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Abstract

We consider the target space theory of bosonic and heterotic string theory to first order in α′

compactified to three dimensions, using a formulation that is manifestly T-duality invariant under

O(d, d,R) with d = 23 and d = 7, respectively. While the two-derivative supergravity exhibits a

symmetry enhancement to the U-duality group O(d + 1, d + 1), the continuous group is known to

be broken to O(d, d,R) by the first α′ correction. We revisit this observation by computing the full

effective actions in three dimensions to first order in α′ by dualizing the vector gauge fields. We give

a formally O(d + 1, d + 1) invariant formulation by invoking a vector compensator, and we observe a

chiral pattern that allows one to reconstruct the bosonic action from the heterotic action. Furthermore,

we obtain a particular massive deformation by integrating out the external B field. This induces a

novel Chern-Simons term based on composite connections that, remarkably, is O(d+1, d+1) invariant

to leading order in the deformation parameter.
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1 Introduction

Our goal in this paper is to explore some features arising in the interplay of higher-derivative α′ corrections
of the effective actions of string and M-theory and the duality properties that these theories are expected
to exhibit for certain backgrounds. Arguably the simplest duality property of string theory is T-duality,
which states that theories compactified on toroidal backgrounds Td related by O(d, d,Z) transformations
are physically equivalent, even though these backgrounds may be radically different as ordinary geometries.
This means that conventional Einstein-Hilbert gravity looks quite different on these backgrounds, yet
‘stringy gravity’ supposedly cannot tell the difference. Even larger duality groups arise for particular
theories and backgrounds. In this paper we consider compactifications to three spacetime dimensions,
which are particularly interesting since in the supergravity limit the corresponding T-duality group O(7, 7)

is enhanced to larger groups, and discrete subgroups of these so-called U-duality groups are conjectured to
be dualities of the full string/M-theory [1, 2]. Concretely, O(7, 7) is generally enhanced to O(8, 8), which
for type II string theory or M-theory is then further enhanced to E8,8 (a non-compact form of the largest
finite-dimensional exceptional Lie group). The effect of α′ corrections on the E8,8 enhancement is difficult
to study, since in type II string theory the corrections start at α′ 3 with eight derivatives, but luckily in
three dimensions there is the smaller U-duality group O(8, 8) that can be discussed in bosonic and heterotic
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string theory whose α′ corrections start with four derivatives. (For heterotic string theory the U-duality
group is really O(8, 24) but we truncate the vector fields, which reduces the group to O(8, 8).)

At the level of the low-energy effective target space actions the T-duality property manifests itself
in dimensional reduction (Kaluza-Klein compactification on Td and subsequent truncation to massless
modes), by exhibiting a global symmetry under the continuous group O(d, d,R).1 The effective target
space theories also receive an infinite number of higher-derivative corrections governed by the inverse
string tension α′, and it is known that the α′ corrections preserve the continuous O(d, d,R) [5, 6] (see
ref. [7] for a review). Generalizing previous work on cosmological reductions to one dimension (cosmic
time) [8–10], we have recently determined the O(d, d,R) invariant effective actions to first order in α′ for
general reductions along d dimensions [11,12]. We apply this effective action to compactifications to three
dimensions, with the goal to explore the fate of the duality enhancement to O(d+ 1, d + 1). (Here d = 7

for heterotic string theory and d = 23 for bosonic string theory, but for our discussion d is really a free
parameter, and so we sometimes only speak of O(8, 8) for the sake of vividness.)

In contrast to T-duality, which is a feature of classical string theory and preserved by all α′ correc-
tions, the U-dualities capture features of the quantum theory. Therefore, one should perhaps not expect
supergravity to exhibit U-duality symmetries beyond zeroth order in α′ without also including quantum
corrections. A simple argument based on a scaling symmetry of the two-derivative theory in fact shows that
the continuous U-duality group is not preserved to higher order in α′ [13,14]. Indeed, the Einstein-Hilbert
term in string frame,

IEH =

∫
dDx

√
g e−φR , (1.1)

has a global R ≃ O(1, 1) scaling symmetry with constant parameter λ, which acts as gµν → eλgµν and
φ → φ+ D−2

2 λ. This O(1, 1) becomes part of the U-duality group, but a typical higher-derivative coupling
of the form

α′

∫
dDx

√
g e−φRµνρσR

µνρσ , (1.2)

is not invariant, but rather scales with e−λ, hence breaking the symmetry. Intriguingly, however, the
complete order α′ action, including all matter couplings, scales homogeneously. There is hence a formal
scaling invariance if one declares α′ to scale with e+λ. Below we will employ a similar scheme to establish
a formal O(8, 8) invariance.

The above scaling argument avoids the need to actually compute the effective action in, say, three
dimensions, but by itself it is not sufficient to show that the discrete subgroup is not realized in supergravity,
because for the discrete group the scaling symmetry in fact trivializes, as we will discuss. We therefore
revisit the problem and compute the complete order α′ effective action in three dimensions, starting from
the results of ref. [11, 12] and using, perturbatively in α′, on-shell transformations to dualize the vector
gauge fields into scalar fields. In the two-derivative theory, this transformation shows the enhancement
from O(7, 7) to O(8, 8) (or E8,8), because the new scalars organize into a larger coset matrix MMN , with
O(8, 8) indices M,N ∈ J1, 16K. As expected, to first order in α′ one finds that the continuous O(8, 8) is
no longer present, or at least no longer manifest. The manifest symmetry is O(7, 7) times 14-dimensional
translations that act as shifts on the scalars originating from dualization.

1The enhancement to the continuous group can be understood as follows: the T-duality group O(d, d,Z) is discrete
for purely geometrical reasons, because the symmetry transformations of fields need to be compatible with the periodicity
conditions of the torus, but in dimensional reduction all memory of the torus has disappeared, explaining the enhancement
to the continuous group. In contrast, the discrete T-duality group O(d, d,Z) is not visible in the low-energy effective actions
compactified on tori without truncation. This requires a genuine double field theory [3,4].
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While O(8, 8) is not a manifest symmetry we provide a formulation that, as alluded to above, exhibits
a formal invariance under this group upon introducing a non-dynamical compensator. Specifically, for this
we can choose a constant vector u

M in the fundamental representation, in terms of which the effective
action takes an O(8, 8) invariant form. The true theory then arises for a fixed vector u

M pointing in a
particular direction. Even though it is in principle always possible to restore a broken symmetry in a
formal manner by introducing an unphysical tensor compensator whose fictitious transformations absorb
the failure of the actual theory to be invariant, this approach may still be technically useful. For instance,
it allows us to systematically determine the actual symmetry group as the invariance group of u

M. Here
we indeed find the expected ‘geometric’ subgroup, without any hidden enhancements. (Strictly speaking,
this conclusion applies only to the continuous case, since in this formalism it is difficult to test for discrete
symmetries without automatically testing for continuous symmetries.)

More importantly, we find an intriguing ‘chiral pattern’, in which only one chiral projection of u
M is

needed to write the action. To explain this, recall that given the O(8, 8) coset matrix M and invariant
metric η one can define the projection operators

PMN =
1

2
(ηMN −MMN ) , P̄MN =

1

2
(ηMN +MMN ) , (1.3)

onto two subspaces of opposite ‘chirality’. The four-derivative action turns out to be fully determined by
an O(8, 8) invariant function F of a 2-tensor and a vector argument, respectively, as follows

I1 =
1

4

∫
d3x

√−gE

{
aF [M, Pu] + b (F [M, Pu])⋆

}
. (1.4)

Here ‘⋆’ denotes a Z2 action, which is implemented on the coset matrix as M → ZtMZ, where Z obeys
Z2 = 1 but is not an O(8, 8) matrix. Under this Z2 the projectors (1.3) are interchanged:

P → ZtP̄Z , P̄ → ZtPZ . (1.5)

The parameters a, b determine the theory: the heterotic action is obtained for (a, b) = (−α′, 0) and the
bosonic action for (a, b) = (−α′,−α′). The Z2 action, which exchanges a and b, has a higher-dimensional
analogue, sending the B field B → −B, which is a symmetry of the bosonic action but not of the heterotic
action. Since it is the same function F that determines the ‘Z2 dual’ terms in the action, it follows that
the bosonic action can be reconstructed from the heterotic action.

The above parameterization in terms of (a, b), together with the Z2 action, mimic the structure of
double field theory at order α′ [15,16]. The crucial ‘experimental’ observation provided by our computation
is that the compensator u

M in eq. (1.4) appears only in a ‘chiral’ or projected form or, alternatively, that
there is the formal ‘gauge invariance’ under u → u + ηP̄Λ. (Note that this comes very close to an
actual symmetry enhancement, with an O(8) acting only on indices with a ‘barred’ projection, but this
viewpoint is not quite consistent as the projectors are field dependent and hence not compatible with
global symmetries.) We do not have an explanation for this chiral pattern, but it is natural to conjecture
that it holds to higher orders in α′, hence providing indirect constraints on the allowed higher-derivative
couplings.

As the second main result of our paper we consider a particular massive deformation, as a window into
more general gauged supergravities in presence of α′ corrections. The latter would be important in order to
study, for instance, the fate of Kaluza-Klein truncations on spheres in presence of higher derivatives. The
massive deformation we consider is obtained by integrating out the external B field. In three dimensions

3



its field strength is on-shell a constant that is usually set to zero in dimensional reduction. Keeping
instead this constant m while integrating out the B field leads to a massive deformation, which for the
two-derivative theory includes a potential term for the dilaton and a Chern-Simons term for the Kaluza-
Klein vectors Aµ

M [17]. Including then the order α′ corrections one obtains additional couplings, which
include a Chern-Simons term based on composite connections, with the latter originating from the scalar-
dependent Green-Schwarz deformation uncovered in ref. [11,12] (and given a worldsheet interpretation in
ref. [18]). Specifically, introducing an O(8, 8) frame field V, the compact part of its Maurer-Cartan form
V−1dV = P +Q defines composite O(8)×O(8) connections Q. The topological or Chern-Simons terms of
the massive deformation at order α′ and order m then read

I(1)top = (a+b)m

∫
tr

(
Q ∧ dQ+

2

3
Q∧Q ∧Q

)
−a− b

4
m

∫
tr

(
ω ∧ dω +

2

3
ω ∧ ω ∧ ω

)
+O(m2) , (1.6)

where ω denotes the Levi-Civita spin connection (so that for a − b 6= 0 this action includes topologically
massive gravity as a subsector [19]). Unexpectedly, the Chern-Simons terms are hence O(8, 8) invariant to
leading order in m, although the full theory is not. This is remarkable, for there are now two parameters
expected to break U-duality, α′ and m, yet for the leading Chern-Simons terms O(8, 8) is restored. Again,
we do not know what the physical significance of this observation is, and it remains to explore more general
gaugings.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. In sec. 2 we give a short review of the duality
enhancement in three dimensions for the two-derivative theory, with a particular focus on the scaling
symmetries before and after dimensional reduction, since these feature prominently in the subsequent
discussion of α′ corrections. In sec. 3 we compute the effective action in three dimensions to first order
in α′ by perturbatively dualizing the vector gauge fields into scalars, and we exhibit the chiral pattern
explained above. We then turn in sec. 4 to a massive deformation, that is obtained by integrating out the
external B field, with a focus on the resulting Chern-Simons terms for composite connections that exhibit
an enhancement to the full U-duality group to first order in the mass parameter. We conclude with a
short outlook in sec. 5, while various identities and intermediate results are collected in appendices.

