in products of Lie groups with different levels, known as generalized

permutation branes (GPB). Unlike the previous ones they are not maximally symmet-

ric, but the symmetry of the diagonally embedded group G in the product space is

still conserved. The conformality of these D-branes has been established geometri-

cally in [17, 18]. An algebraic construction has been presented in [19], but only in the

case of a product of N = 2 minimal models with k1 = 1, k2 = 4.

All the brane geometries mentioned above are solutions of boundary conditions in

WZW and gauged WZW models, thus they are branes embedded in conformal target

spaces. For a general non-linear sigma-model finding consistent boundary conditions

and the corresponding brane geometries they describe is both interesting and chal-
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lenging. Nevertheless, progress can be made in the case where the sigma-model is

an integrable model. In this case one can define boundary conditions preserving its

integrable structure. These were introduced in [20] and subsequently applied in sev-

eral examples of integrable field theories such as the affine Toda field theories [21], the

Green-Schwarz sigma-model [22] and the principal chiral model (PCM) [23].

Another well known class of integrable models are the single λ-deformed sigma-

models which appear as deformations of a group G or a coset G/H CFT. A construc-

tion of these deformations has been done in [24, 25] and is based on the gauging of

a WZW field with a principal chiral field. Integrable boundary conditions have been

found for these models in [26,27], where in particular the elegant geometric picture of

the corresponding integrable branes was presented.

Inspired by these works, we will search for integrable boundary conditions and their

geometric interpretation as D-branes, in a specific class of generalized λ-deformed

models. The first such class is constructed in [28–30] and represents the effective action

of coupled WZW models, all at the same level k, with the characteristic that when

the deviation from the conformal point is small they mutually interact via current

bilinears forming a closed chain,1 i.e.

Sk;λ1,...,λN
=

N

∑
i=1

SWZW,k(gi)−
k

π

N

∑
i=1

∫

d2σ Tr(Ji+1+λi+1 Ji−) +O(λ2) , (1.1)

where here and in the rest of the paper the index i is defined mod(N). Note that

the operators driving the theory from the UV point couple the currents of adjacent

copies of the Lie Group G. A Hamiltonian analysis of the model revealed it’s canonical

equivalence to N independent single λ-deformed models with couplings λ1, . . . , λN.

Thus the RG flow equations of each of the coupling matrices λi are the same as that

of a single λ-deformed model [30]. The second class, for which we will search for

integrable branes, was introduced in [31] and appears as a double deformation of a

product of WZW models defined at different levels. Compared to (1.1), the effective

1The currents Ji± are defined as

Ji+ = ∂+gig
−1
i , Ji− = g−1

i ∂−gi.
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action for the N = 2 case, is slightly modified and takes the form

Sk1,k2;λ1,λ2
= Sk1

(g1) + Sk2
(g2)−

√
k1k2

π

∫

d2σTr(J1+λ1 J2− + J2+λ2 J1−) +O(λ2) (1.2)

It was shown in [31] that due to the different levels the RG flow acquires a fixed point

in the IR, in which the CFT is given as a product of current- and coset-type symme-

tries (see (4.2)). Generalizations of (1.2) in the case of an arbitrary number of WZW

models has been done in [32], where a detailed analysis of the IR CFTs showed that

although they are characterized by an asymmetry between their holomorphic (right)

and antiholomorphic (left) symmetry algebras the left and right sectors posses the

same central charge, i.e. cL = cR. Finally, the third class of models was constructed

in [33] and further studied in [34] and is given as a deformation of a diagonal coset

space CFT Gk1
× Gk2

/Gk1+k2
. In these works it has been shown that the operator driv-

ing the theory from the UV point is a parafermion bilinear. Additionally the theory

smoothly flows to an IR unitary CFT given as Gk1−k2
× Gk2

/Gk1
[34].

Since the models presented above appear as integrable deformations of product spaces,

they have richer mathematical and physical structures compared to the λ-deformed

cases, a fact that is expected to be reflected in the variety of integrable branes that

can be defined in these theories. Specifically, we will see that these models admit as

integrable configurations all the consistent brane geometries presented above for the

WZW model.

The paper is organized as follows: In section 2, we will apply the method of finding

integrable boundary conditions in the sigma-models of our interest. In section 3, we

will determine the integrable brane configurations, i.e. the brane geometry and its

gauge invariant two-form, corresponding to the boundary conditions found in section

2. On the contrary to [26] and [27], the task of determining the configurations directly

from the integrable conditions is more complicated due to the boundary equations

being more involved. Towards this, we will use the sigma-model approach, e.g. [8]

[10] [35] [36]. Having determined the integrable brane geometries, in section 4 we will

investigate the symmetries they preserve in the two conformal points of the RG flows

described in [31] and [34]. In section 5, we will study the generalized permutation

branes embedded in the aforementioned RG flows [31] and [34]. For the particular

case with one of the couplings set to zero, where the model interpolates between two
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current algebra CFTs [31], and for G = SU(2) we will present explicitly the induced

background fields (metric and H-field) on the lowest dimensional GPB. Finally, in

Appendix A we apply the sigma-model approach in the group and coset space λ-

models and in the Appendix (B) we present the detailed computations of the boundary

conditions to which our branes correspond.

2 Integrable boundary conditions

In this section we will closely follow [22, 23, 26, 27] for obtaining integrability preserv-

ing boundary conditions for a class of generalized λ-deformed models.

2.1 The isotropic deformation at equal levels

Let us consider the λ-deformation of two WZW models, at the same level k. This

model, referred from now on as model (I), is described through the action [28]

Sk;λ1,λ2
= SWZW,k(g1) + SWZW,k(g2)−

− k

π

∫

Σ
d2σTr

[

(

J1+ J2+

)

(

λ1λ2O21DT
2 λ1O21

λ2O12 λ1λ2O12DT
1

)(

J1−
J2−

)]

,
(2.1)

where we assumed isotropic couplings λ1, λ2 and we introduced the operator

O12 = (1 − λ1λ2DT
1 DT

2 )
−1 , (2.2)

which is given in terms of the adjoint operator, Di(X) = gi(X)g−1
i for i = 1, 2 and

X ∈ g. Its equations of motion can be encoded in two independent sets of first order

differential equations

∂±Ai∓ = ± 1

1 + λi
[Ai+, Ai−] , i = 1, 2 , (2.3)
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where the algebra valued fields A1±, A2± ∈ g are given in terms of the group elements

g1, g2 ∈ G as

A1+ = λ1(1 − λ1λ2D1D2)
−1(J1+ + λ2D1 J2+) ,

A1− = −λ1(1 − λ1λ2DT
2 DT

1 )
−1(J2− + λ2DT

2 J1−) ,

A2+ = λ2(1 − λ1λ2D2D1)
−1(J2+ + λ1D2 J1+) ,

A2− = −λ2(1 − λ1λ2DT
1 DT

2 )
−1(J1− + λ1DT

1 J2−) ,

(2.4)

and its energy-momentum tensor takes the simple form

T±± = k
2

∑
i=1

1 − λ2
i

λ2
i

Tr(Ai±, Ai±) . (2.5)

Integrability of the model utilizes the fact that (2.3) can be put in the form of the zero

curvature condition [28]

∂+L−(z)− ∂−L+(z) = [L+(z),L−(z)], z ∈ C , (2.6)

for the Lax matrices

Li±(zi) =
2zi

zi ∓ 1

1

1 + λi
Ai± , zi ∈ C , i = 1, 2 . (2.7)

Thus, one can construct two transport matrices

Ti(b, a; zi) = P exp

(

−
∫ b

a
dσLiσ(τ, σ, zi)

)

, Liσ =
1

2
(Li+ − Li−) , i = 1, 2 , (2.8)

which in the case of a closed string, generate two independent infinite sets of con-

served charges.

Keeping the discussion general, the integrable structure of a sigma-model defined on

an open string, i.e. σ ∈ [0, π], is generically broken, since the underlying monodromy

matrix, denoted with T(z), could cease to be conserved. As has been argued in the

literature, see e.g. [21–23], in this case the correct object to use as a generating function

for integrals of motion, reads

Tb(z) = TΩ
R (2π, π; z)T(π, 0; z) , (2.9)
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and is known as the boundary monodromy matrix. This involves an integral from

one endpoint of the string to the other and then back into the opposite direction. The

matrix TΩ
R is defined in the region σR ∈ [π, 2π] and is constructed from the reflected

values of the Lax pair, R : L(σ) → LR(σ). The superscript Ω denotes the possibility

of including the action of a constant algebra automorphism. Being specific

TΩ
R (b, a; z) = P exp

(

−
∫ b

a
dσ ΩLR

σ (τ, σ; z)

)

. (2.10)

Then imposing integrability, i.e. demanding that

∂τTb(z) = [Tb(z), N] , (2.11)

for some matrix N(z) one finds appropriate boundary conditions such that (2.11) is

true. In fact, one may construct more involved boundary matrices as long as their

time derivative can be put in the form (2.11), (see e.g. (3.19) in [26]).

Returning to our case we will see that two different definitions of R, will lead to inte-

grable boundary conditions which will prove to describe two distinct brane configu-

rations.

To proceed let us consider the following action of the reflection

R : σ → 2π − σ, gi → g−1
i+1 , i = 1, 2 , (2.12)

Under (2.12) the WZW currents transform as

Ji±(σ) → JiR±(σ) = −Ji+1∓(2π − σ) , i = 1, 2 , (2.13)

which, with the aid of (2.4), lead to

Ai±(σ) → AiR±(σ) = Ai∓(2π − σ) , i = 1, 2 . (2.14)

Using (2.10) and (2.14) one can easily show that the reflected transport matrices (2.8)

satisfy the relation

TΩi
iR (2π, π; z) = TΩi

i (0, π;−z), i = 1, 2 , (2.15)

with Ωi an automorphism acting on g1 ⊕ g2 and the boundary monodromy matrices
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(2.9) are given as

Tib = T
Ωi
i (0, π;−z)Ti(π, 0; z) , i = 1, 2 . (2.16)

Differentiating (2.16) leads to2

∂τTib =[TΩi
i (0, π;−z)LΩi

iτ (π;−z)−LΩi
iτ (0;−z)TΩi

i+1(0, π;−z)]Ti(π, 0; z)

+ T
Ωi
i (0, π;−z)[Ti(π, 0; z)Liτ(0; z)−Liτ(π; z)Ti(π, 0; z)] , i = 1, 2 .

(2.18)

It is a matter of a simple algebra to show that (2.18) can be written in the form (2.11)

for the matrices Ni(z) = Liτ(z) and the boundary conditions

Liτ(z)|∂Σ = ΩiLiτ(−z)|∂Σ , i = 1, 2 , (2.19)

in both string ends. Substituting in (2.19) the form of the time component of the Lax3

and comparing terms of the same power in z we find that

A1+|∂Σ = Ω1A1−|∂Σ , A2+|∂Σ = Ω2A2−|∂Σ (2.21)

As in [26], for consistency reasons the automorphisms Ωi must be constant involutive

matrices, i.e. Ω2
i = 1. Demanding additionally that the conditions (2.21) lead to 4

T++|∂Σ = T−−|∂Σ , (2.22)

and using (2.5), we find that Ωi must preserve the trace in the g1 ⊕ g2 algebra, i.e.

ΩT
i Ωi = 1, i = 1, 2.

