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Abstract

The known stringy non-relativistic (NR) limit of the universal NS-NS sector of super-
gravity has a finite Lagrangian due to non-trivial cancellations of divergent parts coming
from the metric and the B-field. We demonstrate that in Double Field Theory (DFT)
and generalised geometry these cancellations already happen at the level of the gener-
alised metric, which is convergent in the limit ¢ — oo, implying that the NR limit can be
imposed before solving the strong constraint. We present the c-expansion of the gener-
alised metric, which reproduces the Non-Riemannian formulation of DFT at the (finite)
leading order, and the c-expansion of the generalised frame, which contains divergences.
We also extend this approach to the non-Abelian gauge field of Heterotic DFT assuming
a convergent expansion for the O(D, D + n) generalised metric. From this proposal, we
derive a novel c-expansion for the bosonic part of the heterotic supergravity which is, by

construction, compatible with O(D, D)-symmetry.
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1 Introduction

Recently, a lot of progress has been made in understanding the supergravity limit of
non-relativistic (NR) string theory (ST) [I-9] considering the universal NS-NS sector of
ST [10-12]. For heterotic supergravity, the construction of the bosonic part of the theory
was recently developed in [13], while the fermionic sector was studied previously in [1].
All these setups are in agreement with the worldsheet formulation of the NRST, where
typically the worldsheet action requires an interesting interplay between the vielbein and
the NS-NS two-form field in order to lead to a cancellation of the divergences when
the NR limit of the relativistic string action is taken. The construction of the effective
supergravity prescription follows the same logic, and it starts by considering a c-expansion

for the ten-dimensional vielbein é,%, i.e.,

et =c 1", et =e)”, (1.1)
where p,v =1,...,10,a =0,1 and o’ = 2,...,9. When one tries to use this expansion

on the NS-NS Lagrangian, taking the limit ¢ — oo leads to divergent gravitational the-
ory. However, a particular expansion for the B-field (which is also compatible with the

worldsheet formulation of NRST) can be used to construct a well behaved supergravity,

B;w = —02€abTuaT,,b + by - (1.2)



The cancellation, at the supergravity level, is straightforward but not automatic, and
requires to expand the full supergravity Lagrangian to prove that the divergent contribu-
tion from the Ricci scalar can be regulated by the H? term. While the dilaton has the

c-expansion
® =In(c) + ¢, (1.3)

s.t. the divergences in the measure \/—ge_ﬁ’ of the supergravity action cancel.

The NR limit of bosonic DFT. The effect of T-duality as a fundamental symmetry
of NRST has been studied in several works. This symmetry maps a space-like longitudinal
direction to a null one, underlying a discrete lightcone quantisation in the NRST. In this
work, we rewrite the NR supergravity in the language of Double Field Theory (DFT)
[15-20] and generalised geometry, which are (double) geometries in which the low energy
limit of ST can be written in a T-duality invariant way (see [21-23] and the second lecture
of [21] for reviews on this topic). For the bosonic case, the generalised metric H(§j, B)
contains divergences in its components, but when one considers the B-field expansion

(1.2), the components of 7:[(57, B) are all convergent, i.e.,

. . 1
H(gaB) :H(O)(Ta e>b)+0 <g> ’ (14)
and the full NR bosonic supergravity can be extracted directly from the DFT Lagrangian,
considering only H© (7, e, b) given by

hH “ Vb pa b hPH
Hi)y(r,e,b) = ( Corv T g ) (1.5)

EabTubTVa — b hy 4 b, 07y, — 2ecd7'(u‘dba|u)7'"c

which is a so-called non-Riemannian generalised metric [25]. For the flat space, the Gomis-
Ooguri background [1], this had been demonstrated in [26] and for arbitrary backgrounds
in [27]. The proporties of this Non-Riemmanian limit of DF'T have been studied in [26-30].
Motivated by this result, a similar observation was also made in the case of exceptional
field theory for Newton-Cartan limits of M-theory [31].

For the bosonic case, we extend the existing discussion by presenting the c-expansion



of DFT both in the generalised metric and generalised frame formalism:

supergravity — bosonic DFT
(3, B, ) (#.d) or (B, d)
) ! N\
non-finite c-expansion — finite c-expansion non-finite c-expansion
(4, B, ) (H,d) (£,d)
1 \J \J
finite NR-supergravity action <— Non-Riemannian DFT finite NR-DF'T action
(7,e,b,0) (HO, d)

In this diagram, the upper downwards arrow denotes the c-expansion of the fundamental
variables of the theory, wheres the lower downwards-arrow denotes the limit ¢ — co. The

<>-arrow means

— @ doubling the coordinates and construct T-duality invariant multiplets,

< : breaking the duality group.

The endpoints of this diagram (the first and last row) have been presented before. We

argue that the c-expansion (the middle row) is also relevant for two reasons:

e It shows that the c-expansion for the generalised frame variables E is not finite.
This becomes relevant when considering the NR-limit of DFT with «o/-corrections
where there is no generalised metric formulation [32] in general. See section 3.4 for

more details.