2 Duality Enhancement in Three Dimensions

In this section we discuss some general aspects of the bosonic and heterotic string effective actions dimen-
sionally reduced to three spacetime dimensions. We review the scaling symmetries in higher-dimensions
(prior to any dimensional reduction) and in three dimensions, as a preparation for the discussion of duality
enhancement from O(d, d) to O(d+1, d+1) that is expected to be a feature of string theory in three dimen-
sions. We close the section with a discussion of field redefinitions, which are needed once higher-derivative
corrections are included.

2.1 Scaling symmetries

The bosonic parts of the bosonic and heterotic string effective actions coincide at the two-derivative order
upon truncating the Yang-Mills gauge fields of the heterotic theory. They describe the dynamics of a
metric ĝµ̂ν̂ , a two-form B̂µ̂ν̂ and a dilaton φ̂ in D = 26 and D = 10 dimensions, respectively. In the string
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frame, the two-derivative action is given by

I
(D)
0 =

∫
dDX

√
−ĝ e−φ̂

(
R̂+ ∂µ̂φ̂ ∂µ̂φ̂− 1

12
Ĥµ̂ν̂ρ̂Ĥ

µ̂ν̂ρ̂

)
, (2.1)

with the Ricci scalar R̂ and the field-strength Ĥµ̂ν̂ρ̂ = 3 ∂[µ̂B̂ν̂ρ̂]. It features several global scaling symme-
tries, with group R

+ ≃ O(1, 1) and constant parameter λ, that we list in the following.

• Constant dilaton shift:

(
DilatonD

)
: φ̂ → φ̂+ λ, ĝµ̂ν̂ → e2λ/(D−2) ĝµ̂ν̂ , B̂µ̂ν̂ → e2λ/(D−2) B̂µ̂ν̂ . (2.2)

• On-shell “trombone” symmetry:

(
TromboneD

)
: φ̂ → φ̂, ĝµ̂ν̂ → e2λ ĝµ̂ν̂ , B̂µ̂ν̂ → e2λ B̂µ̂ν̂ , (2.3)

which leaves invariant the equations of motion but rescales uniformly the action.

• Scaling of the internal volume: as we are interested in dimensional reductions down to three dimen-
sions, we consider a splitting of the D-dimensional coordinates X µ̂ into {xµ, ym}, with µ ∈ J1, 3K

and m ∈ J1,D − 3K and decompose the fields as in ref. [20]:

ĝµ̂ν̂ =

(
gµν +A

(1) p
µ Gpq A

(1) q
ν A

(1) p
µ Gpn

GmpA
(1) p
ν Gmn

)
, (2.4a)

B̂µ̂ν̂ =

(
Bµν −A

(1)m
[µ A

(2)
ν]m +A

(1)m
µ Bmn A

(1)n
ν A

(2)
µn −BnpA

(1) p
µ

−A
(2)
ν m +BmpA

(1) p
ν Bmn

)
, (2.4b)

eφ̂ =
√

det (Gmn) e
Φ. (2.4c)

With this decomposition, and keeping the dependence on all coordinates, the action (2.1) features
the additional scaling symmetry

(
VolumeD−3

)
:





ym → e−λ ym,

Φ → Φ+ (3−D)λ,

gµν → gµν ,

Bµν → Bµν ,





Gmn → e2λ Gmn,

Bmn → e2λ Bmn,

A
(1)m
µ → e−λ A

(1)m
µ ,

A
(2)
µm → eλ A

(2)
µm,

(2.5)

corresponding to the GL(1) subgroup of the GL(D − 3) action on the internal coordinates.

These three scaling symmetries are summarized, in the three-dimensional variables of eq. (2.4), in
tab. 1. These scaling symmetries are at the origin of three-dimensional symmetries essential to the duality
enhancement.

Scaling symmetries in three dimensions

We now consider the three-dimensional theory which follows from toroidal compactification of the ac-
tion (2.1) on TD−3 and a subsequent truncation to the zero-modes. Using the parametrization (2.4)
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eΦ gEµν Bµν Gmn Bmn A
(1)m
µ A

(2)
µm

(
DilatonD

)
1/(D − 2) 0 2/(D − 2) 2/(D − 2) 2/(D − 2) 0 2/(D − 2)

(
TromboneD

)
3−D 2D − 4 2 2 2 0 2

(
VolumeD−3

)
3−D 2D − 6 0 2 2 −1 1

Tab. 1 Scaling behaviour of the fields (2.4) under the transformations (2.2), (2.3) and (2.5). We display

the charges q of each field ϕ, representing the transformation ϕ → eqλ ϕ. For convenience, we have

indicated the shifted dilaton Φ and Einstein frame metric gEµν = e−2Φ gµν rather than the dilaton φ̂

and the string frame metric gµν .

this amounts to neglecting the dependence on the internal coordinates ym. We furthermore move to the
Einstein frame by rescaling the metric, gµν → gEµν = e−2Φgµν , which yields the action [20]

I0 =

∫
d3x

√−gE

(
RE − ∂µΦ ∂µΦ− e−4Φ

12
HµνρH

µνρ +
1

4
Tr
(
∂µG∂µG−1

)

+
1

4
Tr
(
G−1∂µBG−1∂µB

)
− e−2Φ

4
F (1)m
µν GmnF

(1)µν n − e−2Φ

4
HµνmGmnHµν

n

)
,

(2.6)

with

Hµνρ = 3 ∂[µBνρ] − (3/2)
(
A

(1)m
[µ F

(2)
νρ]m + F

(1)m
[µν A

(2)
ρ]m

)
,

Hµνm = F (2)
µν m −BmnF

(1)n
µν ,

(2.7)

where F
(1)m
µν = ∂µA

(1)m
ν − ∂νA

(1)m
µ is the abelian field strength for A

(1)m
µ , and similarly for A

(2)
µm. This

action is invariant under the following scaling symmetries:

• Constant dilaton shift:

(
Dilaton3

)
:





Φ → Φ+ λ,

gEµν → gEµν ,

Bµν → e2λ Bµν ,





Gmn → Gmn,

Bmn → Bmn,

A
(1)m
µ → eλ A

(1)m
µ ,

A
(2)
µm → eλ A

(2)
µm.

(2.8)

• On-shell “trombone” symmetry:

(
Trombone3

)
:





Φ → Φ,

gEµν → e2λ gEµν ,

Bµν → e2λ Bµν ,





Gmn → Gmn,

Bmn → Bmn,

A
(1)m
µ → eλ A

(1)m
µ ,

A
(2)
µm → eλ A

(2)
µm.

(2.9)
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eΦ gEµν Bµν Gmn Bmn A
(1)m
µ A

(2)
µm

(
Dilaton3

)
1 0 2 0 0 1 1

(
Trombone3

)
0 2 2 0 0 1 1

(T-duality) 0 0 0 2 2 −1 1

Tab. 2 Scaling behaviour of the fields (2.4) under the transformations (2.8)–(2.10). We display the

charges q of each field ϕ, representing the transformation ϕ → eqλϕ.

• Internal rescaling:

(T-duality) :





Φ → Φ,

gEµν → gEµν ,

Bµν → Bµν ,





Gmn → e2λ Gmn,

Bmn → e2λ Bmn,

A
(1)m
µ → e−λA

(1)m
µ ,

A
(2)
µm → eλ A

(2)
µm,

(2.10)

which corresponds to the O(1, 1) subgroup of the T-duality group O(D − 3,D − 3).

Tab. 2 summarizes these symmetries. They do not directly arise from the reduction of the higher-
dimensional scaling symmetries of sec. 2.1. Rather, the scaling symmetries in three dimensions originate
from the mixing of the higher-dimensional ones:

(
Dilaton3

)
=
(
DilatonD

)
+

D − 3

D − 2

(
TromboneD

)
−
(
VolumeD−3

)
,

(
Trombone3

)
=
(
TromboneD

)
−
(
VolumeD−3

)
,

(T-duality) = (D − 3)
(
DilatonD

)
− D − 3

D − 2

(
TromboneD

)
+
(
VolumeD−3

)
.

(2.11)

2.2 O(d + 1, d + 1) enhancement

T duality and O(d, d) As already mentioned, the scaling symmetry (2.10) is part of the bigger T-
duality symmetry group O(D − 3,D − 3) = O(d, d) (with d = 23 and d = 7 in the bosonic and heterotic
cases, respectively). The invariance under O(d, d) is best displayed upon packaging the d2 scalar fields
Gmn and Bmn into the O(d, d) matrix

HMN =

(
Gmn −BmpG

pqBqn BmpG
pn

−GmpBpn Gmn

)
, (2.12)

parametrizing the coset space O(d, d)/ (O(d)×O(d)), and regrouping the vector fields A
(1)m
µ and A

(2)
µm

into a single O(d, d) vector

Aµ
M =

(
A

(1)m
µ

A
(2)
µm

)
. (2.13)

7



The action (2.6) then takes the form [20]

I0 =

∫
d3x

√−gE

(
RE − ∂µΦ ∂µΦ+

1

8
Tr
(
∂µH ∂µH−1

)

− 1

12
e−4Φ HµνρH

µνρ − 1

4
e−2ΦFµν

MHMNFµν N
)
,

(2.14)

with the field-strengths Fµν
M = 2 ∂[µAν]

M and Hµνρ = 3 ∂[µBνρ] − (3/2)A[µ
MFνρ]M . We choose the

metric signature to be (−1, 1, 1). The O(d, d) indices are raised and lowered using the O(d, d)-invariant
metric

ηMN =

(
0 δmn

δm
n 0

)
. (2.15)

In particular, HMN = ηMPHPQη
QN is the inverse of the generalised metric HMN .

The action (2.14) is invariant under the O(d, d) transformation

gEµν → gE µν , Φ → Φ, HMN → LM
PLN

QHPQ, Aµ
M → LM

NAµ
N , Bµν → Bµν , (2.16)

with LM
N ∈ O(d, d), i.e. LM

PLN
QηPQ = ηMN . In three dimensions the three-form field-strength Hµνρ

is on-shell determined by a constant, which we set to zero for now. In sec. 4 we will explore the massive
deformations arising for a non-vanishing three-form.