Let us now define the reflection operator to be

R : σ → 2π − σ, gi → g−1
i , λi → λi+1 . (2.23)

2To derive (2.18) we used the identity

∂τTΩ(b, a; z) = TΩ(b, a; z)LΩ
τ (a; z)− LΩ

τ (b; z)TΩ(b, a; z) (2.17)

where for simplicity we defined LΩ(z) = ΩL(z).
3The time components of the Lax pairs are given as

Liτ =
z

z2 − 1

1

1 + λi
((z + 1)Ai+ + (z − 1)Ai−) , i = 1, 2 (2.20)

4For a general field theory the condition of the absence of momentum flow across the boundary,
translates to the boundary conditions Tτσ|∂Σ = 0 → T++ − T−−|∂Σ = 0, known as conformal boundary
conditions. In the case where the theory is conformal they preserve one copy of the Virassoro algebra.
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In this case the fields Ai± transform as

Ai±(σ) → AR
i±(σ) = Ai+1∓(2π − σ) , i = 1, 2 (2.24)

and the reflected transport matrix satisfies the relation

TΩi
iR (2π, π; z) = TΩi

i+1(0, π;−z) , i = 1, 2 , (2.25)

where we remind to the reader that the index i is defined mod(2). Following the same

steps as before we end up with

Liτ(z)|∂Σ = ΩiLi+1τ(−z)|∂Σ , i = 1, 2 . (2.26)

For consistency reasons (2.26) leads to Ω1 = Ω−1
2 = Ω, where Ω in comparison with

the previous case (see below (2.22)), does not need to be involutive. Substituting now

(2.20) in (2.26) we find the boundary conditions

1

1 + λ1
A1+|∂Σ =

1

1 + λ2
ΩA2−|∂Σ ,

1

1 + λ2
A2+|∂Σ =

1

1 + λ1
Ω−1A1−|∂Σ . (2.27)

Further, demanding that (2.27) are conformal boundary conditions, i.e. satisfying

(2.22), we find that Ω is metric preserving and additionally that the couplings are

equal λ1 = λ2. Thus we find the integrable boundary conditions

A1+|∂Σ = ΩA2−|∂Σ , A2+|∂Σ = Ω−1A1−|∂Σ . (2.28)

For the reader’s convenience we gather the results of the model (I). It admits two sets

of integrable boundary conditions, namely

(

A1+

A2+

)

∂Σ

=

(

Ω1 0

0 Ω2

)(

A1−
A2−

)

∂Σ

, (2.29)

and
(

A1+

A2+

)

∂Σ

=

(

0 Ω

Ω−1 0

)(

A1−
A2−

)

∂Σ

. (2.30)

The former set of boundary conditions do not require equality of the couplings, while

in the latter, one has to impose them equal. Note that this constraint does not contra-

dict with their beta functions [29].
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Already at this level, we notice that in the UV limit the model (I) describes a product of

WZW models Gk × Gk and the integrable boundary conditions (2.29), (2.30), for triv-

ial acting automorphisms, reduce to the well known maximally symmetric boundary

conditions

J1+|∂Σ = −J2−|∂Σ , J2+|∂Σ = −J1−|∂Σ , (2.31)

and

J1+|∂Σ = −J1−|∂Σ , J2+|∂Σ = −J2−|∂Σ , (2.32)

respectively. Equation (2.32) describes branes wrapping around a product of conju-

gacy classes C f1 f2
= C f1

× C f2
, with C fi

= {h fih
−1
i | ∀h ∈ G}, while (2.31) describe con-

jugacy classes twisted by a permutation automorphism (permutation branes) [15, 16],

which we will denote as Cπ
f1 f2

= Cπ
f1
×
(

Cπ
f−1
2

)−1
, with π(g1, g2) = (g2, g1).

5 In later

sections, we will realize (2.29), (2.30) geometrically and we will see that the above pic-

ture of the maximally symmetric branes survive the deformation, as also shown in [26]

for the case of the single λ-model.

2.2 The isotropic deformation at unequal levels

The λ-deformation of two WZW models defined at different levels k1, k2, to be referred

from now on as model (II), is described by the action [31]

Sk1,k2;λ1,λ2
= SWZW,k1

(g1) + SWZW,k2
(g2)−

− 1

π

∫

Σ
d2σTr

[

(

J1+ J2+

)

(

k1λ1λ2O21DT
2 k2λ0λ1O21

k1λ−1
0 λ2O12 k2λ1λ2O12DT

1

)(

J1−
J2−

)]

.
(2.33)

As has been analyzed in [31,32], the difference in the levels results to an RG flow which

acquires a new fixed point in the IR for specific values of the couplings, (λ1, λ2) =

(λ0, λ0) with λ0 =
√

k1/k2. This level inequality leads to several interesting features

for the integrable branes embedded in (2.33). These comprise its surviving symme-

tries, their quantization condition and the consistent definition of the so-called gener-

alized permutation branes in the RG fixed points [17].

As before its equations of motion can be recast in the form of a zero curvature condi-

5Here Cπ
f i
= {h fiΠ(h−1

i )| ∀h ∈ G} and Π is defined as Π(h) = exp(π(X)) = exp(XAπ(TA)).
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tion (2.6) for the Lax matrices

L1± =
2z

z2 − 1

1 − (λ0)
∓1λ1

1 − λ2
1

A1± , L2± =
2z

z2 − 1

1 − (λ0)
±1λ2

1 − λ2
2

A2± , (2.34)

with

A1+ = λ1(1 − λ1λ2D1D2)
−1(λ0 J1+ + λ2D1 J2+) ,

A1− = −λ1(1 − λ1λ2DT
2 DT

1 )
−1(λ−1

0 J2− + λ2DT
2 J1−) ,

A2+ = λ2(1 − λ1λ2D2D1)
−1(λ−1

0 J2+ + λ1D2 J1+) ,

A2− = −λ2(1 − λ1λ2DT
1 DT

2 )
−1(λ0 J1− + λ1DT

1 J2−)

(2.35)

and its energy-momentum tensor reads

T++ = k2
1 − λ2

1

λ2
1

Tr(A1+, A1+) + k1
1 − λ2

2

λ2
2

Tr(A2+, A2+) ,

T−− = k1
1 − λ2

1

λ2
1

Tr(A1−, A1−) + k2
1 − λ2

2

λ2
2

Tr(A2−, A2−) .

(2.36)

If we define the reflection transformation as

R : σ → 2π − σ , gi → g−1
i+1 , λ0 → λ−1

0 , i = 1, 2 , (2.37)

and proceed along the same lines as before we arrive at the boundary conditions

1 − λ−1
0 λ1

1 − λ2
1

A1+|∂Σ =
1 − λ0λ1

1 − λ2
1

Ω1A1−|∂Σ ,

1 − λ0λ2

1 − λ2
2

A2+|∂Σ =
1 − λ−1

0 λ2

1 − λ2
2

Ω2A2−|∂Σ .

(2.38)

If we instead define that

R : σ → 2π − σ , gi → g−1
i , λi → λi+1 , i = 1, 2 , (2.39)
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we find the boundary conditions

1 − λ−1
0 λ1

1 − λ2
1

A1+|∂Σ =
1 − λ−1

0 λ2

1 − λ2
2

ΩA2−|∂Σ ,

1 − λ0λ2

1 − λ2
2

A2+|∂Σ =
1 − λ0λ1

1 − λ2
1

ΩA1−|∂Σ ,

(2.40)

where, as in the case of equal levels, Ω does not need to be involutive.

Using (2.36) and demanding that (2.40) satisfy (2.22), we find that Ω preserves the

trace k1Tr(, ) + k2Tr(, ) and that λ1 = λ2 = λ along the whole deformation line.6

Turning our attention to the other set of boundary conditions (2.38) we see that they

do not satisfy (2.22) 7 and they do not have a geometric realization in terms of Dirichlet

and Neumann conditions. However they comprise consistent integrable boundary

conditions.

Thus model (II) admits one kind of integrable boundary conditions compatible with

the vanishing of the momentum flow through the boundary

(

A1+

A2+

)

∂Σ

=

(

0 Ω

Ω−1 0

)(

A1−
A2−

)

∂Σ

, λ1 = λ2 . (2.41)

2.3 The isotropic deformation of Gk1
× Gk2

/Gk1+k2
space

As a last example we consider the isotropic λ-deformed Gk1
× Gk2

/Gk1+k2
coset space

[34]. As it has been shown it has a G-gauge invariance given as

(g1, g2) ∼ (Lg1L−1, Lg2L−1), L(σ+, σ−) ∈ G (2.42)

and it flows to a coset space CFT in the IR. Its action reads as

Sk1,k2,λ = SWZW,k1
(g1) + SWZW,k2

(g2)−

− k1

π

∫

Σ
Tr
[

J1+Λ−T
12

(

(1 − λ)(s1 J1− + s2 J2−)− 4s1s2λ(DT
2 − 1)J1−

)]

− k2

π

∫

Σ
Tr
[

J2+Λ−T
21

(

(1 − λ)(s1 J1− + s2 J2−)− 4s1s2λ(DT
1 − 1)J2−

)]

,

(2.43)

6As in the case of equal levels the restriction on the running of the couplings is compatible with their
beta fuction. Additionally, one can see that in the UV limit where model (II) describes a Gk1

× Gk2
CFT,

the boundary conditions (2.40) describe the product C f1 f2
.

7Unless λ0 = 1 which is the case already studied
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where si = ki/k, i = 1, 2 with k = k1 + k2. It has been proven to be integrable as it

admits the flat Lax connection

L± = A± + (a + z±1
√

a2 + β)B± , z ∈ C , (2.44)

with the coefficients given by

α = − (s1 − s2)(1 − λ)

1 − λ(1 − 8s1s2)
, β =

1 + λ − 2λ2(1 − 4s1s2)

λ(1 − λ(1 − 8s1s2))
(2.45)

and

A± =
1

2
(A1± + A2±) , B± =

1

2
(A1± − A2±) . (2.46)

The gauge fields Ai± are given as

A1+ = Λ−1
21 ((1 − λ)(s1 J1+ + s2 J1+)− 4s1s2λ(D2 − 1)J1+) ,

A2+ = Λ−1
12 ((1 − λ)(s1 J1+ + s2 J2+)− 4s1s2λ(D1 − 1)J2+) ,

A1− = −Λ−T
12 ((1 − λ)(s1 J1− + s2 J2−)− 4s1s2λ(DT

2 − 1)J1−) ,

A2− = −Λ−T
21 ((1 − λ)(s1 J1− + s2 J2−)− 4s1s2λ(DT

1 − 1)J2−) ,

(2.47)

with

Λ12 = 4λs1s2(D1 − 1)(D2 − 1) + (λ − 1)(s1D1 + s2D2 − 1) . (2.48)

As before we built the boundary monodromy matrix

Tb(z) = TR(2π, π; z)T(π, 0; z) , (2.49)

where we considered Ω = 1 and TR(2π, π; z) is constructed from the Lax (2.44) under

the reflection σ → 2π − σ so that

TR(2π, π; z) = T(0, π; z−1) . (2.50)

Demanding then integrability for (2.49) we find that (2.11) is satisfied for N(z) =

Lτ(0, z) and the boundary conditions [27]

Lτ(z)|∂Σ = Lτ(z
−1)|∂Σ , (2.51)

13



on both the end points of the string. Using the form of the time component of the Lax

pair and expanding order by order in the spectral parameter z we find the following

integrable boundary conditions

B+|∂Σ = B−|∂Σ . (2.52)

3 Identifying the integrable brane configurations

D-branes are submanifolds which are endowed with a gauge invariant two-form ω.

Usually in the literature the starting point to determine a D-brane configuration, i.e.

the submanifold and the two-form, is directly from the boundary conditions which

it corresponds. This project has been carried out in [5] [7] [8] [15] [37], where it was

shown that the maximally symmetric boundary conditions

J+ = ΩJ− , Ω ∈ Aut(G) , (3.1)

in the WZW model, describe branes which lie in conjugacy classes Cω( f ) = ω(h) f h−1 ,

with ω defined as ω(etX) = etΩ[X]. In the same line, in [26] the authors showed that

the integrable boundary conditions

A+ = ΩA− , Ω ∈ Aut(G) , (3.2)

for the λ-deformed sigma-model, describe branes which differ only in terms of size

compared to the ones described by (3.1). Furthermore, they derived the boundary

two-form for G = SU(2) and SL(2, R), which is λ-dependent. Using this form they

showed that the points in which the stable D-branes are located are independent of

the deformation parameter.

In our cases the task of determining the brane configurations directly from the inte-

grable conditions (2.29), (2.30), (2.41), (2.52) is more complicated. Thus using a differ-

ent approach based on [8] [10] [35] [36], we will show that the corresponding bound-

ary conditions for the three models under study describe branes whose Dirichlet di-

rections remain invariant when we turn on the deformation parameters. Demanding

a well defined action we will determine the induced boundary two-form for an ar-

bitrary group G. In this framework the reason of the stable branes being located at

14



points that are independent of the deformation parameters will become more trans-

parent. Finally, let us mention that the brane geometries we will derive correspond to

the cases where the automorphisms appearing in the boundary equations act trivially,

i.e. Ω = 1. Furthermore, in Appendix A we show how one can include the case where

Ω acts non trivially.

