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Abstract

The O(d,d) invariant worldsheet theory for bosonic string theory with d abelian
isometries is employed to compute the beta functions and Weyl anomaly at one-
loop. We show that vanishing of the Weyl anomaly coefficients implies the equations
of motion of the Maharana-Schwarz action. We give a self-contained introduction
into the required techniques, including beta functions, the Weyl anomaly for two-
dimensional sigma models and the background field method. This sets the stage for

a sequel to this paper on generalizations to higher loops and o’ corrections.
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1 Introduction

String theory is a theory of quantum gravity that at low energies reduces to Einstein gravity
coupled to matter fields. The physical spacetime in which this theory is defined is usually
referred to as the target space, to distinguish it from the two-dimensional worldsheet of the
fundamental string. Physical observables such as scattering amplitudes may be computed using
data of this worldsheet theory, and the interplay of worldsheet and target space techniques is
one of the intriguing features of string theory. For instance, demanding that the classical
scale invariance of the worldsheet theory is preserved quantum mechanically, i.e, that the Weyl
anomaly vanishes, yields as a consistency condition target space equations that, to lowest
order in the (inverse) string tension o/, are equivalent to the Einstein equations. Higher loop
corrections then imply that Einstein’s theory receives (infinitely many) higher-derivative o



corrections. Notably, o’ corrections in the target space are a feature already of classical string
theory that can be derived from quantum considerations of the worldsheet theory.

In this paper we compute the trace anomaly for a duality invariant worldsheet theory at
one-loop level. By duality we refer to the phenomenon that on the space of string backgrounds
(solutions of the stringy Einstein equations) with d abelian isometries there is a global O(d, d, R)
‘T-duality’ invariance [I]. Specifically, the effective action obtained by dimensionally reducing
along these d dimensions (i.e. taking the fields to be independent of d coordinates) is O(d, d,R)
invariant to all orders in o’ [2]. This in turn poses strong constraints on the possible higher-
derivative corrections, which are only known to a few orders in o'. For instance, the most
general O(d,d,R) invariant equations for purely time-dependent backgrounds (as relevant for
cosmological FLRW backgrounds with flat spatial metric) were recently determined to all orders
in o [3], but there is a finite number of free parameters at each order in o that are not
constrained by duality and hence must be determined by other methods [4].

Traditionally, one would first determine the higher-derivative corrections for the full target
space string theory (say by requiring vanishing of the Weyl anomaly) and, second, dimension-
ally reduce along d directions. Both steps are technically challenging (to put it mildly). Here
we aim to circumvent the need for a two-step procedure by employing a duality invariant world-
sheet theory that is directly adapted to the dimensional reduction and is manifestly O(d,d,R)
invariant. This worldsheet action, which generalizes a formulation due to Tseytlin [5,6], was
originally given by Schwarz and Sen [7] and more recently re-derived in [89]. In particular in [9]
it was shown that this model is a consistent truncation of the standard worldsheet theory in
which internal momentum and winding modes are set to zero, being the worldsheet counterpart
of taking the target space fields to be independent of d coordinates. Moreover, it was shown that
the duality symmetries become anomalous quantum mechanically due to the presence of chiral
bosons. The anomaly can then be cancelled by assigning a non-trivial duality transformation
to the 2-form B-field according to a Green-Schwarz mechanism. This result gives a worldsheet
interpretation for the observation that at order o the target space equations are only O(d, d, R)
invariant provided the singlet B-field transforms non-trivially [T0J11], in analogy to the heterotic
string [12,[I3]. While this is a one-loop effect, the anomaly itself is finite and hence does not
enter the one-loop beta function computation performed here, in agreement with the fact that
the Green-Schwarz deformation is invisible to lowest order in o/. The anomaly will contribute,
however, to any two-loop beta function computation.

In the remainder of this paper we show at one loop that the duality invariant worldsheet
theory can be used to derive directly the dimensionally reduced O(d, d, R) invariant target space
equations by demanding vanishing of the Weyl anomaly. Specifically, we derive the O(d, d,R)
invariant theory to zeroth order in o’ (second order in derivatives) and show that it coincides
with the theory derived by Maharana and Schwarz through dimensional reduction. In this we
generalize previous work in [I4,[15] by including the (doubled) Kaluza-Klein vector fields and
the external B-field, which leads to significant technical complications that we deal with in
due course. We also use the opportunity to give a self-contained introduction into the general
methods needed for this computation. While to some extent this is textbook material, we found
that at the level of detail needed for our applications the required technology is somewhat scat-
tered through the literature of the 1980s, and we hope that our exposition will be helpful to



the community. This sets the stage for a sequel to this paper, in which we extend the analysis
to two loops and hence to first order in /. This will be an important additional test for the
quantum consistency of this non-standard duality invariant sigma model (whose worldsheet
diffeomorphism invariance, in particular, is realized in a non-manifest fashion). Indeed, unex-
pected features may emerge given that the target space equations cannot be written entirely in
terms of the generalized metric that enters the duality invariant sigma model [10,11].

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In sec. 2 we introduce the core notions needed
to compute the Weyl anomaly, in particular the beta functions whose vanishing is related to
(but not equivalent to) the vanishing of the Weyl anomaly. In sec. 3 we explain the background
field method and clarify various issues that arise when computing the beta functions for the
conventional string worldsheet theory. These two sections are essentially review but hopefully
condense the needed techniques in a useful manner. Our main new results are presented in
sec. 4 where we display the one-loop computation for the duality invariant worldsheet that
yields the Maharana-Schwarz theory. Some technical details are collected in an appendix.

2 The Trace Anomaly

Our goal is to extract target space field equations from a string sigma model by requiring quan-
tum consistency [L6H20]. One ensures that the non-linear sigma model is conformally invariant
quantum mechanically by imposing the vanishing of the Weyl anomaly. This condition is of-
ten stated to be equivalent to the vanishing of the renormalization-group (RG) beta functions
5%, but this is not quite correct for the string sigma model: 3% = 0 ensures only rigid scale
invariance or, equivalently, the vanishing of the integrated trace [ d20\/7 T%, of the energy-
momentum tensor. The quantum string is consistent provided the stronger condition 7%, =0
holds locally. This leads to target space equations for the true “Weyl anomaly coefficients” /3°
of the schematic form

Bl=B"+Awp' =0, (2.1)
where (' are the target space fields for which /3% are the beta functions, and A is the operator
implementing the gauge transformations of ¢’, with field-dependent effective parameter . In
this section we will review the derivation of an operator expression for the Weyl anomaly [21H23],
which will elucidate the origin of the extra terms in (2.I]). We shall follow closely the general
discussion given by Tseytlin in [22].

2.1 Generalities

We consider renormalizable field theories in two dimensions. The main example relevant for
our subsequent applications is the string sigma model with target space metric g,,, (X)

1
S=10r / o /7Y 4 (X) 00 X5 X" (2.2)

where 7,4 is the Euclidean worldsheet metric and A = 27/, Recall that the g, (X), which
are functions on the D—dimensional target space, are viewed as a collection of infinitely many



coupling constants. Upon quantization we have to distinguish between bare couplings and

renormalized couplings. Using the dot product

fg= / il f(z) glx) | (2.3)

we write the bare action as

S(] = /an' AiO . (,06 s (2.4)

where 906 and A;p denote bare couplings and composite operators, respectively, and n = 2 + ¢,
where € is the dimensional regularization parameter. For instance, for the string sigma model

([22) one has
; 1
©6 = o (), Aio = ﬁﬁ’yaﬁaaX“ﬁgX” 5P (x — X (0)) . (2.5)

We denote the renormalized couplings by ¢ and choose them to be dimensionless. The bare
couplings gpé are taken to have mass dimension € = n — 2, implying that the bare operators A;g
have dimension 2.

In the following we perform renormalization via minimal subtraction, in which the countert-
erms are purely divergent. Expressing the counterterms as a Laurent series in the dimensional
regularization parameter e one writes the bare action (2.4]) as a sum of the renormalized action
and the counterterms,

SO = Srcn + Sc.t. )

. 1 .
Sren = /dna ,U*EAZ'O : (PZ ) Sc.t. = /dna NeAiO ' Z 6_" Trzz((p) )

n=1

(2.6)

where p is the renormalization scale that is introduced in order to keep the renormalized cou-
plings dimensionless. The action (2.6]) is used to derive the Feynman rules, and the counterterms
T! are fixed by demanding that they cancel the divergent contributions to the quantum effec-
tive action. Comparison of (2.6]) with the canonical form (2.4]) of the bare action gives the bare
couplings in terms of the renormalized ones:

o = 1 [soi + i Ein Tf;(cp)} : (2.7)
n=1

With this relation we may compute the beta functions associated to the couplings ¢ in n = 2+
dimensions, which are defined by

. dot .
B = (z +ep', t:=logu, (2.8)

where the derivative of ¢ is obtained by requiring that the bare couplings gpé do not depend on
this renormalization scale:

digly
=0. 2.
7 =0 (2.9)
Differentiating (2.7)) gives
) ) B dspi 1d<pj o . _
0=cp' +Ti+O(e? S T4 0 . 2.10
o +T{+ O + o 3 o T+ O (210)
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Matching the O(e) and O(e”) terms one obtains
d

o
dt

Fe=B o ciip, F=Tite o, (211)
dp

where (' is a short-hand notation that shall be useful in what follows. Note that the expression

for A% is exact in terms of the counterterm Tf and the usual perturbative evaluation arises

from the loop expansion of the latter. The higher order terms in e~ provide the so-called pole

relations between higher order counterterms [24,25]. Note that the above operator ¢ - % has

to be understood in terms of the functional derivative as

OF _ [ p . OF
fo50= [dPafia) il (2.12)

The partition function of the theory is given by the path integral
Z(p,p) = e Wipn) — /DX e %0, (2.13)

and quantum expectation values are denoted by (---) = % [DX .- e . Given that the
theory is renormalizable, the bare action (2.6]) contains all the required counterterms to render
the above path integral finite. Since the bare action (2.4]) written in terms of the bare couplings
does not depend on i we can now derive the renormalization group equation

AW oW . OW

= 4B =0, 2.14
dt ot +5 Op* (2.14)
where we used (2.II). The next ingredient we need is a prescription to define renormalized
composite operators [A;] for the bare couplings in (2.4]), where by [ - - | we mean some normal-
ordering prescription ensuring finiteness. Recalling (2.4]), the integral of the bare operator A;
is given b
05,
/d"aAiO =220 (2.15)
Iy
Accordingly, we now define the renormalized composite operators [4;] by demanding
0S50
/ Tola] =52 (2.16)

The quantum expectation value is then given by
ow

</d"o—[Ai]> - 5ot (2.17)
that is guaranteed to be finite, because it is the derivative of a finite quantity by a finite
parameter. Given (2.16) and (2.I5]) the relation between bare and renormalized operators is
known up to possible total derivative terms:
¢}
Ot

[Ai] = Ajo - 220 4 9,00 . (2.18)

!Notice that for the worldsheet action ([Z2) we have

0So 1

< N o9y " D — JIaYeY v
Sgouw () 2,\/d 067 (z — X(0)) 0aX"0" X",

i.e., the derivative is still integrated over the worldsheet.



Assuming that the set {A;o} is a complete basis of dimension 2 operators (modulo the bare

equations of motions gﬁ% that we shall always discard, having zero expectation value), the total

derivative part can also be expanded in terms of A;y, namely
o0
00 = Ajo- A, A = pif Z}n 7:() - (2.19)
n=1
This allows us to define the renormalization matrix as

. . J .
[Ail = Ajo- 2], Z] = g—ﬁ +A]. (2.20)

Given the relation (2.7]) between bare and renormalized couplings, we infer

, =1 . 0T .
70 =y [5;. +> = X:U-(go)} Xl =G (2.21)
n=1

It should be emphasized that while for ordinary field theories the Zji- are finite-dimensional
matrices, for the string sigma model they are actually differential operators. Specifically, one

has T: f = waj = —a'R,,, at one-loop order, with R, the target space Ricci tensor, giving

OT} . 0T () _ o {
2

_ §Q6PV2 — 250w | 4 gV V| 6P (z —y) | 2.22
D7 Sgan(y) v u ) 9V >L (z —y) (2.22)

" (
which back in (2.2I]) implies that Z]Z: is a differential operator. It is often more convenient to

contract such operators with arbitrary functions,

oT}
OpI

/

At this point, the main goal is to find an operator expression for the trace of the energy-
momentum tensor. At the quantum level one can choose

2 05
o, = —— B8 20 2.24
VRS (2:24)
which implies that the expectation value
2 oW
(T%) = —=~°F (2.25)
VA L
is finite. The Weyl variation of the bare operators is given by
2~P 0 Ajp = —€ Ajo + 0w (2.26)
v 870‘5 i0 i0 aW; .

where, again, we took into account possible total derivative terms. For the A;y defined in
([235) this may be verified by a direct computation (in which case there are no total derivative
terms). It should be noted that since the bare operators A;p enter (2.26]) this total derivative is
given directly by the Weyl variation of the Lagrangian, implying that it requires no quantum
computation.



