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Abstract

We search for integrable boundary conditions and their geometric interpretation as
D-branes, in models constructed as generalized A-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 C, while in the second one, they are described by the product C;Cp of conjugacy

classes.

If we extend the WZW model to a product space G x 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 k; = 1, kp = 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-



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 A-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 A-deformed
models. The first such class is constructed in [28430] 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/li.e.

N k N
Skan Ay = 3 Swzwk(gi) — pu Z/dZUTr(MH)\iHh—) +0(A%), (11
= i=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 A-deformed models with couplings A4, ..., AN.
Thus the RG flow equations of each of the coupling matrices A; are the same as that
of a single A-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 (L), the effective

1The currents [ are defined as

Jiv = 048ig %, Jio =g 'o-gi.



action for the N = 2 case, is slightly modified and takes the form

vVk1k
Skykpdi A = Sk; (81) + Sk, (82) — le /dZCTTl”(]1+/\1]2— + o+ A2J1-) + O(A%) (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 (I.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. ¢, = cg. 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 Gi, X Gy, /Gy, 4k,- 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 Gy, _, X Gy, /Gy, [34].

Since the models presented above appear as integrable deformations of product spaces,
they have richer mathematical and physical structures compared to the A-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
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



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 [Al we apply the sigma-model approach in the group and coset space A-
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 A-deformed models.

2.1 The isotropic deformation at equal levels

Let us consider the A-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;/\lr/\z = SWZW,k (81) + SWZW,k (82)—
- E / d?oTr (] J ) MA207 DQT A1 On Jio (2.1)
/s 1+ J2+ A O1n MA05DT )\ o )|

where we assumed isotropic couplings A1, A; and we introduced the operator

O = (1-MADIDI) T, (2.2)

which is given in terms of the adjoint operator, D;(X) = g;(X)g; ' for i = 1,2 and
X € g. Its equations of motion can be encoded in two independent sets of first order

differential equations

1 .



where the algebra valued fields A14, A>+ € g are given in terms of the group elements

91,82 € Gas

Ary = M (1 — AMAD1D2) " H(Jig + AaD1Jay),

Ao = A (1= MADIDD) (o + AaD3 1), 04
Az = A(1— MA2D2D1) (Jor + MD2J1y ), |
Ay = =1 — MADI D7) M (Jim + MDf Jo-),
and its energy-momentum tensor takes the simple form
2
Tiy = }: 1Tr (Aix, Ajx) . (2.5)

=1 i

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

curvature condition [28]
0+L_(z) —0_L4(z) = [L4(2),L_(z)], z€C, (2.6)

for the Lax matrices

22,‘ 1

Lis(z)= 21 4

, z€C, i=1,2. 2.7)

Thus, one can construct two transport matrices

b 1
Ti(b/ a;zi) = PeXp <_/ dULiU(TIUIZi)) ’ LiU’ = E(Ll’-‘r - Li—) ’ i = 1121 (28)
a

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. ¢ € [0, 77, 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

Ty(z) = T (27, m;2) T(7,0;2), (2.9)



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 T¢! is defined in the region og € [77,27] and is constructed from the reflected
values of the Lax pair, R : £L(c) — LR(c). The superscript Q denotes the possibility

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

b
ng(b,a;z) = Pexp <—/ daQL{f(r,a;z)) ) (2.10)
a
Then imposing integrability, i.e. demanding that
9:Ty(z) = [Ty(2), N, (2.11)

for some matrix N(z) one finds appropriate boundary conditions such that @.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:oc—2m—0, &—g.4, i=12, (2.12)
Under 2.12) the WZW currents transform as
Jix(0) = Jire(0) = —JipnzRr—0), i=12, (2.13)
which, with the aid of 2.4), lead to
Air(0) = Ajire(0) = Az 2t —0), 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

T%‘ (27, 1;2) = TiQi 0,7m;—z2), i=1,2, (2.15)

1

with (); an automorphism acting on g; @ g2 and the boundary monodromy matrices



(2.9) are given as
Ty = T:7(0, 1 —2) Ty(m,0;2), i =1,2. (2.16)

Differentiating (2.16) leads tcg

Ty :[TIQI'(O, TT; —z)ﬁgi(n; —z) — Lgi(O,‘ —z)TQi

ir1(0, 71, —2)] T;(7, 0; 2)

(2.18)
+T0, 71 —2) [Ti(71,0;2) Lig (0;2) — Lin(152)Ti(11,0;2)],  i=1,2.

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

for the matrices N;(z) = L;(z) and the boundary conditions
Lir(z)lox = QiLiz(—2z)|ox, =12, (2.19)

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

and comparing terms of the same power in z we find that
Artlor = MA1-ox, Aotz = A ox (2.21)

As in [26], for consistency reasons the automorphisms (); must be constant involutive

matrices, i.e. Q7 = 1. Demanding additionally that the conditions (2.21) lead toH

Titloz = T-—|ox, (2.22)

and using (2.5), we find that (); must preserve the trace in the g; @ g, algebra, i.e.
alo,=1i=1,2.

Let us now define the reflection operator to be

R:0—2m—o0, gi — gi_l, A — Ai—&-l . (223)

2To derive (2.I8) we used the identity
0T (b, a;2) = T (b, a;2) L3 (a;2) — LE(b; 2) T, a; 2) (2.17)

where for simplicity we defined L9 (z) = QL(z).
3The time components of the Lax pairs are given as

z 1

LiT:zz—ll—i-/\i

(z+ DAL+ (z—-1A), i=12 (2.20)

“For a general field theory the condition of the absence of momentum flow across the boundary,
translates to the boundary conditions Tr¢ gy = 0 — T4+ — T—_|35 = 0, known as conformal boundary
conditions. In the case where the theory is conformal they preserve one copy of the Virassoro algebra.



In this case the fields A;+ transform as
Air(0) = AR (0) = Ajj 12 —0), i=1,2 (2.24)
and the reflected transport matrix satisfies the relation

T%’ 2n, m;z) = T

1 i+1 (01 7T, _Z) 7 Z — 1/ 2 7 (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
Lir(z)los = QiLizic(=2)lox, i=12. (2.26)

For consistency reasons (2.26)) leads to () = Q) 1 = 0, where Q 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 1 1

— A = ——0OA,_ — A - O'A_ . 2.27
T 1+ oz A, A oz, T 2+ oz A 1-|ax (2.27)

Further, demanding that (2.27) are conformal boundary conditions, i.e. satisfying
2.22), we find that () is metric preserving and additionally that the couplings are

equal A; = A;. Thus we find the integrable boundary conditions
Arilas =QAr oz, Azilox =Q7'AL [5s. (2.28)

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

of integrable boundary conditions, namely

Aqg _ (1 0 A (2.29)
A2t ) o5 0 ) \Az2- az’ '
(), (o 9 (), =
A2+ ) o5 Q 0) \A2-/ 5

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].