3.1 The isotropic deformation at equal levels

In the case of a worldsheet with no boundaries the action of model (I) is given in (2.1).

To proceed we recall this action in the form

Sk;λ1 ,λ2
=
∫

Σ
Lk;λ1,λ2

+
∫

M
Hk;λ1,λ2

, (3.3)

where M is a three manifold bounded by the worldsheet Σ, i.e. ∂M = Σ and 8

Lk,λ1,λ2
= − k

8π

2

∑
i=1

Tr(g−1
i ∂µgi, g−1

i ∂µgi) + 2λiTr(∂µgig
−1
i ,Oi+1,ig

−1
i+1∂µgi+1)

+ 2λiλi+1Tr(∂µgig
−1
i ,Oi+1,iD

T
i+1g−1

i ∂µgi) , (3.4)

Hk,λ1,λ2
=

k

4π

2

∑
i=1

(HWZ(gi) + λidTr(dgig
−1
i ∧Oi+1,i(g

−1
i+1dgi+1 + λi+1DT

i+1g−1
i dgi))) .

As it stands, action (3.3) is not well defined for a worldsheet with boundaries. The ill

defined term is the last one as there is no region M bounded by Σ when Σ itself has

boundaries. To fix that, action (3.3) is modified as

Sk;λ1,λ2
=
∫

Σ
Lk;λ1 ,λ2

+
∫

M′
Hk;λ1,λ2

−
∫

D
ωk;λ1,λ2

, (3.5)

where M′ is a three-dimensional manifold bounded by Σ ∪ D, with D a two dimen-

sional disc embedded in the brane, and the boundary two-form ωk;λ1,λ2
is such that

[5], [8], [36], [38]

Hk;λ1,λ2
|brane = dωk;λ1,λ2

, (3.6)

where one restricts to the brane surface. At this point the form of the brane geometry

enters into consideration. We will embed in the model a brane whose worldvolume

8For the worldsheet conventions see (A.5).
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lies in a product of two G-conjugacy classes, i.e.

C f1 f2
= C f1

× C f2
= {(h1 f1h−1

1 , h2 f2h−1
2 ), |∀h1, h2 ∈ G} , (3.7)

where f1, f2 are fixed elements of the group chosen from the Cartan torus of G. The

dimension of (3.7) is 2(dG − rG), where dG = dim(G) and rG = rank(G).

Having specified the brane geometry we are in the position to compute the boundary

two form. Using (3.6), (3.7) we find that9

ωk;λ1,λ2
=

k

4π

2

∑
i=1

(

ωWZ(hi) + λiTr(dgig
−1
i ∧Oi+1,ig

−1
i+1dgi+1)|C f1 f2

+ λiλi+1Tr(dgi g
−1
i ∧Oi+1,iD

T
i+1g−1

i dgi)|C f1 f2

)

,

(3.8)

where ωWZ( fi) reads [8] [10] [36]

ωWZ( fi) = Tr(h−1
i dhi ∧ fih

−1
i dhi f−1

i ), i = 1, 2 (3.9)

and is such that it satisfies the relation, HWZ(gi)|C f1 f2
= dωWZ(hi). The second term in

(3.8) is just the deformation dependent two form in (3.4) restricted on the brane (3.7),

i.e. we just replace the group elements gi with the boundary values, gi|∂Σ = hi fih
−1
i .

Having determined the boundary two-form we proceed by computing the boundary

contribution in the variation of (3.5), where we present the technical details in the

appendix B.1. The result is

δS|∂Σ =
k

2π

∫

∂Σ
Tr(δh1h−1

1 ,∇+g1g−1
1 + g−1

1 ∇−g1 + (A1+ − A2+) + (A1− − A2−))

+
k

2π

∫

∂Σ
Tr(δh2h−1

2 ,∇+g2g−1
2 + g−1

2 ∇−g2 + (A2+ − A1+) + (A2− − A1−))

=
k

2π

∫

∂Σ
Tr(δh1h−1

1 , λ−1
1 A1+ − λ−1

2 A2− − (A2+ − A1−)) (3.10)

+
k

2π

∫

∂Σ
Tr(δh2h−1

2 , λ−1
2 A2+ − λ−1

1 A1− − (A1+ − A2−)) .

To pass from the first to the second equality we used the fact the the fields Ai± are

9Notice that we can add an arbitrary exact two form in (3.8) F = dA, which in principle can be
λ-dependent. However, such a choice would not lead to the desired integrable boundary conditions
below in (3.12).
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solutions of the constraint equations

∇+gig
−1
i = (λ−1

i − 1)Ai+, g−1
i ∇−gi = −(λ−1

i+1 − 1)Ai+1−, i = 1, 2 . (3.11)

It is straightforward to see that setting λ1 = λ2 = λ, the vanishing of the boundary

contribution leads exactly to the integrable conditions in (2.29) for trivial automor-

phisms

A1+|∂Σ = A2−|∂Σ, A2+|∂Σ = A1−|∂Σ . (3.12)

Recall that in section 2.1 we derived the above equations using the boundary mon-

odromy method and were led to the same condition λ1 = λ2, demanding that (2.27)

satisfy (2.22). Turning our attention to the other set of integrable boundary condi-

tions in (2.30) we embed in (3.5) a different brane geometry, known in the literature as

permutation branes, which is defined as

Cπ
f1 f2

= Cπ
f1
×
(

Cπ
f−1
2

)−1
= {(h1 f1h−1

2 , h2 f2h−1
1 ), |∀h1, h2 ∈ G} . (3.13)

In general the dimension of (3.13) is 2dG − rG, but for certain values of f1, f2 it will

have a lower value [16]. In particular, if f1 f2 = 1 then we have g1|∂Σ = g−1
2 |∂Σ on the

boundary. In this case the dimension is given by dG. The boundary two form induced

in (3.13) is given as in (3.8), but with the difference now that10

ωWZ( fi) = Tr(h−1
i dhi ∧ fih

−1
i+1dhi+1 f−1

i ) , i = 1, 2 (3.15)

and the two-form induced by the deformation is restricted on the brane surface (3.13).

As before we are now in position to determine the boundary contribution (see again

appendix B.1) which reads

δS|∂Σ =
k

2π

∫

∂Σ
Tr(δh1h−1

1 ,∇+g1g−1
1 + g−1

2 ∇−g2) + Tr(δh2h−1
2 ,∇+g2g−1

2 + g−1
1 ∇−g1)

=
k

2π

∫

∂Σ
(λ−1

1 − 1)Tr(δh1h−1
1 , A1+ − A1−) + (λ−1

2 − 1)Tr(δh2h−1
2 , A2+ − A2−) ,

(3.16)

10ωWZ is defined such that [16]

(HWZ(g1) + HWZ(g2))|Cπ
f1 f2

= d(ωWZ( f1) + ωWZ( f2)). (3.14)
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where we used (3.11). Its vanishing leads to the boundary conditions

A1+|∂Σ = A1−|∂Σ , A2+|∂Σ = A2−|∂Σ , (3.17)

which exactly correspond to the other set of integrable conditions in (2.29).

Thus we found that model (I) admits two kinds of brane configurations along its RG

flow, namely that

C f1 f2
= {(h1 f1h−1

1 , h2 f2h−1
2 , |∀h1, h2 ∈ G)} ,

ωk;λ1,λ2
=

k

4π

2

∑
i=1

(

ωWZ(hi) + λTr(dgi g
−1
i ∧Oi+1,ig

−1
i+1dgi+1)|C f1 f2

+ λ2Tr(dgig
−1
i ∧Oi+1,iD

T
i+1g−1

i dgi)|C f1 f2

)

,

ωWZ( fi) = Tr(h−1
i dhi ∧ fih

−1
i dhi f−1

i ) ,

(3.18)

and that

Cπ
f1 f2

= {(h1 f1h−1
2 , h2 f2h−1

1 , |∀h1, h2 ∈ G)} ,

ωk;λ1,λ2
=

k

4π

2

∑
i=1

(

ωWZ(hi) + λiTr(dgig
−1
i ∧Oi+1,ig

−1
i+1dgi+1)|Cπ

+ λiλi+1Tr(dgig
−1
i ∧Oi+1,iD

T
i+1g−1

i dgi)|Cπ

)

,

ωWZ( fi) = Tr(h−1
i dhi ∧ fih

−1
i+1dhi+1 f−1

i ) ,

(3.19)

As we have said (3.18) require λ1 = λ2 = λ, while (3.19) do not. Moreover, they are

solutions of the boundary conditions (3.12) and (3.17) respectively, thus proving that

they preserve integrability of the model for arbitrary values of the couplings.

3.2 The isotropic deformation at unequal levels

The action of model (II) (2.33), which describes the deformation of the direct product

of two current algebras, in the precence of boundaries can be written as

Sk1,k2;λ1,λ2
=
∫

Σ
Lk1 ,k2;λ1,λ2

+
∫

M′
Hk1,k2;λ1,λ2

−
∫

D
ωk1,k2;λ1,λ2

, (3.20)
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where

Lk1,k2,λ1,λ2
= − 1

8π

2

∑
i=1

kiTr(g−1
i ∂µgi, g−1

i ∂µgi) + 2λik
(i+1)Tr(∂µgig

−1
i ,Oi+1,ig

−1
i+1∂µgi+1)

+ 2λiλi+1kiTr(∂µgig
−1
i ,Oi+1,iD

T
i+1g−1

i ∂µgi)) (3.21)

Hk1,k2,λ1,λ2
=

1

4π

2

∑
i=1

(ki HWZ(gi) + λidTr(dgig
−1
i ∧Oi+1,i(k

(i+1)g−1
i+1dgi+1 + kiλi+1DT

i+1g−1
i dgi))) .

with k(i) =
√

kiki+1. The integrability preserving boundary conditions consistent with

the model are of the form (2.41), thus the brane we will consider is (3.7). As before the

boundary two-form trivializing the three form Hk1,k2;λ1,λ2
on the brane C f1 f2

is

ωk1,k2;λ1,λ2
=

1

4π

2

∑
i=1

(

kiωWZ(hi) + λik
(i+1)Tr(dgig

−1
i ∧Oi+1,ig

−1
i+1dgi+1)|C f1 f2

+ λiλi+1kiTr(dgig
−1
i ∧OT

i+1,iD
T
i+1g−1

i dgi)|C f1 f2

)

.

(3.22)

where ω( fi) is given in (3.9). Since the technical details are the same with the previous

case we will just write down the result

δS|∂Σ =
k1

2π

∫

∂Σ
Tr(δh1h−1

1 ,∇+g1g−1
1 + g−1

1 ∇−g1 + (A1+ − A2+) + (A1− − A2−))

+
k2

2π

∫

∂Σ
Tr(δh2h−1

2 ,∇+g2g−1
2 + g−1

2 ∇−g2 + (A2+ − A1+) + (A2− − A1−))

=
k1

2π

∫

∂Σ
Tr(δh1h−1

1 , λ−1
0 (λ−1

1 A1+ − λ−1
2 A2−)− (A2+ − A1−)) (3.23)

+
k2

2π

∫

∂Σ
Tr(δh2h−1

2 , λ0(λ
−1
2 A2+ − λ−1

1 A1−)− (A1+ − A2−)) .

As before to pass from the first to second equality we used the constraints

∇+g1g−1
1 = (λ−1

0 λ−1
1 − 1)A1+ , g−1

2 ∇−g2 = −(λ0λ−1
1 − 1)A1− ,

∇+g2g−1
2 = (λ0λ−1

2 − 1)A2+ , g−1
1 ∇−g1 = −(λ−1

0 λ−1
2 − 1)A2− .