From O(d, d) to O(d + 1, d + 1) The action (2.14) hides a symmetry enhancement from O(d, d) to
O(d + 1, d + 1), thanks to the duality between vector and scalar fields in three dimensions [1]. Contrary
to T-duality, this enhanced symmetry does not leave the dilaton invariant: it combines in particular the
O(1, 1) scaling symmetry (2.8) to the O(d, d) symmetry (2.16) as O(d, d)×O(1, 1) ⊂ O(d+1, d+1). The
enhancement is made manifest by dualising the 2-form field-strengths Fµν

M into gradients ∂µξM of scalar
fields through the introduction of a Lagrange multiplier term in the action:2

Ĩ0 = I0 +

∫
d3x

1

2
εµνρFµν

M∂ρξM . (2.17)

The equations of motion of ξM give the Bianchi identity for Fµν
M . There is therefore no need for the

vector fields Aµ
M , and we can consider Fµν

M as independent fields. Their equations of motion, given by

Fµν
M = e2Φ ǫµνρ ∂

ρξNHNM , (2.18)

are algebraic: we can eliminate the 2-forms Fµν
M from the action in favour of the scalars ξM . The action

then reeds

Ĩ0 =

∫
d3x

√−gE

(
RE − ∂µΦ ∂µΦ+

1

8
Tr
(
∂µH ∂µH−1

)
− 1

2
e2Φ ∂µξMHMN∂µξN

)
. (2.19)

The O(1, 1) and O(d, d) transformations (2.8) and (2.16) of Aµ
M imply, by use of eq. (2.18), the following

transformations of ξM :

O(1, 1) : ξM → e−λ ξM , O(d, d) : ξM → LM
NξN . (2.20)

2Here and in the following εµνρ denotes the Levi-Civita symbol, and ǫµνρ is the associated tensor.
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The action Ĩ0 depends on the metric and on 1 + d2 + 2d = (d+ 1)2 scalar fields. The scalar fields can
be organized into the O(d+ 1, d+ 1) matrix

MMN =




HMN + e2ΦξMξN e2ΦξM −HMP ξ
P − 1

2
e2ΦξM ξP ξ

P

e2ΦξN e2Φ −1

2
e2ΦξP ξ

P

−HNP ξ
P − 1

2
e2ΦξN ξP ξ

P −1

2
e2ΦξP ξ

P e−2Φ + ξPHPQξQ +
1

4
e2Φ

(
ξP ξ

P
)2




. (2.21)

Here the O(d + 1, d + 1) indices are split as M = {M,+,−} with respect to O(d, d) × O(1, 1), while the
O(d+ 1, d+ 1)-invariant metric takes the form

ηMN =



ηMN 0 0

0 0 1

0 1 0


 . (2.22)

Then, the action (2.19) becomes

Ĩ0 =

∫
d3x

√−gE

(
RE +

1

8
Tr
(
∂µM∂µM−1

))
. (2.23)

It is manifestly invariant under the O(d+ 1, d + 1) transformation

gEµν → gEµν , MMN → LM
PLN

QMPQ, (2.24)

with LM
N ∈ O(d+ 1, d + 1).

O(d + 1, d + 1) transformations Let us have a closer look at the O(d + 1, d + 1) symmetry. The
generators TMN of O(d+ 1, d+ 1) can be decomposed into O(d, d) components as

TMN =
{
TMN , TM+, TM−, T+−

}
. (2.25)

The TMN generate the O(d, d) transformation

gEµν → gEµν , Φ → Φ, HMN → LM
PLN

QHPQ, ξM → LM
NξN , (2.26)

while T+− generates the O(1, 1) scaling symmetry

gE µν → gEµν , Φ → Φ+ λ, HMN → HMN , ξM → e−λ ξM . (2.27)

The charged generators TM+ generate the constant shifts

ξM → ξM + cM (2.28)

and the components TM− lead to complicated non-linear transformations.
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Frame formalism For later convenience, let us define the frame fields

VM
A =




EM
A eΦξM 0

0 eΦ 0

−ξPEP
A −1

2
eΦξP ξ

P e−Φ


 , (2.29)

so that MMN = VM
AδABVN

B, with the (2d+ 2)× (2d+ 2) identity matrix δAB. EM
A is the frame field

associated to the O(d, d) generalized metric, i.e. HMN = EM
AδABEN

B , and we denote the inverse by
EA

M . As for the ‘curved’ O(d+1, d+1) indices M, we split the flat indices as A = {A, +̂, −̂}. These flat
indices are raised and lowered using the flat version of the invariant tensor (2.22):

ηAB = VA
MηMNVB

N =



ηAB 0 0

0 0 1

0 1 0


 , (2.30)

with VA
M the inverse frame field and ηAB = EA

MηMNEB
N . The frame fields can be used to define the

Maurer-Cartan form
(
V−1∂µV

)
A

B = PµA
B +QµA

B, where

PµA
B =




PµA
B 1

2
eΦEA

M∂µξM −1

2
eΦ∂µξ

MEM
CδCA

1

2
eΦ∂µξMEC

MδCB ∂µΦ 0

−1

2
eΦ∂µξ

MEM
B 0 −∂µΦ




, (2.31)

QµA
B =




QµA
B 1

2
eΦEA

M∂µξM
1

2
eΦ∂µξ

MEM
CδCA

−1

2
eΦ∂µξMEC

MδCB 0 0

−1

2
eΦ∂µξ

MEM
B 0 0




, (2.32)

such that (Pµδ)AB and (Qµδ)AB are symmetric and antisymmetric, respectively. Sometimes it is also
convenient to use the basis in which ηAB is diagonal and has the form

ηAB =

(
−δab 0

0 δāb̄

)
, (2.33)

with the index split A −→ {a, ā}, a, ā ∈ J0, dK. In this basis, the Maurer-Cartan components Pµ
AB can

be expressed in terms of an O(d+ 1) bivector Pµ
aā:

Pµ
AB =

(
0 Pµ

ab̄

P
t
µ
āb 0

)
. (2.34)

2.3 Field redefinitions

The presence of higher-derivative corrections makes it possible to perform field redefinitions that are
perturbative in α′, and previous works showed that they are necessary to exhibit duality symmetries [8].
We denote by Ĩ1 the part of the action of order α′ (after dualisation of the vector fields), so that Ĩ =

Ĩ0 + Ĩ1 +O
(
α′2
)

is the total action. In the same manner as in ref. [9, 10], we consider field redefinitions
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of the form
ϕ → ϕ+ α′ δϕ, (2.35)

where ϕ denotes a generic field. Under such redefinitions, the variation of Ĩ0 is

δĨ0 = α′

∫
d3x

√−gE

[
δΦEΦ + δgµνE Eg µν +Tr

(
δH−1 EH

)
+ Eξ

MδξM

]
, (2.36)

where3





EΦ = 2�Φ − e2Φ ∂µξMHMN∂µξN , (2.37a)

Eg µν = REµν − ∂µΦ∂νΦ+
1

8
Tr
(
∂µH ∂νH−1

)
− 1

2
e2Φ ∂µξMHMN∂νξN

−1

2
gEµν

(
RE − ∂ρΦ ∂ρΦ+

1

8
Tr
(
∂ρH ∂ρH−1

)
− 1

2
e2Φ ∂ρξMHMN∂ρξN

)
, (2.37b)

EHMN = −1

4

[
�HMN +

(
H∂µH−1 ∂µH

)
MN

+ e2Φ ∂µξM∂µξN

−e2ΦHMP∂µξ
P∂µξQHQN

]
, (2.37c)

Eξ
M = e2Φ

(
�ξNHNM + 2 ∂µΦ∂

µξNHNM + ∂µξN∂µHNM
)
, (2.37d)

and � = ∇µ∇µ. As we will not consider orders in α′ higher than one, there is no need to compute how
the redefinition affects corrections Ĩ1 to Ĩ0 of order O(α′): this variation will generate O(α′2) terms. The
expressions of the shifts δϕ can then be chosen to cancel given terms in Ĩ1. In the following, we will use
these redefinitions to cancel terms that contain as factors the leading two-derivative contributions from
the field equations, as was done in ref. [12]. These factors can be replaced as follows:

�Φ −→ QΦ =
1

2
e2Φ ∂µξMHMN∂µξN ,

REµν −→ Qg µν = ∂µΦ∂νΦ− 1

8
Tr
(
∂µH ∂νH−1

)
+

1

2
e2Φ ∂µξMHMN∂νξN ,

�HMN −→ QHMN = −
(
H ∂µH−1∂µH

)
MN

− e2Φ ∂µξM∂µξN + e2Φ HMP∂µξ
P∂µξQHQN ,

�ξM −→ QξM = −2 ∂µΦ∂
µξM − ∂µξN

(
∂µH−1H

)N
M .

(2.38)

These replacements and the associated field redefinitions are summed up in tab. 3.

3 Four-derivative Action in Three Dimensions

We now revisit the symmetry enhancement of sec. 2 in the presence of first order α′ corrections. To this
end, we start from the manifestly O(d, d) invariant four-derivative action of ref. [12] and perform the
dualization of the vector fields as in eq. (2.18) above. We then express the resulting action in terms of
O(d+1, d+1) quantities upon introduction of a non-dynamical compensator which reveals an interesting
structure of the action. Higher order corrections obstruct the O(d + 1, d + 1) symmetry enhancement of
the two-derivative action as is most straightforwardly seen by tracking the fate of the scaling symmetries

3Note that, as HηH = η, H is a constrained field and that the derivation of EH by variation of the action must be done
carefully [10].
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Term in the action Field redefinitions Replacement

α′ X�Φ δΦ = −1

2
X α′ XQΦ

α′ XµνREµν δgµνE = −X(µν) + gµνE Xρ
ρ α′ XµνQg µν

α′ Tr (X�H) δHMN = 4XMN α′ Tr (XQH)

α′ XM
�ξM δξM = −e−2ΦHMNXN α′ XMQξM

Tab. 3 Replacement rules for the terms carrying the leading two-derivative contribution from the field

equations descending from the two-derivative action (2.19) and associated field redefinitions. The explicit

replacement rules are given in eq. (2.38).

discussed in sec. 2. Typical four-derivative corrections to the action (2.1) are of the form [21]

I1 ∝ α′

∫
dDX

√
−ĝ e−φ̂

(
R̂µ̂ν̂ρ̂σ̂R̂

µ̂ν̂ρ̂σ̂ − 1

2
R̂µ̂ν̂ρ̂σ̂Ĥ

µ̂ν̂λ̂Ĥ ρ̂σ̂
λ̂ + . . .

)
. (3.1)

Under the transformations (2.2), (2.3) and (2.5), the action I1 transform homogeneously with the charges4

(
DilatonD

) (
TromboneD

) (
VolumeD−3

)

I1 −2/(D − 2) −2 0
. (3.2)

Both the dilaton shift and the trombone symmetries are broken by α′ corrections. With the transla-
tion (2.11), the charges of I1 under the three-dimensional symmetries (2.8)–(2.10) are

(
Dilaton3

) (
Trombone3

)
(T-duality)

I1 −2 −2 0
. (3.3)

In particular, the T-duality scaling O(1, 1) ⊂ O(d, d) is preserved in presence of first order α′ corrections,
in agreement with the arguments of ref. [5]. The presence of O(d, d) was explicitly verified in ref. [11, 12]
at first order in α′. The symmetry under the dilaton shift (2.8) however is broken, and so is the symmetry
enhancement from O(d, d) to O(d + 1, d + 1). In the following, we formulate the α′ corrections to the
three-dimensional action (2.23) in terms of the O(d+ 1, d+ 1) objects defined in the previous section, by
introduction of a non-dynamical compensator.

4In eq. (3.2) and (3.3), we give the charges of I1 under the trombone symmetries using as convention that the charges

of I
(D)
0 and I0 under these transformations are 0, i.e. we drop the global factor under which the lowest order equations of

motion are rescaled.
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3.1 Dualisation of the vector fields

We will treat the cases of the bosonic and heterotic string effective actions at the same time, using the
notations of ref. [16]. Our starting point is the manifestly O(d, d) invariant action of ref. [12]

I =

∫
d3x

√−g e−Φ

[
R+ ∂µΦ ∂µΦ+

1

8
Tr
(
∂µH ∂µH−1

)
− 1

4
Fµν

M HMN Fµν N

− a+ b

8

(
RµνρσR

µνρσ +
1

16
Tr
(
∂µH∂νH−1∂µH∂νH−1

)
− 1

32
Tr
(
∂µH∂νH−1

)
Tr
(
∂µH∂νH−1

)

+
1

8
Fµν

MHMNFN
ρσFµρ PHPQFνσ Q − 1

2
Fµν

MHMNFµρNFνσ PHPQFρσ
Q

+
1

8
Fµν

MFρσMFµρNFνσ
N − 1

2
RµνρσFµν MHMNFρσ N

− 1

2
Fµν

M
(
H∂ρH−1∂νH

)
MN

FµρN +
1

4
FµρMHMNFν

ρ
NTr

(
∂µH∂νH−1

) )

+
a− b

4

(
− 1

16
Tr
(
∂µH∂µH−1∂νH∂νH−1Hη

)
− 1

16
Fµν

MFρσM Fµν PHPQFρσ Q

+
1

4
RµνρσFµν

MFρσM +
1

8
Fµν

M
(
∂ρH∂ρH−1

)
M

NFµν
N

+
1

4
Fµν

M
(
∂µH∂ρH−1

)
M

NFνρ
N

)
+O

(
α′2
)
]
,

(3.4)

having eliminated the 2-form Bµν by virtue of its three-dimensional field equations as in (2.19) above. The
bosonic and heterotic actions correspond to (a, b) = (−α′,−α′) and (a, b) = (−α′, 0), respectively [16].