In the remainder of this subsection we derive a general expression for 7%, and the relation
between the RG beta functions 3¢ and the Weyl anomaly coefficient 3*. We can, as before, use
the completeness of the basis {A;9} modulo equations of motion to expand

Bawd = Ajo - M(po) ,  N(po) = N(p) + O(e7Y) . (2.27)

The trace operator is then computed as

) .
VAT =297 80 = 2927 50 [ o -

6747 o° (2.28)
= (—€ Aip + Oowi) - b = Ajo - ",
where
U= e+ Aj(0) - 4}
(2.29)

= [ — e — Ti(e) + Xi(@) - ¢/ + O] |

thanks to (2.7). The last step consists in rewriting the bare operators in terms of the renor-
malized ones, i.e. A = [4;](Z7!)! where, by using (ZZ1)),
i 1 B

(Z79] = |8 -~ X}, + 0(?)] . (2.30)

Combining the last two expressions we find

(Z7D - == =T + - %Tll'i')‘;"‘p] + Q¥ (2.31)

In the above formula all the divergent terms must cancel out, since by definition both T'%, and
[A;] are finite. Upon letting e = 0 the Weyl anomaly operator can thus be written as

VAT =45, (2.32)
where the Weyl anomaly coefficients are given by
Bi=p+ N+ Qi) ¢ (2.33)

This formula is the precise form of (2.IJ), for which we will see in the next subsection that
the extra term encodes a target space gauge variation. One can see that the Weyl anomaly
coefficients 3 differ from the RG f—functions by two total derivative terms: the A—contribution
can be found simply by varying the classical action, while the ()—contribution, which is much
harder to compute, can be found by direct renormalization of the dimension two operators A; .

2.2 String Sigma Model

We can now specialize the general procedure outlined above to the case of the string sigma
model coupled to all massless background fields [22], and evaluate the right-hand side of (Z.33]).
In particular, we analyze the dilaton contributions. We start from the Euclidean bare action

1 _
S = o / 00 { 700 X105 X g0y (X) 4 190, XV 05 XY By (X) + ! AR ®0(X) }
(2.34)



with the loop-counting parameter A = 2w’ . The dimensionally extended worldsheet curvature
R is defined with the unusual normalization R = ﬁ R™) [22,123], which is chosen purely for
future convenience. The antisymmetric density €*? is the most problematic object to define in

n = 2+ € dimensions. Following [22], we choose
e = /yev, ey e, (2.35)

where e,%(0) are worldsheet (zwei + ¢)-beins, and €? is a constant antisymmetric Lorentz tensor

obeying €*“ep. = dy in n dimensions. Under a Weyl variation one has

5 1)
29" 5 / d"0 By = a5 / d"0 € By = —ec™ Bag , (2.36)
a

where B,g is the pullback of the target space B—field. The above choice for the continuation
to n dimensions has an obvious problem: the action (2.34]) is not gauge-invariant under trans-
formations of the B—field 6B, = J,A,), since the conformal factor of the metric does not
drop out for n = 2 + €. For instance, in conformal gauge e,® = €”6% one has e’ = e“¢*? and
E?a(aaﬁ ) = €0ap £*8_ This problem ultimately leads to a trace operator /4T, that violates
the B—field gauge invariance [22]. The proposal of [22] was to modify the definition of the trace
anomaly operator by further total derivative counterterms, whose role is precisely to cancel non
gauge-invariant contributions. In the following we will ignore terms containing 9,e*? (they do
not alter the general form of 7%, when ¢ — 0) and comment on this issue at the end of this

section.

Given the sigma model action (Z:34]), our goal is to determine the general form of the total
derivative terms )\;» ¢’ and Qij -’ appearing in the Weyl anomaly coefficients (2.:33)). In order
to do so, it is useful to classify the possible total derivative terms. There are two total derivative
operators of second order in worldsheet derivatives that are worldsheet diffeomorphism invari-
ant. We denote these operators by d, and d., which act on target space vector fields IV, and
K, as

1
&Ny = o 0n [V 0557 Ny(X)]

2

(2.37)

K= 55 Oa [0 X M KL (X))

According to our previous discussion, it should be possible to expand these total derivatives

d¥

m

(modulo the bare equations of motion) in terms of a basis of dimension 2 bare operators {4},

which in the present case are given by

. .
Ago F9 = = [y 0o X105 X" B, (X) . Apo- FP = =0, X095 X" Fj (X))

o (2.38)
Ago - F® = ﬁﬁRFq’(X) ,

upon contraction with arbitrary functions. In order to show that any total derivative (237
can be expanded in terms of (2.38]), we shall need the bare equations of motion computed from

2.34):
A0S

NG

i o -
= DY XM + —— P, XY 05X HV ,\ + — RVF Dy = 2.
60 +2ﬂ5 0, 0s ovx T 2RVO 0=20, (2.39)



where H,,,x = 30|, B, All quantities with a subscript 0 are constructed from the bare target
space fields, and D, is the covariant derivative w.r.t the worldsheet and target space Levi-Civita
connections, i.e.,

Dovly = vl — T 5(7) vt + 0. XV T, (9) v - (2.40)

Expanding the derivatives in (2.37]) we obtain, for instance,

2Ad - Ny, = AP 0u X 05 XY N, (X) + Nu(X)a (VAP 05X 1) (2.41)
= VP 0 X 05X VouN,(X) + /7 Nu(X) D 9a XH .

Using the bare equations of motion (Z39]) one can see that any total derivative term can be
expanded in the basis ([2.38) as:

& Ny = ALy (Vo) + Al - (3 How N2) + Aso - (3 VE@0N,.) |
@ Ky = Al (0K, -

Let us emphasize that the above decomposition takes the form of operators A;y contracted

(2.42)

with the target space gauge (or diffeomorphism) variation of the corresponding field, i.e.
ng-NM:Aio-,Cthé, 2dg'KM:ABQ‘5KBQ, (2.43)

where the Lie derivative on the B—field is meant to act in covariant form, meaning Ly B, =
N H auw> modulo a gauge transformation. The general form of ([2.43]) is to be expected on
general grounds: focusing on target space diffeomorphisms, for instance, we recall that the
action (2:34) is invariant if one transforms both the target space couplings ¢* = (g, By, ®)
and the worldsheet fields X*. This yields the identity

58 | 58
555:/6120[—5“( ) s + Lest 5 /d2 H(X) ot g A =0, (2.4

where we used that the integrated operators A; are obtained by differentiating the action w.r.t.

the couplings, c.f. (2.I5]). Since we are discarding the equations of motion operator, i.e. 5 Xu =0,
the integral of the second term must vanish, implying that A; - Eggoi is a total worldsheet
derivative, hence proportional to d4 - §,. The argument for the B—field gauge transformation
is completely analogous.

With the expansion (2.42]) we are ready to determine the general form of the )\é and Qij
terms in the Weyl anomaly. We start from the A} contribution that, recalling (2.26) and (2.27),
can be found by the Weyl variation of the Lagrangian. Upon using the general variation of the
Ricci scalar

OR = 7a5v257a6 —VaVp 5’7(15 + Rop 5’7(15 ) (2.45)
the Weyl variation of (2.34]) yields
[e% (0% 55 1 (0% 1% . QL 14
VAT =27 657“05 = > | = € VAT 0, X105 X o (X) — €270, X105 X" By (X)

_ 1
— eo/ﬁR q)o(X) + % ﬁV“8a<I>0(X)

1
= Ago - (—€go) + Apo - (—€ Bo) + Ago - (—€ Do) + Py O [V 05D0] -
(2.46)



The total derivative term in here can be expressed in terms of ([2:37]):
1
5-0a (V7P 0s®0] = d¥ - N, ,  where N, =200, . (2.47)

By using the decomposition (2.42]), the trace operator can thus be put in the form /YT, =
A - ¢i, with

;gw = —€gouw + 20/ Vou&,% ) 71)51/ = _EBO,uV + o Ho)\,uz/ 0\ ®g >

(2.48)
P = —e Py + o/ V5D 9,P .
Comparing the above result with the general formulas
Y= —egh+ Ni(wo) -l B =B+ N(p) @l + Qi) ¢, (2.49)

we can read off the )\é from the first equation, and using this in the second equation one obtains
the A—contribution to the Weyl anomaly coefficients in terms of the familiar dilaton terms:

,z,/: MV+20/VMV,/(I)+...7 751/: EV‘FCY/H)\,WV)\(I)"’_””
(2.50)

B =BT +a (V) + -+,
where the dots stand for the contributions Qij .

Instead of trying to determine the Q—contributions to 3¢, we shall only fix their general form.
Let us recall from (2I8]) and (2.19) that objects involving Qﬁj arise from the decomposition
along the basis {A;o} of the total derivatives 9,(2. Since any total worldsheet derivative
can only depend on two distinct target space vectors (see (2.37))), the @Q—contributions can
be parametrized in terms of two undetermined field-dependent vectors: W, related to the
d, structure, and L, related to the d. structure. Since the decomposition ([2.42) is valid for
any pair of vector fields, the W —contribution to the Weyl anomaly must be of the form of a
target space diffeomorphism, c.f. (2.43]), while the L—contribution can only take the form of a
B—field gauge transformation. Including these terms in the expression for the Weyl anomaly
coefficients, we obtain the final form

7;31/ = B +2d/ VMVV(I) + V(MW,,) ,

35, = BB + o/ HY, Va0 + 3 H? Wy +9),L, | (2.51)

B® =p%+d (Vo) +Liviow, .
This gives the @) contributions as the terms involving W and L.

Let us discuss this result in more detail. First of all, the renormalization of the dilaton
operator Ag does not produce total derivatives. This can be understood by observing that the
scalar curvature operator R ~ 90y cannot mix with total derivative operators, which contain
0X, under renormalization. A similar argument, which we will review in the next section,
shows that the S—functions 3f, and ﬁfy do not depend on the dilaton, and A% itself is only
linear in @, i.e. % = A(g, B) ® + w(g, B). We shall thus stress that the dilaton dependence
displayed in (25]]) is exact to all orders in o and, in particular, W,(g, B) and L,(g, B) do not
depend on P.
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We conclude this section by discussing the issue with the B—field gauge invariance. As we
have pointed out at the beginning of this subsection, the definition of the e’ density ([235) in
n dimensions breaks gauge invariance, in that the vectors W, and L, have in principle a general
dependence on B, rather than on H = dB. Another way to circumvent this problem, compared
to the proposal of [22], is to derive a manifestly gauge invariant perturbative expansion in
two dimensions, and to extend the gauge invariant interactions to n = 2 4+ ¢ dimensions only
afterwards. Finally, one can try to fix W and L by more indirect means (see e.g. [26]). For
instance, by expanding in powers of o/ and imposing covariance, the most general form of W
is W,(g,B) = Zzozl(o/)LWﬁL)(R, V., H), where WﬁL) contains 2L — 1 derivatives of the metric
and B—field. This already implies that at one-loop Wﬁl) =0 and

W(R, V. H) = (&) (a1 VR + a3 VB2 + a Hyn Y, HO ) + O (2.52)

and similarly for L,, respectively. For our subsequent applications to the duality invariant
sigma model in sec. 4 we will also find that at one-loop level these vectors vanish.

3 Background Field Method

In this section we revisit the techniques for computing the §—functionals of the string nonlinear
sigma model defined by

S = % /d2x \/ﬁ[’yaﬁg,w(X) X 93X" + o RPD®(X)|, \=2rd, (3.1)

on a curved Fuclidean worldsheet of spherical topology. For now we discard the coupling
to the Kalb-Ramond field B,,. We will compute the quantum effective action I' using the
background-field method and deduce the corresponding S—functions by renormalization of the
couplings.

3.1 Effective Action

We start by considering a generic field theory with Euclidean action S[¢]. The generating
functional of all correlators is given by

Z[J] = /D¢ e~ SIHIe — 710] (1 + f: L Ty (¢1...¢n>> : (3.2)
n=1

where spacetime integrals and positions are condensed in the notation

Jooi= [ i@ o),
(3.3)
Jiody (P1.pn) == /d"xl...d”xn J(x1)...d (xn) (Pp(x1)...0(z0)) ,

etc. The factor Z := Z[0] ensures that the correlators in (3.2]) are normalized, (1) = 1. The
generating functional of the connected correlators, W[J], is defined by

Z[J]

W([J] :=log 0]’

(3.4)

11



which ensures that W[0] = 0, meaning that all the vacuum bubbles are subtracted:

[e.e]

W[J] = Z % JlJn <¢1---¢n>connected . (35)

n=1

Following standard terminology we define the field ¢, which is a function of the source J,
as the quantum expectation value:

114
o(J) = 57

Assuming tadpole cancellation one has p(0) = (@) = 0. If p(J) is invertible, the generating

() - (3.6)

functional of one-particle-irreducible (1PI) diagrams, i.e. the quantum effective action I'[¢], is
given by the Legendre transform of W[J]:

Lle] =J - =WI[J]. (3.7)

In order to see that I' is genuinely a functional of ¢ only, one can compute the variation

ow
5F:5J-cp+J~5cp—H~5J:J-5cp, (3.8)
where we have used (B.6). This also gives the quantum equation of motion in the form
or
—=J 3.9
5(}0 Y ( )

that determines J as a function of ¢.