Already at this level, we notice that in the UV limit the model (I) describes a product of
WZW models Gy x Gy and the integrable boundary conditions (2.29), (2.30), for triv-
ial acting automorphisms, reduce to the well known maximally symmetric boundary

conditions

Jitlos = —Jo—lox,  Jo+loxs = —Ji—lox, (2.31)

and

Jitlos = —N-lox,  Jo+loz = —Jo-lax, (2.32)
respectively. Equation describes branes wrapping around a product of conju-
gacy classes C, 1, = Cy, x Cp,, with Cy, = {hf;h; | Vh € G}, while describe con-
jugacy classes twisted by a permutation automorphism (permutation branes@[lS, 16],

which we will denote as Cnflfz = C”f1 X (C”f51)_1, with 77(g1, 92) = (g2, 91)- O Inlater

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 A-model.

2.2 The isotropic deformation at unequal levels

The A-deformation of two WZW models defined at different levels kq, k», to be referred

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

Ski oy = SWZW &, (81) + Swzw i, (82) —

1 kiAA2021DY  kyAgA O Ji—
_E/ZdZUTr (]1+ ]2+><112212 2/0M 21)(1)

kirg A0 koA1A201DT ) \ oo
As has been analyzed in [31,32], the difference in the levels results to an RG flow which

(2.33)

acquires a new fixed point in the IR for specific values of the couplings, (A1,A2) =
(Ao, Ap) with Ag = v/kq1/ka. 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-

SHere CTy = {hfiH(h;l)\ Vh € G} and IT is defined as T1(h) = exp(7(X)) = exp(XA7(T4)).

10



tion (2.6) for the Lax matrices

o - 2z 1— (Ao)il)Lz
L1z =5— Are, Lox = 59— X Azy, (2.34)

with
Arr = M1 —MAD1Dy) Y (Agfis +A2D1)ay ),

Ar_ = =M (1= MADIDT) M (AS o + ADITL),
(2.35)
A2_|_ = /\2(11 — )\1/\2D2D1)_1(/\61]2+ + A1D2]1+) ’

Az = =M1 = 222D D7)~ (Ao + MDi o)
and its energy-momentum tensor reads

1—A3 1-A3
Tyt = ko—5—Tr(A1y, A1) + ki—5=Tr(Azy, A2y ),
A A3
1-A? 1— A2
1 2
TI'(Al_, Al—) + ko
M A

(2.36)

T = k1 TI'(Az_, Az_) .
If we define the reflection transformation as

R:ioc—2m—0, g =8, MA—Ay', i=12, (2.37)

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

1—A1A 1— Agh
0 M oM
— A = ————— (M A1_|5x,
1 _/\% 1+|E)Z 1 _/\% 1411 |82
. (2.38)
1— ApAr 1— )ta Ao
— <A = ——_"HA>, |5y.
1 _A% 2+ |z 1 —A% 2A2_|os,
If we instead define that
Rioc—2m—0, g—g "', Ai—Ay, i=12, (2.39)

11



we find the boundary conditions

1—AIA 1—AIA
0 ‘M 0 ‘2
QA>_|5s,
1 —)L% 1+|82 1 —)L% 2 |BZ
(2.40)
1— AoAy 1— AoM
A QA{_|5x,
1 —A% 2+|82 1 _)L% 1 |82

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

Using (2.36) and demanding that (2.40) satisfy (2.22), we find that () preserves the
trace k1 Tr(, ) + ko Tr(,) and that A; = A, = A along the whole deformation line

Turning our attention to the other set of boundary conditions (2.38) we see that they
do not satisfy (2.22)] 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

A Q\ (A
Tl = 0_1 ! L A=Ay, (2.41)
A2+ ) o5 Q 0) \A2-/ 5

2.3 The isotropic deformation of Gy, x Gy, /Gy, 4+, space

As a last example we consider the isotropic A-deformed Gy, x Gy, / G, 4k, coset space

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

(81,82) ~ (LeiL ™', LgxL™Y), L(oy,0-) €G (2.42)
and it flows to a coset space CFT in the IR. Its action reads as

Sk o) = SWzw i, (81) + Swzw k,(82)—

_hk Tr [}HA12 ((1—A)(slh_+SzIz) 4s159A(Dy —1)J1— )] (2.43)

_k Tr [12+A21 ((1—7\)(5111—+5212 ) — 4s150A(Df —1)]>- )] ,

®As 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 G, x Gy, CFT,
the boundary conditions (2.40) describe the product Cy, .

7Unless Ao = 1 which is the case already studied

12



where s; = k;/k, i = 1,2 with k = k1 + k. It has been proven to be integrable as it

admits the flat Lax connection

Li=As +(a+z /a2 +B)BL, z€C,

with the coefficients given by

a__(sl—sz)(l—)t) 14+ A —2A%(1—4s15p)
N 1-— )L(l — 85152) ’ N )t(l — )L(l — 85152))
and
1 1
Ay = E(Alj: + Apy), Bi= E(Alﬁ: —Axy).

The gauge fields A, are given as

Arr = AN (A=A (5114 + s2)14) — 4s152A(D2 — 1) 1),
Apy = AR (1= A)(s1)14 +52)24) — 4s152A(D1 — 1) ]2y,
Ao = —AL (1= A)(s1]i- +s2)a-) —4s150A(D; = 1)J1-),
Ay = —A5T (L= A)(s11— +52)2-) — 4s152A(D] — 1) o),

with
A = 4)&5152([)1 — 1)(D2 - 1) + ()L — 1)(51D1 4+ sp Dy — 1) .

As before we built the boundary monodromy matrix

Ty(z) = Tr(27, 1;2)T(7,0;2),

(2.44)

(2.45)

(2.46)

(2.47)

(2.48)

(2.49)

where we considered ) = 1 and Tr (27, 77; z) is constructed from the Lax (2.44) under

the reflection ¢ — 27 — ¢ so that

Tr(2m, m;2z) = T(0, ;27 1) .

(2.50)

Demanding then integrability for we find that (.I7) is satisfied for N(z) =

L+(0,z) and the boundary conditions [27]
Le(2)oz = Le(z7 ") |z,

13

(2.51)



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

Bilaz = B-|ax - (2.52)

3 Identifying the integrable brane configurations

D-branes are submanifolds which are endowed with a gauge invariant two-form w.
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+ =Q]-, QeAut(G), (3.1)

in the WZW model, describe branes which lie in conjugacy classes C, (f) = w(h)fh—1,

_ O[X]

with w defined as w(e!X) . In the same line, in [26] the authors showed that

the integrable boundary conditions
A, =0QA_, QeAut(G), (3.2)

for the A-deformed sigma-model, describe branes which differ only in terms of size
compared to the ones described by (3.I). Furthermore, they derived the boundary
two-form for G = SU(2) and SL(2,R), which is A-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), 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. () = 1. Furthermore, in Appendix A we show how one can include the case where

() 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}/\lr)\Z = /z': Lk}/\1,/\2 + /M Hk;)\l,/\z ’ (33)

where M is a three manifold bounded by the worldsheet %, i.e. oM = X andH

k & _ _ _ _
Lia 0, = = ETY(&- 19,81, 87 19"g) + 20 Tr(9" g;; 1in+1,i8i+11aﬂgi+1)
1=
+2XiAi 1 Tr(0"8ig: Y, Oiy1,Df 1185 10u8i) (34)
k 2
Hk,Al,A2 - _7_[ Z HWZ gz + A dTr(dgzgz A Oz—Hz(gH-ldgH-l + /\1+1D1+1g1 1dg1)))