(3.24)

Setting λ1 = λ2 = λ one can see that the vanishing of (3.23) leads to the desired

integrable boundary conditions found in (2.41)

A1+|∂Σ = A2−|∂Σ , A2+|∂Σ = A1−|∂Σ . (3.25)
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Summarizing our results, the model (II) admits the following integrable brane config-

uration along its RG flow

C f1 f2
= {(h1 f1h−1

1 , h2 f2h−1
2 , |∀h1, h2 ∈ G)} ,

ωk1,k2;λ1,λ2
=

1

4π

2

∑
i=1

(

kiωWZ(hi) + λk(i+1)Tr(dgig
−1
i ∧Oi,i+1g−1

i+1dgi+1)|C f1 f2

+ λ2kiTr(dgi g
−1
i ∧Oi,i+1DT

i+1g−1
i dgi)|C f1 f2

)

,

ωWZ( fi) = Tr(h−1
i dhi ∧ fih

−1
i dhi f−1

i ) .

(3.26)

We remind to the reader that the model (II) interpolates between two exact CFTs in

the UV and IR fixed points for λ = 0 and λ = λ0 respectively, and that the integrable

branes (3.26) interpolate between two conformal configurations at the same points,

preserving one copy of the Virassoro algbera respectively.11

Turning our attention to the other set of integrable boundary conditions (2.38) we no-

tice that they suggest that the corresponding brane geometry contains a permutation

between the two groups like in (3.13).12 However, permutation branes can not be

defined consistently in the case of k1 6= k2, in the sense that there is no two-form trivi-

alizing the three-form Hk1,k2;λ1,λ2
on the brane, leading to the conclusion that (2.38) do

not admit a geometric solution.

3.3 The isotropic deformation of Gk1
× Gk2

/Gk1+k2
space

As a final example we consider the λ-deformed of a Gk1
× Gk2

/Gk1+k2
coset space

(2.43). Repeating the same steps as before we rewrite its action as

Sk1,k2;λ =
∫

Σ
Lk1,k2;λ +

∫

M
Hk1,k2;λ −

∫

D
ωk1,k2;λ , (3.28)

11Recall that the boundary conditions (3.25) satisfy (2.22) for arbitrary values of the couplings. Thus
at the conformal points the two copies of the Virassoro algebra are reduced to one.

12To see this note that in the UV limit the boundary conditions (3.13) become

k1 J1+|∂Σ = −k2 J2−|∂Σ , k2 J2+|∂Σ = −k1 J1−|∂Σ . (3.27)
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with

Lk1,k2,λ = − 1

8π

2

∑
i=1

kiTr(g−1
i ∂µgi, g−1

i ∂µgi)− 2λsisi+1kiTr(∂µgig
−1
i , Λ−T

i,i+1(D
T
i+1 − 1)g−1

i ∂µgi)

+ 2(1 − λ)kiTr(∂µgig
−1
i , Λ−T

i,i+1(sig
−1
i ∂µgi + si+1g−1

i+1∂µgi+1)) ,

Hk1,k2,λ =
1

4π

2

∑
i=1

(ki HWZ(gi)− 2λsisi+1kidTr(dgi g
−1
i , Λ−T

i,i+1(D
T
i+1 − 1)g−1

i dgi))

+ 2(1 − λ)kidTr(dgig
−1
i ∧ Λ−T

i,i+1(sig
−1
i dgi + si+1g−1

i+1dgi+1)) . (3.29)

If we consider the brane (3.7) and the boundary two-form trivializing Hk1,k2;λ on the

brane, we find that the boundary contribution to the variation of (3.28) is

δS|∂Σ =
1

2π

∫

∂Σ
k1Tr(δh1h−1

1 ,∇+g1g−1
1 + g−1

1 ∇−g1) + k2Tr(δh2h−1
2 ,∇+g2g−1

2 + g−1
2 ∇−g2)

=
k(λ−1 − 1)

4π

∫

∂Σ
Tr(δh1h−1

1 ,B+ − B−)− Tr(δh2h−1
2 ,B+ −B−) , (3.30)

where recall that k = k1 + k2 and si = ki/k, i = 1, 2. We used also the constraints

s1∇+g1g−1
1 =

1

2
(λ−1 − 1)B+ , s2∇+g2g−1

2 = −1

2
(λ−1 − 1)B+ ,

s1g−1
1 ∇−g1 = −1

2
(λ−1 − 1)B− , s2g−1

2 ∇−g2 =
1

2
(λ−1 − 1)B− .

(3.31)

The vanishing of (3.30) leads to the integrable boundary conditions (2.52). Thus we

find that the brane configuration

C f1 f2
= {(h1 f1h−1

1 , h2 f2h−1
2 , |∀h1, h2 ∈ G)} ,

ωk1,k2;λ =
1

4π

2

∑
i=1

(

kiωWZ(hi) + 2ki(1 − λ)Tr(dgig
−1
i , Λ−T

i,i+1(sig
−1
i dgi + si+1g−1

i+1dgi+1))|C f1 f2

− 2λsisi+1kiTr(dgig
−1
i , Λ−T

i,i+1(D
T
i+1 − 1)g−1

i dgi)|C f1 f2
) , (3.32)

ωWZ( fi) = Tr(h−1
i dhi ∧ fih

−1
i dhi f−1

i ) ,

preserves integrability of the deformed coset space. In the following sections we will

consider a different brane geometry, known in the literature as generalized permuta-

tion branes [17], and we will show that it also solves the boundary conditions (2.52).
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3.4 The allowed set of integrable branes

As discussed in the literature [5] [8] [10] [11] [36], in the Lagrangian description of

boundary sigma-models the absence of topological obstructions, originating from WZ-

type terms, requires that the relative cohomology class [(H, ω)] should be integral,

that is
∫

S3
H −

∫

S2
ω ∈ 2πZ , (3.33)

where S3 is a three dimensional ball, whose boundary S2 is mapped into the brane.

Picking the specific form of the three-form H for each model, given in (3.4), (3.21),

(3.29) and the corresponding boundary two-forms ω in (3.18), (3.19), (3.26), (3.32), we

find that (3.33) is independent of the deformation parameters and specifically equals

to
2

∑
i=1

ki

4π

(

∫

S3
HWZ(gi)−

∫

S2
ωWZ( fi)

)

∈ 2πZ . (3.34)

In other words, the flux of the F field, F = dA = ω − B, through any two sphere

S2 is quantized and independent of the deformation. Equation (3.34) leads to the

quantization of the elements f chosen from the Cartan torus of the group G. This

project has been carried out for the branes under study for compact simply connected

groups, see e.g. [10–12].

To be more specific let us consider the case where G = SU(2), and we choose the

convenient parametrization

g(ψ, θ, φ) =

(

cos(ψ) + i cos(θ) sin(ψ) sin(ψ) sin(θ)eiφ

− sin(ψ) sin(θ)e−iφ cos(ψ)− i cos(θ) sin(ψ)

)

, (3.35)

with θ ∈ [0, π], φ ∈ [0, 2π] and ψ ∈ [0, π].

Due to the previous analysis, the model (I) admits two kinds of stable integrable

branes along its RG flow given in (3.18) and (3.19). In the parametrization (3.35)

and using (3.34) we find that the first set of branes are (k + 1)2 hypersurfaces located

at [5], [8], [9], [11],

ψi =
niπ

k
, ni = 0, 1 , . . . , k, i = 1, 2 , (3.36)

Turning our attention to the other set of integrable branes, (3.19), we know from the

analysis in [16] that the number of stable permutation branes in a product of WZW

models, Gk × Gk, equals the number of maximally symmetric branes in one copy Gk.
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Since this picture persists along the whole deformation line, model (I) admits addi-

tionally (k + 1) stable permutation branes embedded in its λ-dependent target space.

Similarly, model (II) admits (k1 + 1)(k2 + 1) integrable branes described by (3.26),

which compared to (3.36) are located at

ψi =
niπ

ki
, ni = 0, 1, . . . , ki , i = 1, 2 . (3.37)

The same result (3.37) holds for the integrable branes of model (III) given in (3.32).

It is important to notice, that even though the bulk degrees of freedom of a field theory

reduce in number along its RG flow, from the UV towards the IR CFT, the allowed

branes remain invariant.

3.5 Comments on the brane geometry

The geometry of the target spaces of the models under study is λ-dependent. How-

ever, we saw that the integrable branes defined in each model, have some interesting

λ-independent features. They are hypersurfaces located at points in the transverse

space which remain fixed along the corresponding RG flows, i.e. their Dirichlet di-

rections are independent of the deformation. This feature were also found in [26],

where additionally the authors showed that the deformation affects only the size of

the integrable branes. Here we will give a plausible argument that this simple action

of the deformation does not hold for the highest dimensional integrable branes that

the corresponding target spaces admit.

We will choose to demonstrate our arguments for the branes (3.7) embedded in model

(II) for G = SU(2). In the UV they are presented in table (1).13 Turning on the de-

formation, the topology of the D2-branes is unaffected. Specifically the D2-branes

change only in terms of size as in [26]. This can be seen by restricting the background

metric to ψi = niπ/ki with ni = 1, . . . , ki − 1 and ψi+1 = 0, π,

dŝ2
i =

ki(1 − λ4) sin2 ψi(dθ2
i + sin2 θidφ2

i )

1 + λ4 − 2λ2 cos 2ψi
, gi+1 = ±1 , i = 1, 2 , (3.38)

What about the rest N3 = (k1 − 1)(k2 − 1) integrable branes? Setting ψi = niπ/ki

13The conjugacy classes of SU(2) are two points at ψ = 0, π and k − 1 S2-spheres located at ψ = nπ/k
for n = 1, . . . , k − 1.
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Number (N) Geometry Dimension

N1 = 4 {±1} × {±1} 0

N2 = 2(k1 + k2 − 2) S2 × {±1}, {±1} × S2 2

N3 = (k1 − 1)(k2 − 1) S2 × S2 4

Table 1: The product of conjugacy classes in SU(2)k1
× SU(2)k2

. Note that N1 + N2 + N3 = (k1 +
1)(k2 + 1).

with ni 6= 0, π for both i = 1, 2, we find that they are four dimensional hypersur-

faces, Sψ1ψ2 = Sn1n2(θ1, φ1, θ2, φ2), with the coordinates parameterizing them coupled

among themselves in a non trivial λ-dependent way. Due to the complexity of the in-

duced metric we do not present it here. However, calculating the Gauss-Bonnet term

we found that the topology of the corresponding branes is invariant and equals that

of a product of two-spheres.

3.6 Some comments on integrable brane geometries for N > 2

Let us consider the λ-deformation of N WZW models all at the same level k [30]. In

that work it was shown that it admits N independent Lax pairs of the form (2.7) where

the fields Ai± are given in terms of gi, i = 1, . . . , N as

Ai+ = (1 − D̂i . . . D̂N+i−1)
−1

N+i−1

∑
j=i

D̂j . . . D̂j−1λj Jj+ ,

Ai− = −(1 − D̂T
i−1 . . . D̂N+i−2)

−1
N+i−2

∑
j=i−1

D̂T
j . . . D̂T

j−1λj Jj− ,

(3.39)

where D̂i = λiDi. The boundary conditions preserving its integrable structure can be

put in the form

A+|∂Σ = RNA−|∂Σ , (3.40)

where AT
± = (A1±, A2±, . . . , AN±) and RN is the gluing matrix describing all the

possible conditions between the Ai±’s on the boundary.

24



The simplest case for N = 3 suffices to deduce the general structure. Following the

same procedure as in section 2 one can show that all possible integrable conditions are

described by gluing matrices of the form

R3 =







Ω1 0 0

0 Ω2 0

0 0 Ω3






, (3.41)

by which only the components of the same gauge field are related on the boundary,

and of the form

R3 =







Ω1 0 0

0 0 Ω

0 Ω−1 0






, (3.42)

by which components of different gauge fields are related as well. Two more gluing

matrices similar to (3.42) are also allowed by performing a cyclic permutation of the

indices (1, 2, 3). Moreover, due to consistency reasons explained in section 2 and the

demand of a vanishing momentum flow across the boundary we find that R2
3 = 1 and

RT
3 = R

−1
3 . For simplicity, we will consider trivial acting automorphisms, i.e. Ωi = 1.

Since we want to study cases with arbitrary N we found it convenient to relate the

matrices RN to the elements of the symmetry group SN . In the N = 3 case, labeling

every set Ai± with i = 1, 2, 3 we find that R3 corresponds to elements of S3 of the

form (i)(j)(k), i.e. a product of three distinct one-cycles, and (i)(jk), i.e. a product of

a one-cycle and a two-cycle. Specifically the rule is:

(i) ↔ Ai+|∂Σ = Ai−|∂Σ ,

(ij) ↔ Ai+|∂Σ = Aj−|∂Σ , Aj+|∂Σ = Ai−|∂Σ .