We can now use these definitions to manipulate the path integral:

W] — o—Tlel+J¢ — %/D(b e Slol+J¢
(3.10)
e Tlel — %/qu oSO+ T-(0—¢)

Using the definition (3.9]) and shifting the integration variable by ¢ = ¢+ 7 we obtain the most
convenient form for the background field method:

e~ Tle) :%/Dﬂ' exp{—%(S[go—l—ﬂ]—g—i'W)} , (3.11)

where we have reinstated Planck’s constant . Here ¢ is viewed as the classical background
and 7 as the quantum fluctuation.

Let us mention that there is an all-order subtraction in ([BI1]) given implicitly by the term

or
oy
(B11), which is therefore an integral equation. As usual, one can solve it perturbatively order

-, which removes non-(1PI) contributions from I'. In fact, I'[¢] appears on both sides of

by order in loops. More precisely, one starts by writing [' as a power series in h:
Llp] = Slel + hTule] + O(R?) (3.12)

and expands the shifted action S|y + 7] in powers of the fluctuation 7 as

08 1 528
Slp+7]=8Slpl+ — -7+=7

3
. . . 1
50 5™ o0g T+ O(7?) (3.13)
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The linear term in 7 above is canceled by the subtraction in ([BII)) to lowest order and no
higher subtractions are needed at one-loop, as one can see by counting A powers. Similarly,
one-loop diagrams require terms at most quadratic in 7 from the above expansion. As the last
ingredient, we shall extract the pure kinetic term for the fluctuations:

1 %S

- = Solm] + Sine[m5 0] = So[n] + O(e) , (3.14)
and define the partition function of the free theory

Zo = /Dw e~ wSolr] | (3.15)
This gives the expression for the one-loop contribution to the effective action:

1 1 1
—Tule] — =% S2x[mp] — [ o= 7 Sint[mi¢)]
e Zo/me n <e z >0, (3.16)

where the subscript 0 denotes the normalized average with respect to the free action Sy[r].

3.2 Nonlinear Sigma Model

It is possible, in principle, to apply the background-field method in the form just described to

the nonlinear sigma model

1

S:ﬁ

/ B g (X) 0 X1O X", (3.17)
where, for the time being, we are considering a flat worldsheet. However, applying the linear
background-quantum split by defining X* = ¢* 4+ 7, leads to a perturbative expansion lacking
manifest target space covariance, since the fluctuation field 7# is a coordinate difference and thus
has no geometric meaning. To remedy this we employ a field redefinition of 7# as follows [2527]:
We consider a geodesic X*(t), where ¢ is the affine parameter (and we suppress the dependence
on the worldsheet coordinates %), such that X#(0) = ¢* and X#(1) = ¢ + 7#, with tangent
vector £4(t) = 94X We then use the tangent vector at t = 0, £&* := £#(0), as the quantum field

dt
for the expansion. Since it is a genuine vector, this ensures manifest target space covariance.

It is possible to derive the exact nonlinear relation 7#(&) = ¢* — %Fﬁ)\ €N + O(£3) imple-
menting the field redefinition and use it to write down the covariant expansion. This procedure,
however, becomes very cumbersome after a few orders, even when resorting to a normal coor-
dinate system. A considerable simplification was found in [27] by noting that one usually needs
to expand only the Lagrangian, which is just a scalar. We thus consider a scalar field evaluated

along the geodesic: ®(t) = ®(X(t)). We can expand it around ¢ = 0, yielding

o0

o dnd
o) =3 nl dim

n=0

(3.18)

t=0

Since @ is a scalar field, the derivative along the geodesic % = ¢, is already manifestly

covariant, in that
Do do
= MY D = MO, P = — 1
D1 MV, Moy R (3.19)
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which defines the covariant derivative % along the geodesic. One can of course also define

% = {1V, on general spacetime tensors evaluated on the curve, and

D d

e (py — L L gAHE o L

DtT”“‘ (t) = dtT"“‘ +¢& D\, T+ (3.20)
for objects defined only on the curve. Given that any application of % maps the scalar into a

scalar, it immediately follows by induction that

e d! D"®
This yields the covariant expansion
[e.e]
t" D"
d(t) = — — . .
( ) Z n! Dt 0 (3 22)
n=0 =
Let us also mention that, thanks to the geodesic equation % = 0, one can freely rearrange
the tangent vectors as
D"®
D &-V)"e=¢"...6"V, -V, ®. (3.23)

We now apply the above result to the Lagrangian, for which we recall that ¢* = X#(0) and
oH 4+ = XH(1) so that ([B.22]) should be evaluated at ¢ = 1. This gives [2§]

Lip+ () = exp (%) L(g). (3.24)

In order to apply this to the sigma model we need to consider the pullback to the worldsheet.
To this end we use the worldsheet-dependent geodesic X*(x;t) and &(x;t) to compute

20 X" = L0, XH 1 €T 0,X = D" + 0, X TI\E =: Dot (3.25)

where we have defined the covariant derivative D, on the worldsheet. This covariant derivative
acts as Do = 0, X#V,, on the pullback of target space tensors. To act further with % we need
the commutator

D 14
[ Da] = [V, 0.X7V,]
= 0, XY [V, V] + (D%OQX”)VV (DY, (3.26)
= "0, X" RY,

where Rf,, is the Riemann tensor acting as an operator, e.g. Rﬁivr) = R,,°\ V. One can thus
determine, for instance,

(5r) 0o = e = |

D

_ (4 A Bogep
=2 Da] € = €0 X Rt €7 (3.27)

These tools allow one to systematically expand the sigma model action in a simple and
recursive manner. Using ([B.24) the first few orders of the expansion of the worldsheet sigma
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model (BI7) are easily obtained as

_1 2 wao, v
Sog = 51 dw[guu(cp)aacp 0 so],

1 (e P RO XV e kO ¥
Sie = g | &0 o |9 (X) 9 X" 0" X | :O—A/dx{guy(cp)Dag |,

(3.28)

—l 2 12 oo yv
S2§—)\/dx2Dt|:g/w(X)Da§ 0 X}

t=0
1
= B3N /d2$ [g;w(‘p) D*¢F D& + Rul/)\p(‘p) 0" 00 p”? 51/5)\} )

where we recall that, after taking the derivatives, evaluating at ¢ = 0 amounts to replacing X*
by ¢*. This already exhausts the terms needed at one-loop.

3.3 One-loop Effective Action

Having found the covariant background-field expansion So¢ in (3.28), we can write the one-loop
effective action in terms of the path integral

e~ Tulel — 1 /’D§ e S2l&] (3.29)
Z

with
1
A%mﬂzﬁ/fﬂwﬂ%%m”HmMWW%weé, (3.30)

where all target space tensors are evaluated at ¢ . Comparing (3.29]) with the general formulas
(BI1) and (3I6), one can see that the linear subtraction S[p+7]— g—i -7 has not been performed
in the usual way, since we rather subtracted g—i - & from S[p + w(€)]. This choice leads to a
covariant one-loop effective action even for off-shell backgrounds ¢*, while it coincides with any
other choice for on-shell backgrounds [29]. Let us note that the general form of the effective
action is

Ilp] = %/d% [Tuu(g) 0%“8acp”+m] : (3.31)

where 7, is some target space tensor, which prior to renormalization contains divergent co-
efficients. The divergent part of 7,, determines the renormalization of the metric and hence
determines the S—function. For this reason, it is sufficient for our purposes to consider contri-
butions to I' with only two factors of d,¢", while the ellipsis denote terms with more than two
derivatives of .

Let us now examine the perturbative expansion of the action. The kinetic term of (3.30),

G (9)0“EH0,EY, has a non-standard form, since g, () is not constant on the worldsheet. To

a
I

by introducing §* = e}, . The covariant derivative Dy{" = 0a&® 4 Ot Wiy £ now involves

overcome this difficulty it is customary to introduce vielbeins e? () and flatten the fluctuation

the spin connection, and the action takes the form

_1
2\

_i 2 Q. A .
_ 2)\/d 20 Dt + SmilEs ] |

Suéi 0] = 55 [ @ [DUE Db+ Ry 0% 00 676"

(3.32)
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which has a standard kinetic term. One can see that the worldsheet coupling constant A = 27/
is the loop counting parameter, implying that the effective action at L loops is of order (o/ )L_l.
Writing out the interaction part of (3.32]) we obtain

Sunléi o] = 55 [ P2 [20°09 w0 €008 + %0 0" W €
+ Ryaw 00" 0ai” €°¢") (3.33)
=: 5,4+ Sew + Sk .
We are now ready to evaluate the one-loop effective action, which is given by
e~Tulel — <e—sim[§;so1> , (3.34)

where angle brackets denote normalized free expectation values. The only terms contributing
to the renormalization of the metric are

I'y = (Sk) + (Sww) — 3 (S2)p1+ -, (3.35)

where dots stand for terms with more than two factors of d,¢*. The propagator can be derived
from the free part of (3:32]) and reads

a b _ ab _ d2p eipvm
(€% (2) & (y) = A0"G(x —y), G(z)= Br? 2 (3.36)
On dimensional grounds, and using gauge invariance, it follows that the terms S, and S, in-
volving the spin connection cannot contribute to UV divergences. For the sake of completeness,
we shall compute their contribution to ([8.35)) nonetheless and show that it is UV finite. Taking

the expectation values and performing the Wick contractions we have
(S2) = 3 (80 =} [ o™ (@) w () GO)

4§ [ Eadywa@)wsa) (6 - 1)0"0°Glo — y) - 06l - 9)0°Gla - )]
(3.37)

where we introduced the pullback wa® = 94" w,ﬂb, that behaves as an SO(D) gauge field in
two dimensions. Going to momentum space by defining

2 .
Waap(T) = / (;iTp;zwaab(p) e’ (3.38)

one obtains

(3.39)

(2m)2 k2(p+ k)2
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In order to regularize the polarization tensor II*? we continue to n = 2 + € dimensions and
introduce an infrared mass regulator m? by changing the propagatOIl as 17 — m. This
yields

, (3.40)

1198 () — 1L 2_n/ (d"k‘ (2K + p*) (2P + pP) — 26°P[(p + k)? + m?]

el T ) (B m2)[(p+ k)% + m?

where we introduced the arbitrary mass parameter u to keep Hraeg dimensionless. After some
standard manipulations for one-loop integrals (see appendix [A.]] for details) one obtains

M5k (p) = (0%°p? — p°p”) Mg (°)
9 2 +1/2 n_g (3.41)
2y _n 201 .2y, 2 2
H@M—Wwﬂ2ylmwyhym+m],
which is perfectly finite for n = 2, provided one keeps m? fixed. This shows that the w—terms
are UV finite and do not contribute to renormalization. Note that for this computation it was
necessary to introduce the infrared regulator, because the integral is IR divergent in n = 2:

e 1 fR. R-1
g (p?) "=3 — —+1]

4m?2\1/2
32 2 R ) (3-42)

R:<1+p—2

While at this point it is clear that the logarithmic divergence appearing as m? — 0 is of infrared
nature, it would have been dangerous to set m? = 0 beforehand, since the IR divergence would

have reincarnated in a % pole.