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 ¥ when X itself has

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

Sk;/\lr/\Z = /Z‘Lk})\lf/\z + /M/ Hk;)\l,/\z - /D wk;)\l,)\z ’ (35)

where M’ is a three-dimensional manifold bounded by X U D, with D a two dimen-
sional disc embedded in the brane, and the boundary two-form wy.,, A, is such that

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

Hk;/\l,)\z |brane = dwk;/\l,/\z 7 (36)

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.
Cf1f2 = Cf1 X sz = {(hlflhl_ll hZthz_l)/ |Vh1/h2 € G} 7 (37)

where fi, f, 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 tha

k 2
wk;)\l,/\z _7_[ Z (wWZ + A Tr(dglgz A Ol+1 1g1—|—1dg1+1) |Cf1f2

(3.8)
+AidiTe(dgig ' A Oi+1,iDiT+1gi_1dgi)|cf1f2> :
where wwz(f;) reads [8] [10] [36]
wwz(fi) = Te(h Y A fil Yl f71),  i=1,2 (3.9)

and is such that it satisfies the relation, Hwz(g;)|c = dwwz (h;). The second term in
(3.9) is just the deformation dependent two form in (3.4) restricted on the brane (3.7),
i.e. we just replace the group elements g; with the boundary values, gi|s5 = h; fihl._l.
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.Il The result is
6Slox, = % /az Tr(6hihy ', Vigigy  +81 Vg1 + (A1 — Axy ) + (A1 — Ay )
+ o [ TR, g2y 1V + (A — Ari) + (Aa = Ar))
- % N Tr(Shhy AT Ay — Ay Ag — (Aay — Ar)) (3.10)

k o )
+o- /aZ Te(dhaly L, Ay Agy — ATTAL — (Ary — Ay)).

To pass from the first to the second equality we used the fact the the fields A; are

9Notice that we can add an arbitrary exact two form in (38) F = dA, which in principle can be
A-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

Vigigi = (AT =D)AL, &'V ogi=—(A - DAL, i=12. (311

It is straightforward to see that setting A; = A, = A, the vanishing of the boundary
contribution leads exactly to the integrable conditions in (2.29) for trivial automor-
phisms

Arylos = Az-lox,  Azilox = A1-fox - (3.12)

Recall that in section 2.1l we derived the above equations using the boundary mon-
odromy method and were led to the same condition A; = A;, 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

CThf, =CTp ¥ (C”f2—1> = {(hfihy ', hafohiY), |Vhy, by € G} (3.13)

In general the dimension of (3.13) is 2d¢g — r¢, but for certain values of f1, f, it will
have a lower value [16]. In particular, if f; f, = 1 then we have g1[55 = g5 1|52 on the
boundary. In this case the dimension is given by d¢. The boundary two form induced
in (3.13) is given as in (3.8), but with the difference now tha

wwz(fi) = Te(h; 'dhy A fik L dhia f7Y), 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.T) which reads

k _ _ _ _ _ _
dSlox = o /az Tr(Shihy ', Vig1gy ' +85 ' V-g2) + Te(0hahy ', Vigagy ' + 87 'V-g1)

_ % /az()ql — D) Te(Shyhy, Ars — A1) + (A1 = D)Te(Shohy ', Apy — Ay ),
(3.16)
0wz is defined such that [16]
(Hwz(81) + Hwz(82))ler, ,, = d(wwz(f1) + wwz(f2))- (3.14)
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where we used (3.11). Its vanishing leads to the boundary conditions

Aiilos = A1 los, Azilos = As_ox, (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

Cr.p, = {(mfihy ! hafohyt, |Vhy, by € G)},
k¢ -1 ~1
Wik hy == 2 (wwz(hz’) +ATr(dgig; A Oiv1,i8i4148i+1)ley,
i=1 (3.18)
+ APTr(dgig " A OraniDl 187 '81)lcy , )
wwz(fi) = Te(h; Ydh; A fih Y f71),
and that
Chf, = {(hifihy ' hafoh, |Vhy, by € G)},
k 1 1
WhA Ay =4 Y. <wwz(hi) + AiTr(dgig; ~ A Oir1,i8i148i+1) e,
i=1 (3.19)
+AidiTe(dgig; ' A Oi+1,iDiT+1gi_1d8i)|cﬂ> ,
wwz(fi) = Te(h 'dhi A fih hdhi 1 f71),
As we have said (3.18) require Ay = A, = A, 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

Skkarre = |- Lipigaio | Higkodi g = | @hykyidg Ay / (3.20)
1 )y M D
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where

Liy ky 1,00 = Zk Tr(g 8i ﬂgl'g ot i) + 27 k(H—l)Tr(anlgz ,0iv1 ng_laygz—s-l)
+ 2Ai A1k Tr(0% 8387, Oiy1,iDf 1187 1048i)) (3.21)

1 2 _
Hi jop00 = o Z;(kinz (1) + AidTr(dgigi ' A Op1,i(K Vgl dgiyq + kidi 1D}, 18 1dgi)) -
1=

with k) = | /kik; 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 Hy, k,:1, 1, on the brane Cy, ¢, is

1 2
wkl,k2;/\1,)\2 - _7_[ Z (k wWZ + )\ k( —H)Tr(dgzg A Oz—H 1g1+1dg1+1)|6f1f2
i=1 (3.22)

+ )\iAi+1kiTr(dgig1 A OH—lz 1+1g1 1dgl)|cflf2> '

where w( f;) is given in (3.9). Since the technical details are the same with the previous

case we will just write down the result

k _ 1, -
6S|ax = ﬁ . Tr(6hhy ', V18 +81'V-g1+ (Ary — Aoy ) + (A= — Ay ))
k _ 1, -
+ 2—2 Tr(Shohy ', V9085t + 85 ' Vogo + (Aay — Ary) + (Ao — ArL))
zk—l TR A (AT Ay = 257 Ag) = (Agy — A1) (3.23)
>

ka - _ _
+ = /aZ Te(dhalty Y, Ao(Ay 1 Agy — ATLAL ) — (Ary — Az)).
As before to pass from the first to second equality we used the constraints

Vigigr = (Ag"AT = DAL, g Vog = —(AoAT 1A,

Vi = (AoAy = 1)Ar, &7'Vogi=—(Ag'At —1)As.

(3.24)

Setting Ay = A, = A one can see that the vanishing of (3.23) leads to the desired
integrable boundary conditions found in (2.41)

Arilgs = Ao_lox, Axilaz = A1_|ox- (3.25)
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Summarizing our results, the model (II) admits the following integrable brane config-

uration along its RG flow

Crp, = {(fihy o fohy ', |Vhy, by € G)Y,
1 & (i+1) 1 1
Wy oAy = 7= Z; (kinZ(hi) + AT (dgig; A Oiivi8iad8in)ley,,
P (3.26)
+ AkiTr(dgig; ' A Oi,i+1DiT+1gi_1dgi)|Cflf2> ,
wwz(fi) = Te(h; tdhy A fil dhif71).