The integrable brane geometries corresponding to the boundary conditions (3.41) and

(3.42) are14

(1)(2)(3) : Cπ
f1 f2 f3

,

(1)(23) :
(

C f2
, Cπ

f1 f3

)

.
(3.44)

14The permutation branes between N group elements gi are defined as

Cπ
f1,..., f i,... fN

= (h1 f1h−1
2 , . . . , hi fih

−1
i+1, . . . , hN fN f−1

1 ) (3.43)
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Thus we see that the boundary conditions consisting of three one-cycles correspond

to permutation branes defined on all three group elements, while the other boundary

conditions to a conjugacy class times a permutation brane. We would like to see if this

correspondence between elements of the symmetric group and the integrable brane

geometry holds for N > 3. Towards this it is straightforward to see that different sets

of boundary conditions are classified as {n, m} where n is the number of two-cycles

and m the number of one-cycles with N = 2n + m. From combinatorics each class has

N!/(n!m!2n) elements.

Thus for N = 4 we have the classes, {0, 4}, {1, 2}, {2, 0}. In this case we find that each

class does not admit the same brane geometry. Specifically we find that:

(0, 4) : Cπ
f f f f ,

(1, 2) :
(

C f , Cπ
f f f

)

,
(

Cπ
f f , Cπ

f f

)

,

(2, 0) :
(

C f , C f , Cπ
f f

)

, Cπ
f f f f .

(3.45)

Hence, to generate a general rule we need more involved combinatorics in each class,

which we have not performed. However let us mention that every two-cycle between

adjacent indices, i.e. (i, i + 1), results to a conjugacy class, thus the maximum number

of conjugacy classes contained in an integrable brane configuration is N/2 for N even

and (N − 1)/2 for N odd.

4 The integrable branes in the CFT limits

4.1 Integrable branes in the conformal limits of model (II)

As has been analyzed in [31], [32] model (II) flows from a UV point for (λ1, λ2) = (0, 0)

towards a far IR for (λ1, λ2) = (λ0, λ0). The conformal symmetry of the UV CFT is

based on a product of two current algebra symmetries

(Gk1
× Gk2

)L ⊗ (Gk1
× Gk2

)R , (4.1)

while the IR CFT is a product of coset and current algebra symmetries, i.e.

(

Gk1
× Gk2−k1

Gk2

× Gk2−k1

)

L

⊗
(

Gk1
× Gk2−k1

Gk2

× Gk2−k1

)

R

. (4.2)
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Keeping the discussion general, conformal boundary conditions reduce the initial

symmetry group of a CFT to a large enough subgroup which guarantees conformal

invariance of the model. Here we will find the symmetries of model (II) at its UV

and IR fixed points under the presence of the branes (3.7). Specifically we will deter-

mine the subgroups of the initial symmetry groups (4.1) and (4.2) preserved by the

corresponding branes.

The integrable branes (3.7), in the UV limit of model (II), preserve on the boundary

the diagonal subgroups of each copy of the chiral symmetry (4.1) [10]. Put it plainly

the symmetry

(g1, g2) 7→ (k1L(σ−)g1k1R(σ+), k2L(σ−)g2k2R(σ+)) , (4.3)

of two WZW models, is reduced to

(g1, g2)|∂Σ 7→ (k1(τ)g1k−1
1 (τ), k2(τ)g2k−1

2 (τ)) , (4.4)

in the presence of (3.7). This symmetry can be realized also by noticing that in the UV

limit the boundary conditions (3.12) identify the generators of the chiral transforma-

tion (4.3) of each of the group, i.e.

J1+|∂Σ = −J1−|∂Σ , J2+|∂Σ = −J2−|∂Σ . (4.5)

Turning our attention to the IR limit of the flow we see that the integrable conditions

(3.12) become

A1+(λ0)|∂Σ = A2−(λ0)|∂Σ , A2+(λ0)|∂Σ = A1−(λ0)|∂Σ , (4.6)

where we remind to the reader that the presence of the branes (3.7) restrict the de-

formation parameters to be equal, λ1 = λ2 = λ and we emphasize the fact the

fields A1±, A2± are evaluated on the fixed point λ = λ0. According to [32] the fields

A2+, A1− satisfy a ĝk2−k1
⊕ ĝk2−k1

algebra corresponding to the chiral symmetry

(Gk2−k1
)|L ⊗ (Gk2−k1

)|R , (4.7)

of the IR CFT. From (4.6) the left moving generators A1− are identified with the right

moving A2+, thus proving that the branes (3.7) preserve on the boundary the diagonal
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subgroup of (4.7). What about the other set of conformal boundary conditions in (4.6)?

As has been also noted in [32] the action (2.33) in the IR limit and under the group

redefinition (g1, g2) → (g′1 = g1g2, g′2 = g2) is identified as the gauge fixed version,

g′3 = 1, of an action which realizes the conformal symmetry (4.2) generated by the

transformations

(g′1, g′2, g′3) 7→ (Lg′1L−1, g′2L−1, Lg′3), L = L(σ+, σ−) , (4.8)

and

(g′2, g′3) 7→ (kL(σ+)g
′
2, g′3kR(σ−)) . (4.9)

The branes (3.7), which under the group redefinition become (C f1
C f2

, C f2
), can be

viewed as the gauge fixed version of a brane geometry which when embedded in

the extended action preserves the gauge symmetry (4.8) and the diagonal subgroup of

(4.9). Thus the boundary conditions (4.6) are the gauge fixed version of the conditions

which correspond to the preservation of (4.8) and (4.9). We were not able to find the

gauge invariant extension of the (C f1
C f2

, C f2
) geometry.

4.2 Integrable branes in the conformal limits of model (III)

As we have mentioned model (III) is invariant under the adjoint action of G (2.42). It

flows from a UV CFT for λ = 0 towards a CFT in the IR for λ = 1/(s2 − 3s1) [34]. That

is
Gk1

× Gk2

Gk1+k2

=⇒ Gk1−k2
× Gk2

Gk1

. (4.10)

The presence of the branes (3.32) along (4.10) does not spoil gauge invariance of the

model. To see this notice that under (2.42) the action (3.28) transforms

δVS = δVS|Σ + δVS|∂Σ , (4.11)

where δV stands for the infinitesimal version of (2.42), with the boundary term given

by

δVS|∂Σ =
k(λ−1 − 1)

4π

∫

∂Σ
Tr(δVh1h−1

1 ,B+ − B−)− Tr(δVh2h−1
2 , (B+ −B−)) . (4.12)
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To find explicitly the contribution (4.12) notice that the geometry of the brane remains

invariant, in the sense that

(g1, g2)|∂Σ 7→ (L−1g1L, L−1g2L)|∂Σ = (h′1 f1h′1
−1

, h′2 f2h′2
−1

) , (4.13)

with h′i = L−1hi. Thus setting δVh1h−1
1 = δVh2h−1

2 in (4.12) we find that δVS|∂Σ =

0, while of course δVS|Σ = 0. This proves that the boundary action (3.28) remains

invariant. Thus, projecting the 2(dG − rG)-dimensional branes in the deformed coset

space we end up with (dG − 2rG)-dimensional integrable branes. In the case G =

SU(2) our branes are either 0 or 1-dimensional.

Let us now turn our attention to the conformal limits of (4.10) for SU(2). In [40] the

authors have studied the D-branes in a diagonal coset space CFT of the form SU(2)k ×
SU(2)l /SU(2)m , with m = k + l. They have argued that the conformal branes are

given as a projected product of the SU(2)-conjugacy classes on the coset space, i.e.

πAd(Ca1a2a3) = πAd((Ca1
Ca3 , Ca2Ca3)) , (4.14)

where πAd denotes the projector and the numbers a1, a2, a3 parametrize the elements

of the Cartan torus of SU(2), i.e. fi = fi(ai) ∈ SU(2), and correspond to the levels

k, l, m, respectively. Furthermore, they classified the dimensions of the branes (4.14) in

terms of the values of the a′is and found them to be 0, 1 and 3-dimensional.

Returning to our integrable branes (3.32) for G = SU(2), corresponding to D0- and

D1-branes, it is straightforward to see that in the UV limit of the flow (4.10) they

belong in the class (4.14) for

a1 = ψ1 =
n1π

k1
, a2 = ψ2 =

n2π

k2
, a3 = 0 , (4.15)

with ni = 0 , . . . , ki , i = 1, 2. The IR CFT in (4.10) is realized under the coordinate

transformation (g1, g2) → (g′1 = g1, g′2 = g2g1) [34]. In these coordinates our inte-

grable branes are written as

(g′1, g′2)|∂Σ = (Cψ1
, Cψ2Cψ1

) . (4.16)
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Thus in the IR they belong again in the class (4.14) for

a1 = 0 , a2 = ψ2 =
n2π

k2
, a3 = ψ1 =

n1π

k1
, (4.17)

with ni = 0 , . . . , ki , i = 1, 2.

The highest dimensional branes correspond to (4.14) with a1, a2, a3 6= 0 and as men-

tioned they correspond to consistent brane geometries for the UV and IR CFTs in

(4.10). However they can not be identified as integrable brane geometries for the

whole flow. To be more specific, if we consider the boundary values (g1, g2)|∂Σ =

(r1r3, r2r3) with ri = hi fih
−1
i we find that the boundary contribution to the variation

of (3.28) reads (see Appendix B.3)

δS|∂Σ =
k1

2π

∫

∂Σ
Tr(δh1h−1

1 ,∇+g1g−1
1 +∇r3 g−1

1 ∇−g1 + (1 − Dr3)A1τ − ∂τr3r−1
3 )

+
k2

2π

∫

∂Σ
Tr(δh2h−1

2 ,∇+g2g−1
2 +∇r3 g−1

2 ∇−g2 + (1 − Dr3)A2τ − ∂τr3r−1
3 )

+
1

2π

∫

∂Σ
Tr(δh3h−1

3 , (Dr3 − 1)(k1g−1
1 ∇−g1 + k2g−1

2 ∇−g2)

+ (Dr3 − 1)(k1 A1τ + k2 A2τ) + (k1 + k2)∂τr3r−1
3 ) .

(4.18)

Using now the constraints (3.31), this can be rewritten as

δS|∂Σ =
k

4π

∫

∂Σ
Tr(δh1h−1

1 , (λ−1 − 1)(B+ − Dr3B−) + 2s1(1 − Dr3)A1τ − 2s1∂τr3r−1
3 )

+
k

4π

∫

∂Σ
Tr(δh2h−1

2 , (1 − λ−1)(B+ − Dr3B−) + 2s2(1 − Dr3)A2τ − 2s2∂τr3r−1
3 )

+
1

2π

∫

∂Σ
Tr(δh3h−1

3 , (Dr3 − 1)(k1 A1τ + k2A2τ) + (k1 + k2)∂τr3r−1
3 ) .

(4.19)

The vanishing of the boundary terms lead to the boundary conditions

((λ−1 + 4s1s2)1−4s1s2Dr3)B+|∂Σ = ((λ−1 + 4s1s2)DL3
− 4s1s21)B−|∂Σ ,

∂τr3r−1
3 |∂Σ = (1 − Dr3)(s1 A1τ + s2A2τ)|∂Σ .

(4.20)

The field dependent gluing of the gauge fields B± on the boundary, suggests that

(4.20) could be derived with the method presented in section 2 by allowing the possi-
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bility to glue T(π, 0; z) to a gauge transformed reflected transport matrix. In this case

the integrable boundary conditions take the form [27]

Lτ(z)|∂Σ = Dr3 Lτ(z
−1) + ∂τr3r−1

3 |∂Σ , r3 ∈ G . (4.21)

Using however the form of the Lax (2.44) it is straightforward to see that due to con-

sistency D2
r3
= 1, leading to r3 = 1 which is the case already studied.