In order to express this action in terms of O(d + 1, d + 1) covariant objects, we first switch to the
Einstein frame

gµν → gEµν = e−2Φgµν , (3.5)

and use the fact that in three dimensions the Riemann tensor can be expressed as

Rµνρσ = Sµρgνσ + Sνσgµρ − Sµσgνρ − Sνρgµσ , (3.6)

in terms of the Schouten tensor Sµν = Rµν −
1

4
Rgµν .

Next, we dualise the vectorial degrees of freedom to scalar ones. To this end, we proceed as we did for
the two-derivative action and introduce a Lagrange multiplier term to the action:

Ĩ = I +
1

2

∫
d3x εµνρFµν

M∂ρξM . (3.7)

The equations of motion of ξM still gives the Bianchi identities for Fµν
M . But, considering Fµν

M as an
independent field, its equations of motion δĨ/δF = 0 now contain corrections of order α′. These equations
are algebraic in F and can be solved perturbatively in α′. The solution takes the form

Fµν
M = F (0)

µν
M + α′ F (1)

µν
M , (3.8)

where F (0)
µν

M is solution of δĨ0/δF = 0, as given in eq. (2.18). The exact expression of F (1)
µν

M is not
necessary for our purpose, as we now show. Eq. (3.8) is algebraic and can be introduced in the action (3.7),
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which, schematically, takes the following form:

Ĩ
(
F (0) + α′ F (1)

)
= Ĩ0

(
F (0)

)
+ I1

(
F (0)

)
+ α′ F (1) δĨ0

δF
(
F (0)

)
+O

(
α′2
)
, (3.9)

where I1 is the four-derivative action. The dependence on F (1) is thus proportional to the equation of
motion of F at order α′0, evaluated at its solution F (0). Then, at first order in α′, the corrections to the
duality relation (2.18) cancel out in the action, and the lowest order relation can be used to dualise the
vectors.

Applying this procedure, after some computation, the four-derivative part of the action (3.4) turns
into

Ĩ1 =

∫
d3x

√−gE e−2Φ

[

− a+ b

8

( 1

16
Tr
(
∂µH∂νH−1∂µH∂νH−1

)
− 1

32
Tr
(
∂µH∂νH−1

)
Tr
(
∂µH∂νH−1

)

+ 4 ∂µΦ∂
µΦ ∂νΦ∂

νΦ+
1

4
e4Φ ∂µξ

M∂νξM∂µξN∂νξN

− 1

4
e4Φ ∂µξMHMN∂νξN∂µξPHPQ∂νξQ − 1

2
e4Φ ∂µξMHMN∂µξN∂νξPHPQ∂νξQ

+
1

2
e2Φ ∂µξM

(
H−1∂νH∂νH−1

)MN
∂µξN − 1

2
e2Φ ∂µξM

(
H−1∂µH∂νH−1

)MN
∂νξN

− 1

4
e2ΦTr

(
∂µH∂µH−1

)
∂νξMHMN∂νξN +

1

4
e2Φ Tr

(
∂µH∂νH−1

)
∂µξMHMN∂νξN

− 2 e2Φ ∂µΦ∂νΦ ∂µξMHMN∂νξN + 4RE µνRE
µν −R2

E + 4�Φ�Φ+ 8�Φ ∂µΦ∂
µΦ

+ 4∇µ∇νΦ∇µ∇νΦ− 8∇µ∇νΦ∂
µΦ ∂νΦ− 8RE µν∇µ∇νΦ+ 8RE µν ∂

µΦ∂νΦ

− 4RE ∂µΦ∂
µΦ− 2 e2ΦREµν ∂

µξMHMN∂νξN + e2ΦRE ∂µξMHMN∂µξN

− 2 e2Φ�Φ ∂µξMHMN∂µξN + 2 e2Φ∇µ∇νΦ ∂µξMHMN∂νξN

)

+
a− b

4

(
− 1

16
Tr
(
∂µH∂µH−1∂νH∂νH−1Hη

)
− 1

4
e4Φ ∂µξM∂νξ

M ∂µξPHPQ∂νξQ

− 1

2
e2ΦRE ∂µξM∂µξM + e2Φ REµν ∂

µξM∂νξM − e2Φ ∇µ∇νΦ ∂µξM∂νξM

+ e2Φ �Φ ∂µξM∂µξM + e2Φ ∂µΦ∂νΦ ∂µξM∂νξM − 1

4
e2Φ ∂µξM

(
∂νH−1∂µH

)M
N∂νξN

)]
.

(3.10)

We now convert all second order derivatives in eq. (3.10) into products of first order derivatives, to allow
comparison with the basis of O(d + 1, d + 1)-invariant four-derivative terms of ref. [12]. To do so, we
first use integrations by parts so that all the second order derivatives appear in the leading two-derivative
contribution of the equations of motion (2.37). Using furthermore the field redefinitions of sec. 2.3, we
obtain the action

Ĩ1 =

∫
d3x

√−gE e−2Φ

[

− a+ b

8

(
− ∂µΦ∂

µΦ ∂νΦ∂
νΦ+

1

16
Tr
(
∂µH∂νH−1∂µH∂νH−1

)
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+
1

32
Tr
(
∂µH∂νH−1

)
Tr
(
∂µH∂νH−1

)
− 1

64
Tr
(
∂µH∂µH−1

)
Tr
(
∂νH∂νH−1

)

+
1

4
e4Φ ∂µξ

M∂νξM∂µξN∂νξN − 1

4
e4Φ ∂µξMHMN∂νξN∂µξPHPQ∂νξQ

+
1

4
e4Φ ∂µξMHMN∂µξN∂νξPHPQ∂νξQ +

1

2
e2Φ ∂µξM

(
H−1∂νH∂νH−1

)MN
∂µξN

− 1

2
e2Φ ∂µξM

(
H−1∂µH∂νH−1

)MN
∂νξN − 2 e2Φ ∂µΦ∂νΦ ∂µξMHMN∂νξN

+
1

2
∂µΦ∂νΦTr

(
∂µH∂νH−1

)
− 1

4
∂µΦ∂

µΦTr
(
∂νH∂νH−1

)
+ e2Φ ∂µΦ ∂νξM∂µHMN∂νξN

)

+
a− b

4

(
− 1

16
Tr
(
∂µH∂µH−1∂νH∂νH−1Hη

)
+

1

4
e4Φ ∂µξM∂νξ

M ∂µξPHPQ∂νξQ

− 1

4
e2Φ ∂µξM

(
∂νH−1∂µH

)M
N∂νξN − 1

2
e2Φ ∂µΦ∂

µΦ ∂νξM∂νξM − 1

8
Tr
(
∂µH∂νH−1

)
∂µξM∂νξM

+
1

16
Tr
(
∂µH∂µH−1

)
∂νξM∂νξM + e2Φ ∂µΦ ∂µξM

(
∂νH−1H

)M
N∂νξN

)]
. (3.11)

Explicitly, we have used the following order α′ field redefinitions:

δgµνE = −a+ b

8α′

(
− 4 e−2Φ Rµν

E + 2 e−2Φ gµνE RE + 8 e−2Φ ∂µΦ∂νΦ− 2 e−2Φ gµνE ∂ρΦ∂
ρΦ

+
1

2
e−2Φ Tr

(
∂µH∂νH−1

)
− 1

4
e−2Φ gµνE Tr

(
∂ρH∂ρH−1

)
− 3 gµνE ∂ρξMHMN∂ρξN

)

− a− b

4α′
∂µξM∂νξM ,

δΦ = −a+ b

8α′

(
2 e−2Φ RE − 4 e−2Φ

�Φ− 3

2
∂µξMHMN∂µξN

)
− a− b

4α′

1

4
∂µξM∂µξM ,

δξM = −a+ b

4α′
e−2Φ ∂µΦ∂

µξM − a− b

4α′
e−2ΦHMN ∂µΦ∂

µξN ,

(3.12)

in the notations of eq. (2.35).

3.2 O(d + 1, d + 1)-covariant formulation

We now aim to express the action (3.11) in terms of O(d + 1, d + 1)-covariant objects. We define the
O(d + 1, d + 1) currents Jµ = ∂µMM−1 for the matrix M from eq. (2.21). Explicitly, this current takes
the form

JµM
N =




JµM
N JµM

+ −e2Φ∂µξPHP
M

e2Φ∂µξPHPN 2∂µΦ− e2ΦξPHPQ∂µξQ 0

Jµ−
N 0 −2∂µΦ+ e2ΦξPHPQ∂µξQ


 , (3.13)

with

JµM
N = ∂µHMPHPN + e2Φ

(
ξM∂µξPHPN −HMP∂µξ

P ξN
)
,

JµM
+ = ∂µξM − ∂µHMPHPQξQ + 2 ∂µΦξM − e2ΦξPHPQ∂µξQξM +

1

2
e2ΦξP ξ

P∂µξQHQ
M ,

Jµ−
N = −∂µξ

N − ξP∂µHPQHQN − 2∂µΦξ
N + e2ΦξPHPQ∂µξQξ

N − 1

2
e2ΦξP ξ

P∂µξQHQN .

(3.14)
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In terms of this object and using the O(d, d) decomposition of app. A, the four-derivative action (3.11)
can be cast into the rather compact form

Ĩ1 =

∫
d3x

√−gE e−2Φ

{

+
a

4

[
− 1

32
Tr (JµJνJ µJ ν)− 1

16
Tr (JµJ µJνJ νMη)

− 1

64
Tr (JµJν) Tr (J µJ ν) +

1

128
Tr (JµJ µ)Tr (JνJ ν)

+ e−2Φ

(
− 1

2
(uPηJµJνJ µJ νPu) +

1

2
(uPηJµJ µJνJ νPu)− 1

2
(uPηJµJνJ νJ µPu)

− 1

4
Tr (JµJν) (uPηJ µJ νPu) +

1

8
Tr (JµJ µ) (uPηJνJ νPu)

)

+ e−4Φ

(
− 2 (uPηJµJνPu) (uPηJ µJ νPu) + (uPηJµJ µPu) (uPηJνJ νPu)

)]

+
b

4

[
− 1

32
Tr (JµJνJ µJ ν) +

1

16
Tr (JµJ µJνJ νMη)

− 1

64
Tr (JµJν) Tr (J µJ ν) +

1

128
Tr (JµJ µ)Tr (JνJ ν)

+ e−2Φ

(
1

2

(
uP̄ ηJµJνJ µJ νP̄u

)
− 1

2

(
uP̄ ηJµJ µJνJ νP̄u

)
+

1

2

(
uP̄ ηJµJνJ νJ µP̄u

)

+
1

4
Tr (JµJν)

(
uP̄ ηJ µJ νP̄u

)
− 1

8
Tr (JµJ µ)

(
uP̄ ηJνJ νP̄u

))

+ e−4Φ

(
− 2

(
uP̄ ηJµJνP̄u

) (
uP̄ ηJ µJ νP̄u

)
+
(
uP̄ ηJµJ µP̄u

) (
uP̄ ηJνJ νP̄u

))
]}

.