We remind to the reader that the model (II) interpolates between two exact CFTs in
the UV and IR fixed points for A = 0 and A = A 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/!!

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)9 However, permutation branes can not be
defined consistently in the case of k1 # kp, in the sense that there is no two-form trivi-
alizing the three-form Hy, ,., 1, on the brane, leading to the conclusion that (2.38) do

not admit a geometric solution.

3.3 The isotropic deformation of Gy, x Gy, /Gy, +«, space

As a final example we consider the A-deformed of a Gy, x G, /Gy, 4k, coset space

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

Skykyid = /Z Liy jeyin + /M Hiy ey — /D Wy kyih / (3.28)

Recall 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

kiitlos = —kolo—lox,  koJotlox = —kiJi-|ox - (3.27)
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with
L __ly kiTr(g; 10,81, 7 10" gi) — 2Asisi 1k Tr(9'gigr ', AL (Dl — 1)g; 10,8i)
kyko, A — 877 Z{ i1I\&; Iu&is§; 8i 5iSi+1Ki 1X(07 &i&; 4\ i (i 8 9uli
1=
+2(1 = Mk Tr("gig; ' A4 (si8; 10ugi + 5i4181:498i41))

1 & 1 . _
Hijo0 = 1 Z%(kinz (81) — 2Asisi 1kidTr(dgig; ', Ay L1 (D} — 1)g; ' dgi))
=

+2(1 = AkidTr(dgig; ' A AL (sig; dgi + siy18:,148i41)) - (3.29)

If we consider the brane (3.7) and the boundary two-form trivializing H, i,;» on the

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

1 B _ _ _ _ _
dS|ox, = - /az ki Tr(ohih ', Vigigr ' + 87 V_g1) + kaTr(dhohy ',V igog, ' + 9, V_g2)

k(A~1 —1) » »
== /az Te(Shyhil, By — B) — Tr(ohohyt, Bs — B_), (3.30)

where recall that k = k; + ky and s; = k; /k, i = 1,2. We used also the constraints

siVigigy ' =AM = 1By, sVagg, ' = —5 (AT - 1)By,

N =

(3.31)
A t-1B_.

Nl—= N+~

B 1, B
5187 Vg1 = —5(ATT =B, 58, 'V g =

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

tind that the brane configuration

Crf, = {(hlflhl_ll hzfzhz_ll \Vhi,hy € G)},
1 & o ) )
Whkid = g Zi<kiWwZ (hi) + 2k (1 = A)Te(dgig; ', A4 (sig7 ' dgi + sivaghdgin))ley, ,
1=
= 2ssiikiTr(dgigy ' AL (Diyy — g dgi)le, ) (3.32)
, f1fa

wwz(fi) = Te(h; 'dh; A fi; Y1),

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,w)] should be integral,
that is

H- | we2nz, (3.33)
S3 S2

where S is a three dimensional ball, whose boundary S? 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 w in (3.18), (3.19), (3.26), (3.32), we
find that (3.33) is independent of the deformation parameters and specifically equals
to
ik—(/ Huwz( .)—/ w (f-))eZnZ. (3.34)
L\ s wz\&i 5 YWzl
In other words, the flux of the F field, F = dA = w — B, through any two sphere
S? is quantized and independent of the deformation. Equation 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

B cos(¢) +icos(0)sin(y) sin (1) sin(0)e'?
s ) = ( —sin(¢)sin(0)e™®  cos(yp) — icos(6) sin(tp)> ’ (3.35)

with 6 € [0, 7], ¢ € [0,27t] and ¢ € [0, 7t].

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 we find that the first set of branes are (k + 1)? hypersurfaces located

at [5], [8], [9], [11],
lpi=”;(”, ni=0,1,...k i=12, (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, Gy x Gy, equals the number of maximally symmetric branes in one copy Gy.
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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 A-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

lpi: ki’ nizol]-/-"/ki/ 121/2 (337)
1

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 A-dependent. How-
ever, we saw that the integrable branes defined in each model, have some interesting
A-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 (I):J 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 ; = n;t/k; withn; =1,...,k; —1land ;11 =0, 71,

ki(l — )t4) Sil’l2 l/)l' (d@lz + Sil’l2 Ongblz)
1+ A% —2A2 cos 24; ’

ds? = g =+1, i=1,2, (3.38)

What about the rest N3 = (k; — 1)(kp — 1) integrable branes? Setting ¢; = n;7t/k;

13The conjugacy classes of SU (2) are two points at ) = 0, 7 and k — 1 S?-spheres located at ) = n7/k
forn=1,...,k—1.
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Number (N) Geometry Dimension

Ny =4 {£1} x {x1} 0

No=2(k;+ky—2) | S?x {£1}, {£1} xS? | 2

N3 = (k1 —1)(ky—1) | S? x §? 4

Table 1: The product of conjugacy classes in SU(2),, x SU(2)i,. Note that Ny + N, + N3 = (k1 +
1) (k2 4 1).

with n; # 0,7 for both i = 1,2, we find that they are four dimensional hypersur-
faces, Sy, p, = Snyny (01, 91,62, ¢2), with the coordinates parameterizing them coupled
among themselves in a non trivial A-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 A-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 A; are givenintermsof g;,i =1,...,N as
A A  NEST A
Aiy = (1 =D;...Dnyic1)™" ), Dj...Dj_1Ajljy,
j=i
(3.39)
A N+i=2 A
Aio=—1-Dl...Dnyio)™" Y, Df...DI A,
j=i—1
where D; = A;D;. The boundary conditions preserving its integrable structure can be
put in the form
A sy = RyA-[5z, (3.40)

where AT = (A14,Ars,...,Ant) and Ry is the gluing matrix describing all the

possible conditions between the A;.’s on the boundary.
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The simplest case for N = 3 suffices to deduce the general structure. Following the
same procedure as in section 2l one can show that all possible integrable conditions are

described by gluing matrices of the form

0 0 0
Rzy=10 O 0], (3.41)
0 0 O3

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

and of the form

0, 0 0
R;=[0 o0 qf, (3.42)
0o Ol o

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 2l and the
demand of a vanishing momentum flow across the boundary we find that R3 = 1 and

]R3T =Ry 1 For simplicity, we will consider trivial acting automorphisms, i.e. (2; = 1.

Since we want to study cases with arbitrary N we found it convenient to relate the
matrices Ry to the elements of the symmetry group Sy. In the N = 3 case, labeling
every set A;; 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 (7)(jk), i.e. a product of

a one-cycle and a two-cycle. Specifically the rule is:
() < Aislox = Ai-lox,
(ij) & Aitlor = Aj—loz,  Ajrloz = Ai_laxe

The integrable brane geometries corresponding to the boundary conditions and
ar

M@)G): Chpp

(3.44)
(1)(23) : (sz CT f3) :
4The permutation branes between N group elements g; are defined as
CT b = (fihs o hifih RN (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!2") 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): Crpry,
(1L,2) 0 (CrCs5) (CTrr Cs) (3.45)
(2,0) = (Cr.CrC7sp) Coypys-

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 (A1, A;) = (0,0)
towards a far IR for (A1,Az) = (Ag, Ag). The conformal symmetry of the UV CFT is

based on a product of two current algebra symmetries
(le X sz)L & (le X sz)R , (4.1)

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

G, X Gry—ky G, X Gr,—k
——=—= X Gy, _ —L 27 Gy . 4.2
( Cr, X Gp,—k, , ® Cr, X Gp,—k, . (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 (@.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

(81, 82) > (kip(0—)g1kir(0+), kor (0-)g2kor (0)) (4.3)

of two WZW models, is reduced to

(81,82)lax — (k1 (T)g1ky (1), ko (1) g2k 1 (7)), (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.