. C%—corrections are relevant for the study of the string world-sheet in DFT and gen-
eralised geometry. For example, in analogy to the point particle one also has to

consider C%—(:01"1"ections to 7, the string Bargmann field [5, 33, 34].

The NR limit of heterotic DFT. We start embedding the proposal given by Bergshoeff

and Romano [13] in DFT. In this case, the generalised metric has divergent contributions
- 1

H=cAHY + AHO +HO 10 <—2) . (1.6)
c

Nevertheless, the limit ¢ — oo is well defined at the supergravity level. While in bosonic
DFT the ¢ — oo limit can be taken before solving the strong constraint and breaking the

duality group, this is not possible in this c-expansion of heterotic supergravity.

~

heterotic supergravity (§, B, A, ®) <+— heterotic DFT (#, d)
! #
NR limit (7, e, b, a, o, P) < O(D, D)-invariant NR limit (H©@, H® H®, d)
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For this reason, we propose a new expansion for the heterotic fields,

G = 027'““7',,%&1, + Iy

B/u/ = C2Tua7_l/bﬁab + b;u/ (17)
A . 1 .

A, =cT 0 + ;aL

which after imposing

b=dl, Bw=€w, o ai=a, Bu=—ca (1.8)

leads to a finite generalised metric in heterotic DFT

NP 1
.6, A) = 1O e, 0) + O (1) (1.9
Therefore, in this case we find
heterotic supergravity (§, B, A, ®) +— heterotic DFT (%, d)
1 \J
NR limit (7, e, b, a, o, @) < O(D, D)-invariant NR limit (#©,d) .

Organisation of the paper. In section 2 we give a quick review to the supergravity
formulation of NRST. We set up our notation and we present the fields, the symmetry
transformations and the action. Then in section 3 we reformulate the bosonic supergravity
in the standard language of DFT. We start by constructing the generalised frame, and from
it we construct the generalised metric. After considering the B-field expansion, we arrive
to convergent expansion for the generalised metric. Then we compare these results with
the non-Riemannian formulation of DF'T, finding agreement. At the end of this section we
discuss the implications of the divergent terms in the generalized frame formulation for the
higher-derivative structure of DFT. Then, in section 4 we follow a similar procedure but
including the heterotic gauge field in a duality covariant way. Following the prescription
of [13] leads to a finite supergravity but the components of the generalised metric are
divergent. Therefore, in the final part of this section we give an alternative proposal for
the expansion of heterotic supergravity, which leads to a finite generalised metric. Finally,

we conclude with a discussion in section 5.

2 Review: The supergravity expansion

We start by splitting the flat index @ = (a,a’) where a,b,... = 0,1 are the transverse
directions and @',V ... = 2,...,9. The supergravity vielbein, é,%, splits into
El=ct®, &% =e". (2.1)



The inverses of these fields are
1

éMa = ;Tuaa éua’ = eua’ 5 (22)

and all these quantities obey the following Newton-Cartan relations,
70ty = e, =0, e ety = o (2.3)
TH“T“b =, 7,7 0 + eu“/e”a/ =0, (2.4)

The c-expansion for the B-field and the dilaton is given by

B, = —ceat, n,0 +bu, (2.5)

® = In(c)+¢. (2.6)

The finite Lorentz transformations after imposing ¢ — oo for the fundamental fields are

given by
5)‘7—;“'& = )\abTub ) 5)\6;10/ = Aa/bTub + Aa/b’eub/ . (27)

Considering the supergravity Lagrangian in string frame

. . 1 . .
Spet = / dr\/—ge ?* (R(é) +40,00"® — EHWPH”””) : (2.8)
with H,,, = 3a[qup] it was proved in [l 1] that the limit ¢ — oo does not produce

divergences.

3 Bosonic Double Field Theory

Firstly, we compute the generalised frame corresponding to the above expansion of é and
B. This shows that the generalised frame does not possess a finite c-expansion, similar to
the frame € in the supergravity expansion. For this A = (A, A") with A, B, ... =0,...,31is
a double transversal index and A’, B/, ... =4,...,2D — 1 then the generalised frame EMA

decomposes as follows:
A 1
Ey? = cEW* + EEM)’A, (3.1)

1 [ —Tue — 7.0 0 _ 1 (—b,, ™, 1!,
with B4 = = (T T Tl Y gl 2 (70T Ta) (g )
V2 Tua — r;ebcég 0

and the finite

E A 1 —Cua’ — Bpuﬁ’pa/ e“a/ 1 —€ua’ — bpue”a/ 6“(1/ (3 3)
M = = - A - T = —= - - - . .
V2 \ e — Byuely  e'w 2\ ez —byuefy ey