5 Generalized permutation branes in the integrable flows

5.1 Preliminaries on the generalized permutation branes

In [17] the authors defined a consistent brane configuration, involving a permutation

automorphism, on a product of WZW models Gk1
× Gk2

. Geometrically such branes,

called generalized permutation branes, wrap the submanifold

Dπ
f =

{(

(h1 f h−1
2 )k′2 , (h2 f h−1

1 )k′1
)

=
(

v1
k′2 , v2

k′1
)

|∀ h1 , h2 ∈ G
}

, (5.1)

where k′i = ki/k and k = gcd(k1, k2). In general the dimensions of these branes are

2dG − rG, but for f = e, where e is the identity element of the group, is dG and the

expression (5.1) simplifies to

Dπ(e) =
{(

vk′2 , v−k′1
)

| ∀ v = h1h−1
2 ∈ G

}

. (5.2)

Notice that in the case of equal levels the brane geometry (5.1) reduce to that of the

permutation branes (3.13).

Furthermore, it was found that the restriction of the WZ three-form on (5.1) satisfies

the condition (3.6) with ωWZ given by

ωWZ(h1, h2) =
k′1k′2

k

(

Tr(h−1
1 dh1 ∧ f h−1

2 dh2 f−1) + Tr(h−1
2 dh2 ∧ f h−1

1 dh1 f−1)
)

+ k1

k′2−1

∑
i=1

(k′2 − i)Tr(vi
1v−1

1 dv1v−i
1 ∧ v−1

1 dv1)

+ k2

k′1−1

∑
i=1

(k′1 − i)Tr(vi
2v−1

2 dv2v−i
2 ∧ v−1

2 dv2) .

(5.3)
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For topological reasons, discussed in 3.4, it is deduced in [17] that f = exp(πiλ/κ)

where λ is an integral weight of g and κ = lcm(k1, k2). Thus, the number of stable

generalized permutation branes coincides with the number of the ordinary branes in

G with level κ.

Let us finally comment on the symmetries of the model in the presence of (5.1). It

is invariant under the chiral transformation (4.3) in the bulk, which on the boundary

reduces to

(g1, g2)|∂Σ 7→ (kg1k−1, kg2k−1) , (5.4)

in agreement with the boundary equations of motion found in [17]

k1 J1+ + k2 J2−|∂Σ = −k1 J1− − k2 J2−|∂Σ , (5.5)

Thus, the generalized permutation branes preserve the ĝk1+k2
Kac-Moody algebra.

Notice that the boundary conditions (5.5) do not preserve the Virassoro algebra as-

sociated with ĝk1
⊕ ĝk2

. However in [17] and [18] the authors have proven that (5.1)

are consistent solutions of the DBI action, thus proving their conformal invariance. In

the following sections we will investigate the possibility for such a brane geometry

to belong in the family of integrable branes for the RG flows under study, specifically

those with IR fixed points.

5.2 Generalized permutation branes in the deformed models

5.2.1 GPB in the deformed coset space

Let us now embed (5.1) in (3.28). In order to determine the boundary contribution

in the variation of (3.28) first we have to specify the induced two-form on the brane

worldvolume (5.1). It turns out that

ωk1,k2;λ =
1

4π

(

ωWZ(h1, h2) +
2

∑
i=1

2ki(1 − λ)Tr(dgig
−1
i , Λ−T

i,i+1(sig
−1
i dgi + si+1g−1

i+1dgi+1))|Dπ
f

− 2λsisi+1kiTr(dgig
−1
i , Λ−T

i,i+1(D
T
i+1 − 1)g−1

i dgi)|Dπ
f

)

, (5.6)
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where ωWZ(h1, h2) is given in (5.3). Then we find that

δS|∂Σ =
k(λ−1 − 1)

4π

∫

∂Σ
Tr(δh1h−1

1 , ((1 − DT
v1
)−1 − (1 − Dv2)

−1)(B+ −B−))

− k(λ−1 − 1)

4π

∫

∂Σ
Tr(δh2h−1

2 , ((1 − DT
v2
)−1 − (1 − Dv1

)−1)(B+ − B−)) .

(5.7)

It is straightforward to see that its vanishing leads to the conclusion that the brane

geometry (5.1) with the two-form (5.3) solve the boundary conditions (2.52), thus con-

sisting an integrable brane configuration.

The brane geometry (5.1) preserves gauge invariance of model (III). To see this notice

that the boundary conditions (5.1) remain fixed under the gauge transformation (2.42)

(g1, g2)|∂Σ 7→ (Lg1L−1, Lg2L−1)|∂Σ = ((h′1 f h′2
−1

)k′2 , (h′2 f h′1
−1

)k′1) , (5.8)

where h′1 = Lh1 and h′2 = Lh2. Setting thus, δVh1h−1
1 = δVh2h−1

2 in (5.7) we find

that the boundary term in (4.11) vanishes, proving that model (III) preserves its gauge

invariance under the presence of (5.1). Projecting the (2dG − rG)-dimensional branes

in the deformed coset space we end up with (dG − rG)-dimensional integrable branes.

For G = SU(2) such branes are D2-branes.

According to the analysis of section 3.4, which may equally well be performed here,

we conclude that the model (III) admits κ = lcm(k1, k2) integrable branes, additionally

to the (k1 + 1)(k2 + 1) given in (3.32), wrapped around Dπ
f .

5.2.2 GPB in the deformed current algebra models

For the sake of simplicity we will consider the lowest dimensional brane (5.2) embed-

ded in the target space of the sigma-model (3.20). The boundary two-form, trivializing

Hk1,k2;λ1,λ2
on (5.2) is

ωk1,k2;λ1,λ2
=

1

4π

(

ωWZ(h1, h2) +
2

∑
i=1

λik
(i+1)Tr(dgig

−1
i ∧OT

i+1,ig
−1
i+1dgi+1)|Dπ(e)

+ λiλi+1kiTr(dgig
−1
i ∧OT

i+1,iD
T
i+1g−1

i dgi)|Dπ(e)

)

,

(5.9)
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Varying the action and restricting our attention to the contribution from the boundary

we find that (see Appendix B.2)

δSk1,k2;λ1,λ2
|∂Σ =

√
k1k2

2π

∫

∂Σ
Tr(δh1h−1

1 , (1 − DT
v )

−1((λ−1
1 − λ−1

0 )A1+ + (λ−1
2 − λ0)A2+

− (λ−1
1 − λ0)A1− − (λ−1

2 − λ−1
0 )A2−)

+

√
k1k2

2π

∫

∂Σ
Tr(δh2h−1

2 , (1 − Dv)
−1((λ−1

1 − λ−1
0 )A1+ + (λ−1

2 − λ0)A2+

− (λ−1
1 − λ0)A1− − (λ−1

2 − λ−1
0 )A2−) . (5.10)

This indicates that the brane (5.2) with the boundary two-form (5.9) is a solution of the

boundary conditions

(λ−1
1 − λ−1

0 )A1+ + (λ−1
2 − λ0)A2+|∂Σ = (λ−1

1 − λ0)A1− + (λ−1
2 − λ−1

0 )A2−|∂Σ . (5.11)

Unfortunately, we were not able to derive (5.11) with the boundary monodromy method

presented in the first section, thus we can not be sure if model (II) continues to be in-

tegrable in the presence of the brane (5.2). However, we will make a few observations

regarding its presence in the RG flow under study and especially at its fixed points.

Consider the case where one of the deformation parameters freezes out, e.g. (λ1, λ2) =

(λ, 0).15 This theory smoothly flows from a UV CFT, for λ = 0, towards a CFT in the

IR for λ = λ0. That is

Gk1
× Gk2

=⇒ Gk1
× Gk2−k1

. (5.12)

The IR CFT can be realized under the group redefinition (g1, g2) → (g′1 = g2g1, g′2 =

g2). It is straightforward to see that the boundary conditions (5.11) in the flow (5.12),

expressed in terms of the group elements are

(λ0 − λ)J1+ + λ−1
0 (J2+ + λD2 J1+)|∂Σ = (λ − λ−1

0 )J2− − λ0(J1− + λDT
1 J2−)|∂Σ . (5.13)

In the UV limit, λ = 0, (5.13) reduce to (5.5) as expected, in agreement with the sym-

metry (5.4) preserved by the brane (5.2). Turning our attention to the IR limit, λ = λ0,

15Notice that this RG flow can not be considered for the branes (3.7) studied in 4.1, since they require
λ1 = λ2
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(5.13) becomes

k1 J′1+ + (k2 − k1)J′2+|∂Σ = −k1 J′1− − (k2 − k1)J′2−|∂Σ , (5.14)

where we expressed the fields in terms of (g′1, g′2).
16 Notice that the currents appearing

in (5.14) are the diagonal combination of the generators of the Kac-Moody algebra

of the IR CFT. This agrees with the fact that the brane (5.2) under the redefinition

(g1, g2) → (g′1, g′2), transforms as

Dπ
e =

(

vk′2 , v−k′1
)

→
(

vk′2−k′1 , v−k′1
)

, (5.16)

which corresponds to the lowest dimensional GPB embedded in the IR CFT Gk1
×

Gk2−k1
, since k = gcd(k1, k2) = gcd(k1, k2 − k1) for k2 > k1. Let us point out that the

above result holds only for the brane (5.2) as the higher dimensional ones (5.1), under

the previous field redefinition, transform as

Dπ
f →

{(

v2
k′2v1

k′1 , v2
k′2
)

|∀ h1 , h2 ∈ G
}

= M f , (5.17)

which do not belong in the class of the GPBs for the product Gk1
× Gk2−k1

.17

Thus, we conclude that the brane configuration

Dπ(e) =
{(

vk′2 , v−k′1
)

| ∀ v = h1h−1
2 ∈ G

}

,

ωk1,k2;λ =ωWZ(h1, h2) +
√

k1k2λTr(dg1g−1
1 ∧ g−1

2 dg2)|Dπ(e) ,

(5.18)

with ωWZ(h1, h2) given in (5.3), embedded in the RG flow (5.12) smoothly flows from a

conformal brane in the UV, for λ = 0, to a conformal brane in the IR for λ = λ0. How-

ever its integrability preserving nature between the two CFT points remains open. We

expect that the same results hold for the higher dimensional GPB branes given in (5.1).

In the case where none of the deformation parameters is set to zero the model flows

to the IR CFT given in (4.2) for (λ1, λ2) = (λ0, λ0). The boundary conditions (5.11),

16We used the identities

J′1+ = J2+ + D2 J1+ , J′1− = J1− + DT
1 J2− . (5.15)

17Based on the arguments of [17], one can show that the number of stable M f branes embedded in

the IR CFT Gk1
× Gk2−k1

is κ = lcm(k1, k2). Thus, as the previously defined geometries the number of
stable branes (5.1) remains invariant along the whole deformation line (5.12).
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evaluated at the IR fixed point, become

A2+(λ0, λ0)|∂Σ = A1−(λ0, λ0)|∂Σ , (5.19)

which, as was mentioned before, relate the left-right generators of the current algebra

symmetry of the IR CFT (4.2). Thus the presence of the brane (5.2) in the IR limit,

breaks down the symmetry group (4.2) to the diagonal subgroup of (4.7). Finally let

us mention that in the case of equal levels k1 = k2 the whole set up is reduced to the

integrability preserving permutation branes (3.19) embedded in model (I) (3.3).

5.3 The lowest dimensional GPB for G = SU(2)

The action describing the entire flow (5.12), for a worldsheet with no boundaries, is

Sk1,k2;λ = Sk1
(g1) + Sk2

(g2)−
√

k1k2λ

π

∫

Tr(J1+, J2−) . (5.20)

The induced metric and boundary two-form on the worldvolume of (5.2) will be

derived from the background fields of (5.20) for gi = SU(2), i = 1, 2 and in the

parametrization (3.35). Doing so, we extract the background metric and H-field of

(5.20) but we do not present them here.

As has been noted in [17] the parametrization (3.35) proves to be convenient for the

description of the brane (5.2). Being specific every point on the brane satisfies the

relation

ψ1 = k′2ψ , ψ2 = −k′1ψ , θ1 = θ2 = θ , φ1 = φ2 = φ. (5.21)

where gi = gi(ψi, θi, φi), i = 1, 2 and v = v(ψ, θ, φ). Thus, we find that the induced

metric reads

dŝ2 = f (k1, k2, λ)dψ2 + g(k1, k2; λ)(dθ2 + sin2(θ)dφ2) , (5.22)

where

f (k1, k2, λ) = k′1k′2(k1 + k2 − 2k2λλ0) ,

g(k1, k2; λ) = (k1 − k2λλ0) sin2(k′2ψ) + k2(1 − λλ0) sin2(k′1ψ)

+ k2λλ0 sin2((k′1 − k′2)ψ) .