From the expansion ([B.35]) we are left with the single divergent contribution

v — (Sg) = —% G(0) / d*x Ry, 0% 0a¢" . (3.43)

As before, we regularize the propagator at coinciding points G(0) = [ (gi) e > by continuing to

n = 2 + € dimensions and introducing the IR mass regulator:

a [ A1 1 [ m?\?
2—n

In order to extract the pole, we expand the gamma function I'(z) = 1 —~ 4+ O(z), where 7 is

the Euler-Mascheroni constant, and obtain

1 /1

Here we redefined the renormalization scale as 4me~7u? — u2, as it is customary in the MS
scheme. At this point we can fix the one-loop counterterm by demanding that it cancels the

divergence:
1 2
Set = e d*x Ry 0%p" 00" (3.46)
which yields the renormalized coupling at one-loop order:
1 A m
Tien = = [ d? (,, 2 log 2 ,,)aﬂau. 4
X xgu+2ﬂoguRu 0% pH0np (3.47)

2This amounts to adding the mass term ’;—j fd2m £%€, to the action, that suffices to regularize infrared
divergences at one-loop.
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In order to extract the S—function, we apply the method outlined in the previous section.
Following eq. (Z6]) we write the bare action as

So=84+Sct. = d"x gm, 0% pH0a " = A"z € (guv + Tyw(9)) 0%@H0a” ,  (3.48)

2X 2X
where, using ([B46)), T}, = — 5> R,y This determines the bare metric to be

/

G = 1S (g,w - 2%6 R,W> =puf (g,w - % R,W> . (3.49)

Defining t := log 1 and requiring 921/ to be independent of ¢ one obtains

dgAOw et / dgw o dgy, 0
0= —b — ¢ (cgu — o Ry + 2 - =2 o B ) (3.50)
Matching the order e and € terms yields
dguw 0
d: = —€9uw + ﬁﬂu(g) ) ﬁ,U«I/(g) = O/ (1 —g- 8_9) Rl“’ : (351)

We recall that the operator g - 8% should be regarded as the integrated functional derivative as
in (2.12]), but here it can be reduced to an ordinary parametric derivative as follows:

9 9
90 g Tirle) =g T JAg)| (3.52)

This can be verified by computing the right-hand side, viewing 7}, as a function of g, = A gy,
and applying the (functional) chain rule. Note that the operator A% counts the number of g,
minus the number of g*”. For the Ricci tensor this operator has zero eigenvalue, because the
Christoffel symbols contain one g and one g~' and there is no further metric needed in defining

the Ricci tensor. Using this back in ([B.51]) we can finally read off the one-loop beta function [16]

Buu(g) =d Ry . (3.53)

3.4 The Dilaton

In this section we include the dilaton coupling in the sigma model and compute its one-loop
B—function. Treating the dilaton term is technically more involved, since it requires computa-
tions on a curved worldsheet. Moreover, the resulting f—functions of the metric-dilaton system
are such that (7, = 0 and B® = 0 are not the correct target space equations, which are instead
given by Bﬁy =0 and % =0, as we have discussed in section

We now compute the background field expansion for the sigma model action including the
dilaton:

S=155 / P /3[4 g (X) 0, X105X” + ! B 2(X)] (3.54)
Here we need to consider an arbitrary curved worldsheet with metric v, and spherical topology.
The curved two-metric does not affect our discussion of the background-field expansion, since
it does not involve the field X# = ¢ + w#(£). This leads immediately to the quadratic action

1
Se =

2)\ d a;\/_{ OCBDOCSQDBS(I + ’Y R,uabu aa(PMaBSD gagb]

(3.55)

+or / Pz TRP ¢,V + o [ d*r e

2\
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where we have already included the mass term to regulate infrared divergences, and we denoted
Vo Vp® = egezvuv,}b. Following conventional perturbation theory, we shall expand 7,z
around flat space:

Yap = Oap + hap (3.56)

and consider the one-loop effective action perturbatively in powers of h,s. In particular, the
propagators are still extracted from the flat-space free theory

So = % / P [0 D+ m* €6, (3.57)

and terms with any powers of h,g are treated as interactions.

Before starting any computation, there is one immediate consequence that can be derived
from the structure of the action: thanks to the coupling with the scalar curvature R, every
term involving the dilaton appears with at least one factor of h,g. Since the lowest order
coupling of the metric g,, (and B—field if present) only involves the flat background d,s one
can immediately show that the dilaton cannot renormalize the metric nor the B—field at any
order in perturbation theory. This implies that the S—functions f, and 65’;, do not depend
on the dilaton at any order in o/, as anticipated in section 2l This fact already shows that the

[B—functions alone cannot provide the correct field equations.

Having shown that the metric S—function is not affected by the dilaton, we are left to
determine the S—function of the dilaton itself. To this end, we have to extract from Sj,; =
Soe — Sp the terms that can renormalize the coupling [ d2$\/7R(2)<I> in e Tu = <e‘Siﬂt>, which
in particular do not contain d,¢" factors. From (3.55]) one can split the interacting action into
several terms, according to the background fields involved. Since we will work to quadratic
order in h,g, we have

Sint = SE + (Shw + Shiw) + (Shaw + Shhew) + (Shr + Shir)

+ (Shocoe + Shnocoe) +m? (Shee + Shnee) + So + O(R?) (355
where the subscripts denote the schematic form of the vertices.
In order to perform the perturbative expansion in hyg we shall need [29]
VAP =6 — P 1 Oh?) (3.59)
where we defined the trace-adjusted perturbation in arbitrary dimensions
hag = hap — 3 0agh, h% =—-2(m—2)h. (3.60)

In order to recognize the Ricci scalar we shall also need
VAR™ = 0°0Phag — 3 0h+ 1 h*P0hgg + 3 (8- ha)? — 15 (n—2) hOh+ 0,0 + O(h?) , (3.61)

modulo total derivatives.

We are now ready to examine the various contributions from the interacting action. First
of all, the entire first line in (858) cannot contribute to the renormalization of the dilaton
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coupling, since every term contains at least one factor of d,p" . Taking into account the terms

in the second line we find
I'Y) = (Shocoe +m* Snee) + (Shnocoe +m* Shnee)

(3.62)
— 5 ((Shagae +m” Spee))ip1 + (Sa) + O(R°)

where by the superscript ® we mean possible contributions proportional to f d2x\/’_yR(2) .

At this point we notice that the “tadpole” contributions from the first line have no external
momentum flowing in the loop, meaning that they give (possibly UV divergent) contributions
of the form C [ d?z F(h), with no derivatives acting on has. These do not contribute to the
Ricci scalar, but rather to the cosmological constant

A / Py . (3.63)

On dimensional grounds A must scale as m? and thus vanish upon removing the IR regulator.
Similarly, the contributions from the m25h§§ term in ((Shocoe + m? Sh§§)2>1p1 vanish in the
massless limit. We are thus left with

'Y = (Se) — % (S}218§6§>1PI +O(h%) + O(m) ,
1 2, . 1af a 1 2 (2) ¢aed (364)
Shocoe = o /d rh* 0,088, So = g/d T\ /YR £V VD

We start from the bubble diagram given by the double contraction term
1 fNeY 7 a
—3 (Shocoe)1p1 = 3 d’zd®y P () 17 () (00" ()95éa(x) 056" (y)0s&o(y)) 1P1

D —_ —_
=-7 / d*xd?y h*P () 7 (y) 020, Gz — y) 0505G(x — y) (3.65)

2
- _g / (;lwz;z B (p) Mo 50 (p) 17 (=)

where the regularized polarization tensor is given by

reg. _ 2-n d"k k(a(p+ k)ﬁ)k('y(p + k)é)
aosp) = 4 /(27T)" (k% +m?)((p+ k)? +m?)

aBys (3.66)

The diagram is IR finite in the massless limit, allowing one to compute H;Cﬁg;ﬁ/ s(p) at m?=0.
This gives [29]

D ; o [P (PP
_%<S}2L<958§>1PI:_—F(l_i)B(2+§72+§)/W( >

167 A2
. 1 _
x| (Papsh? () = 3 7°h(2)) = (ppsl?(=p) = 5 P*h(-p) (3.67)
e (B )2 () — S EP ) PP () + & ) pPh(p))
e(1+ Je) 2 8
where B(z,y) = Fr(a)i%) is the Euler beta function. The first term above is UV finite and
non-local, corresponding to the covariant term

/ d*x\/y R(2)% R®) (3.68)
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The second term, which is the one we are after, is divergent, yielding

rh, > l/ﬁ (Pl (0) 227 5(=) = 3 B (1) phas () + & € h(p) p*h(~p) )
div- = 487 ¢ J (2m)2 ' K 2 “ 8

D 1 2 7\2 , 170B8M7 1
. + 1pefn —Lleno
18+ E/dm[(@ hea) s h he g €hOh

D1 9
T U7 ¢ /d x\/_R
(3.69)

where in the last line we recognized the Ricci scalar to order h?. The only other contribution
to the divergent part of Fu is (Sg), which is straightforward to evaluate:

(Sp) = 8% / d*x\ /AR (£2€")V V& = 8% G(0) / d*z\/AR? V2o

(3.70)
_ 2 2 v2¢
wﬂ /d:ch V26 + O(<") .
In order to cancel the divergences one needs the counterterm
I @) D 2
—E/dxﬁR { et v<1>} (3.71)

where we have used A\ = 27a/. As in (Z7) this allows us to determine the bare dilaton ®q as

1D 1«
By = [<1>——— ——v2<1>] 3.72
0= ° G 5 (3.72)
Finally, using dio = 0 we compute for the one-loop S—function f® = Cﬁl—? + €®:
D Jd
o 2
= — — — D . .
B 5 5 \% (3.73)

Let us make a few comments on this result. Collecting what we have reviewed so far, we
have determined the one-loop S—functions for the metric-dilaton system:

D

/
Bg =« R;w ) BCP = 6 - % V2(I) . (374)

One needs to include the reparametrization ghost system corresponding to the worldsheet metric
being a dynamical field that needs to be integrated over in the path integral. As is well-
known [30], this shifts the constant term D — D — 26. Moreover, it is apparent from (B.74])
that 3° = 0 are not the correct field equations. Including the extra terms as dictated by (Z51)
one rather obtains

D-2 o
_a <v2<1> 9 wcwucp) : (3.75)

%, = o (R +2V,V,0), B° = - .

%

Setting these functions to zero provides the correct field equations associated to the target space
effective action

1 2(D — 26
S[g, ®] = 52 /de —ge 2® [ — % + R+ 4vuq>vuq>] . (3.76)
0
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One should note, however, that the one-loop result (8.74) does not give, in principle, the full
O(c’) contribution to (% . This is because the dilaton coupling in the sigma model (B1) appears
with one extra order of o’ as compared to the other couplings. This implies that the full O(o/ L)
dilaton S—function requires an (L + 1)—loop computation. For instance, while the pure metric-
dilaton system does not produce any further O(a/) term in (3.73)), including the B—field would
result in a further contribution —% H? arising at two loops.

For this reason, together with the complication of computing on a curved worldsheet, it
is often preferable to fix the dilaton equation from consistency [22,23]31H33]. Rather than
discussing the general procedure, the idea is easily understood by giving the details in the
simplest case at hand. Let us suppose that we do not know the dilaton S—function. The metric
B—function, together with the general relation (Z51) fixes the metric field equation to

Ry +2V,V,8=0 — R+2V?®=0. (3.77)
Taking the divergence of the first equation one obtains

V'R, = —2V?*V,® = -2(V,V?® + R, V'0)

(3.78)
=2V, V?®+4(V,V,®)V'® = -2V, (V?® — (VI)?) .
Consistency with the Bianchi identity V¥R, = % VR gives the constraint
0=V,(V®—(V®)’+1R)=1V,(V®-2(V])?), (3.79)
that can be integrated to
Vi —2(VO)?2 =C, (3.80)

for an undetermined constant C'. This shows that the dilaton equation in ([B.75]) is correctly
reproduced by (B.80]), apart from the constant C' that can be easily fixed by matching with the

one-loop result (B.75]) to be C' = 1)3;?6 . Here we use that, on dimensional grounds, the constant

term in (370]) cannot receive o/ corrections.

4 Duality-invariant Sigma Model

Having reviewed the necessary tools to extract target space equations from a given string sigma
model, we turn in this section to the main subject of this paper. We shall compute the one-loop
f—functions of the O(d,d)—invariant sigma model recently discussed in [9]. This, together
with a general analysis of the Weyl anomaly, gives the complete O(d, d)—invariant target space
equations to lowest order in o/, which agree with the low-energy effective action constructed by
Maharana and Schwarz in [34]. This result generalizes the earlier works of [141[15] by including
the external B—field and Kaluza-Klein gauge vectors and provides a positive check on the

viability of the sigma model [9] to determine higher order o corrections.

We shall start by briefly reviewing the features of the duality-invariant sigma model that
will be used to compute the S—functions. In order to find the target space equations, we will
derive an operator expression for the Weyl anomaly, following the general discussion of section
2l We will then turn to the actual computation of the f—functions and finally determine the
target space field equations, concluding with an internal consistency check on the result.
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4.1 O(d,d)-invariant Worldsheet

To set the stage, let us consider a (D + d)—dimensional target space manifold possessing d
abelian isometries. We shall choose coordinates split as & = (x#,y?), with g = 0,--- , D — 1
denoting the “external” directions and ¢ = 1,--- ,d the “internal” directions along the isome-
tries, such that the target space fields do not depend on the internal coordinates 7" .