The gauge fixing of the double Lorentz group is given by
7400 =T 0 =T e 0y = e, 6 = e,”. (3.4)

a

The generalised frame satisfies
Exiiz5En" = oy (3.5)

where the invariant flat metric splits as

—Tla 0 —a’'b 0
’]’]AB ey n*b s ’]’]A/B/ = 77712 y (36)
0 Nz U

and the O(D, D) invariant metric is

0 o
NN = y v . (37)
<5N O)

The generalised metric is constructed as
My = By H BN (3.8)

where H ip 1s an invariant double Lorentz metric which splits as

w0 0
Hap = "lab , Hyp = o't : (3.9)
0 nz% 0 Ny

The components for the generalised metric are given by

N ~ ~ 1 -~ ~
Hy = CzTuaTya + hyw + B, b7 B,y + ngpraBauToa , (3.10)
~ 1 -~ ~
H," = —=Bur™r"s — B, (3.11)
C
"y v 1 a v v
W = ST b (3.12)

where h,, = eualem/ and W = ere’,,. Finally, the generalised dilaton has a finite

c-expansion, as the expansion of the dilaton ® and the metric determinant g cancel:

e = e/ = e\ [F(r ) = e, (3.13)

where f(7,h) = —4.
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3.1 Symmetry transformations

The generalised frame transforms under generalised diffeomorphisms generated by ¢ and

double Lorentz transformations generated by the parameter A 45,
SaEy? = LBy + M E P (3.14)
where the generalised Lie derivative for an arbitrary double vector is given by
LcVir = VO Var + (0mEY — 0V En)Viy + win&NVay (3.15)

with w a weight factor and M = (¢,,&*). The previous decomposition shows that the
generalised Lie derivative encodes information of the ordinary Lie derivative and, also,

encodes the Abelian symmetry of the B-field, i.e.,
8¢ B = 20,6, - (3.16)

The closure of generalised diffeomorphisms requires the strong constraint, given by

O (0M%) = (Op%) (M%) =0, (3.17)
where % is any DFT field/parameter. We will solve this constraint in the usual way, i.e.,
Ov = (0,0,).
We split the double Lorentz parameter as
1
Aap = Aas, Apa = E)\AA’ ; Ayp = Aarp . (3.18)
The transformation for the components of the generalised frame is given by
R . 1 .
HEu?Y = MpEyP 4+ N By, (3.19)
c
A 7 ’ el !/ ]_ / al
By = MpEy” + A 5Ey" . (3.20)
c

The closure of the double Lorentz transformations

[5A1,5A2] = dy, , (3.21)

is given by the following parameters

Asac = 2XpaMic + 20pan A ¢
Asacr = 2MpapAier + 20papAY o (3:22)
Asarcr = 2)\[2A’B’)\j13}/0’ + 2)\[2A’B)\ﬁ0’ :

The gauge fixing for the components double Lorentz parameters is

Nabady = —Aa0%6} = Aap
Ay 00 8h = Ay L0h = A (3.23)
Ay 050 = Ay 00y = Aay
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3.2 Generalised fluxes and action

The generalised fluxes are defined as

Fipe = BELEM3E 6, (3.24)

Fy = —2Ed+ V20, EM (3.25)

where E; = = \/—EM Oy The relevant components of the generalised flux for constructing

the action principle are: F; ABC F=. . and F '1- The terms in the action have the following

ABC
form
A~ A~ ADRA A A~ A A At A A A1 A~ A NIV
Fipeb 88 = FupcFABC 4 3F,po FPAEC 1 3F o FAEE + By o FAEE
; MABC ABC ATBC ATB P FATBC
Frpo B P = Frpo P9 4 8y p  FAYPC 4 3Py ( FAPC + P o P

WEA = B BA g By B
BiFA = BybAy A
The action principle is given by

S = / d?*X e L (3.26)

where L is, up to total derivatives, the generalised Ricci scalar R, which can be expressed

in terms of the generalised fluxes as

- s ocd o oea L 1
R(E,d) = 2E,F2 + F4F4 — GFABCFABC—§FABCFABC (3.27)

The DFT Lagrangian can be written in terms of the generalised metric as,
~ 1 - ~ ~ 1~ ~ ~
FAHMN Gy dOyd — 20, HMN Ond . (3.28)

If we impose the field expansion Bpu = —%ew7,"7," + by, the components of the gener-

alised metric take the following form

. 1
Hupw = Ty + b bg, + —26[,“7"’%0,,7"’6 - 2€cd7'(u\db0|l/)7'gc 5 (3.29)
« 1
H," = —5bpum T+ €anTu T — by h?” (3.30)
c
" pv 1 a_v v
HY = ET“ T + . (3.31)

Interestingly, the generalised metric can be expanded as follows,

. . 1
Huw = HO\ + EHEWQV) (3.32)



where

hH “ Vb pa _ b hPH
Hity = ( bva o o T e Uc) (3.33)
€abTu T4 = bpuh® Ry + by hP7bgy, — 2€caTu“bojn)T
B narv —b,, TPTH,
W= 7T T T e (3.34)
—bpuT e bpuT b, T ¢

At leading order, this had been demonstrated in [26] for flat space (Gomis-Ooguri back-
ground [1]) for arbitrary backgrounds in [27]. The proporties of this Non-Riemmanian
limit of DFT have been studied in [26-30].