(3.15)

Here, we have defined the projectors

PMN =
1

2
(ηMN −MMN ) and P̄MN =

1

2
(ηMN +MMN ) , (3.16)

and the O(d+ 1, d + 1) compensator vector

u
M = {0, 1, 0} , (3.17)

which parametrizes the breaking of the symmetry group O(d+ 1, d+ 1) at the four-derivative order. The
action (3.15) enjoys a formal O(d + 1, d + 1) invariance, which is broken by the explicit choice (3.17) for
the vector u

M. This is manifest in the above form for all terms except the explicit dilaton prefactor, but
it even holds for these factor thanks to the relations (3.22) below.

It is interesting to note that the above action (3.15) has the chiral structure

I1 =
1

4

∫
d3x

√−gE

{
aF [M, Pu] + b (F [M, Pu])∗

}
(3.18)

with a fixed function F that depends only on M and a projection of u. The ‘∗’ in the second term indicates
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the Z2 action, under which M transforms as

M → ZtMZ, Z =

(
Z 0

0 σ3

)
, Z =

(
1 0

0 −1

)
, (3.19)

where
ZtηZ = −η . (3.20)

Consequently, the projectors transform as

P → ZtP̄Z , P̄ → ZtPZ , (3.21)

while furthermore
e2Φ = u

MMMN u
N = −2uMPMN u

N = 2uM P̄MN u
N . (3.22)

In particular, the last equation shows that the dilaton Φ is invariant under the Z2 action. The chiral
form (3.18) of the action implies that the four-derivative action of the heterotic string (b = 0) encodes the
function F , and thereby the entire action. In particular, the result for the bosonic string (a = b) follows or
can be reconstructed from the heterotic result. Moreover, in the heterotic case we note the formal “gauge
invariance”

u → u + ηP̄Λ, (3.23)

under which the action (3.15) (for b = 0) is invariant.
We may also express the result in terms of the O(d+1, d+1) coset currents (2.31). In the basis (2.34),

the four-derivative action (3.15) takes the form

Ĩ1 =
α′

4

∫
d3x

√−g e−2Φ

{

+
a

4

[
Tr
(
PµP

tµ
PνP

t ν
)
−Tr

(
P
t
µP

µ
P
t
νP

ν
)
− Tr

(
PµP

t
νP

µ
P
t ν
)
− Tr

(
PµP

t
ν

)
Tr
(
P
µ
P
t ν
)

+
1

2
Tr
(
PµP

tµ
)
Tr
(
PνP

t ν
)
+ 4

(
PµP

t
νP

µ
P
t ν
)00 − 4

(
PµP

tµ
PνP

t ν
)00

+ 4
(
PµP

t
νP

ν
P
tµ
)00

+ 4Tr
(
PµP

t
ν

) (
P
µ
P
t ν
)00 − 2Tr

(
PµP

tµ
) (

PνP
t ν
)00 − 8

(
PµP

t
ν

)00 (
P
µ
P
t ν
)00

+ 4
(
PµP

tµ
)00 (

PνP
t ν
)00
]

+
b

4

[
− Tr

(
PµP

tµ
PνP

t ν
)
+Tr

(
P
t
µP

µ
P
t
νP

ν
)
− Tr

(
PµP

t
νP

µ
P
t ν
)
− Tr

(
PµP

t
ν

)
Tr
(
P
µ
P
t ν
)

+
1

2
Tr
(
PµP

tµ
)
Tr
(
PνP

t ν
)
+ 4

(
P
t
µPνP

tµ
P
ν
)0̄0̄ − 4

(
P
t
µP

µ
P
t
νP

ν
)0̄0̄

+ 4
(
P
t
µPνP

t ν
P
µ
)0̄0̄

+ 4Tr
(
PµP

t
ν

) (
P
tµ
P
ν
)0̄0̄ − 2Tr

(
PµP

tµ
) (

P
t
νP

ν
)0̄0̄ − 8

(
P
t
µPν

)0̄0̄ (
P
tµ
P
ν
)0̄0̄

+ 4
(
P
t
µP

µ
)0̄0̄ (

P
t
νP

ν
)0̄0̄
]}

.

(3.24)

Here, the ‘0’ and ‘0̄’ components are defined by contracting out O(d+ 1)×O(d+ 1) vectors as

P
0ā
µ = e−Φ

ũaP
aā
µ , P

a0̄
µ = P

aā
µ ũā e

−Φ , (3.25)

17



with ũa = u
MVMa, ũā = u

MVMā. Spelling out eq. (3.25) brings the action into manifestly H gauge
invariant form. In these notations, P and P

t are interchanged under the Z2 action.
More compactly, and using the notations of refs. [22,23], the result (3.24) can be rewritten in the form

Ĩ1 =
α′

4

∫
d3x

√−g e−2Φ

[
a

4
Fabcd

(
(PµP

tµ)ab(PνP
t ν)cd − 2 (PµP

t
ν)

ab(Pµ
P
t ν)cd

)

+
b

4
F̄āb̄c̄d̄

(
(Pt

µP
µ)āb̄(Pt

νP
ν)c̄d̄ − 2 (Pt

µPν)
āb̄(Ptµ

P
ν)c̄d̄

)]
,

(3.26)

with
Fabcd =

3

2
δ(abδcd) − 6 δ0(aδbcδd)0 + 4 δ0aδ0bδ0cδ0d, (3.27)

and F̄āb̄c̄d̄ defined in the same way, exchanging unbared indices for bared ones. In the case of the heterotic
supergravity, (a, b) = (−α′, 0), eq. (3.26) consistently reproduces the weak coupling limit of the U-duality
invariant modular integrals conjectured to describe the exact four-derivative couplings, c.f. ref. [22–24].
(See in particular eqs. (4.16) and (4.34) of ref. [23].5)

3.3 Comments on symmetry group

We close this section with some general remarks on the symmetry group after inclusion of the first α′

correction, confirming our above conclusion that the continuous O(8, 8) duality group is broken to its
‘geometric subgroup’ and making some general remarks about the issue of discrete symmetries.

We begin by determining the manifest symmetry group. Since the above formulation is manifestly
O(8, 8) invariant if we declare the compensator u

M to transform as a vector it follows that the actual, or
at least manifest, symmetry group is given by the invariance group of u

M = (0, 1, 0). Recalling the index
split M = (M,+,−), an O(8, 8) matrix reads

LM
N =



LM

N LM
+ LM

−

L+
N L+

+ L+
−

L−
N L−

+ L−
−


 ∈ O(8, 8) , (3.28)

and is subject to
LM

K ηKL LN
L = ηMN . (3.29)

The condition that u
M is invariant, i.e. that u

′M = 0, u
′
+ = 0 and u

′
− = 1, is then quickly seen to imply

LM
− = 0 , L+

− = 0 , L−
− = 1 . (3.30)

Using this in eq. (3.29) yields furthermore

LM
N ∈ O(7, 7) , L+

M = 0 , (L−1)N
ML−

N = −ηMNLN
+ ,

L+
+ = 1 , L−

+ = −1

2
L−

MηMNL−
N .

(3.31)

We infer that a general O(8, 8) matrix leaving u invariant is parametrized in terms of a general O(7, 7)

5We thank Guillaume Bossard for helpful explanations on this relation.
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matrix LM
N and a vector cM :

LM
N =



LM

N LM
KcK 0

0 1 0

−cN −1
2 cKcK 1


 . (3.32)

One may verify that the cM , for LM
N = δM

N , act as

ξ′M = ξM + cM , (3.33)

and thus precisely parameterize the constant shifts of the scalars dual to vectors. As expected, we recovered
precisely the ‘geometric subgroup’ of O(8, 8) consisting of the semi-direct product of O(7, 7) and 14-
dimensional translations.

We thus conclude that among the continuous transformations there is no enhancement to the full
duality group, but this still leaves open the fate of the discrete group O(8, 8,Z), which is conjectured to be
present in the full string/M-theory. Ultimately we see no evidence of this true U-duality in the supergravity
limit considered here once α′ corrections are switched on, but we will briefly discuss some general features.

We first observe that the scaling symmetry denoted (Dilaton3) above, which acts as Φ → Φ+λ, λ ∈ R,
on the dilaton and is hence manifestly broken due to the explicit e−2Φ prefactors in the action at order α′,
trivializes for the discrete subgroup. In fact, these transformations are embedded into O(8, 8) as

λ 7→ L(λ) =



17 0 0

0 eλ 0

0 0 e−λ


 ∈ O(8, 8;R) , (3.34)

but the requirement that this transformation actually belongs to O(8, 8,Z), i.e. that all its matrix entries
are integers then implies that eλ = e−λ = 1 or λ = 0, reducing (Dilaton3) to the trivial group. Thus,
by itself the absence of the continuous scaling symmetry at order α′ is not in conflict with an O(8, 8,Z)

symmetry.
Is then the O(8, 8,Z) perhaps realized in supergravity after all? While it is very difficult to exclude

the possibility that certain discrete symmetries are realized in a hidden fashion, we will argue now that
there is no evidence for any enhancement to the discrete U-duality group in supergravity at order α′. To
this end one may use, as discussed by Sen in ref. [1], that O(8, 8,Z) can be generated by O(7, 7,Z) and
the S-duality group SL(2,Z). As the invariance under O(7, 7,Z) is manifest, it is then sufficient to study
the invariance under SL(2,Z), which consists of matrices

(
c d

e f

)
, c, d, e, f ∈ Z , where cf − de = 1 . (3.35)

These are embedded into O(8, 8,Z) as follows:

LM
N =




c 0 0 0 d 0

0 1d−1 0 0 0 0

0 0 f 0 0 − e

0 0 0 1d−1 0 0

e 0 0 0 f 0

0 0 −d 0 0 c




. (3.36)
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Under such transformations, a generic term (uXu) of the action (3.15) transforms as

(uXu) = X++ −→ f2X++ + 2 ef X(+1) + e2 X11. (3.37)

Thus, each term is independently invariant only if c = f = 1 and e = 0, leaving only integer shifts (2.28).
Therefore, non-trivial SL(2,Z) transformations can only leave the action invariant if the different anoma-
lous terms cancel each other. Since the traces in eq. (3.15) are invariant, and the transformation rule (3.37)
cannot generate trace factors, transformations of terms featuring traces can only cancel among themselves.
Considering the pure trace terms in the first and sixth lines of eq. (3.15), one infers that due to the global
dilaton prefactor, these terms are only invariant under transformations that leave the dilaton invariant,
and so with eq. (2.21),

e2Φ = (uMu) −→ (f + e ξ1)
2 e2Φ + e2 H11 , (3.38)

implying as before f = 1 and e = 0, and hence c = 1 by the SL(2,Z) constraint (3.35). Even discarding
dilaton prefactors we have found no evidence of any hidden discrete symmetries, supporting the above
conclusion that only the continuous geometric subgroup of O(8, 8) is a genuine symmetry.

4 A massive deformation

So far the three form field-strength Hµνρ has been set to zero. We now integrate out the B field explicitly
and explore the deformations induced by a non-vanishing three-form flux. At the two-derivative level,
this results in a topological mass for the vectors and a potential for the dilaton [17]. We review this
massive deformation and show how it fits in the more general framework of gauged supergravity. We then
extend the analysis to the four-derivative corrections. In particular, we show that the resulting massive
deformation induces Chern-Simons terms for composite connections featuring an enhancement to the full
O(d+ 1, d+ 1) to first order in the mass parameter.