Jitlos = —Ticlox,  Jotlox = —J2-lox - (4.5)

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

A14(Ao)|ax = A2-(Ao)laxn, A2+ (Ao)lox = A1—(Ao)lox, (4.6)

where we remind to the reader that the presence of the branes (3.7) restrict the de-
formation parameters to be equal, A; = A, = A and we emphasize the fact the
tields Aj4, Ap+ are evaluated on the fixed point A = Ay. According to [32] the fields
Apy, Ay satisfy a gy, k, © §,—k, algebra corresponding to the chiral symmetry

(Gry—k,)IL ® (Gry—y ) IR (4.7)

of the IR CFT. From (4.6)) the left moving generators A;_ are identified with the right
moving A, thus proving that the branes (3.7) preserve on the boundary the diagonal
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subgroup of (.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, $2) — (¢] = 182,85 = §2) is identified as the gauge fixed version,
g5 = 1, of an action which realizes the conformal symmetry (£.2) generated by the

transformations

(81,85,85) — (LgiL ™1, ¢5L 7 Lgs), L= L(oy,0-), (4.8)

and
(85,85) > (kr(04)8, g5kr(0-)) - (4.9)

The branes (3.7), which under the group redefinition become (Cf,Cy,,Cy,), can be
viewed as the gauge fixed version of a brane geometry which when embedded in
the extended action preserves the gauge symmetry (£.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 (Cf,Cy,,Cy,) geometry.

4.2 Integrable branes in the conformal limits of model (I1I)

As we have mentioned model (II) is invariant under the adjoint action of G (2.42). It
flows from a UV CFT for A = 0 towards a CFT in the IR for A = 1/(sp — 3s1) [34]. That
is

Gp. x G Gr 1, X G
b X Pk Pk X Tk (4.10)

Gy 1k, Gr,
The presence of the branes (3.32) along does not spoil gauge invariance of the
model. To see this notice that under (2.42)) the action (3.28) transforms

dyS = dyS|s + 6vS|ax, (4.11)

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

k(A~1 —1)

= /a Te(oyhiliY, By = B) ~Te(oyhahy, (B —B)). (@4.12)

dySlox =
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To find explicitly the contribution (.12) notice that the geometry of the brane remains

invariant, in the sense that

(g1,92)ox — (L g1L, L goL)|ox. = (M) il Wy folty ™), (4.13)

with h! = L~'h;. Thus setting (5Vh1h1_1 = évhzhz_l in (4.12) we find that 6y S|yy =
0, while of course dyS|y, = 0. This proves that the boundary action (3.28) remains
invariant. Thus, projecting the 2(dg — rc)-dimensional branes in the deformed coset
space we end up with (dg — 2r;)-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); x
SU(2);/SU(2)y, with m = k+ 1. 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.

nAd (Ca1a2a3) - ﬂAd((Cal Ca3rcazca3)) 7 (414)

where 7744 denotes the projector and the numbers a1, ay, a3 parametrize the elements
of the Cartan torus of SU(2), i.e. f; = fi(a;) € SU(2), and correspond to the levels
k,1, m, respectively. Furthermore, they classified the dimensions of the branes (4.14) in

terms of the values of the afs 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 @.10) they
belong in the class (d.14) for

ni7t np7t

a1=¢1=f, 02:1/12:@, a3 =0, (4.15)

withn; = 0,...,k;, i = 1,2. The IR CFT in (.10) is realized under the coordinate

transformation (g1, 82) — (8] = 1,8, = $281) [34]. In these coordinates our inte-

grable branes are written as

(gllrglz)bz = (Cy,, Cyp,Cy,) - (4.16)
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Thus in the IR they belong again in the class (#.14) for

Nn-o 7t ni7t
1 =0, a2:¢2:k2—2, a3 = 1P = —— (4.17)

withn; =0,...,k;,i=1,2.

The highest dimensional branes correspond to (.14) with a1,a5,a3 # 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, $2)|sx =
(r1r3,12r3) With r; = h;fih; 1 we find that the boundary contribution to the variation
of (3.28) reads (see Appendix[B.3)

27T ¢ ;+8 8 T V V + A _
|a : ox I'( hlhl 1' 1s1 ! 1381 ! 81 (11 Dr3) 1t — 877’37’3 1)
k )
2 s |r((5112112 1, V +828> 1 + Vmgz 1v_g2 + (]l — Drs)Azr _ 877’37’3 1)

1 - - —
+ E/az Te(dhsl; L, (Dr, — 1) (kag; 'V g1 + kogy 'V _g0)

+ (Dyy — 1) (k1 Arr + kpAge) + (ki +kp)derars ) .
(4.18)

Using now the constraints (3.31), this can be rewritten as
k . _ _
8Slox = 4 — /az Tr(Shihy Y, (A1 = 1)(By — DyyB-) 4 251 (1 — Dy,) A1 — 25107375 1)
k
+ 1 /a Tr(Shohy ', (1 — A1) (By — Dy, B-) 4 252(1 — Dy,) Apr — 28207375 1)
)

1 B _
+ o /Z Te(Shshy !, (Dy, — 1) (k1 A1 + ko Age) + (k1 + kp)0r3r t) .

7T Jo
(4.19)
The vanishing of the boundary terms lead to the boundary conditions
(A" +4s152)1—45152D,) B oz = (A" + 4s152) D, — 4s1521) B— g,
(4.20)

d71375 oz = (1 — Dy,) (51417 + 5242¢) |ax -

The field dependent gluing of the gauge fields B+ on the boundary, suggests that
(£.20) could be derived with the method presented in section by allowing the possi-
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bility to glue T(7,0;z) to a gauge transformed reflected transport matrix. In this case

the integrable boundary conditions take the form [27]
Le(2)lax = DrsLe(z ") +0erar3 oz, 13 € G (4.21)

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

sistency D% =1, leading to 3 = 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 Gy, x Gy,. Geometrically such branes,

called generalized permutation branes, wrap the submanifold
D7y = {((mfiy )%, (afiy)5) = (00%,0) v, me Gy, D)

where k} = k;/k and k = ged(ky, k). In general the dimensions of these branes are
2dg — rg, but for f = ¢, where e is the identity element of the group, is d; and the

expression (5.1) simplifies to
D™ (e) = {(vké,v_k/l) Vo =nmh,'e G} : (5.2)

Notice that in the case of equal levels the brane geometry (5.I) reduce to that of the
permutation branes (3.13).