The c-expansion components satisfy

HTpn" M = narw (3.35)
Hi P MY = 0 (3.36)
Hpn MGy = —H P G (3.37)

From (3.35) we learn that both H,p and 7:[581)13 are O(D, D)-elements. Moreover, as also
the generalised dilaton is finite, d = d. Hence, the DFT action is finite [20,27]

A 1 1
LH,d) = ng(O)MNaMH(O)KLaNng)L _ §%(O)MN8NH(O)KL8LH§8[)K
1
+AHOMN G dond — 20 HOM M) Ond + O (—) . (3.38)
c
The effective supergravity Lagrangian is finite, like in [I1], where the authors showed

this explicitly considering the expansion of the supergravity Lagrangian. From the DFT
perspective, the finiteness of the Lagrangian is guaranteed. Taking the limit ¢ — oo in
the double geometry is possible since £ is still a generalised scalar under both O(D, D)

and generalised diffeomorphisms, i.e.,
6L = ePopL® (3.39)

and therefore the Lagrangian is well defined as NR limit of DFT. A similar analysis has
been obtained in the context of Exceptional Field Theory for the membrane Newton-
Cartan parameterisation [31]. In section 4, we will study expansions of heterotic super-
gravity for which such an analysis in terms of heterotic DF'T is missing in the literature,

so far.

3.3 Comparison with non-Riemannian DFT

The non-Riemannian extension for the generalised metric is given by [25,27-29)]

-Riem H* —H" B v pa va
Hymwoem = . G IR
—HY By + 900 Ky — BuyH Boy + 2210 Bjy)py”
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where K, and H"” are two symmetric tensors whose kernels are spanned by z, and y*,

respectively,
H"z, = K,,y" =0. (3.41)

In the original formulation of [25], the authors include also Z,; and y#®, which we are
setting to zero from the beginning. When one compares (3.40) with Hg\(/][)N one finds the

following identifications:

K, = hu, H"™ =",

Bu = b (3.42)

e

a a b
yht = T, = €Ty -

When comparing the full #n = ”HESI)N + C%Hg\ﬁv) with the non-Riemannian generalised

metric, the only difference is given by the identification

v v 1 a, vV
H" = p 4 ET“ TV (3.43)

With this, we have shown that the complete c-expansion of bosonic DFT in the generalised

metric formalism takes very similar form the Non-Riemmanian formulation. Only H*" is
modified and with that the property that x lies in the kernel of H.

3.4 Comments about higher-derivative terms

One important application of DFT is the construction of the four derivative terms of the
bosonic and heterotic supergravity starting from an O(D, D) action which schematically

we can write as
S = / *PX (R(F) +aR ™ (F) +bR+(F)>, (3.44)

and the explicit form of the action in terms of the generalized fluxes can be found in [35]. In

order to find o/-corrections after parametrising the fundamental fields we need to impose

(—=1,—1) bosonic string ,
(a,b) = (—=1,0)  heterotic string , (3.45)
(0,0) type II strings
As initially discussed in [32], there exists a tension between the generalised metric and

frame formalism beyond the two-derivative level. Particularly, only the combination

(a,b) = (=1,1) can be written in terms of the generalised metric and the generalised

11



dilaton. This theory does not correspond to a string theory formulation and it was origi-
nally constructed in [36] and further explored in [37,38]. This implies that invoking the
results of this section, only the HSZ theory enjoys, in principle, a finite Lagrangian using
the parameterisation (3.29)-(3.31). This means that for other choices of the parameters
apart from the HSZ theory the divergences in the generalised frame (and also in the gener-
alised fluxes) we cannot ensure, in principle, a finite structure for R~ and R*. In order to
construct higher-derivative corrections from the double geometry for the NR bosonic and
heterotic supergravity, we then expect modifications in the generalised Green-Schwartz
transformations and, consequently, in the four derivative Lagrangian.

In the next section, we return to the two-derivative case and focus on the heterotic
formulation of DFT [39].