Upon dimensional reduction, the (D + d)—dimensional fields give rise to the D—dimensional
metric g,,,, B—field B, and dilaton ¢, together with an O(d, d) multiplet of Kaluza-Klein gauge
fields A,M and an O(d, d)—valued symmetric matrix of scalar fields Hsy, also known as the
generalized metric. From here on we shall denote by M = 1,--- , 2d indices in the fundamental
representation of O(d, d), which will be raised and lowered by the O(d, d)—invariant metric s -
The scalar matrix Hysn, being O(d, d)—valued, has to obey the constraint HMpnPQ’HQN =
TIMN -

The construction of [9], which is based on the dimensional reduction of the Polyakov sigma

model, together with the early proposals of [535] and [36], leads to a manifestly O(d, d)—invariant
worldsheet action that generalizes the one of [5] and agrees with [7,8]:

1

S:_ﬁ

Ao [\/—_hhaﬁaaXﬂagX” g (X) + €700 X105 X" By (X)

— B Y MO X Ay (X) — DoY M Dy Yay +uD1YM Dy Yiy + e Harw DlYMDlYN] :
(4.1)
where we denote by hq,s the worldsheet metric of Lorentzian signature. As before, we have
set A = 2w/ . In the above action the worldsheet scalars X# are the coordinate embeddings

corresponding to the “external” directions z#, while the O(d, d) fields Y™ = (Y*,Y;) correspond

to the doubled “internal” sector [34,37]. The gauge-covariant derivatives are defined as [34]
Do YM = 9, YM 4+ 9, XFAM(X) = 0, YM + AM (4.2)
and the Weyl-invariant metric combinations e and u are given by

((ho)* — hoohn)l/2 w hot
h11 ’ hi1

(4.3)

It is clear from (Z1]) that the price for having a manifestly O(d,d)—invariant action that does
not need any subsidiary constraint&@ is the lack of manifest worldsheet diffeomorphism invari-
ance. The action (4.I)) is diffeomorphism invariant nonetheless, albeit with the non-standard
transformation rules

Oe XH = €20, X1, d¢hag = Valp +Vgéa ,

(4.4)
SeYM =¢o9, YyM 0™ - M= piyM oy DiYM — e MV DYy .

It should be emphasized that this diffeomorphism invariance requires Hsn to obey the O(d, d)
constraint Hy pHT v = nan . Let us also mention that the action (&) is invariant under the

3The proposal of [38] does provide manifestly Lorentz-invariant actions for chiral forms, but they are either
non-local or non-polynomial.
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“time-local” shifts 6=Y™ = =M (¢%). This symmetry allows one to integrate the second-order
Y —equations, which are given by 9;9™ = 0, to the first-order self-duality relations ®M = 0.
These in turn render the equations of motion equivalent to the ones of [34].

As for the symmetry under gauge transformations of the background fields, the discussion
of target space diffeomorphisms and B—field gauge transformations is standard. The U(1)
Kaluza-Klein transformation & ,\.AMM = 8u)\M instead has to be accompanied by

1
HYM = MM(x), 6B, = 3 FuM s, (4.5)

where ]:WM =2 8[HA,,]M is the abelian curvature two-form. The non-standard transformation
of the B—field under the vector gauge symmetries [34] requires a modification of the naive field

strength by an abelian Chern-Simons term
Hyx =30,,B,\ —3A,M0, A\ (4.6)

to ensure gauge invariance of H,, ) . Correspondingly, the standard Bianchi identity dH = 0 is
replaced by

3
8[HH,,A,,} + 1 f[u,jM./.'}\p}M =0. (4.7)

In [9], the worldsheet action (A1l was derived without coupling to the dilaton. We now
include the dilaton coupling by a standard Fradkin-Tseytlin term:

1

S:_ﬁ

&0 [\/—hhaﬁaaxuang 9un(X) + €280, X105 X" B (X)
— B Y MO X" Ay 11 (X) + o/\/—hR(Z)qb(X)] (4.8)
+ % /d% [DOYMDlYM —uDYMD, Yy — e Hun DlYMDlYN] :

where ¢ is the D—dimensional O(d, d)—invariant dilaton [I5], which is related to the higher-
dimensional standard dilaton ® by

1
p=o— 1 log det G5 , (4.9)

where G;(X) is the internal metric.

We can give a heuristic justification for the appearance of the O(d, d)—invariant dilaton in
the sigma model ([@8]). In the Buscher procedure [39] to derive the action of T'—duality at the
worldsheet level, one trades the derivatives of the original coordinates 9, Y for a curl-free vector
field V. The curl-free condition ¢ 8aVBi = 0 is imposed via Lagrange multipliers EN/Z-, that play
the role of dual coordinates. Integrating out the vector fields V! gives rise to the T'—dual action
for the }7; It is well-known that integrating out the auxiliary fields V! at the quantum level
produces a one-loop shift of the action proportional to [ d20v/—=hR® log det Gi; [40H42]. This
results in the original dilaton ® being shifted to the T-dual dilaton

- 1
D=0 — 5 log det Gij . (410)

Now consider the above action and integrate out the dual coordinates Y; in the O(d, d) multiplet
YM = (Y?)Y;). Similarly to the Buscher procedure, this leads back to the original Polyakov
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sigma model at the classical level. Including the one-loop effect should shift the dilaton coupling
¢ (that we now suppose to be unknown) by

¢ — ¢+ klogdet Gj; , (4.11)

for some constant k. If this is to give the original theory, one must have ¢ + k logdet G;; = ®.
If one integrates out the original coordinates Y instead, the shift has to be

¢ — ¢ —klogdet Gy , (4.12)

since Y couples to the metric Gij as Y; does to the inverse G% . This time, integrating out the
original coordinates produces the T-dual sigma model at tree-level, but to match at one-loop
the shift has to produce the T-dual dilaton, i.e. ¢ — k logdet G;; = 3. Using (410 together
with ¢ 4 k logdet G;; = ® established above then fixes k = %. This reproduces (4.9]).

4.2 Weyl Anomaly Equations

Before attempting to compute the S—functions of the sigma model (&8]), we shall derive the
analogue of the Weyl anomaly equations ([2.51]) reviewed in section 2l This is necessary in order
to establish the correct field equations 8¢ = 0 in terms of the RG S—functions.

We begin by classifying the possible diffeomorphism invariant dimension two operators. It is
important to note that, besides being background field dependent, the transformations (£4)) do
not leave individually invariant any terms in the action (&S] that contain Y. This implies that
the only classically diffeomorphism invariant operator involving the Y fields is the Y —action
itself.

We now come to the equations of motion, that have to be used to derive the Weyl anomaly,
as we have seen in section 2l The Y —equation simply reads

oM =0. (4.13)

Upon exploiting the time-dependent =M shift symmetry this is equivalent to the twisted self-
duality relation ® = 0. The X —equation is considerably more involved and is given by

1 /
V=R D0 XY = 5 P00 X" 05X Hyup + % V=R R® 9, + B0, X" DYy Fou™

+ 5 QuHary DIY MDY — X" Fu M Dy
(4.14)
where we recall that the field strength H,, includes the Chern-Simons correction (4.6]).

In order to write down the action as a sum of dimension two operators associated to different
couplings as in (2.4]), one has to write out the covariant derivatives since the Kaluza-Klein
vectors A“M give rise to quadratic and cubic composite couplings:

S= / Po [ALY - g+ A (g + AN AN AN + A% (A Au)

+ A By + A A + ARG (AN Hun) + AYY gy + AMN  Hun + Ay 0|
(4.15)
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where we defined

1 e 1
A — o X o X A — = 9 X XY . AP = — 5, X g XV
9 e 0 0 X", 3 o hXFo X", “z =gy o 0 ,
1 1
Al = =55 €0, X" 05X ARM = 5 doX oYM, ALS = —§ HX'HYM
1 e a/
aMN _ Lo gy AMN _ _ € 5 yMgyyN A - Y RO
0 2)\31 do ; oy 2)\51 oYy, " o Vv h R,
(4.16)

with dg := 9y — ud1, and we suppressed the factor 6°(z — X (o)) in every A;.

Since the linear couplings ¢4 = (guws Buvs Aunrs Han, ¢) all multiply different operators,
their f—functions are extracted as usual from the corresponding expressions for the bare cou-
plings:

0o ) 0o
€ 1 € 1 B € 1
Jouvy = K [.g,uu +§:1€_nTr€,uV:| ) BO;LV = U [B,uu“‘z:le_nme] ;o= H |:¢+§:1€_nTr?:| )
n— n—= n—

[o¢] o
€ 1 A € 1 H €
Aopm = [-AMM + Z:l o Tn,u,M} , Homn = p [HMN + Z:l o TnMN} , MOMN = HSNMN -
n= n—
(4.17)

Notice that, in order to keep both X* and Y™ dimensionless in n = 2 + e dimensions, one
has to define the bare O(d,d) metric as] nopsny = pnarn - Due to this one has to be careful
with the position of the O(d, d) indices. We take Ag,ns to have dimension €, which implies that
AOHM = 77(])\/[ N Aoun = A“M + --- is dimensionless and that A, has dimension one (as it
should in order to define the bare covariant derivative DY ). Knowing the S—functions for
the linear couplings, one can easily derive the ones for the composite couplings. For instance,
dA, p dnN pn AHMN

d
7 (AN Hun) = TUPNHMN-FAMPTHMN-FAMPH 7

= (—eAup+B7p) 1™ Harnw + Aup (en”) Harw + Aup ™™ (= eHun + Biin) (

= —¢ (A“N'HMN) + ﬁjNIHMN + AuNﬁﬁN .

4.18)

In order to compute the Weyl anomaly as in (2.24]) (albeit now in Lorentzian signature),
we need to define the bare action in n = 2 + € dimensions. Similar to the problem of defining
the antisymmetric density €*? in n dimensions, we now encounter the difficulty of defining e
and v in arbitrary dimensions. If we keep the definitions (4.3]) in arbitrary dimensions, e and u
remain Weyl invariant, but in order to also keep Y™ invariant one has to define the bare action
for Y a

1
Soy = ) /dna e’ (D1YM)0 (D()YM —uDyYM — EHMNDIYN)O ) (4.19)

4We shall see in the following that nasn does not renormalize.
To see this one can repeat the steps [J] that lead to the action ([@J)) starting from the Polyakov sigma model
directly in n = 2 4+ € dimensions.
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where the subscript 0 denotes that all the couplings, including the vectors .AMM hidden in
D, YM  are the bare ones, and p is defined by e2t9r = \/—h .

Taking the Weyl variation now leads to

. 1
V=hT% = Ay - (—egh) — o Oa [V—hh*P 05 X1, 0] (4.20)

where all couplings (' and operators A; are listed in (#I5) and ([#I6). By repeating the general
procedure reviewed in section 2land using the equations of motion (4I4]) to decompose the total
derivative one finds

1
2)
+ o' V=h R (a/ 9,60V ¢0) +ee? DY DIYN (o 9,00V Homn)

V=hT%, =[A;]- 5" — {\/—hho‘ﬁaaX“c‘)ﬁX” (20! Vo0, ¢0) + €0, X 05 X" (o Ondo HY )

+ 2799, X DRYM (0! Vg0 Foru ) — 2% 0 X" DY (o Vi Foruur) |

= [A;] B+ ol A - (EV0¢0906) )
(4.21)

where, for the moment, we have discarded the QQ—type total derivative contributions coming
from [A;] (see (Z31))). The Lie derivative displayed in the last line acts on g,,, ¢ and Hyn as
usual, while it differs in the case of AMM and B, by gauge transformations:

LeAM = EQFM, LeBu = (Haw + A Fopamr) - (4.22)

The main difference from the standard theory is in the transformation L¢B,,, that is not
covariant, due to the mixing with the Kaluza-Klein vector fields. Such non-covariant term,
however, is canceled in the sum A;qg - (Eggof)), as can be seen directly from the expanded form of
(£21)), which is manifestly gauge-invariant. Since both the S—functions of composite couplings
(see e.g. (AI8) and the Lie derivative obey the Leibniz rule, one can see that the vanishing of
the Weyl anomaly (£21]), which involves all the couplings ([4.I3]), is ensured by the vanishing
of the B' functions associated to the independent linear couplings, namely

Bl=p"+d Lysp' +--=0 for i=g,¢, AH,
(4.23)

,5,/: 5V+alv)\¢H)\pu+"':07

where the dots stand for the possible total derivative terms arising from [4;].

Let us now study the total derivative terms related to [A;]. These terms come from renor-
malization of the composite operators A; in flat space, and so we can take hog = 743 and
thus p = u = 0 and e = 1. The possible dimension two total derivatives arising from 9J,X*
are dy - N, and df - K, as in (2Z37). Coming now to possible dimension two total derivatives
constructed from 9, Y™ the situation is much more subtle. In flat space, the Lorentz transfor-
mations of Y™ (that can be found by specializing the diffeomorphism transformations (@4)),
are highly non-linear and background field dependent. In order to determine possible total
derivatives including 9,Y ", we notice that time derivatives 9pY'™ appear in the action (&)
only as DM or 8 DBYM . Moreover, double time derivatives never appear acting on Y. For

these reasons, one can naively construct two independent operators acting on different fields:
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dM - Vi = =30 [’ DgYM Vi (X)] and di - Wiy := =501 [®M Wy (X)], where we recall
that ®M is defined in (44]). These two operators, however, cannot appear in an arbitrary way.