4.1 Two-derivative action

We first consider the two-derivative action (2.14), that we rewrite in the string frame as

I0 =

∫
d3x

√−g e−Φ

(
L(0)

(
gµν ,Φ,H,Aµ

M
)
− 1

12
HµνρH

µνρ

)
, (4.1)

with Hµνρ = 3 ∂[µBνρ] + Ω
(MS)
µνρ and Ω

(MS)
µνρ = −(3/2)A[µ

MFνρ]M the abelian Chern-Simons deformation
of the three-form field-strength [20]. In three dimensions, we can rewrite the field-strength as6

Hµνρ = −1

6
h ǫµνρ, (4.2)

and I0 becomes

I0 =

∫
d3x

√−g e−Φ

(
L(0)

(
gµν ,Φ,H,Aµ

M
)
+

1

72
h2
)
. (4.3)

6The global factor is chosen so that h = ǫµνρHµνρ, with gµν of signature (−1, 1, 1).
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In the following, we do not specify explicitly the fields on which L(0) depends. To dualise the degrees of
freedom related to Bµν , we introduce an auxiliary field f and consider the action

I ′0 =

∫
d3x

√−g e−Φ

(
L(0) − 1

2
f2 − 1

6
fh

)
. (4.4)

Taking its variation with respect to f , we get the algebraic equation of motion

f = −1

6
h, (4.5)

which can be used in eq. (4.4) to get back eq. (4.3), hence the equivalence between I0 and I ′0. We now
consider I ′0, which gives the following equation of motion after varying with respect to Bµν :

∇µ

(
e−Φf

)
= 0 =⇒ f = meΦ, m ∈ R. (4.6)

Unlike eq. (4.5), this equation is not algebraic and, in general, could not simply be inserted back into the
action. One needs to work at the level of the equations of motion. It can however be checked that, in the
particular case we are considering here, it is consistent to use eq. (4.6) directly in the action (4.4) to get

I ′′0 =

∫
d3x

[√−g

(
e−Φ L(0) − 1

2
m2 eΦ

)
− 1

6
mεµνρ Ω(MS)

µνρ

]
, (4.7)

where we ignored a total derivative. I ′′0 is equivalent to I0, with the degrees of freedom of the two-form
Bµν dualised into m. For m = 0, we recover the action we started with in sec. 2.2.

Let us move to the Einstein frame to discuss further the properties of the action:

I ′′0 =

∫
d3x

[√−gE

(
RE − ∂µΦ ∂µΦ+

1

8
Tr
(
∂µH−1 ∂µH

)
− 1

4
e−2Φ Fµν

MHMNFµν N

− 1

2
m2 e4Φ

)
+

1

4
mεµνρ Aµ

MFνρM

]
.

(4.8)

For m 6= 0, the O(d + 1, d + 1) symmetry of the action (2.23) is broken down to O(d, d) and constant
shifts in ξM (the scaling symmetry (2.8) is broken). The term quadratic in m acts as a potential, and the
vectors Aµ

M acquire a topological mass proportional to m, leading to a topologically massive Yang-Mills
theory [25, 19] for U(1)d, with equations of motion

∇µ

(
e−2Φ Fµν NHNM −mǫµνρ AρM

)
= 0. (4.9)

The Chern-Simons coupling prevents us from dualizing the vectors as done in sec. 2.2. We can however
rewrite the Yang-Mills gauging of eq. (4.8) as a pure Chern-Simons type gauging with gauge group U(1)d⋉

Td using the on-shell equivalence of ref. [26], where Td is a d-dimensional translation group. Consider the
action

Ĩ ′′0 =

∫
d3x

[√−gE

(
RE +

1

8
Tr
(
∂µM−1 ∂µM

)
− 1

2
m2 e2Φ Aµ

MHMNAµN

−me2ΦAµ
MHMN∂µξN − 1

2
m2 e4Φ

)
− 1

4
mεµνρ Aµ

MFνρM

]
,

(4.10)
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The induced equations of motion for the vectors are

Fµν
M = e2Φ ǫµνρ

(
∂ρξN +mAρN

)
HN

M , (4.11)

which imply eq. (4.9). It can be checked similarly that all the equations of motion of Ĩ ′′0 are identical
on-shell to those of I ′′0 , upon systematically eliminating ∂µξM using eq. (4.11). Thus, I ′′0 and Ĩ ′′0 are
equivalent.

The action (4.10) can be nicely rewritten using the embedding tensor formalism [27, 28] of three-
dimensional half-maximal gauged supergravity [29, 30] (see also ref. [31] for a review and the notations
used here). The bosonic part of the action describes the dynamics of the metric gEµν , scalars MMN ∈
O(d+ 1, d+ 1) and vectors Aµ

[MN ] via the action

∫
d3x

[√−gE

(
RE +

1

8
Tr
(
DµM−1 DµM

)
− V

)
+ LCS

]
. (4.12)

The covariant derivative on MMN is

DµMMN = ∂µMMN + 4Aµ
PQΘPQ|(M

KMN )K, (4.13)

with the gauging given by the embedding tensor

ΘMN|PQ =
1

2

(
ηM[P θQ]N − ηN [P θQ]M

)
, (4.14)

where θMN is symmetric. In full generality, the embedding tensor contains more representations that we
will not need here. The vectors are described by a Chern-Simons term of the form

LCS = −εµνρ ΘMN|PQAµ
MN

(
∂ν Aρ

PQ +
1

3
ΘRS|UV fPQ,RS

XY Aν
UVAρ

XY

)
, (4.15)

with fMN ,PQ
KL = 4 δ[K

[MηN ][PδL]
Q] the structure constants of so(d+ 1, d + 1). Finally, the potential is

given by

V =
1

8
θMN θPQ

(
2MMPMNQ − 2 ηMPηNQ −MMNMPQ

)
. (4.16)

The action (4.10) then results from the restriction to an embedding tensor with only non-vanishing com-
ponent θ−−. More precisely, a formally O(d+ 1, d+ 1)-covariant form of I ′′0 is given by

Ĩ ′′0 =

∫
d3x

[
− εµνρ θMN AµP

N∂ν Aρ
PM +

√−gE

(
RE +

1

8
Tr
(
DµM−1 DµM

)

− 1

8
θMN θPQ

(
2MMPMNQ − 2 ηMPηNQ −MMNMPQ

))]
,

(4.17)

with the specific parametrization

Aµ
M− =

1

2
Aµ

M , θ−− = 2m. (4.18)

The covariant derivative is then given by DµξM = ∂µξM +mAµM , DµΦ = ∂µΦ and DµHMN = ∂µHMN .
The symmetry breaking induced by m 6= 0 is now translated into the choice of embedding tensor with θ−−

as the only non-vanishing component, that breaks O(d+ 1, d+ 1) to O(d, d) and shifts in ξM .
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4.2 Four-derivative action

The 2-form degrees of freedom can be integrated out in the four-derivative action using the same procedure
as the one used in sec. 4.1. With eq. (4.2), the action (7.16) of ref. [12] is given by

Ĩ = I +

∫
d3x

√−g e−Φ

[
1

72
h2 + α′

(
−1

6
ah +

1

36
bh2 +

1

64
ch4
)]

, (4.19)

where I is the action (3.4) and7

a = ǫµνρ
[
− a+ b

8α′

(
2

3
Ω(GS)
µνρ − 1

2
Fµσ

M
(
H∂νH−1

)
M

NFρ
σ
N

)

+
a− b

4α′

(
Ω(ω)
µνρ +

1

4
Fµσ

M∂σHMNFνρ
N

)]
,

b = −a+ b

8α′

(
R− 1

4
Tr
(
∂µH∂µH−1

)
+

3

4
Fµν

MHMNFµν N

)
+

a− b

4α′

1

8
Fµν

MFµν
M ,

c =
a+ b

8α′

5

4
.

(4.20)

Ω
(ω)
µνρ is the gravitational Chern-Simons form of heterotic supergravity, and Ω

(GS)
µνρ is the three-form needed

in the Green-Schwarz type mechanism of ref. [11], which satisfies8

4 ∂[µΩ
(GS)
νρσ] =

3

8
Tr
(
∂[µH∂νH−1∂ρH∂σ]H−1Hη

)
. (4.21)

As previously, we can equivalently write Ĩ as

Ĩ ′ = I +

∫
d3x

√−g e−Φ

[
−1

2
f2 − 1

6
fh+ α′

(
a f + b f2 + c f4

)]
, (4.22)

with an auxiliary field f . The equations of motion for f are

f = −1

6
h+ α′

(
a+ 2 b f + 4 c f3

)
, (4.23)

and can be solved perturbatively in α′:

f = f (0) + α′ f (1), with





f (0) = −1

6
h,

f (1) = a− 1

3
bh− 1

54
ch3.

(4.24)

As in the two-derivative case, eq. (4.22) with eq. (4.24) gives Ĩ. The equations of motion for Bµν are
unchanged and given by eq. (4.6) and, again, it is consistent to use them directly in the action, leading to

Ĩ ′′ = I +

∫
d3x

√−g

[
−1

6
mǫµνρ Ω(MS)

µνρ − 1

2
m2 eΦ + α′

(
am+bm2 eΦ + cm4 e3Φ

)]
. (4.25)

As a by product, observe that we can safely consider the case m = 0 and recover the actions considered

7Remember that a and b are of order α′.
8Normalised as in eq. (14) of ref. [11], i.e. H̃µνρ = Hµνρ + a+b

2
Ω

(GS)
µνρ .
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in sec. 2 and 3.
Writing this action in terms of O(d+ 1, d+ 1) fields and an embedding tensor breaking the symmetry

to O(d, d)×O(1, 1), as we did for the two-derivative action in sec. 4.1, requires to reproduce the analysis of
sec. 3 with modified rules for the field redefinitions (given the modified two-derivative equations of motion)
and with the additional terms in eq. (4.25), as detailed in app. B. All computations done, we get

Ĩ ′′1 = Î1 +

∫
d3x

{
√−gE

a+ b

8

(
4m2 e2Φ ∂µΦ∂

µΦ+m4 e6Φ
)

+mεµνρ
[
− a+ b

8

(
2

3
Ω(GS)
µνρ − 1

2
e2Φ DµξM

(
H−1∂νH

)M
NDρξ

N

)
+

a− b

4
Ω(ωE)
µνρ

]}
,

(4.26)

where Î1 is given by the action (3.15) with all currents covariantized: Ĵµ = DµMM−1. Observe that
the Green-Schwarz type mechanism of ref. [11] generates, once restricted to three dimensions, a Chern-
Simons term based on composite gauge fields. The properties of this term are best displayed using the
frame formalism of sec. 2.2. In ref. [11], the Green-Schwarz three-from Ω

(GS)
µνρ has been written as a

Chern-Simons form for O(d)×O(d) composite gauge fields:

Ω(GS)
µνρ =

3

2
CSµνρ (Q) =

3

2
Tr

(
Q[µ∂νQρ]δη +

2

3
Q[µQνQρ]δη

)
, (4.27)

with QµA
B defined in eq. (2.32) and δAB the identity matrix.9 Generalizing this definition to the covari-

antization Q̂µA
B of the O(d+ 1)×O(d+ 1) connection QµA

B of eq. (2.32) (i.e. defining Q̂µA
B from the

covariantized Maurer-Cartan form V−1DµV), we get

CSµνρ

(
Q̂
)
=

2

3
Ω(GS)
µνρ − 1

2
e2Φ D[µξM

(
H−1∂νH

)M
NDρ]ξ

N − m

2
e2Φ D[µξMFνρ]

M , (4.28)

of exterior derivative10

∂[µCSνρσ]

(
Q̂
)
=

1

16
Tr
(
D[µMDνM−1DρMDσ]M−1Mη

)

− 2ΘMN|PQ F[µν
MN

(
DρM−1Dσ]MM−1

)PQ

+ 16ΘMN|PQΘKL|R
P F[µν

MNFρσ]
KLMRQ.