4 Heterotic Double Field Theory

We now consider an extended geometry with coordinates XM = (&, 2*, 2%) with M =
0,....,2D—1+nandi=1,...,n. The generalised diffeomorphisms now contain an extra

term that depends on the generalised structure constants funp of the non-Abelian gauge

group,
0 VM = LVM 4 fMuptN VT (4.1)

where VM is an arbitrary extended vector. The structure constants are fully skewsym-

metric and satisfy the Jacobi identity,

fane = fimwr) s fn ™ frr® = 0. (4.2)

The closure of the algebra of generalised diffeomorphisms requires the strong constraint

(3.17) plus an extra constraint given by
Fanpo™Mx =0. (4.3)

This new constraint can be solved when the generalised structure constants are non-

vanishing only for M, N, ... =i, j, k, ..., i.e. fanp = fijr, and 0; = 0. The parameterisa-
tion of the invariant metric is
0 o, 0
v =14 0 0 |, (4.4)
0 0 Rij
with p,v,...=0,...,D—1,14,j,... = 1,..., N and &;; the Killing metric of the gauge group
which can be used to freely raise and lower the i, j, .. .-indices.

12



Expansions of the vector field. Whereas the expansion of the metric seems to be
universal, this does not appear to be true for vector gauge fields. Even Maxwell theory

in the ordinary Galilean NR limit has three distinct limits: [10,11]

e clectric limit, A — ca'™ + oM

o magnetic limit, A — a7 + ca™

e special or Galilean electrodynamics limit A — cal” + %agﬂ +a®

a'”, a™ denote components along the projections defined by 7 and h respectively.
Heterotic supergravity is even more involved: it contains a non-Abelian gauge field A

and its particular interplay with the metric and B-field via the Chern-Simons 3-form. At

this point, many limits are possible. Let us present three (stringy) NR expansions that

account for our central incentive: a finite supergravity action in the limit ¢ — oo.

e Bergshoeff-Romano expansion [13]: A — c2a™ + o)

This expansion is a non-trivial expansion of all involved supergravity fields, also
necessitating a modification of the metric expansion g ~ ¢*¢(™ + 2¢(™ 4+ ¢, In
section 4.1 we demonstrate that this expansion does not lead to a finite generalised

metric, although it leads to a finite supergravity action [13].

e ’Natural’ 1-form ezpansion: A — ¢ a\™) + %a

This is a new suggestion for the expansion of A, similar to the one from Galilean
electromagnetism. The leading order in ¢ can also be understood as a natural

expansion of a 1-form. To see that, consider an expansion of A in flat coordinates
A=Az = A%+ ... = A7 + ... (4.5)
Following this logic, a fundamental (0, p)-tensor scales with ¢?. This is also consistent

with the c?-scaling of metric and B-field.

It will be shown in section 4.2 that this expansion together with usual expansion
for metric and B-field leads to a finite generalised metric and heterotic DET (and

supergravity) action, given a particular choice for a(™.

e Trivial expansion: A — a

This case, together with the expansion of the NS-NS fields from section 2 give a finite
generalised metric and a finite heterotic DFT. In this case the gauge field cannot be
treated as a 1-form at the supergravity level. At leading order, this would be the

non-Riemannian parameterisation of heterotic DFT given in [30].

13



4.1 The Bergshoeff-Romano expansion

In [13], the authors start by expanding the vielbein as
o oy L . o
Cim=cTs, Gl =enS - SalnT, 6" =t (4.6)
where vE = %(UO + v'). The inverse vielbein is given by
ero =Llpe e, =lrr 4 LalTh_ | ety = ety (4.7)

The gauge field fl,f is expanded as

A

o . .
Al =+t e a' (4.8)

Also, it is understood that o? = a_;a’ and ay_ = a,;a’. The c-expansions for the
B-field and the dilaton are given by

B;w = —CQEGbTH“T,,b(l +a, )+ 2027_[“61/]&/&_[1/ + b, (4.9)

® = In(c)+¢. (4.10)

The field content of this expansion consists of the NS-NS stringy Newton-Cartan fields
T, h, b, ¢ and the vector-valued 1-form (o, a), one component of which is singled out to give
the leading ¢?-contribution. According to [13], this expansion is motivated by finiteness of
the limit ¢ — oo of the heterotic supergravity action, of local Lorentz and B-field gauge
transformations and of the longitudinal 7T-duality transformations. Let us briefly discuss
the first point, for discussion of the symmetries we refer to [13].

Considering the heterotic supergravity Lagrangian in string frame,

N ~ ~ 1 2 2 1 A~ A~
Shet = / dPz\/—ge *® (R(é) +40,60" — 5 Hup H" — ZF,WFW) , (4.11)
with
vy =3 (04Buy — C1) ) (4.12)
and C,(ﬂy)p is the Chern-Simons 3-form, defined as
A Ai 9 A Ls 26 45 4k
Clp = Au0uA i = 3 fign AL ALAG, (4.13)
it was proved in [I13] that the limit ¢ — oo does not produce divergences. As in the

bosonic case this happens due to cancellations between divergences of different terms in
(4.11).
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Embedding in heterotic DFT. We start by promoting the NR of the vielbein in
terms of the generalized frame of heterotic DFT. In order to do so, we need to split the
double Lorentz index as A = (m,p, A') = (m,p, A7), where m = (m,m), p = (p, D),
A=4,....2D—1and i =1,...,N. The conventions for the flat metric in the —, +
directions are n_, = n~" = —1, n._ = T~ = —1, while the conventions for the epsilon
tensor are e_, = —e;_ = 1.