(5.23)
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From (5.18) and using the form of (5.3) found in [17] we find that the boundary two-

form is

ωk1,k2;λ = h(k1, k2, λ) sin(θ)dθ ∧ dφ , (5.24)

where

h(k1 , k2, λ) = k2 sin(2k′1ψ)− k1 sin(2k′2ψ)

− 4k2λ0λ sin(k′2ψ) sin(k′1ψ) sin((k′2 − k′1)ψ) .
(5.25)

It is straightforward to see that for λ = 0 the induced fields (5.22) and (5.24) become

those found in [17]. Turning our attention to the IR limit λ = λ0 =
√

k1/k2 we find

what we expected from the analysis in the previous section, i.e. the fields on the brane

are the ones found in the UV limit under the redefinition k2 → k2 − k1

dŝ2 = k′1(k
′
2 − k′1)k2dψ2 + (k1 sin2((k′2 − k′1)ψ)− (k2 − k1) sin2 k′1ψ)(dθ2 + sin(θ)2dφ2) ,

ωk1,k2,λ0
= (k1 sin(2(k′2 − k′1)ψ)− (k2 − k1) sin(2k′1ψ)) sin(θ)dθ ∧ dφ . (5.26)

Notice that in the case of equal levels k1 = k2 the whole set up is reduced to the lowest

dimensional integrability preserving permutation brane, Cπ
f , f−1, embedded in the RG

flow described by (2.1) for (λ, λ2) = (λ, 0). It is straightforward to see that the metric

(5.22) reduces to the metric of an S3-sphere with a deformed radius embedded in the

diagonal and symmetric way in the target space of the corresponding sigma-model

ds2 = k(1 − λ)(dψ2 + sin2 ψ(dθ2 + sin2 θdφ2)) . (5.27)

In this case the two-form (5.24) vanishes, in agreement with [15] [16].

6 Conclusions

In this paper we studied integrable brane configurations embedded in three types of

generalized λ-deformed models, denoted as model (I), (II) and (III). The model (I) and

(II) correspond to the deformation of two WZW models based on the product group,

Gk × Gk and Gk1
× Gk2

respectively. The model (III) corresponds to the deformation of

a diagonal coset space CFT of the form Gk1
× Gk2

/Gk1+k2
. Model (I) flows to a strongly

coupled theory, while (II) and (III) to exact CFTs in the far IR.
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To obtain the integrable boundary conditions along their RG flows, we constructed

the simplest forms of boundary monodromy matrices and demanded, in each case,

that they generate conserved charges in the presence of boundaries. Using two dif-

ferent definitions of the reflection transformation we found that the models (I) and

(II) admit two kinds of integrable conditions, relating the components of the same

and of different gauge fields. In the case of (I), both types are consistent with the

vanishing of the momentum flow from the boundary, and have a nice geometric in-

terpretation as a product of G-conjugacy classes, C f1 f2
, and twisted conjugacy classes,

Cπ
f1 f2

. We saw that the conjugacy classes require the couplings to be equal, λ1 = λ2,

while for the twisted ones this is not a requirement. Model (II) admits one set of in-

tegrable boundary conditions consistent with the vanishing of the momentum flow,

which correspond to branes wrapping around C f1 f2
. The other set, even though it pre-

serves integrability of the model, does not have a geometric interpretation in terms of

Dirichlet and Neumann boundary conditions. Finally, model (III) admits integrable

brane configurations that are also described by a product of G-conjugacy classes.

After the identification of the integrable boundary conditions and their geometric in-

terpretation as D-branes, we proceeded with the study of their stability points and

their geometry. As in [26] we found that all occurrences of the deformation in the

quantization condition (3.33) cancel out, enforcing the D-branes to sit at localized po-

sitions. This result, in the case of models (II) and (III), indicates that the number of

stable branes in the UV and IR fixed points of their RG flows remains invariant, de-

spite the loss of bulk degrees of freedom dictated by Zamolodchikov’s C-theorem.

Subsequently, we proceeded with the identification of the surviving symmetries of

the latter CFTs. Being specific, the model (II) flows from the CFT (4.1) to the CFT

(4.2). The presence of the brane C f1 f2
along its deformation line preserves in the UV

the diagonal subgroup of each copy of the chiral symmetry (4.3). In the IR it can

be realized as the gauge fixed version of a brane geometry that respects its gauge

symmetry (4.8) and the diagonal subgroup of (4.9). For the model (III) we found

that the integrable branes preserve its gauge invariance along the whole deformation

line. Additionally, for G = SU(2) and in the two CFT limits, we saw that they can

be identified with the 0, 1−dimensional Cardy branes for the diagonal coset spaces

SU(2)k × SU(2)l /SU(2)k+l .

Finally, we considered the newest class, at least to our knowledge, of non factoriz-
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ing D-branes known as generalized permutation branes, Dπ
f . We saw that they can

be thought of as additional integrable brane geometries for model (III), which also

preserve its gauge symmetry. On the contrary we were not able to identify them as

integrable brane geometries for model (II), however we saw that they interpolate be-

tween two conformal brane configurations in the UV and IR fixed points of its RG flow.

As the previously defined geometries, their quantization condition remains invariant

when we turn on the deformation leading to an invariant brane spectrum between the

two CFT limits of (II) and (III). Finally, we considered the lowest dimensional GPB em-

bedded in the deformed SU(2)k1
× SU(2)k2

CFT and we extracted its induced fields.

There are several directions for future study: One, for example, could try to con-

struct a more exotic generalized transport matrix (2.9) in order to derive the boundary

conditions (5.11) as conditions that preserve the bulk integrability of model (II) and

subsequently derive the infinite tower of conserved local and non local higher spin

charges. Furthermore, it would be interesting to find integrable boundary conditions

for the models recently constructed in [41–44] which admit Lax pairs that do not have

a simple spectral dependence, and apply the sigma-model approach in order to give a

geometric picture as D-branes. Lastly, one might want to consider the boundary con-

ditions we studied on the upper half plane as was done in [45] in the case of the single

λ-deformed model.
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A Integrable branes in the λ-model

Here we will show in detail, using the approach of section 2, that the brane geometry

Cω
f = {ω(h) f h−1 |∀h ∈ G} . (A.1)
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corresponds to the integrable boundary conditions found in [26] [27].

The effective λ-deformed group G and symmetric space G/H action can be put in the

following compact form

Sk;λ = Sk(g)−
k

π

∫

Σ
Tr(∂+gg−1, (P − DT)−1g−1∂−g) , (A.2)

where the operator P is defined as

P =







λ−1, group space ,

P (0) + λ−1P (1), symmetric space .
(A.3)

In the latter case P (i) are the projectors along the Z2-decomposition of the Lie algebra

g = g
(0) ⊕ g

(1).

In the presence of boundaries the action (A.2) is modified as

Sk;λ =
∫

Σ
Lk;λ +

∫

M′
Hk;λ −

∫

D
ωk;λ , (A.4)

where18

Lk,λ = − k

8π
Tr(g−1∂µg, g−1∂µg)− k

4π
Tr(∂µgg−1, (P − DT)−1g−1∂µg) ,

Hk,λ(g) =
k

4π
(HWZ(g) + dTr(dgg−1 ∧ (P − DT)−1g−1dg)) .

(A.6)

The three-dimensional space M′ is defined such that ∂M′ = Σ ∪ D and

Hk,λ|brane = dωk,λ . (A.7)

Using the brane geometry (A.1) and the equation (A.7) we find that

ωk,λ(h) =
k

4π
(ωWZ(h) + Tr(dgg−1 ∧ (P − DT)−1g−1dg)|Cω

f
) , (A.8)

where [8]

ωWZ( f ) = tr(h−1dh ∧ ΩT f h−1dh f−1) , (A.9)

18Our worldsheet conventions are

ηττ = −ησσ = ηττ = −ησσ = 1 , ǫτσ = −ǫτσ = −ǫστ = ǫστ = −1 . (A.5)

Lightcone coordinates are defined as σ± = τ ± σ.

40



with Ω satisfying the condition ΩT = Ω−1.19 Now we are in position to derive the

boundary conditions which correspond to the brane (A.1). We begin with the variation

of the first term in (A.4) where we restrict ourselves in the boundary terms while the

bulk terms will be omitted. Doing so we find that

∫

δLk;λ|∂Σ =
k

4π

∫

∂Σ
(Tr(g−1δg, g−1∂σg) + Tr(δgg−1, (P − DT)−1g−1∂σg)

+ Tr(g−1δg, (P − D)−1∂σgg−1)

=
k

4π

∫

∂Σ
(Tr(g−1δg, g−1∂σg)− Tr(δgg−1, AL

σ) + Tr(g−1δg, AR
σ )) ,

(A.11)

where for convenience we have defined

AL
µ = −(P − DT)−1g−1∂µg, AR

µ = (P − D)−1∂µgg−1 , µ = τ, σ . (A.12)

Using (A.1) one can see that on the boundary, arbitrary variations of g can be written

as

δgg−1|∂Σ = (Ω − D)δhh−1 ,

g−1δg|∂Σ = (DTΩ − 1)δhh−1 .
(A.13)

Plugging (A.13) in (A.11) we find that

∫

δLk;λ|∂Σ =
k

4π

∫

∂Σ
Tr(δhh−1, ΩT∂σgg−1 − g−1∂σg − (ΩT − DT)AL

σ + (ΩT D − 1)AR
σ ) .

(A.14)

Similarly, the variation of the boundary two-form (A.8) reads 20

∫

δωk;λ|∂D = − k

4π

∫

∂Σ
Tr(δhh−1, ΩT∂τgg−1 + (ΩTD − 1)AR

τ + g−1∂τg + (ΩT − DT)AL
τ) .

(A.16)

19To see this notice that in order for HWZ(g)|Cω
f

to equal ωWZ( f ) the following relation must hold

Tr(tA, [tB, tC]) = Tr(Ω(tA), [Ω(tB), Ω(tC)]) = Tr(Ω(tA), Ω[tB, tC]) . (A.10)

20We used the fact that ∂Σ = −∂D and the relation

(DTΩ − ΩT D)∂τhh−1 = ΩTg−1∂τ g + ∂τ gg−1 . (A.15)
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Combining (A.14),(A.16) we find that the total boundary contribution is

δS|∂Σ =
k

2π

∫

∂Σ
tr(δhh−1, ΩT∇+gg−1 + g−1∇−g + (ΩT − 1)(A+ + A−)) . (A.17)

Specializing to the case of the λ-deformed G-model this becomes 21

δS|∂Σ =
k

2π

∫

∂Σ
tr(δhh−1, (λ−1ΩT − 1)A+ − (λ−1

1 − ΩT)A−) . (A.19)

Thus the brane configuration (A.1) and (A.8) is a solution of the boundary conditions

(λ−1
1 − Ω)A+|∂Σ = (λ−1Ω − 1)A−|∂Σ , (A.20)

where we used also the fact that ΩT = Ω−1. We know from [26] that in order for (A.1)

to be an integrable brane geometry Ω should be an involutive automorphism. In this

case (A.20) reduces to the integrable boundary conditions, found in the same work,

A+|∂Σ = ΩA−|∂Σ , Ω2 = 1 . (A.21)

Turning our attention now to the λ-deformed G/H-model we decompose δhh−1 in its

subgroup and coset components denoted with the indices (0) and (1) respectively. We

also assume that Ω respects the Z2-decomposition of g. Doing so we find that (A.17)

becomes 22

δS|∂Σ =
k

2π

∫

∂Σ
tr(δhh−1 , (ΩT − 1)Aτ)(0)

+ tr(δhh−1, (λ−1ΩT − 1)A+ − (λ−1
1 − ΩT)A−)(1) .