One can see that the only (on-shell) Lorentz-invariant combination is given by
1
(@M — i) Vg = ™ Vi = —5 [aa (P Dy M Vi (X)) — 0y (M VM(X))} . (4.24)
and depends on a single target space field V3;. Decomposing the above expression gives

. 1
dM Vip = A; - (dy¢') — ) O [P 05 X" K, (X)],

. (4.25)
sy AM =0,vM™ | 5yB,, = 5 FuMVar

where K /; = VM.AMM . This latter contribution is of the d¥ type and thus does not introduce
new independent structures.

We have thus shown that in the O(d, d)—invariant sigma model any total derivative term
giving rise to a (Q—contribution to ([@23]) can be parametrized by two field-dependent vector
fields W, (g, B, A,H) and L,(g, B, A,H) as in section 2, together with an O(d, d) vector-valued
scalar field Vis(g, B, A,H). The contribution of W, and L, to the Weyl anomaly coefficients
(£23) is the same as in (Z.51)), including the covariant Lie derivative of A,™, while the one
from Vs can be inferred from the decomposition ([4.25]). This finally gives the relation between

B and f3:
39 — ot 20/ VuVud+ Vi, Wy,

1%
B2 =57+ (Vo) + 5V W, ,
_51/ = 51/ + a/ HAMVV)\(b + % H)\MVW)\ + a[“Ly} + %quMVM s (426)

B:‘M = 5;‘1\/1 + o' VA Fyunr + 2 WA Fapnr + ViV

Biin = Blin + o/ V'OV, Hyn + 3 WPV, Huw -

As we have previously discussed, if one tries to compute the vectors W, L, and V) directly
from the bare action, they will in general break gauge invariance in both the B—field and
Kaluza-Klein gauge sectors, in agreement with the fact that our prescription for extending the
action to n = 2 + e dimensions violates said symmetries. One can employ a manifestly gauge
invariant perturbative scheme and try to fix W, L and V' by other means. Based on covariance,
they can only depend on the Riemann tensor, covariant derivatives and the gauge-invariant
field strengths H,,, and .FMVM . One can then see that they must vanish at one-loop order,
since there is no way of constructing a gauge-invariant vector, nor an O(d,d)—vector valued
scalar with one spacetime derivative. We shall thus set all of them to zero and proceed in the

following with the actual computation of the f—functions.

4.3 Beta Functions of Duality Invariant Sigma Model

Having found the dilaton contributions to the field equations, we can now consider the sigma
model on a flat worldsheet, thereby discarding the dilaton coupling. After deriving the equations
of motion for the other fields, the dilaton equation will be fixed by consistency.
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In flat two-dimensional space one can safely perform the Wick rotation. We will thus study
the Euclidean action

S = % / d’z {gW(X) "X 00 XY +1i€*P | By (X) 0a X105 X" + AM(X) 8aX”D5YM]

— i D1YMDyYiy + Harn(X) DIYMDlYN} ,
(4.27)

where 22 is the Euclidean time, €' = +1 and we recall D, Y™ = 9,YM + AHM(X) O XH.

Gauge-invariant perturbative expansion In order to perform the background field ex-
pansion we shall employ the covariant fluctuation £* and split

Xt =+ (&), (4.28)

as we have extensively discussed. If one now performs a linear split YM = ¢™ 4 7M in the
internal sector, manifest gauge invariance under the U(1) Kaluza-Klein symmetries will be lost.
The reason is that Y™ transforms as §Y™ = —AM(X). Combining this with the split of
X*, one finds that the background field ¢ transforms with respect to the background gauge
parameter:

oM = XM () | (4.29)

ensuring that the background covariant derivative
Da(bM = a¢M + AMM((P) 801()0# (430)

is gauge-invariant. The linear fluctuation 7, however, transforms to all orders, as follows from
: o
ortt = M (X) =M ()] = =) = (€ V)"\ (), (4.31)

|
= nl
where we used the covariant Taylor expansion in terms of £#. We can rewrite the right-hand

side of (@31) in terms of 64, M = V,AM as

S eV ) = = 3 o (6 9 (6454, () (432
n=1 :

n! = (n+1)

Since the right-hand side here is a total gauge variation we can define a gauge invariant fluctu-
ation (M as follows:

ﬂ-M(év C) = CM - Z

n=0

€V (£4) (43

This ensures that the perturbation theory is manifestly gauge invariant.

Even though it is guaranteed that the expansion in powers of ¢# and ¢ will be gauge-
invariant, we will not use (A33) directly, just as one does not use 7*(§) to derive the usual
covariant expansion. We shall rather use (4.33) in order to find a set of covariant rules to
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perform the expansion. Let us recall the strategy for the covariant background field method:

given any target space scalar ®(X) its covariant {—expansion is given by
O(X) = ®(p +7(€)) = ePP(p) - (4.34)

The operator D is defined in terms of an auxiliary geodesic X*#(t) as discussed in sec. 3:

D = (D ;t)>t:0 . (4.35)

This yields the effective rules
DI =¢"V,T, DT = 0.,¢"V,T for target space tensors ,
DEH =0, DIy = 0t + 0o’ TV, (p) € = Dot | (4.36)
[D, D,] = £ 0a¢” Rfy acting on target space tensors and £

that ensure manifest covariance under external target space diffeomorphisms. Note that one
should distinguish D, V# = 9,¢"V,V* from Dy¢p™ = 00¢™ + 94" A,M . Next, we derive
effective rules for fields transforming under U(1). Using that D,Y™ is a scalar with respect to
external (target space) diffeomorphisms and using ([£33]) we may now derive the gauge-invariant
expansion of D, YM:

D YM = 04™ + 0uCM + 00 X" AM Z V)" (é“AuM (90))

[e.e]

= a¢M + 801CM + eD [80190“ -A;LM(SD)] — Oa Z ﬁ (f : V)n (gu-AuM(QD))
n=0 ’

= Do +8uCM + 3" D" [ A (0)] ~ 80D ﬁ (€ 9)" (¢ AM(9)) |
n=1 " n=0 )

(4.37)

D

where we have extracted the zeroth order part from e? in order to recover Do¢™ . From now on

we will omit the explicit evaluation of spacetime fields at the base point p*, since it is always
implied in the expansion. The final step to prove gauge invariance of the above expansion
requires to evaluate the first D on 8acp“AuM :

- 1 n S 1 n— v
> —D (00 AM] =D —D L [Da" AM + 00"V, AM]
=t =t (4.38)
- 1 n— 1%
=3 P [ T (4]

where we used ([£30]). Given that [D, D,] = 0 when acting on scalars, the non-covariant term
can be rewritten as

[e.e]

- n— 1 n
Z: D" 19, ( gﬂAuM)zaa;(n+l)!D (erAM) (4.39)
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which cancels the last term in the third line of (£3T). We have thus found the manifestly
gauge-invariant expansion

1

D YM = DooM + 0,¢M D" [¢F 00’ Fu™] . 4.40
Finally, by formally declaring
DDa¢™M = 00" Fu™ , DM =0, (4.41)

the entire expansion can be recast in the exponential form

DoYM = P (D™ + 9a¢™M) . (4.42)

The set of covariant rules (4.36]) and (£.41]) allows one to write down the O({") term in the
action recursively. By expanding in powers of £ one obtains the recursive relations

Sle+ ()] = €PS[e] =D Sue
n=0 (4.43)

1 1
né — — D" =-D n— )
Sng = 1 D"Soc = — DS(n-1¢
starting from
_ 1 2 , v - _af m v M n
Soe = ) d°z § G 0% " 00’ + i €™ | Bl Oap" 050" + AL Oap! (Dadm + 05Cm)

— i (D1™ + 01¢M)(Dagnr + 0aCur) + Hurw (D1¢™ + 01 M) (Dyo™ + 31CN)} -
(4.44)

This action is not manifestly gauge invariant due to the topological terms involving B, and
.AMM , which transform non trivially, but the higher-order terms S,¢ will be manifestly gauge
invariant. To see this we compute explicitly Si¢:

Sie = DSpe = % / d?x {2 Guw D& 00" +1¢*P EHY, ), oot 00"
+ie” [5" Vo, AL 00" (Dadar + 95Cur) + Ay Dot (Ddar + 03¢n) + A Dot f”agsomw}
—1 [(D1¢M + 01Cur)EH Do Fh + (Dagpas + 02Cn)E" 01" Fi,

+ VMg (D16M + 0 (D16Y +01CY) + 2w (D16M + M) o FL )
(4.45)

where we have already integrated by parts the term 27 e*? B, Do &gy in order to generate

H&)W = 30;\B,) - Integrating by parts Dy&" in the term A M D& (Dadar + 05Cn) we finally
obtain

1 - 14 . 14
Sic = 35 [ 2 {29 D*0up” + i€ € oy, 00" 90" = 2i €00 Fou™ (D161 + 1)

+ € VHarn (D19 + 010 (D16™ +01¢Y) + 2 Has (D19 + 016 010" N |
(4.46)
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This is manifestly gauge-invariant under all symmetries, since it displays the invariant field
strength H,,, = HBl,p - %A[“M Fup) M» Which ensures that the perturbative expansion will be
manifestly gauge-invariant at all orders.

For the one-loop computation we only need the action to quadratic order in all fluctuations,
which is schematically given by Sy = S¢¢ + S¢e + Sge. The term Sec is easily obtained from

: 1
Sec = 5y [ |~ i0CM O+ Hary ¢V OrCY] (4.47)

while S¢¢ is obtained by keeping the O(() terms of (4.46):
1 o

Sce =y [ o [ 9oy DI + T (Gre Hasn — 0 i) . (4.45)
See on the other hand requires one to compute %DSlg and set (M = 0 in ([@40), finally yielding
See = — [ & DO Dal” + Ryuny 7€ 00 00” + § € 26 VaHppuy Oae" 95"

& — 2\ L\ 9uv o HVND ¥ Oa¥ 5 € Mppy Oa$” 0P

+ 16" Do Hyu 059" + 5 6"€" YV Hury Dig™ Dig™

+ D1pMFY, (64 D18 Han — 1 E" Dag” nun ) + 6 D1gM VAFN, (010" Harn — i 029" )

+ 5/\5“5190’)}—%}—,{\; (019" Haun — i 0o” nuin) + 2€46°010M YV Haun Fia D1¢N} .

(4.49)

In order to have standard kinetic terms we introduce background vielbeins ef,(¢) and con-

sider the flattened fluctuation {* = e}, . This transforms the {—kinetic term into D*§* D&,
with
Dafa = 8a€a + 80190“ Wuab gb = aoefa + waab Sb ’ (450)

that allows us to extract a standard propagator from % i d?>x 0“€%0p&, . As recalled in sec. 3,
dimensional arguments using local Lorentz symmetry ensure that the spin connection cannot
contribute to UV divergences at one loop. This allows one to effectively treat all D,&% as 0,&®

in the interaction vertices.

A similar treatment is needed for the (—kinetic term Se¢, given the non-constant background
Hun(e). We shall thus introduce O(d, d)—valued frames Ej;4 (), such that

Hun = Ex* hap EN? . nun = Ex® nag Ex? | (4.51)

where nap has the same form as np/n, while hap is a constant matrix that we choose to

be a metric of SO(d) x SO(d) embedded in O(d,d). The frames are then subject to local
SO(d) x SO(d) transformations that rotate the flat index A. We then flatten the fluctuations
by defining ¢4 = EMA(gp) ¢M | The derivatives, accordingly, are modified as

0aCM = EM A Do, Dol = 0u(" + 00" W p (P = 0.0 + Wots¢P ., (452)
where WuAB is the Maurer-Cartan flat connection
WA = EMAY, By B = QA8 + PAB (4.53)
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that splits into an SO(d) x SO(d) connection @ and an SO(d) x SO(d) tensor P, as familiar
in coset constructions. The kinetic term S is rewritten as

1 .
SCC == ﬁ/d% [_ZDICADQCA + hABDlé-ADICB]
(4.54)
1 .

where the free part defines the propagator, while the interaction terms involving the Maurer-
Cartan form are given by

1 o 1 o
Sw = X/d2x T4E Wac 95¢5¢C . Sww = 22 /d%TAg Wate Ws"p¢¢P,  (4.55)

where Tjg is defined by

T =han. Thp=Tis = —gnap. Tis=0. (4.56)
Despite the similarities with the Lorentz connection wq®, the Maurer-Cartan form has two im-
portant differences: first of all, it contains an SO(d) x SO(d) tensor, P,AZ, that does contribute
to divergences. Moreover, as it has been recently shown [9], the local SO(d) x SO(d) symmetry
is anomalous, due to the chiral nature of the Y —sector. The anomaly, that is canceled by a
suitable O(a/) transformation of By, [9,10], is a one-loop effect but is finite. Therefore, it
does not affect our computation of the S—functions at this order, but it should intervene at
higher loops, thereby triggering the Green-Schwarz type deformation of the field strength H,,,,
at order o/ . For these reasons, the connection terms arising from both S¢c and S¢e cannot be
ignored.