Furthermore, it was found that the restriction of the WZ three-form on satisfies
the condition (3.6) with wwz given by

/

k' k _
wwz(h1, hy) = 1k 2 (Tr(hl‘ldhl A fhytdhof~1) + Tr(hy 'dhy A fhytdhy f 1))
Ky,—1 , ,
+kq Z{ (ky — i) Tr (0,0 'doro; ' Aoy tdoy) (5.3)
1=
K1

+hky ) (k) — i) Tr(vho, Ldvyo, ' Aoy tdoy) .
i=1
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For topological reasons, discussed in [3.4] it is deduced in [17] that f = exp(miA/xk)
where A is an integral weight of g and « = lem(ky, k2). Thus, the number of stable
generalized permutation branes coincides with the number of the ordinary branes in

G with level «.

Let us finally comment on the symmetries of the model in the presence of (G.1). It
is invariant under the chiral transformation (£.3) in the bulk, which on the boundary

reduces to

(81,82)lox, > (kg1k ™' kgok™1), (5.4)
in agreement with the boundary equations of motion found in [17]

kiJiv +kaJo—lox = —kiJi- — kaJo—|ox, (5.5)

Thus, the generalized permutation branes preserve the §, r, Kac-Moody algebra.
Notice that the boundary conditions (5.5) do not preserve the Virassoro algebra as-
sociated with §, @ dx,. 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 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 (5.0). It turns out that

1 2 o _ _
Why fyyd =1 (wwz(hl,hz) + Y 2k (1 — A)Tr(dgig; ' AL (sig; g + Si+1gi+11d8i+1))|l)”f
i

— 2Asisi 1k Te(dgig; !, AL (DL — g7 dgi)lor, ) (5.6)
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where wwz (h1, hy) is given in (5.3). Then we find that

-1 _
8le = "= [ T, (1= D)~ (1= Do) (B, - 5.) .
_ % /az Tr(hahy ', (1—DJ) ™ = (1= Do) ") (BL —B-)).

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)

(g1,82)|ax — (LgiL™", Lol V|ax = ((HyfHy ™%, (Hyfih k), (5.8)

where I{ = Lhy and ), = Lhy. Setting thus, évhlhl_l = évhzhz_l 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.I). Projecting the (2d; — r)-dimensional branes
in the deformed coset space we end up with (dg — r¢)-dimensional integrable branes.
For G = SU(2) such branes are D2-branes.

According to the analysis of section which may equally well be performed here,
we conclude that the model (IIT) admits x = lem(ky, k) integrable branes, additionally
to the (k; + 1) (k2 + 1) given in (3.32), wrapped around D" ;.

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
Hkl,kz;)\l,/\z on @D is

1 2 : _ _
Wiy kp;dy,Ap = in (‘UWZ(hlrhz) + Z{Aik(lﬂ)ﬁ(dgigi A OiT—&—l,igi-klldgi+1)|D”(e) 59
i= 5.9
+ AidipakiTe(dgig A OiT+1,iDiT+1g,-_1dgi)|Dﬂ(e)> ’

33



Varying the action and restricting our attention to the contribution from the boundary
we find that (see Appendix[B.2))

Vkiky

27T

Otk ooz = | T, (L= DI TN = A A + (A7 = Ao) Az

— (AT =) A — (AT =g A )
Vkiko

27T

— (AP =20)A- — (A=A A (5.10)

_|_

/az Te(Shahy L, (1— Do) M (AT = AsD) Ay + (A1 — Ag) A

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

boundary conditions
A=A DAL + (AT = A0)Aaifox = (AT = A0) A + (AT = Ag DA |ax . (B.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. (A1, A2) =
(A, 0) This theory smoothly flows from a UV CFT, for A = 0, towards a CFT in the
IR for A = Ag. Thatis

G, X Gr, = Gy X Gpy—py - (5.12)

The IR CFT can be realized under the group redefinition (g1,82) — (8] = §281,85 =
22). It is straightforward to see that the boundary conditions in the flow (5.12),

expressed in terms of the group elements are

(Ao = M)t + A5 (Jor + AD2J11 ) |os = (A — Ay ) Ja— — Ao(Ji— + ADY Jo—)|ox - (5.13)

In the UV limit, A = 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, A = Ay,

>Notice that this RG flow can not be considered for the branes (3.7) studied in&1] since they require
M =2
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(5.13) becomes
ks + (ke = k) oy lox = —kaJi- — (k2 = k1) J5_lox., (5.14)

where we expressed the fields in terms of (g, g5) -9 Notice that the currents appearing
in are the diagonal combination of the generators of the Kac-Moody algebra
of the IR CFT. This agrees with the fact that the brane under the redefinition

(81,&2) — (81, 85), transforms as
D™, = (v%,074) - (7H,07h) (5.16)

which corresponds to the lowest dimensional GPB embedded in the IR CFT Gy, x
Gi,—k,» since k = ged(ky, k) = ged(ki, ko — ki) for kp > ky. 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
Dﬂf — {(Uzklzvlk/l,vzklz> |V hy, hy € G} = Mf, (5.17)

which do not belong in the class of the GPBs for the product Gy, x Gy,_g,

Thus, we conclude that the brane configuration

D™ (e) = {(vklz,v_%) Vo =hih,' € G} ,
(5.18)
Wk kop =wwz (i, 1) + ko ATe(dg1g7 " A 85 dga) lpr(e)

with wwz(hy, hp) givenin (5.3), embedded in the RG flow smoothly flows from a
conformal brane in the UV, for A = 0, to a conformal brane in the IR for A = Ay. 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 (A1,A2) = (Ao, Ag). The boundary conditions (5.11),

16\We used the identities

Jio=Js+DaJiv, Ji_=h_+DIp_. (5.15)

17Based on the arguments of [17], one can show that the number of stable M ; branes embedded in
the IR CFT Gg, x Gy,_g, is k = lem(ky, k2). Thus, as the previously defined geometries the number of
stable branes (5.I) remains invariant along the whole deformation line (5.12).
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evaluated at the IR fixed point, become

Az (Ao, Ao)laz = A1- (Ao, Ao)lax (5.19)

which, as was mentioned before, relate the left-right generators of the current algebra
symmetry of the IR CFT (&.2). Thus the presence of the brane in the IR limit,
breaks down the symmetry group (@.2) to the diagonal subgroup of (4.7). Finally let
us mention that in the case of equal levels k; = k, 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

\/_kl A

Skikar = Sk;(81) + Sk, (82) — / Tr(J14, 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 g; = 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
1=k, vr=-kKyp, 6=606=0, ¢1=¢=¢. (5.21)
where ¢; = £i(¥;,0;,¢;),i = 1,2 and v = v(¢,6,¢). Thus, we find that the induced

metric reads
ds? = f(ky, ko, A)dy? + g(ky1, ko; A) (A6 4 sin®(0)dep?), (5.22)

where
f(kl,kz, /\) = kllklz(kl + ky — Zkz/\/\o) ,
g(k1, ko; A) = (ki — koAAg) sin® (Ky1h) + ko (1 — AAg) sin®(K; ) (5.23)

+ kz)&)&o Sil’lz((kll - klz)l/)) .
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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