(A.23)

The vanishing of (A.23) leads to the boundary conditions Ω(g(0)) = 1 unless A
(0)
τ |∂Σ =

0 and A
(1)
+ |∂Σ = ΩA

(1)
− |∂Σ with Ω2(g(1)) = 1. These are exactly the integrable bound-

21We used the constraint equations for the λ G-model

∇+gg−1 = (λ−1 − 1)A+, g−1∇−g = −(λ−1 − 1)A− (A.18)

22We used the constraint equations for the λ G/H-model

(∇+gg−1)(0) = 0, (g−1∇g)(0) = 0 ,

(∇+gg−1)(1) = (λ−1 − 1)A
(1)
+ , (g−1∇−g)(1) = −(λ−1 − 1)A

(1)
− .

(A.22)
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ary conditions found in [27] for W = 1.

B Derivation of the boundary terms for model (I)-(III)

In this section we will present the technical details for the derivation of the boundary

conditions for the integrable branes of models (I), (II) and (III).

B.1 Model (I)

We start with the variation of the first term in (3.5). As before we will concentrate

ourselves only on boundary terms. For further simplification we will omit the label

(k; λ1, λ2) and as before we will define,

AR
1µ = λ1(1 − λ1λ2D1D2)

−1(∂µg1g−1
1 + λ2D1∂µg2g−1

2 ) ,

AL
1µ = −λ1(1 − λ1λ2DT

2 DT
1 )

−1(g−1
2 ∂µg2 + λ2DT

2 g−1
1 ∂µg1) ,

AR
2µ = λ2(1 − λ1λ2D2D1)

−1(∂µg2g−1
2 + λ1D2∂µg1g−1

1 ) ,

AL
2µ = −λ2(1 − λ1λ2DT

1 DT
2 )

−1(g−1
1 ∂µg1 + λ1DT

1 g−1
2 ∂µg2) ,

(B.1)

with µ = τ, σ. Doing so we find

∫

δL|∂Σ =
k

4π

∫

∂Σ

2

∑
i=1

Tr(g−1
i δgi, g−1

i ∂σgi)− Tr(δgig
−1
i , AL

iσ) + Tr(giδgi, AR
i+1σ) . (B.2)

Using (3.7) we find that arbitrary variations of the group elements on the boundary

can be written as

g−1
i δgi = (DT

i − 1)δhih
−1
i ,

δgig
−1
i = (1 − Di)δhih

−1
i , i = 1, 2 .

(B.3)

Substituting (B.3) in (B.2) we find

∫

δL|∂Σ =
k

4π

∫

∂Σ

2

∑
i=1

Tr(δhih
−1
i , ∂σgig

−1
i − g−1

i ∂σgi − (1 − DT
i )AL

iσ + (Di − 1)AR
i+1σ) .

(B.4)
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Similarly, the variation of the boundary two-form (3.8) gives

∫

δω|∂D = − k

4π

∫

∂Σ

2

∑
i=1

Tr(δhih
−1
i , ∂τgig

−1
i + g−1

i ∂τgi + (Di − 1)AR
i+1τ + (1 − DT

i )AL
iτ) .

(B.5)

Combining (B.4) and (B.5) we find that the total boundary contribution reads

δS|∂Σ =
k

2π

∫

∂Σ

2

∑
i=1

Tr(δhih
−1
i , ∂+gig

−1
i + g−1

i ∂−gi + (1 − DT
i )Ai− + (Di − 1)Ai+1+)

=
k

2π

∫

∂Σ

2

∑
i=1

Tr(δhih
−1
i ,∇+gig

−1
i + g−1

i ∇−gi + (Ai+ − Ai+1+) + (Ai− − Ai+1−)) .

(B.6)

To pass from the first to the second equality we used the definition of the covariant

derivative ∇µgi = ∂µgi − Aiµgi + gi Ai+1µ [31].

Turning our attention to the brane (3.13) we find that arbitrary variations of the group

elements on the boundary can be written as

g−1
i δgi = DT

i δhih
−1
i − δhi+1h−1

i+1 ,

δgig
−1
i = δhih

−1
i − Diδhi+1h−1

i+1 , i = 1, 2 .
(B.7)

Following the same steps as before we find

∫

Σ
δL =

k

4π

∫

∂Σ

2

∑
i=1

Tr(δhih
−1
i , ∂σgig

−1
i − AR

iσ − Di A
R
i+1σ − g−1

i+1∂σgi+1 + DT
i+1AL

i+1σ − AL
iσ) ,

(B.8)

and

∫

D
δω = − k

4π

∫

∂Σ

2

∑
i=1

Tr(δhih
−1
i , ∂τgig

−1
i − AR

iτ − Di A
R
i+1τ + g−1

i+1∂τgi+1 − DT
i+1AL

i+1τ + AL
iτ) ,

(B.9)

where the two-form is given in (3.19). Combining (B.8) and (B.9) we find that the total
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boundary contribution in the variation of (3.5) is

δS∂Σ =
k

2π

∫

∂Σ

2

∑
i=1

Tr(δhih
−1
i , ∂+gig

−1
i − Ai+ + Di Ai+1+ + g−1

i+1∂−gi+1 − DT
i+1Ai+1− + Ai−)

=
k

2π

∫

∂Σ

2

∑
i=1

Tr(δhih
−1
i ,∇+gig

−1
i + g−1

i+1∇−gi+1) . (B.10)

B.2 Model (II)

Since the boundary conditions (3.23) correspond to the brane (3.7), we skip the tech-

nical details as they are similar to (B.2)-(B.6). We will show however that the brane

geometry (5.2) with the boundary two form (5.9) corresponds to the boundary condi-

tions (5.11).

Varying the first term in (3.20) we find

∫

δL|∂Σ =
2

∑
i=1

ki

4π

∫

∂Σ
Tr(g−1

i δgi, g−1
i ∂σgi)− Tr(δgig

−1
i , AL

iσ) + Tr(giδgi, AR
i+1σ) ,

(B.11)

where

AR
1µ = λ1(1 − λ1λ2D1D2)

−1(λ0∂µg1g−1
1 + λ2D1∂µg2g−1

2 ) ,

AL
1µ = −λ1(1 − λ1λ2DT

2 DT
1 )

−1(λ−1
0 g−1

2 ∂µg2 + λ2DT
2 g−1

1 ∂µg1) ,

AR
2µ = λ2(1 − λ1λ2D2D1)

−1(λ−1
0 ∂µg2g−1

2 + λ1D2∂µg1g−1
1 ) ,

AL
2µ = −λ2(1 − λ1λ2DT

1 DT
2 )

−1(λ0g−1
1 ∂µg1 + λ1DT

1 g−1
2 ∂µg2) .

(B.12)

Arbitrary variations of the group elements on the boundary can be written as [17]

g−1
1 δg1|∂Σ =

1 − DT
1

1 − DT
v
(DT

v δh1h−1
1 − δh2h−1

2 ) ,

g−1
2 δg2|∂Σ =

1 − DT
2

1 − Dv
(Dvδh2h−1

2 − δh1h−1
1 ) .

(B.13)
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Substituting (B.13) in (B.11) we find

∫

δL|∂Σ =
1

4π

∫

∂Σ

2

∑
i=1

Tr((Dri
− 1)−1δhih

−1
i , ki(∂σgig

−1
i − g−1

i ∂σgi − (1 − DT
i )AL

iσ

+ (Di − 1)AR
i+1σ) + ki+1(∂σgi+1g−1

i+1 + g−1
i+1∂σgi+1 − (1 − DT

i+1)AL
i+1σ

+ (Di+1 − 1)AR
iσ)) . (B.14)

where we defined r1 = r−1
2 = v. The variation of the WZ boundary two-form (5.3) has

been computed in [17]. Thus the variation of (5.9) reads

∫

δω|∂D = − 1

4π

∫

∂Σ

2

∑
i=1

Tr((Dri
− 1)−1δhih

−1
i , ki(∂τgig

−1
i + g−1

i ∂τgi + (1 − DT
i )AL

iτ

+ (Di − 1)AR
i+1τ) + ki+1(∂τgi+1g−1

i+1 + g−1
i+1∂τgi+1 − (1 − DT

i+1)AL
i+1τ

+ (Di+1 − 1)AR
iτ)) . (B.15)

Combining (B.14) and (B.15) we find that the total contribution from the boundary in

the variation of (3.20) is

δS∂Σ =
1

2π

∫

∂Σ

2

∑
i=1

Tr((Dri
− 1)−1δhih

−1
i , ki(∇+gig

−1
i + g−1

i ∇−gi + Ai+ − Ai+1++

Ai− − Ai+1−) + ki+1(∇+gi+1g−1
i+1 + g−1

i+1∇−gi+1 + Ai+1+ − Ai+

+ Ai+1− − Ai−)) . (B.16)

B.3 Model (III)

Here we will skip the intermediate details and we will just present the necessary re-

sults for the derivation of the boundary conditions (4.18), (5.7)

B.3.1 Boundary conditions (4.18)

δgig
−1
i |∂Σ = (1 − DiD

T
r3
)δhih

−1
i + (DiD

T
r3
− Di)δh3h−1

3

g−1
i δgi|∂Σ = (DT

i −−DT
r3
)δhih

−1
i + (DT

r3
− 1)δh3h−1

3 , i = 1, 2 ,
(B.17)
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∫

δL|∂Σ =
2

∑
i=1

ki

4π

∫

∂Σ
Tr(δhih

−1
i , ∂σgig

−1
i − Dr3 gi∂σgi − (1 − Dr3 DT

i )AL
iσ + (Di − Dr3)AR

iσ)

+
2

∑
i=1

ki

4π

∫

∂Σ
Tr(δh3h−1

3 , (D3 − 1)g−1
i ∂σgi − (Dr3 DT

i − 1)AL
iσ + (Dr3 − 1)AR

iσ) ,

(B.18)

∫

δω|∂D = −
2

∑
i=1

ki

4π

∫

∂Σ
Tr(δhih

−1
i , ∂τgig

−1
i + Dr3 gi∂τgi + (1 − Dr3 DT

i )AL
iτ + (Di − Dr3)AR

iτ

− 2∂τr3r−1
3 )−

2

∑
i=1

ki

4π

∫

∂Σ
Tr(δh3h−1

3 , (D3 − 1)g−1
i ∂τgi + (Dr3 DT

i − 1)AL
iτ

+ (Dr3 − 1)AR
iτ + 2∂τr3r−1

3 ) . (B.19)

B.3.2 Boundary conditions (5.7)

g−1
1 δg1|∂Σ =

1 − DT
1

1 − DT
v1

(DT
v1

δh1h−1
1 − δh2h−1

2 ) ,

g−1
2 δg2|∂Σ =

1 − DT
2

1 − DT
v2

(DT
v2

δh2h−1
2 − δh1h−1

1 ) .

(B.20)

∫

δL|∂Σ =
1

4π

2

∑
i=1

∫

∂Σ
Tr(δhih

−1
i , ki(1 − DT

vi
)−1(∂σgig

−1
i − g−1

i ∂σgi − (1 − DT
i )AL

iσ

+ (Di − 1)AR
iσ)− ki+1(Dvi+1

− 1)−1(∂σgi+1g−1
i+1 + g−1

i+1∂σgi+1

− (1 − DT
i+1)AL

i+1σ + (Di+1 − 1)AR
i+1σ)) . (B.21)

∫

δω|∂D = − 1

4π

2

∑
i=1

∫

∂Σ
Tr(δhih

−1
i , ki(1 − DT

vi
)−1(∂τgig

−1
i + g−1

i ∂τgi + (1 − DT
i )AL

iτ

+ (Di − 1)AR
iτ)− ki+1(Dvi+1

− 1)−1(∂τgi+1g−1
i+1 + g−1

i+1∂τgi+1

+ (1 − DT
i+1)AL

i+1τ + (Di+1 − 1)AR
i+1τ)) . (B.22)
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δS|∂Σ = − 1

4π

2

∑
i=1

∫

∂Σ
Tr(δhih

−1
i , ki(1 − DT

vi
)−1(∂+gig

−1
i + g−1

i ∂−gi + (1 − DT
i )Ai−

+ (Di − 1)Ai+)− ki+1(Dvi+1
− 1)−1(∂+gi+1g−1

i+1 + g−1
i+1∂−gi+1

+ (1 − DT
i+1)Ai+1− + (Di+1 − 1)Ai+1+)) . (B.23)
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