The generalised frame can be decomposed as

. _ _1¢ o 1l 1
EM = i CTpm CCPUT m T m aE )
m = 1A 1 1|0
1 p_ lop_ L.
V2 \ crum Coum™m  mhm cop
3 1 .
M _ 1 [ —cTp + S0P T — CW( TP+ 52 TP) 2T, §aP T, cony — cal oy’
P = 5 B ~ '
V2 \ emp — %oﬂ_mm — Cpu( TP —i— Coz TP ) —T” + Coz o com' — caay
1 ~epr = Cpu’u ey —Aje
EMA/ = ﬁ eﬂa — Cpue”; 6'“'5/ A ‘ Va s (414)
fAM,e ca+, (M1 )e; 0 V2e

where éuu = Buv + %fl;flw, ei; the inverse vielbein for the Killing metric of the SO(32)

or Eg x Eg gauge group, 1;; = eiinrjeji, as required for modular invariance of the heterotic

string. The gauge fixing condition is given by 7,02 = 7,707 = 7,,_, T, 02 = THL00 =
i
" b _ _ _osal a pa' sa’ __
T_, Tupé = 0l = Ty, T 5p = TH500 = Tuy, €y = €uad, = €uy and el 6l =
eha’ 5“ = ek’ s Qi = Qi = Oy Qi = Qi = Uy

The generalised frame (4.14) is compatible with the O(D, D + n) generalised metric,
and using (4.6) and (4.7), the latter

G _ gupé'py —ghe Aj
Haow = | -0 pcpu G + Cpucaygﬂ + Ayt G Al +A il, (4.15)
_AupAz prgpoAZ +A % zy +AzgpoA]

is not finite in the limit ¢ — oo. It is straightforward to compute the explicit form of the

generalised metric, which has an expansion with c¢*- and c?-divergences:
4 o4) 2 1/(2) (0) 1
= ¢ Hyn(m hba,a) 4+ ¢ Hyn (T, h,ba,a) + Hiyp (T, Ry ba,a) + O =)
A component to explicitly show this problem is
M9 = k4 a¥ial, — 20 ) — 2202 a0 (4.17)
From here, one can evaluate the heterotic DFT action, whose Lagrangian has the form [39]
L=R(H,d) —R;H, f) (4.18)
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with
R(H,d) = 4HMN 00 d — O ONHMY — AHMN O dOnd + 400 HanOnd  (4.19)
N OO — N 0L O e
Rf(ﬁ, f) = %fKMNﬁMPﬁNQ%?:[QM (4.20)
+ %fMICPchQﬁMNﬁmﬁPQ + %fMNICfNME,}:[’CE + %fMNKfMN/c .

When imposing the strong constraint, this object reduces to the heterotic supergravity
action (4.11), which is finite in this parameterisation as explained in [13]. At the DFT
level, however, this parameterisation contains c¢*- and c2-divergences, which lead to c*-
divergences for R(§) and bij wps and c?-contributions to R(g), bij wp and F,;. This means
that we cannot uplift a NR heterotic supergravity to the DFT formalism, because we
need ¢?- and c¢*-contributions to construct the T-duality multiplets. By construction, the
full # is an element of O(D, D + n). But, in contrast to the bosonic case, this is not the
case for the leading order H*¥ by itself.

Since this expansion works at the supergravity level but is not fully compatible with
the O(D, D) symmetry, we propose an alternative expansion for the heterotic degrees of

freedom in the following section.

4.2 An alternative c-expansion

In contrast to the previous section, here we will derive a c-expansion for the heterotic
supergravity fields from the assumptions of finiteness of the generalised metric for ¢ —
oo. Arranging the degrees of freedom into heterotic DET (or generalised geometry) will
ensure the correct transformation behaviour of generalised diffeomorphisms including B-
field gauge transformations and non-Abelian gauge transformations. For this, the gauge
symmetry needs to obtain an expansion as well. In turn, the fact the T-duality of such a
NR heterotic background leads to another NR heterotic background is automatic.

Consider the following ansatz:

~ 2_a_b
Guvw =C Ty Ty 7ab+huu7

B = 7,7, Bap + by, (4.21)

)

- . 1
_ a 1 -
A, =c7 0+ Oy

This allows for some freedom to account for differences to the bosonic case, in metric and
B-field expansion via (4 and 74, which are skewsymmetric and symmetric 2 x 2-matrices

respectively. The inverse metric is still given by g* = h*" + C%Ta“fb’jv“b.
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This NR heterotic limit consists of the following field content: Besides the usual
stringy NR fields 7, h, b and ¢ there is the gauge field with a divergent part « along the 7-
directions and, similar to the B-field expansion, an unconstrained part a at order % This
parameterisation makes it seem that the components aL are not relevant at leading order
and, hence, this parameterisation might oversimplify things. This is, in fact, not true as
the in heterotic supergravity the gauge field also contributes through the Chern-Simons

terms, in the generalised metric are captured by Aiﬁyi-terms:

1. - 1
) 2 _a_b 2
§AMA,,Z- = 1,1, gy + ay + gafw) (4.22)
. . . 2 . .
with ag, = %aflabi, Ay = T(u“afj)am- and afw) = %a@amx This also means that one cannot

choose a = 0 without decoupling the gauge field at leading order. For CA'W = BH,,+%ALAW-
this implies

~

1
Crw = 7,7, (Qap + Bav) + (@ + b)) + C—a(2). (4.23)

2

Remarkably, the heterotic generalised metric (4.15) is finite, given appropriate choices of

a’, Bap and 7g. The crucial components with potential divergences are H,., and ’Hﬂiz

H,, = 1,070 (Vab + 20tab + (Cae — Bae) Y (ap + Bra)) + O(%) =0+ o) (4.24)

Hy' = ¢ 7, (e — Bac)y™ +08) af + O(c™) =0+ O(c ™) . (4.25)

This is a system of 6 cubic equations with the unknowns !, B, and 7,. This system
seems difficult to solve in generality, but one can find two simple solutions with one free

choice of gauge vector o', each:

ai = (Oéi_, O‘Z—) = (O‘i—a 0)7 Bab = €ab;  Yab = Tlab
O{i =

or (a'ya) = (0,0%),  Bab = —€aby  Yab = Tab- (4.26)

The generalised metric. With this expansion,

A

~ ) 1 .
G = CzTuaTyb’f}ab +hy, B = :tc27'u“7',,beab + b, Aff) =c 7'foz§E + Eal, (4.27)

the components of the generalised metric look as follows:

1, 1 1
- H5\0/()N(T’ h’ b’ &, a) + ;%5\4.}\3’(7_’ ha b> a, CL) + EHS\/L?\}(T’ h, b, a, CL) + O ( )

3
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where!

~

1
HY = I+ S

y v a_ v, bc 1 v_a 1% 1
HHV = — (h pCp“ + Ty Th nb (Oéca + Bca)) - g (Cp“Tapr n b +h ”aﬁi)) + @) (g)
7:[/12' _ 1 i, ab BHe i O 1

= (Ta" 0™ + h¥*al) + =
?:[W = (huu + 2a,, + ¢, h"7 cop + QCP(HT,,)CTapn“b(abC + Bbc))
1 1
+ = (cﬁuckyfa“Tb)‘n“b + QaS&TV)CTapn“b(abc + ﬁbc)> +0 <E)

i 1 i al o a,_v c v\ i 1
Hy' = c (cont’actyt®™ + (couh” + 7,7 (Cta — Ban)™ + 5u) a,) +0 (C_?’)

Ny . L 1 o o 1

HY = (KJ” + n“ba;a{,) + = (h‘“’azaf, + QTa“aSag)) +0 (E)
with ¢, = by, + a,,. For the 'null solutions’ for a (4.26), n“baza{; = 0. This simplifies
the expression for H

At leading order, the generalised metric is

hH —htPep, + yhay 0
HN = | =0+ 922l By + 20 — cpah™ oy + 26,2058 0 |, (4.29)
0 0 KY
with 2§, = 7, and y¥ = —Ta"17% (e + Bpe). This could be labeled as a non-Riemannian

parameterisation of the heterotic string. It fits into a modification of the non-Riemannian
ansatz (3.40) by non-skewsymmetric b, — ¢,,. It trivially extends to n gauge directions.
Also, it includes additional a®-terms in H,, . z,, and y# both lie in the kernel of 1" resp.

Ry 1t differs from [30] in that the linear terms in the gauge field appears at orders <.

Two expansions for the structure constants. Using the generalised Lie derivative
for the heterotic DF'T (4.1) it is possible to read off the gauge transformations for the NR
degrees of freedom. In order to ensure that the generalised metric (4.28) transforms cor-
rectly under generalised diffeomorphisms (4.1), the gauge parameter needs to be expanded
as

IThe expressions would simplify if Ta“aL = 0, i.e. if these degrees of freedom are transversal. For
example, the O (C%)-terms of the generalised metric would vanish. These longitudinal parts could consid-
ered to be c%—corrections to o, in analogy to the inclusion of the Bargmann-like field m,,* as c%—correction

of 7,*. Latter are important when considering the NR limit of the string worldsheet [5].
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There are different choices for expansions of the structure constants fijk, leading to differ-

ent gauge transformations and expansions of the field strength F' and the Chern-Simons
3-form C7:

o fijk = cfiji:

In this case, the field strengths are:

5 1 1
ko (a) a, k a).k
Fu, = e 2V (n"ag) + - + 0 <C—3) (4.31)
o , _ 1
CV =2 279 AN drbag, — fijral 79 A al A+ O (—2) (4.32)
C

where V") = 9, + [, a,] is the covariant derivative and F(@ the usual non-Abelian
field strength for the sub-leading connection a. The gauge transformations take a

natural form,

Sal = 0\ + fFNal = VN, (4.33)
hay, = [pNay, (4.34)
by = —8[uAiT,f”]aai , (4.35)

while the remaining fields 7, h, ¢ are gauge invariant. The transformation (4.33) sug-
gests that a,; acts as the physical gauge connection, (4.34) shows that o, transforms

as a vector and (4.35) is a NR Green-Schwarz mechanism.