(4.29)

Putting this term in the action and eliminating the field-strength using the dualisation relation (4.11) gives

∫
d3xmεµνρ CSµνρ

(
Q̂
)
=

∫
d3xm

[
εµνρ

(
2

3
Ω(GS)
µνρ − 1

2
e2Φ DµξM

(
H−1∂νH

)M
NDρξ

N

)

+
√−gEm2 e4Φ DµξMHMNDµξN

]
.

(4.30)

9The δη in eq. (4.27) is needed to reproduce the right relative sign in eq. (34) of ref. [11].
10Here, we used that [Dµ, Dν ]MMN = 4Fµν

PQΘPQ|(M
K
MN )K and Fµν

MN = 2 ∂[µAν]
MN + 4A[µ

PQΘPQ|K
[MAν]

N ]K.
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Thus, we can write the action (4.26) in terms of the three-form (4.28):

Ĩ ′′1 = Î1+

∫
d3x

[
√−gE

a+ b

8

(
m2
(
4 e2Φ ∂µΦ∂

µΦ+ e4Φ DµξMHMNDµξN

)
+m4 e6Φ

)

+mεµνρ
(
− a+ b

8
CSµνρ

(
Q̂
)
+

a− b

4
Ω(ωE)
µνρ

)]
.

(4.31)

We can furthermore express the first line in terms of the O(d+ 1, d+ 1) currents, as done in sec. 3.2, and
the embedding tensor (4.18):

Ĩ ′′1 = Î1+

∫
d3xm

[
√−gE

a+ b

8

(
1

2
θMN

(
ĴµĴ µM

)MN
+

1

8

(
θMNMMN

)3
)

+ εµνρ
(
− a+ b

8
CSµνρ

(
Q̂
)
+

a− b

4
Ω(ωE)
µνρ

)]
.

(4.32)

Thus, the massive deformation following from integrating out the B field induces a gauging of the ac-
tion (3.15) and additional couplings. Remarkably, these couplings break the O(d+1, d+1) symmetry only
due to the gauging (4.18) of the shift symmetry; no vector compensator is needed, in contrast to the term
Î1. The first line in eq. (4.32) features a deformation of the two-derivative action, and a potential. The
second line of eq. (4.32) is given by Chern-Simons terms based on composite and spin connections. Most
interestingly, to leading order in m, these Chern-Simons terms are given by

∫
d3xmεµνρ

(
− a+ b

8
CSµνρ

(
Q̂
)
+

a− b

4
Ω(ωE)
µνρ

)

=

∫
d3xmεµνρ

(
− a+ b

8
CSµνρ (Q) +

a− b

4
Ω(ωE)
µνρ

)
+O

(
m2
)
,

(4.33)

which is invariant under O(d+1, d+1). Although the full theory exhibits a breaking of the O(d+1, d+1)

U-duality both by the higher-derivative parameter α′ and the mass deformation m, for the leading Chern-
Simons terms the full O(d + 1, d + 1) is restored. The physical meaning of this observation has to be
investigated, as well as its extension to more general gaugings.

5 Conclusions

In this paper we have computed the effective action of bosonic and heterotic string theory in three dimen-
sions to first order in α′ starting from the known four-derivative result in manifestly O(d, d)-invariant form
and perturbatively dualizing the vector gauge fields into scalars. We have cast the result into a formally
O(d+1, d+1)-invariant form upon introduction of a non-dynamical compensator u

M. The resulting action
reveals the intriguing chiral pattern (3.18), showing that in particular the action of the bosonic string can
be reconstructed from the heterotic action. One may expect that an extension of this structure to higher
orders in α′ will constrain the potential higher order corrections in a similar way.

Another interesting application of the formally O(d+1, d+1)-invariant formulation will be the study of
O(4, 4) triality rotations on the resulting action. This would for instance allow one to relate the inequivalent
higher order corrections obtained from T 3 compactification of chiral N = (2, 0) and non-chiral N = (1, 1)

supergravity in six dimensions, respectively. With the latter corresponding to the standard heterotic
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corrections (see [32] for a recent discussion) this may be turned into a prediction of the α′ corrections
of the chiral theory in six dimensions. As this theory arises from ten-dimensional type IIB supergravity
compactified on the complex surface K3, this computation would give profitable insights into the higher-
derivative corrections in ten dimensions.

The other main result of this paper is the massive deformation identified in sec. 4 upon integrating out
the B field in three dimensions, keeping a constant three-form flux. As exhibited in eq. (4.32) above, this
gives rise to a deformation of the target space metric and the scalar potential, as well as to new Chern-
Simons terms for composite connections which remarkably exhibit an enhancement to the full O(d+1, d+1)

to first order in the mass parameter. Within the general framework of gauged supergravities, such massive
deformations take the form of a particular and somewhat degenerate example of a general gauging. In this
respect, our results may be viewed as a glimpse into the structure of the α′ corrections of more general
gauged supergravities in three dimensions. Of particular interest for holographic applications would be
the study of these deformations around the AdS3 ×S3 background. We hope to come back to these issues
in the future.
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A O(d, d) decompositions of O(d + 1, d + 1)

We list in the following the O(d, d) decomposition of the O(d+ 1, d+ 1) terms used in sec. 3.2 and of the
basis of O(d+ 1, d+ 1)-invariant terms carrying four derivatives [11].

Tr (JµJν) = −Tr
(
∂µH∂νH−1

)
+ 4 e2Φ ∂µξMHMN∂νξN + 8 ∂µΦ∂νΦ. (A.1)

(JµJνM)++ = e4Φ ∂µξMHMN∂νξN + 4 e2Φ ∂µΦ∂νΦ. (A.2)

(JµJνη)++ = −e4Φ ∂µξM∂νξ
M . (A.3)

Tr (JµJνJ µJ ν) = Tr
(
∂µH∂νH−1∂µH∂νH−1

)
− 8 e2Φ ∂µξM

(
H−1∂νH∂µH−1

)MN
∂νξN

− 16 e2Φ ∂µΦ∂νξM∂µHMN∂νξN + 32 ∂µΦ∂
µΦ∂νΦ∂

µΦ+ 4 e4Φ ∂µξM∂νξ
M∂µξN∂νξN

+ 4 e4Φ ∂µξMHMN∂νξN∂µξPHPQ∂νξQ + 32 e2Φ ∂µΦ∂νΦ∂
µξMHMN∂νξN .

(A.4)
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Tr (JµJ µJνJ ν) = Tr
(
∂µH∂µH−1∂νH∂νH−1

)
− 4 e2Φ ∂µξM

(
H−1∂νH∂νH−1

)MN
∂µξN

− 4 e2Φ ∂µξM
(
H−1∂µH∂νH−1

)MN
∂νξN − 16 e2Φ ∂µΦ∂

µξM∂νHMN∂νξN

+ 32 ∂µΦ∂
µΦ∂νΦ∂

µΦ+ 2 e4Φ ∂µξM∂µξM∂νξN∂νξN + 2 e4Φ ∂µξM∂νξ
M∂µξN∂νξN

+ 2 e4Φ ∂µξMHMN∂µξN∂νξPHPQ∂νξQ + 2 e4Φ ∂µξMHMN∂νξN∂µξPHPQ∂νξQ

+ 16 e2Φ ∂µΦ∂
µΦ∂νξMHMN∂νξN + 16 e2Φ ∂µΦ∂νΦ∂

µξMHMN∂νξN .

(A.5)

Tr (JµJ µJνJ νMη) = Tr
(
∂µH∂µH−1∂νH∂νH−1Hη

)
− 4 e2Φ ∂µξM

(
∂νH−1∂νH

)M
N∂µξN

+ 4 e2Φ ∂µξM
(
∂µH−1∂νH

)M
N∂νξN − 16 e2Φ ∂µΦ∂

µξM
(
H−1∂νH

)M
N∂νξN

+ 4 e4Φ ∂µξMHMN∂νξN∂µξP∂
νξP − 4 e4Φ ∂µξMHMN∂µξN∂νξP∂

νξP

− 16 e2Φ ∂µΦ∂
µΦ∂νξM∂νξM + 16 e2Φ ∂µΦ∂νΦ∂

µξM∂νξM .

(A.6)

(JµJνJ µJ νM)++ = − e4Φ ∂µξM
(
H−1∂νH∂µH−1

)MN
∂νξN − 4 e4Φ ∂µΦ ∂νξM∂µHMN∂νξN

+ 16 e2Φ ∂µΦ∂
µΦ∂νΦ∂

νΦ+ e6Φ ∂µξMHMN∂νξN ∂µξPHPQ∂νξQ

+ e6Φ ∂µξM∂νξ
M ∂µξN∂νξN + 12 e4Φ ∂µΦ∂νΦ∂

µξMHMN∂νξN .

(A.7)

(JµJνJ µJ νη)++ = e4Φ ∂µξM
(
∂νH−1∂µH

)M
N∂νξN − 2 e6Φ ∂µξM∂νξ

M ∂µξPHPQ∂νξQ

− 4 e4Φ ∂µΦ∂νΦ∂
µξM∂νξM .

(A.8)

(JµJ µJνJ νM)++ = − e4Φ ∂µξM
(
H−1∂µH∂νH−1

)MN
∂νξN − 4 e4Φ ∂µΦ ∂µξM∂νHMN∂νξN

+ 16 e2Φ ∂µΦ∂
µΦ∂νΦ∂

νΦ+ e6Φ ∂µξMHMN∂µξN ∂νξPHPQ∂νξQ

+ e6Φ ∂µξM∂µξM ∂νξN∂νξN + 4 e4Φ ∂µΦ∂νΦ ∂µξMHMN∂νξN

+ 8 e4Φ ∂µΦ∂
µΦ ∂νξMHMN∂νξN .

(A.9)

(JµJ µJνJ νη)++ = e4Φ ∂µξM
(
∂µH−1∂νH

)M
N∂νξN + 4 e4Φ ∂µΦ ∂µξM

(
∂νH−1H

)M
N∂νξN

− 2 e6Φ ∂µξM∂µξM ∂νξPHPQ∂νξQ + 4 e4Φ ∂µΦ∂νΦ∂
µξM∂νξM

− 8 e4Φ ∂µΦ∂
µΦ∂νξM∂νξM .

(A.10)

(JµJνJ νJ µM)++ = − e4Φ ∂µξM
(
H−1∂νH∂νH−1

)MN
∂µξN − 4 e4Φ ∂µΦ ∂µξM∂νHMN∂νξN

+ 16 e2Φ ∂µΦ∂
µΦ∂νΦ∂

νΦ+ e6Φ ∂µξMHMN∂νξN ∂µξPHPQ∂νξQ

+ e6Φ ∂µξM∂νξ
M ∂µξN∂νξN + 8 e4Φ ∂µΦ∂νΦ ∂µξMHMN∂νξN

+ 4 e4Φ ∂µΦ∂
µΦ ∂νξMHMN∂νξN .