One-loop f—functions From the free kinetic terms we can derive the propagators, that read

2 eip-x
(@) &) = AP Gz —y), Gla) = / (371;2 -y

(4.57)

2 eip-x
@) =A@ =), @)= [ I [P i 2]

The above massless propagators suffer from infrared divergences. The £ —propagator G(x) can
be regularized in the IR by adding a mass term ’;—; i d%x £9¢, to the action, thereby modifying
:z% — m as usual. The IR regularization of the (—propagator is more subtle and is discussed
in Appendix [A.2l The interaction vertices extracted from (€47), (£4])) and (£49) can be

summarized as
S¢e — Sw + Sww
Sce — Svu + Swvwn + Sr+ Swr, (4.58)
See — Sr+ Svu + Sy + Svvn + SF + SvF+ SrF+ Svnr,

where we schematically distinguished them according to the target space fields entering the
interaction. Let us notice that the new terms Sywvy and Sy r arise from the replacement
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OalM = EM 4 (0,04 + WoAB(¢p). Another way to classify the vertices is according to the
number of background fields d,¢* and Dao¢™ involved:

0pdp — Sww + Swr + Sr+ Svu + Srr ,

0D — Swyn + Svr + Svur
D¢D¢ — vay s (4.59)
dp — Sw+ Sr+ Sy,

D¢ — Syy + Sr .

Since the divergences in e 11 = <e‘Si“°> can only renormalize the dimension two operators
Opdp, 0pD¢ and DpDg, they can only arise from the divergent part of

T'yogos = (Sk) + (Svm) + (Sww) + (Srr) — 3 (St + SF+ Sh)1pr
Tipepe = (Svwn) — 5 (Sop + SF)1p1 (4.60)
Tioppg = (Svr) + (Svur) — (SFSvu)1p1 — (SaSF )1P1

where we have set to zero all the contributions that have trivially vanishing contractions.

We are now ready to compute the divergent parts of (4.60) starting from I'y; g0, that gives
the S—functions of the metric g, and B—field. The diagrams with a single contraction, e.g.

(SR), are tadpole diagrams that give a purely local contribution. For instance,

1 1
(Sn) = g5 [ P (€€) R 0°5#00” = ~5G(0) [ Ry 07540,

(4.61)
47T€/d2:1:R 0D’ + O() |
and
(Svg) = %/d%eaﬁ (€€ enel VaH pu Oap" 050"
= iG(O) / d*x VP H yp €P 0n 0" 0p 0" (4.62)

= /d2 VPHp, € ﬁﬁagp“@ggo + O()
~ 8e

where we used the 2 contribution to G(0) given in 3.44) (c.f. (A:2)). The bubble diagrams that

arise from double contractions, such as (S%)lpl, are non-local, but their divergent contribution

only comes from the local leading order, when expanding in external momenta. As an example,

let us consider <SI2LI>1PI. Its contribution to I'y; g9, reads

~5 Sie = gy [ ady O (H, 030 @) (Hea 05¢) (0) (6°(2) 08 (0) €°(0) 0,61)
2
- é/ (;lwl))2 e (Hyap 0" ) (9) Wy () (L™ D59”) (=p) »
(4.63)
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where the polarization tensor is given by

}/ Pk (p+2k)a(p + 2k),
2) (2m)% (2 + m?)((p + k)? + m?) -

The divergent part of Il,,(p) comes from Il,(0), which is the only contribution we need to

Mor (p) = (4.64)

compute. Upon extending the integral to n = 2 4 ¢ dimensions we have

d"k 2kok 2 d"k k2
TIes — ,2-n avy — ,2-n = " /
oy (0) = p / (2m)™ (k2 +m?)? - dary (2m)™ (k2 +m?)?

N (4.65)
_ 501“/ m” o\ — _ Oy 0
o (47T,U > I'(—€/2) = 00y G(0) = e +0(e"),
yielding
1 1 d2p al o, UV
=5 (St = _R/W (Hpab Oa") (p) (H," 0°¢") (—p) + O(")
X (4.66)

SR / 22 Hony H, ™ 0000 + O() |
All the remaining integrals in (£.60]) can be computed in a similar way, upon using the results
of Appendix [A.2] for the (—sector, the results of which we summarize now. Proceeding with
the terms involving the Maurer-Cartan form WMAB , it is interesting to notice that the separate
diagrams (Sww) and (S%,)1pr are neither 2D-Lorentz nor SO(d) x SO(d) gauge-invariant:

1 o v
(Sww) = o / e T 0 050" WAe W, B p (CCCP)

i /d2 w, AW, BP [hAB hep 0191019 —inag hep 5190”8290'/} + O(")
(4.67)

and
1

——(Sf)ipr =

. / dxd*y TSy, (Oa! Wu'c) (@) Ty (09" WP F) ()

T 2A2
x (93¢ () ¢ (2) 95¢E (y) CF (1)) 1y

= I /d rWyapWyop [5190“5190 (8 nAC RBP4 LpACyBD)
N (% RAC p,BD _ %UAC 77BD) N 77Ac hBD} + O,
(4.68)

where the objects TX@ have been defined in (£.56]). However, the two diagrams combine in a
non-trivial way to form the Lorentz and gauge-invariant term

1

(Sww) — 5 (Siy)1p1 =

5 d2$ o™ ,uaacp MAB WVCD (nAC nBD _ hAC hBD) + 0(60)

167e

= %me /dzx 0%pH 00" Py aB PAB 4 (9(60)

=5 a2z 0% 900" Oy Hun O HMN + O(Y) .

(4.69)
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The final contributions to I'y; gp,, namely (Srx) and (S%)1p1, behave in a similar manner: the
separate diagrams are not Lorentz invariant, being given by

| o
(SrF) = o\ /dzx (€2&b) D10" Foyt Fiy (019" Harw — i 020" nun)

(4.70)
_ 1 2 AN " B "
= I &z F)X F AN (0101010" Haun — i 019" 929" nun) + O()
and
1
—3 (S]: 1PI = 2)\2/d2xd2 8190“7-[MN—182<,0 UMN)EMA]($)

x [ffi(aw Hpq — 0" npq) BV 5] (y) (€4(x) 01¢A (2) €2 (y) 01 ¢P (y))

= o /d2 FRFEAM [(5190“5190'/ — 0o 000" ) Han — 2i 019H 000" 77MN] +0(e")
(4.71)

but combine into the Lorentz invariant term
1 1
(Srr) — 5 (SF)1p1 = e /d2x 0%pH 00" ’HMN]: FAN +0() . (4.72)

Implementing minimal subtraction to cancel the divergences arising from (£.61]), (£.60)), (£.69),
(£72]) and (4.62)) we fix the counterterm Lagrangian involving dpdyp :

1
SITP = I / d*x 0% " Dnp” [RW — 1 Hy, — 5 (HFF),, + gauHMNaVHMN}

) (4.73)
+—— [ a2 P00t D" VP H
Qe Te P OBy PUV 5

where we have defined H;2w = H,», H,* and (H]:]:);w = Hun ]:MM]:I,)‘N. Comparing
[#73) with the classical background action

1
o) /d2:17 [qu %P Do’ +i ¢’ B, aagouaggp”} (4.74)

fixes the normalization of the tensors waj and Tlffw entering go,, = ¢ [gw, + = Tlgw, . ] and
By, . This finally fixes the normalization of the one-loop 3—functions:

5, = o [Ru — Y B2, = L (HFF),, + § ViV, 1™

v
., o (4.75)
g = _5 V H)\},LV Y
where we recall that 8° = (—1 4 A) 7%, with the Euler operator
0 0 0 0
A=gu ——+B, - A H T — . 4.76
m B} G + By 8 Buv +AuM - 8 A;LM + HMN - OHarn +NMN N ( )

having zero eigenvalue on all one-loop terms.
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We now continue by computing the divergent part of I'y; pgpg, that yields the f—function
of the generalized metric Hsn : the three diagrams in (Z60) yield

1
(Svvn) = - /d2$ VM yn D1¢M Do 4+ O(%)

1 1
3 (SEipr = / 2 HarpVPHPOV Hon D16 Dyo™ + O(<)

1 1 ) ,
-5 (S%)1p1 = T /d% [}"WM TN = HapHng Fiy F* 9| D1¢Y D1g™ + O(°) .
(4.77)
This fixes the corresponding counterterm Lagrangian to
1
S = e / d*x D1¢™ D™ [V2HMN + HupVIFHPOV Hon
(4.78)
+ %]:uVM ]:;\Lfy — %'HMP'HNQ ]:5,/ ]:’WQ] ,
and comparing with the classical action
1
ﬁ /d2:17 HyuN 81¢M61¢N + - (4.79)

gives the S—function
O/
Pun =5 [V2’HMN+HMPV“’HPQV“’HQN+% Fuwnt T =3 HupHng F, }-WQ] - (4.80)
Finally, the remaining diagrams in ([4.60]) give the divergent part of I';;9,p¢ :

1 .
(Svr) = e d*z VP Fp M D™ (010" Harn — i Dot nun) + O(€°)

1
(Svur) = ~5— /dzx VPHNFou™ D¢ 010" + O(e°) |
) (4.81)
—(SFSyu)iper = — /dz&t [V“”HMN FuwpDio™ (UNP5190" - iHNP@%O"” +0(e)

1 )
—(SuSF)ip1 = ~Sme /dzx H" , D™ [-F;WM O’ — i Hun Fu™ 3290p] +O(e) .
This requires the counterterm

ch:é.lt. = _4%% /‘123j D1¢M6290V [v“]:,uuM + IHMNVWHNP ]:;WP + %HMNHV)\p ]:APN]

1
+ s d*z D1¢pM o, ¢" [V” (Hamn f,wN) + % Hy», prM]
(4.82)
1

= I / d*z D16 (010" Harg — i 029" i)
X | VEFLM 4+ HIN U Fu® 4 S H N Hypy PV
Comparison with the original Lagrangian

% /d2x { — 2 alngaQ(p” Ay + - ] (4.83)

allows us to determine the final S—function for the gauge fields:

/
Bt = = (LM 4 HI T M Fou .+ S HIN 0, PV (4.84)
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4.4 Field Equations

Knowing the S—functions, the equations of motion of the background fields g, B, Hy N and
AMM are given by the vanishing of the Weyl anomaly coefficients (£.26]). Having determined by
covariance that the vectors W, L,, and Vj; must vanish at one-loop order, we are finally able

to determine the field equations:
Ry — Y Ho B — S HunFo M FAN + 3V HunVHYN +2V,V,0 =0,
VAHu =2V Hyy =0,
V2Hun + HupVPHTOV  Hon + 3 Fuw mF™ v — SHupHNg Fut FO (4.85)
2V VY, Hun =0,
VEF M+ HMNEH np Fu ¥+ A HMNH,, FY Ny -2V FL M =0

These are all the field equations except for the dilaton equation. Indeed, we performed the
entire computation on a flat worldsheet, thereby ignoring the dilaton coupling. Consistency
of the field equations (485 with the Bianchi identities, however, is enough to fix the dilaton
equation of motion up to a constant, that vanishes in the critical dimension D 4+ d = 26.