Wy pip = h(k1, k2, A) sin(0)do A d¢, (5.24)
where

h(kyi,kz, A) = ko sin(2kj ) — kq sin(2k5)
(5.25)
— 4kyAgA sin(khp) sin(kj¢) sin((k — k})w) .
It is straightforward to see that for A = 0 the induced fields and become
those found in [17]. Turning our attention to the IR limit A = Ay = v/k; /k» 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 k, — k, — ky

ds? = Ky (kKb — K kpdp? + (ky sin?((kb — K p) — (ky — k1) sin® K} 1) (d6? + sin(8)?dp?),

Wy oo g = (K1 8in(2(ky — k1)) — (ka2 — k1) sin(2kyp) ) sin(0)d0 A dp. (5.26)

Notice that in the case of equal levels k1 = k; the whole set up is reduced to the lowest
dimensional integrability preserving permutation brane, C" ¢ -1, embedded in the RG
flow described by (2.1) for (A, A2) = (A,0). It is straightforward to see that the metric
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
ds*> = k(1 — A)(dy? + sin? p(d6? + sin® 0d¢?)) . (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 A-deformed models, denoted as model (I), (II) and (III). The model (I) and
(IT) correspond to the deformation of two WZW models based on the product group,
Gk X G and Gy, X G, respectively. The model (III) corresponds to the deformation of
a diagonal coset space CFT of the form G, x Gy, / G, +k,- 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
(I) 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,r,, and twisted conjugacy classes,
C™f f,- We saw that the conjugacy classes require the couplings to be equal, Ay = A,
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 Cy, ¢,. 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 (&.I) to the CFT
(#.2). The presence of the brane Cy, s, along its deformation line preserves in the UV
the diagonal subgroup of each copy of the chiral symmetry (£.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 (£.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) x SU(2);/SU(2)g41-

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, D™ ;. 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 (IIT). Finally, we considered the lowest dimensional GPB em-
bedded in the deformed SU(2);, x SU(2)i, 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 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

A-deformed model.

Acknowledgement

I thank G. Georgiou and K. Siampos for usefull discussions on the topic of D-branes.
I also appreciate the fruitful and very interesting comments of S. Driezen and D.
Thompson on this work. Finally I am grateful to K. Sfetsos for suggesting this topic
and for a careful reading of the manuscript. Part of this work was funded by the State
Scholarships Foundation (L.K.Y).

A Integrable branes in the A-model

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

CYs ={w(h)fh ' |Vh € G}. (A1)
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corresponds to the integrable boundary conditions found in [26] [27].

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

following compact form

k . i -
Sia = Sil(g) = - [ Tr@4gg™, (P = D) 'g0-g), (A2)

where the operator P is defined as

(A.3)

p_ A1, group space,
PO 4 A-1P(),  symmetric space.

In the latter case P/) are the projectors along the Z,-decomposition of the Lie algebra

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

SkA = / Ly + / Hyp — / Wi;A (A4)
5 M’ D

where@

__k ~1 —1ap k TR | T\—1,-1
Ly = —S—NTr(g 048,80 g)—ETr(a 8¢ ,(P—D")""g 9,8),

(A.6)
k _ o
HiA(8) = —(Hwz(g) +dTr(dgg™" A (P — DY) g™ ldg)).
The three-dimensional space M’ is defined such that oM’ = ¥ U D and
Hk,/\|brane = dwk,/\ . (A7)
Using the brane geometry (A.I) and the equation (A.7) we find that
k _ 1
wia(h) = —(wwz(h) + Tr(dgg "A(P-D") g ldg)lew,), (A.8)
where [8]]
wwz(f) = tr(h tdn AQT fhtdnf 1), (A.9)
180ur worldsheet conventions are
Ne=Noo=1n"=-1n"=1, €rr=—€"=—€r=€"=-1. (A.5)

Lightcone coordinates are defined as o+ = T £ 0.
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with Q) satisfying the condition QT = Q_l Now we are in position to derive the
boundary conditions which correspond to the brane (A.I)). 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

[ étia

k . _ _ _ —
or = E/az(Tr(g 15,87 19058) + Tr(dgg ", (P — D7) "'g19,g)
+Tr(g'6g, (P — D) 'orgg™ ) (A-11)
k _ - _ _
- E/;;Z(Tr(g '5g,87008) — Tr(6gg ™", Ag) + Tr(g7 168, AF)),

where for convenience we have defined

Aﬁ =—(P- DT)_lg_laﬂg, Aﬁ = (P — D)_laygg_l , KW=T,0. (A.12)

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

as

53¢ oz = (Q— D)shh ™!,
(A.13)
¢ 10glsx = (DTQY —1)onn~t .

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

/ SLir

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

k B P
= /az Tr(0hh~", 0 9pge " — ¢ 1,9 — (QT — DT)AL + (QTD — 1)AR).
(A.14)

k i
/ Swialap = . Tr(ohh 1, Q0%T0.9¢7 4+ (QTD —1)AR + ¢71o. ¢ + (O — DT)AL).
(A.16)

9To see this notice that in order for Hyz(g)|cw , toequal wyyz (f) the following relation must hold

Tr(t4, [£5,£]) = Te(Q (1), [Q(EB), Q(t9)]) = Tr(Q(t1), Q[tB, £¢]) . (A.10)

20WWe used the fact that 9X. = —9D and the relation

(DT - QD)o hh ™' = 0Tg 19,9+ .99 " (A.15)
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Combining (A.14),(A.16) we find that the total boundary contribution is
k -1 T -1, -1 T
85w = 5 - /aZ tr(hh ™, QTV . gg  + ¢V g+ (QT —1)(AL + A_)). (A7)
Specializing to the case of the A-deformed G-model this becomes
5S|ax = ﬁ/ tr(hh~ L, (A7IQT — 1AL - (A1 -0 A ). (A.19)
27 Jas

Thus the brane configuration (A.1)) and (A.§) is a solution of the boundary conditions
A M -0)Asfox = ATTQ-1)A_ oz, (A.20)

where we used also the fact that QT = Q~!. We know from [26] that in order for (A.T)
to be an integrable brane geometry () should be an involutive automorphism. In this

case (A.20) reduces to the integrable boundary conditions, found in the same work,
Ailax =QA |z, O*=1. (A.21)

Turning our attention now to the A-deformed G/H-model we decompose dhh~! in its
subgroup and coset components denoted with the indices (0) and (1) respectively. We
also assume that Q) respects the Z,-decomposition of g. Doing so we find that (A.17)

becomes

k )
5Slx = 5 - /BZ (i, (T — 1) Ag)

+tr(Bhh, (ATIQT 1AL - (AT -QNA ).