(A.11)
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(JµJνJ νJ µη)++ = e4Φ ∂µξM
(
∂νH−1∂νH

)M
N∂µξN − 4 e4Φ ∂µΦ ∂µξM

(
∂νH−1H

)M
N∂νξN

− 2 e6Φ ∂µξM∂νξ
M ∂µξPHPQ∂νξQ − 8 e4Φ ∂µΦ∂νΦ∂

µξM∂νξM

+ 4 e4Φ ∂µΦ∂
µΦ∂νξM∂νξM .

(A.12)

B Four-derivative action with mass deformation

We detail here the computation of the action (4.26). We first give the rules for field redefinitions as
modified by the mass deformation of the two-derivative action. We then move to Einstein frame, use
field redefinitions to convert all second order derivatives into product of first order derivatives and finally
dualise the vector fields.

B.1 Field redefinitions

The two-derivative action in Einstein frame with B field integrated out is given in eq. (4.8). Its equations
of motion are

δI ′′0 = α′

∫
d3x

√−gE

[
δΦEΦ + δgµνE Eg µν +Tr

(
δH−1 EH

)
+ δAµ

MEA
µ
M

]
, (B.1)

where




EΦ = 2�Φ+
1

2
e−2Φ Fµν

MHMNFµν N − 2m2 e4Φ, (B.2a)

Eg µν = REµν − ∂µΦ∂νΦ+
1

8
Tr
(
∂µH ∂νH−1

)
− 1

2
e−2Φ Fµρ

MHMNFν
ρN

−1

2
gEµν

(
RE − ∂ρΦ ∂ρΦ+

1

8
Tr
(
∂ρH ∂ρH−1

)
− 1

4
e−2Φ Fρσ

MHMNFρσ N − 1

2
m2 e4Φ

)
, (B.2b)

EHMN = −1

4

[
�HMN +

(
H∂µH−1 ∂µH

)
MN

+
1

2
e−2Φ Fµν MFµν

N − 1

2
e−2Φ Fµν

PHPMFµν QHQN

]
, (B.2c)

EA
µ
M = e−2Φ ∇νFνµNHNM − 2 e−2Φ ∇νΦFνµNHNM + e−2Φ FνµN∇νHNM +

m

2
ǫµνρFνρM . (B.2d)

The resulting field redefinitions are as follows:

�Φ −→ QΦ = −1

4
e−2Φ Fµν

MHMNFµν N +m2 e4Φ,

REµν −→ Qg µν = ∂µΦ∂νΦ− 1

8
Tr
(
∂µH ∂νH−1

)
+

1

2
e−2ΦFµρ

MHMNFν
ρN

− 1

4
gEµν e

−2ΦFρσ
MHMNFρσ N +

1

2
gE µν m

2 e4Φ,

�HMN −→ QHMN = −
(
H ∂µH−1∂µH

)
MN

− 1

2
e−2Φ Fµν MFµν

N

+
1

2
e−2Φ Fµν

PHPMFµν QHQN ,

∇νFνµM −→ QA
µM = 2 ∂νΦFνµM −FνµN

(
∂νHH−1

)
N

M − m

2
e2Φ ǫµνρ FνρNHNM .

(B.3)
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B.2 Einstein frame

We write the action (4.25) in Einstein frame (gµν → gEµν = e−2Φgµν):

I ′′1 =

∫
d3x

√−gE

[

− a+ b

8
e−2Φ

(
4REµνRE

µν −R2
E − 8REµν∇µ∇νΦ+ 8REµν ∂

µΦ∂νΦ− 4RE ∂µΦ∂
µΦ

+ 4∇µ∇νΦ∇µ∇νΦ+ 4�Φ�Φ− 8∇µ∇νΦ∂
µΦ∂νΦ+ 8�Φ∂µΦ∂

µΦ+ 4 ∂µΦ∂
µΦ∂νΦ∂

νΦ

+
1

16
Tr
(
∂µH∂νH−1∂µH∂νH−1

)
− 1

32
Tr
(
∂µH∂νH−1

)
Tr
(
∂µH∂νH−1

)

+
1

8
e−4ΦFµν

MFρσMFµρNFνσ
N +

1

8
e−4ΦFµν

MHMNFρσ
NFµρPHPQFνσ Q

− 1

2
e−4ΦFµν

MHMNFµρNFνσ PHPQFρσ
Q +

1

2
e−2Φ (RE + 2 ∂µΦ∂

µΦ)Fρσ
MHMNFρσ N

− 2 e−2Φ (REµν −∇µ∇νΦ+ ∂µΦ∂νΦ)FµρMHMNFν
ρ
N

− 1

2
e−2ΦFµν

M
(
H∂ρH−1∂νH

)
MN

FµρN +
1

4
e−2Φ FµρMHMNFν

ρ
N Tr

(
∂µH∂νH−1

)

+me2Φ ǫµνρ
(
2

3
Ω(GS)
µνρ − 1

2
e−2Φ Fµσ

M
(
H∂νH−1

)
M

NFρ
σ
N

)
− 5

4
m4 e8Φ

+m2 e4Φ
(
RE − 4�Φ− 2 ∂µΦ∂

µΦ− 1

4
Tr
(
∂µH∂µH−1

)
+

3

4
e−2Φ Fµν

MHMNFµν N

))

+
a− b

4
e−2Φ

(
− 1

16
Tr
(
∂µH∂µH−1∂νH∂νH−1Hη

)
− 1

16
e−4Φ Fµν

MFρσM Fµν PHPQFρσ Q

− 1

4
e−2ΦRE Fµν

MFµν
M + e−2Φ REµν FµρMFν

ρM − e−2Φ ∇µ∇νΦFµρMFν
ρM

− 1

2
e−2Φ ∂ρΦ∂

ρΦFµν
MFµν

M + e−2Φ ∂µΦ∂νΦFµρMFν
ρM

+
1

8
e−2ΦFµν

M
(
∂ρH∂ρH−1

)
M

NFµν
N +

1

4
e−2Φ Fµν

M
(
∂µH∂ρH−1

)
M

NFνρ
N

+me2Φ ǫµνρ
(
Ω(ωE)
µνρ +

1

4
e−2Φ Fµσ

M∂σHMNFνρ
N

)
+

m2

8
e2ΦFµν

MFµν
M

)]
.

(B.4)

B.3 Integrations by part and field redefinitions

We now convert all second order derivatives in eq. (B.4) into products of first order derivatives: we first
use integrations by part so that all the second order derivatives appear in the leading two-derivative
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contribution of the equations of motion (B.2), and obtain11

I ′′1 =

∫
d3x

√−gE

[

− a+ b

8
e−2Φ

(
4 ∂µΦ∂

µΦ∂νΦ∂
νΦ+

1

16
Tr
(
∂µH∂νH−1∂µH∂νH−1

)

− 1

32
Tr
(
∂µH∂νH−1

)
Tr
(
∂µH∂νH−1

)
+

1

8
e−4ΦFµν

MHMNFρσ
NFµρ PHPQFνσ Q

+
1

8
e−4Φ Fµν

MFρσMFµρNFνσ
N − 1

2
e−4Φ Fµν

MHMNFµρNFνσ PHPQFρσ
Q

− e−2Φ ∂µΦ∂
µΦFρσ

MHMNFρσN + 6 e−2Φ ∂µΦ∂νΦFµρMHMNFν
ρ
N

− 1

2
e−2Φ Fµν

M
(
H∂ρH−1∂νH

)
MN

FµρN +
1

4
e−2Φ FµρMHMNFν

ρ
N Tr

(
∂µH∂νH−1

)

− 2 e−2Φ ∂νΦFµρM∂µHMNFν
ρ
N +

1

2
e−2Φ ∂ρΦFµν

M∂ρHMNFµν N

+me2Φ ǫµνρ
(
2

3
Ω(GS)
µνρ − 1

2
e−2Φ Fµσ

M
(
H∂νH−1

)
M

NFρ
σ
N

)
− 5

4
m4 e8Φ

+m2 e4Φ
(
−2 ∂µΦ∂

µΦ− 1

4
Tr
(
∂µH∂µH−1

)
+

3

4
e−2Φ Fµν

MHMNFµν N

)

+ 4REµνRE
µν −R2

E − 12RE µν ∂
µΦ∂νΦ+ 4RE ∂µΦ∂

µΦ− 4RE �Φ+ 8�Φ�Φ

+
1

2
e−2Φ REFµν

MHMNFµν N − 2 e−2Φ REµν FµρMHMNFν
ρ
N +m2 e4Φ (RE − 4�Φ)

− 2 e−2Φ ∂νΦ∇µFµρMHMNFν
ρ
N +

1

2
e−2Φ

�ΦFµν
MHMNFµν N

)

+
a− b

4
e−2Φ

(
− 1

16
Tr
(
∂µH∂µH−1∂νH∂νH−1Hη

)
− 1

16
e−4ΦFµν

MFρσM Fµν PHPQFρσ Q

− 3 e−2Φ ∂µΦ∂νΦFµρMFν
ρM +

1

2
e−2Φ ∂ρΦ∂

ρΦFµν
MFµν

M

+
1

8
e−2Φ Fµν

M
(
∂ρH∂ρH−1

)
M

NFµν
N +

1

4
e−2Φ Fµν

M
(
∂µH∂ρH−1

)
M

NFνρ
N

+me2Φ ǫµνρ
(
Ω(ωE)
µνρ +

1

4
e−2Φ Fµσ

M∂σHMNFνρ
N

)
+

m2

8
e2Φ Fµν

MFµν
M

− 1

4
e−2Φ REFµν

MFµν
M + e−2Φ REµν FµρMFν

ρM − 1

4
e−2Φ

�ΦFµν
MFµν

M

+ e−2Φ ∇µFµρ ∂νΦFν
ρM

)]
.

(B.5)

11Note that here, contrary to what we did in sec. 3, we use partial integrations and field redefinitions before dualising the
vector fields.
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Using the field redefinitions (B.3), we get

I ′′1 =

∫
d3x

√−gE

[

− a+ b

8
e−2Φ

(
1

16
Tr
(
∂µH∂νH−1∂µH∂νH−1

)
+

1

32
Tr
(
∂µH∂νH−1

)
Tr
(
∂µH∂νH−1

)

− 1

64
Tr
(
∂µH∂µH−1

)
Tr
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∂νH∂νH−1

)
+

1

8
e−4ΦFµν

MHMNFρσ
NFµρ PHPQFνσ Q

+
1

8
e−4Φ Fµν

MFρσMFµρNFνσ
N − 1

2
e−4Φ Fµν

MHMNFµρNFνσ PHPQFρσ
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M
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32
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.

(B.6)

B.4 Dualisation of the vector fields

We know dualise the vector fields into scalars by using the two-derivative dualisation eq. (4.11) in the form

Fµν
M = e2ΦǫµνρD

ρξNHNM , (B.7)

with DµξM = ∂µξM +mAµM . We get

Ĩ ′′1 =

∫
d3x

√−gE e−2Φ

[

− a+ b

8

(
− ∂µΦ∂

µΦ ∂νΦ∂
νΦ+

1

16
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(
∂µH∂νH−1∂µH∂νH−1

)

31



+
1
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+me2Φ ǫµνρ
(
2

3
Ω(GS)
µνρ − 1

2
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)]
, (B.8)

which is equivalent to eq. (4.26). Note that the terms m
4 ǫµνρFµσ

M (∂σHMN + 2 ∂σΦHMN )Fνρ
N give,

upon dualisation,
−m

2
e4Φ ǫµνρDµξM

(
∂νHMN + 2 ∂νΦHMN

)
DρξN = 0. (B.9)

Idem for mǫµνρ e−2Φ ∂σΦFµν
MFσ

ρM .
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