In order to deal more efficiently with contractions of O(d,d) indices, we shall employ the

matrix notation

S = SMN = nMPHPN ) fiu = (‘Fiu)MN = ‘F/J)\M‘FI/)\N ) F?= gﬂl’fiy ) (486)

in which the O(d,d) constraint on the generalized metric Hy/y reads S? = 1, and the field

equation for H sy can be rewritten in the compact form
V28 + SVHSV, S+ $ F? — 1 SF2S —2VH$V, 8 = 0. (4.87)

We begin the derivation of the dilaton equation by taking the divergence of the metric equation

of motion:
VB = V[V HE, 4 Y T(STL) - L TH(V,8V.8) 29,9.0] . (s

Upon using the field equations (4.85) together with the Bianchi identities
3

VFaM =0, ViH,,+ 1 Fi " Fagm =0, (4.89)

the Ricci identity
ViV,6 =V, V¢ + R, V' (4.90)

and the constraint
S?=1— (V,8)S=-8V,S, (4.91)

the divergence (4.88]) can be written as
V' Ry = V| gy H? = 35 Te (V9 SV,S) + £ Te(SF2) — 2V
(4.92)
~2V"0| Ry —  HZ, + A Tr(V,uSV,S) = § Te(SF2,) | -
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Using again the metric equation in the second line one obtains
v 1 772 1 v 1 2 2 2
V' Ry = V| gy H? = 35 Te(V9SV,8) + L Te(SF2) — 2V%6 + 2 (Vo) . (4.93)
Finally, the metric Bianchi identity V¥R, = % VR gives the dilaton equation:
V26— (V9)" + 1 (R+ L Te(V95V,8) - 1 Ta(SF?) — 4 H?) =0, (4.94)

where we set the integration constant to zeroH Eliminating the Ricci scalar by using the trace

of the metric equation one can rewrite it in the more familiar form
—1V% 4+ (Vo) - L H? — £ Tr(SF?) =0, (4.95)

which is the form one should find by direct computation of the dilaton f—function at two loops.
As promised, the vanishing Weyl anomaly conditions (4S83]), together with (€94 or (4957,
coincide with the field equations derived from the Maharana-Schwarz low-energy effective field
theory [34]

S = / dPx/—ge > [R +AVFOV,h + L T (VISV,S) — 1 T (SF?) — & Hﬂ . (4.96)

We conclude our discussion with a final consistency check of our procedure. According to
the general derivation of (4.26]), the target space equations (4.85]) are equivalent to the vanishing
of the Weyl anomaly at one-loop order. This, in turn, should imply that the sigma model ([@27])
be UV-finite at one-loop when (4.85)) holds, which we confirm in the following. Collecting the
results of this section for the divergent part of the effective action we have

Clp, o] = Slp, d] +Tulp, ¢l +--- (4.97)

where the classical action is given by

1 - 1%

Sle,dl = o35 /612:17 {guu 0" Dot + i€ [Bmx Do 05" + A} aaso“DMSM]

(4.98)
— i D19 Dydrs + Huw D1¢MD1¢N} ;
while, using the fact that 8% = —T7 at one loop, the divergent contribution reads
1

Tulp, ¢] = MNe /d2x { zl/ 0%t Oap” +i GQB/BEV Dot 0p" + Bun D1¢MD1¢N

(4.99)

+280 D1 (Han 019" — inun ach“)} +0("

with the S—functions given by (A75]), (£80) and ([A84). UV finiteness of the sigma model is
not immediately apparent, since the target space equations are not 5* = 0, but rather

B A
/g'/ = vufu + vugu ) uy € H)\,uz/ s
T (4.100)
Bun ="'V, Hun , By =& Fa' s
5The undetermined constant term can be deduced from 3¢ = w - %, VZ2¢ 4+ --- and indeed vanishes in

the critical dimension.
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with ¢# = —a/ VH ¢ . Substituting the conditions (ZI00) into (£.99) we obtain
Do d] = gy [ o {29,807 005" + 176 Hyy 00 036" + €19 Harn D16V D1
+ 26 Fa M D1o™ (Hun 019" — inun 0ot }
-0 / P e { — g D*Oag? + 5 € Huup 90 050> + 1V, Harn D16V D1

+ Fu™ D1o™N (Han 019" — iy 02”) } -
(4.101)

This vanishes whenever the background fields ¢* and ¢™ are on the mass-shell of the classical
action ([4.98). This is sufficient, since the only meaningful statement about finiteness of the
effective action is for on-shell classical fields.

An equivalent conclusion can be reached by noting that the divergent part of the effective

action can be rewritten as 1

v = —5S, (4.102)
where d¢ acts only on the couplings as
5&9#1/ = Eﬁg,uu > 5§HMN = £§HMN >
(4.103)
Se A M = LeAM + 0,0 6¢Buy = LeBuy + 20,0 + 3 A Fu™
where here L¢ denotes the ordinary (non-gauge-invariant) Lie derivative and
=o'V, M=—gagM N\ =-By,. (4.104)

This can be seen by inspection upon using (4I00) in (#.99). The variations ([£I03) are given
by a target space diffeomorphism plus a gauge transformation. Since S is diffeomorphism and
gauge-invariant when both couplings and fields transform, (£I03]) can be compensated by a
field redefinition ) )

=t ——tie), gM =M = —2(p), (4.105)

that removes all one-loop divergences, as expected.

5 Conclusions and Outlook

In this paper we have introduced the background material needed to compute beta functions
for the duality invariant sigma model of [7THI] and shown that at one loop vanishing of the Weyl
anomaly implies the O(d, d) invariant target space equations of Maharana-Schwarz. This is an
instructive test for the results in [9] according to which the presence of chiral bosons implies
the existence of an anomaly that, however, can be cancelled by a Green-Schwarz mechanism.
It is then an important consistency test that this model can be employed for quantum com-
putations, as displayed here. In a forthcoming publication we will explore the computation of
beta functions to two and higher loops. Apart from the expected technical complications there

are new conceptual issues that arise beyond one loop, and we hope to report on these soon.
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A major motivation for the investigation of duality invariant beta functions is the relatively
recent insight that in one dimension (dimensional reduction to only cosmic time) all o’ cor-
rections that are compatible with duality can be completely classified, leaving a surprisingly
small number of free coefficients at each order in o [3]. Fixing these coefficients to all orders
in o/ would be a major breakthrough as it would give us unprecedented access to truly stringy
physics. Unfortunately, the results presented here show little indication that this could eventu-
ally be done to all orders, at least when restricting to the method of beta functions, which does
not show enough simplification even in one dimension. However, other methods may be helpful,
the obvious example being supersymmetry in case of superstring theory, which should at least
constrain the free coefficients that are not fixed by duality. Although it is not immediately clear
how to incorporate fermions into the duality invariant sigma model explored here, one may aim
to implement supersymmetry directly in the duality invariant target space theory.
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A Technical details

A.1 One-loop Feynman integrals

In order to keep our exposition self-contained, we will review the standard tools for evaluating
one-loop Feynman integrals in dimensional regularization, with n = 2 + e¢. All the divergent
integrals encountered in the main text can be recast in terms of the generalized tadpole integral:

dk  (k?*)P 1 T(g—p—-n/2)T(p+n/2) (v
I(p,q; D) = = p-la=p=/2) (A1
(,a: D) / @m)" (R + D)y (dm)n/2 T(q)T(n/2) @A)
where D is an arbitrary scalar. The simplest example is the regularized propagator at coincident
points:
) k1 ) ) 1 (m2\2 "
GOeg =" | —— = =p~"1(0,1; =—— | — 'l —n/2
¢ (A.2)
1 [/ m?\2 1 1 m?
= — I'—e/2) = —— — — 1 .
4 (47Tu2> (=¢/2) 2me 4w <7+ ©8 47Tu2> +0(9
Divergent integrals, however, usually appear in the tensor form
d"k ke, -k
Ioywan (@ D) = R T A.
e 0:D) = [ o T (43)
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where we stress that D contains only scalar parameters. This allows to exploit the SO(n)
covariance of the integral and total symmetry in the vector indices to deduce

1
Ial---ocgp (Q7 D) = F 5(a1a2 T 60521,,10521,) I(p7 q; D) ) Ioc1~~~oc2p+1 =0, (A4)
p

where the normalization factor can be computed by induction upon taking traces:

n+2p—-2)(n+2p—4)---n _ (n+2p—2)!
(2p—1)2p—3)---3 (=2 (2p -1

F, = (A.5)

More generally, at one-loop one also encounters bubble integrals that depend on external
momenta. All the one-loop bubbles encountered in the text take the generic form

"k Koy - ke,
loveon?) = [ o e o

for m < 4. In these cases, the first step consists in combining denominators via Feynman’s

formula

1 ! 1
— = d ) A.
AB /0 “TtA+ (1—2) B2 (A7)
Applying it to ([A.6)) yields, upon completing squares and shifting to ¢, = ko — @ pa,

! d"q (qay +TPay) - (o, + T Pa,,) 9, 2
qu...am(p)—/0 dm/(%r)n (21 D)? , D=z(l-2xz)p°+m”, (A8)

which is (modulo the integration over the Feynman parameter ) a linear combination of inte-
grals of the form (A.3]).

A.2 Infrared regularization in the internal sector

When dealing with the massless propagator

d2p ez’p~x P2
AB .\ _ AB | .P2 B
GAB(3) = / G [ +ily ] (A.9)

we encounter two difficulties: the lack of manifest Lorentz invariance and infrared divergences.

While the non-manifest Lorentz invariance cannot be helped at this level, and needs to be
checked at the end of the computations, the infrared divergences need to be regulated.

While the infrared pole at p? = 0 is the usual one associated to massless particles, the entire
IR-divergent line p; = 0 is associated with the 22—local symmetry 6¢4 = Z4(22) of the action.
In order to regulate the IR behavior we shall add mass terms in the chiral basis ¢ :

. 1 . m . m
S = 55 | a0 [O1CH O — i02)Cea + 5 CACha — DCAO +i0)C-a — B CAC 4] L (A10)

where Cﬁ = % ((5A B £ hA B)CB . This modifies the two-point functions as

(@) W) = A (W Golw —y) + 0 Ga(w — ) | (A1)
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with

?p p? +m2/4 d2p . 1
Go(r) = P 1 — i 1+ O(m?
ol) /(277)2 ‘ p?(p? +m?) + mt/4 / (2)2 € 22+ m? ( + O(m )) ;
Ip I P1D2 dp . i p1p2 ,
G — p-T _ ip-x 1 O .
1) /(277)2 © PR+ m?) Fmi/d / @2 D rmA?+md) ( +0(m ))
(A.12)
We shall thus use the infrared regulated propagator
R ip
AB AB 192 AB
- h : Al

This way of regulating the infrared divergences breaks the 24 —symmetry. The chiral nature of
the ¢4 bosons, as well as two-dimensional Lorentz invariance, are expected to emerge only in

the massless limit.
A typical class of divergent one-loop integrals that we encounter is of the form
ABCD d*k AB CD
IAPOP = [ 5 kaky GAP () GO ()

(2m)? (A.14)

d2k kakﬁ AB ikle AB CD ikle CD
= h —_— h T R .
/(27r)2 (k% + m?2)? ( * (k% +m?) 1 )( * (k% +m?2) K )

we see that, upon discarding the integrals

By considering the various components of [ fﬁBCD

that are zero by symmetry, the ones to be considered are

7 _/ Ak k‘% _/ d2k k‘% J _/ d2k k‘f‘k:%
1= (2m)2 (k2 + m2)2 - (2m)2 (k2 +m2)2’ 2= 2m)2 (k2 + m2)2(ky +m2)2’

ng/ &2k k3k3 J4:/ d2k k2kS
@r)? (B 4 m?)2 (0 +m?) (r)? (2 5 m22 (6 m?)?

(A.15)

In particular, one can see that Jy would be ill-defined if we removed the mass term from the
(k% +m?)? denominator.

Apart from Ji, whose integrand is a tensor numerator times a Lorentz-invariant function,
the other integrals cannot be treated by exploiting the usual SO(2) symmetry. For this reason,
we shall employ a split form of dimensional regularization: each integral [ dk; and [ dko will be
extended to v =n/2 =1+ ¢/2 dimensions. This allows to use only SO(v) x SO(v) symmetry,

instead of SO(n), but will suffice to recast all the above integrals in terms of

1 [ m?\? 11 m?
G(O)rog = E <W> F(—E/Q) = - — _7'(' (’7 + log 7T,u2> + O(E) . (A.16)
In extending the J; integrals, one encounters the usual ambiguities in defining special tensor

structures in arbitrary dimensions. For instance, one has

M2—21// dvk duq k‘2

J{Cg - Y
fw) J @m)y @2m) (B + ¢% +m?)?

y:1+§. (A.17)
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Two natural choices are either f(v) = 1 or f(v) = v, depending on whether one considers k? =
k% or k? = kik; — %511 k? = %kz upon using SO(v) invariance to substitute ko,kg — %%5 k2
in v = 1+ § dimensions.

With either choice, one can perform the integral by successive use of (A.]) (upon substitut-

ing n — v) finally obtaining

Ji%® = G(0)geg = —— + O(%) . (A.18)

Analogously, we have

i = P / 4’k d'q kK g?
fWygw) ) @)Y 2n)Y (k2 + ¢% + m?)? (k% + m?)?

where f(v) is the same as before while g(v) reflects a similar ambiguity in extending k{ either
to k‘4 or to k’lk‘lk’lk’l —

, (A.19)

) k* upon using kaksgk ks — V(V+2) 8(ap0s) k*, that is g(v) =1 or

v(v+2) +2
g(v) = @, respectively. In any case one obtains
2
reg V(V+2) 1 :_1 A2
B =G0 fwya) (O = e 7O 20

The remaining integrals can be computed in the same way, leading to
p / &'k dq k2 g2
) J @r)r ) (8 +¢2 +m?)2(k? + m?)
__v 1
- 2(2-v) fA(v)
M2—21/ / d’k duq k2 q4
fw)ygw) J @m)¥ (27)7 (k2 + ¢% + m?)%(k2 + m?2)?
v(v+2) 1 3 .

G(O)re = —+ O(E ) .
22-v) fv)gv) ¢

4me
Let us notice that, for the present purpose of computing the one-loop S—functions, the different

reg _
J3° =

GO)uog = — 3= + O()
(A.21)

reg _
J, o=

prescriptions for f(v) and ¢g(r) do not matter, since the divergent part of the integrals is
insensitive to this choice.
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