(A.23)

The vanishing of (A.23) leads to the boundary conditions Q(g(?)) = 1 unless A(TO) oz =
0 and A(j) loz = AR oz with Q2(g(1)) = 1. These are exactly the integrable bound-

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

Vigg '=(AT 1AL, ¢g'Vog=-(AT1-1)A- (A.18)

22We used the constraint equations for the A G/ H-model
(Vigg NP =0, (g7've) ¥ =0,

(A22)
(Vigg HW =1 -1)al, (v g =—na1-1aW,
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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; A1, Ap) and as before we will define,

Alfy = A1 (1 — A1A2D1D;) (98187 ' + A2D19,8285 1)

Afy = —M(1=MADID) (g, "0ug2 + A2D3 g1 '9u1), B1)
A%, = Aa(1 = AA2DaD1) (048285 T + M1D20ug181 1) |
A%, = =M1 — AMA;DID3) (g7 10ug1 + MD{ 85 '9,82) s

with y = 7, 0. Doing so we find

k[ By _ _
[ oLlax = 4= | Y Tels 0887 00g) — Tr(ogis !, AL) + Te(giogi, AR 1) (B2)
i=1

Using (8.7) we find that arbitrary variations of the group elements on the boundary

can be written as

gl-_légi = (DZT — 1)(5]’1,]’11_1,
(B.3)
6gig; 1 = (1—D;)ohh; ', i=1,2.

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

k 2 - 4
JoLlas = 4= | Y Teomh !, 00gig; = 87 "0gi — (1 = DD AL +(Di = 1)AL,,).
i=1

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

k 2 _ _ _
/5w|aD = i /az Y Tr(Shih; !, 0:8ig " + & 19xgi + (Di — 1) AR 1. + (1= D])AL).
i=1
(B.5)

Combining (B.4) and we find that the total boundary contribution reads
k : -1 -1, -1 T
0Slas. = 5 - /az Y Te(Ohih 0488 +8; 0-gi+ (1 —Dj)Ai_ + (Di —1)Ais1y)
i=1

k 2 B B B
= ox /az Y Tr(0hih; L, Vigigi 8 'V _gi+ (Air — Aip1s) + (Aim — A1)
i=1
(B.6)

To pass from the first to the second equality we used the definition of the covariant
derivative V,¢; = 9,8 — Aingi + &iAit1, [B1].
Turning our attention to the brane (3.13) we find that arbitrary variations of the group

elements on the boundary can be written as

8; 108 = D 0hihi — Shisahily,
(B.7)

5gigi_l = (Shll’ll_l — Diéhi—&—lhi__,_ll , 1i=1,2.

Following the same steps as before we find

JoL= ﬁ I g Te(Ohil; ", 908i8; = Aly = DiAfi1o = 8131908141+ D Aiy — Afy)
R (B.8)
and
k 2
/D dbw = Tin /az ;Tr(éhihi_l,argigi_l - Aer - DiAzR+1r + gi_+11afgi+1 - DiT+1AiL+1r + AiL'r) ’
(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
k : 1 1 1 T
08y = 5 /az Y Tr(0hih; ', 048i8 ' — Aix + DiAiy14 + 87340 8iv1 — DAy + Ai)
i=1
k : 1 1 1
_ / Y Te(ohih 1,V ogig 4+ 8LV gis1) - (B.10)
27 Jox =

B.2 Model (I)

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

/ 6L[ox = il f_;r /82 Tr(g; '08i, i '908i) — Tr(6gig; ') Aly) + Tr(8id8i, Afas)
i= (B.11)
where
AR = ML= M1A2D1D2) N (Aodpgigr ' + A2D1dugags t) s
Al = M= MADIDN) 00 e + AaDa )

Az = M(1—2A1A2D2D1) " (A 10,8285 | + MD2dugagy 1),
AL, = ~M2(1— 122D DI) " (Aog; '9ug1 + M DT 8519,82).
Arbitrary variations of the group elements on the boundary can be written as [17]

T

810811z = T (DIomhy = dhaly ),
: DZ; (B.13)
8208w = 75 (Dodhly" — ol ).
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Substituting (B13) in (B.IT) we find

1 2 gy g 4
JoLlaz = 3= | ¥ Te((Dy = 1) o ki(@gig; ! — 8 'dngi — (1 - DAL,
i=1

+ (D; — 1) Af 1) + ki1 (008i11813 0 + 8&i11908i+1 — (1 — Dl 1) Al

+(Dis1 — 1)AR)). (B.14)

where we defined r; = r;, 1 = . The variation of the WZ boundary two-form (5.3) has
been computed in [17]. Thus the variation of (5.9) reads

/§w|aD = ——/ ZTr r—1) 1éhh Lk (8Tg1gl +8i 18Tg, +(1- DZ-T)AZ-LT

+ (D 1)Al—|—1T) + ki+1 (aTgi+1gi_-|-11 + gi_—klla'fgi-i-l - (1 Dl—i—l)AH—lT

+(Dit1 — 1)AR)). (B.15)

Combining (B.14) and we find that the total contribution from the boundary in
the variation of (3.20) is

8w = = / ZTr — 1) o (Vo gig g IV g+ A — Ajsrs+
Aim = A1) F ki (Vagingiyh + 84 V-8 + Ay — Ay
+Aif1- —Ail)). (B.16)
B.3 Model (I1I)

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

08i8; ' lox = (1 = DiDy,)8hih;” " + (DiDy, — Di)ohshs”

(B.17)
710gilax, = (DI — —=DL)omih ' + (DL — 1)ohshst, i=1,2,
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2 .
/5L|82 = Z ﬁ/ Tr(éhihi_ll 80&'81'_1 - Drsgiaﬁgi - (1 - DrsDiT)AiLa + (Di - DrS)AZlE‘)

2
i 2 4 /az Tr(6hshs ', (D3 = 1)g; '90gs = (Dr, DI —=1)Af; + (Dry = 1)Af),

(B.18)

2
k; _ _
/5w|aD = - Z 471_( /E)Z Tr(éhih,' 1/ argigi ! + DrsgiaTgi + (1 - DstiT)AiLT + (Di - Dfs)Aer
i=1

_ 2k _ _
— 205t - ) o /a Te(ohshs”, (D3 = 1)g; "aeg; + (D D] —1)Ak
i=1
+ (Dyy — 1) AR 42073751 (B.19)

B.3.2 Boundary conditions (5.7)

4 1-Df . 1
g1 0g1lox = T DT( L Omht = Shahy 1),

|l (B.20)
95 10ga|ox = 1-DI 2 (DL, 0hohy ' — Shihih).

1 2 B _ B _
/5L|az =i /aZTr(éhihi Lki(1—DJ) ' (00gigi ' — & '90gi — (1 — D) A,

=
+(D; = 1)AY) — kiz1(Doyy — 1) (00818731 + 81 1008i+1

— (1-D}, Al 1, + (Diz1 — 1)Af,) - (B.21)

1 ¢ _ - 1, -
[ owlan = 3= Y. [ Te(ohin ! k(1 = DY)~ (@cgig; !+ "0xg; + (1 - DAk,
i=1

+(D; = 1)AR) = kiz1(Doy,y — 1)1 (0e8i4187 5 + 877 1978i+1

+(1—D]1)Af . + (Dig1 — 1) AR L)) (B.22)
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1 & - _ -
0S|ax = i Z /ZTr(éhihi 1, ki(1— DZJ:) 1(a+gl~gi 1 +8; 1a_gi +(1-— DiT)Ai_
i=1
+(D; = 1)Aiy) — kiy1(Do,y — 1)1 (048141855 + 819 8it1

+(1 =D} ) Ai1- + (Dig1 — 1) A1) - (B.23)
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