In order to obtain the above form of the field strengths and gauge transformations,

the concrete form of (4.26) has to be used, in particular f;raday = 0.
Despite the straightforward interpretation of the NR fields « and a, this choice has

two caveats:

— The finiteness of the heterotic DFT action (4.19) & (4.20) is not automatic.
Whereas (4.19) is finite due to the finiteness of generalised metric and gen-
eralised dilaton, R; in (4.20) might contain divergences due to the fH?- and
f 29{-terms. Nevertheless, due to the particular form of the generalised metric

(4.28) and the structure constants f;;x, one notices that

AA 1
Hence, the DF'T action is finite in this expansion.

— The gauge algebra becomes singular for ¢ — oo:
€8] = fTE = NN = AfVAR (4.36)
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o fijr = %fijk:
In this case the interpretation of the expansions of the field strength and gauge

transformation is more obscure. For example, for latter one gets:

Srap = 9N +2f NTlal (4.37)
ol = 0, (4.38)
Oabuy = =0T (4.39)

So, neither does a transform as non-Abelian gauge connection nor « as vector under

gauge transformation. On the other hand, in this expansion we have that

— the finiteness of the heterotic DFT action (4.19) & (4.20) is manifestly guar-

anteed, due to the finiteness of generalised metric and generalised dilaton.

— the gauge algebra is non-singular for ¢ — oo:

R A O (4.40)

5 Discussion

In this work we presented a NR expansion for the degrees of freedom of DFT and gener-
alised geometry, for both the bosonic and the heterotic case. In the former, the expansion
of the generalised metric is convergent and the NR supergravity Lagrangian can be re-
covered only from the leading order 7—[5\%\,, meaning that the ¢ — oo limit can be taken
in double geometry. This setup is in agreement with the non-Riemannian formulation
of DFT even if the NR limit is taken at the DFT level. In this paper we consider the
generalised metric formulation of DFT as a fundamental theory, and the supergravity
framework as a solution to the strong constraint. However, from the opposite perspec-
tive, when the supergravity theory is the starting point and we want to rewrite it in the
double geometry, it is possible to capture the dynamics of the finite NR supergravity
using T-duality multiplets. This means that it is possible to construct a generalised met-
ric Lagrangian considering only the supergravity contributions of the Lagrangian after
taking the NR limit. In the heterotic case, however, this is not possible when AL ~ c.
This means that it is possible to construct the NR supergravity from the heterotic DF'T
setup as we showed in section 4 but the NR limit has to be taken after solving the strong
constraint and breaking the duality group. We cannot reverse engineer in this case and
rewrite the finite NR heterotic Lagrangian in the double geometry because of the need of
divergent terms which are required in the double geometry. Nevertheless, in this work we

propose an alternative expansion in order to avoid this problem. Our proposal consist in a
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AL ~ ¢ expansion, which leads to a finite generalised metric in the framework of heterotic
DFT. Therefore, we ensure that the supergravity action is finite from the double geometry
construction.

The present article continues a series of works [27-31,12] that highlight the useful-
ness of DFT and generalised geometry in understanding NR limits of supergravity. In
particular, arranging degrees of freedom of supergravity in NR limits in terms of the
generalised metric of DFT makes is tractable how cancellations of divergences happens.
The generalised metric also appears naturally in the Hamiltonian formulation of the string
worldsheet [15,16,13-17]. This was extended to the heterotic world-sheet in [18-50] and to
general worldvolumes in string and M-theory in the context of Exceptional Field Theory
in [51-55]. Hence, one could expect that c-expansions in DFT or Exceptional Field Theory
are useful when taking the (string or p-brane) NR-limits of these worldvolume theories. As
for the point particle in Newton-Cartan geometry or the string in String Newton-Cartan
geometry, it is expected that a more general expansion, including C%—corrections of the 7,
is necessary for this [5].

In the context of heterotic supergravity, the results of this work provide a framework
to construct alternative expansions for the gauge field, the B-field and the vielbein, di-
rectly from the double geometry solving the system (4.24)-(4.25), since we cannot ensure
that our solution is unique. A natural continuation is to deeply explore the NR limit
of heterotic supergravity and construct the NR heterotic supergravity action explicitly.
The inclusion of matter such as the fermionic field content coming from the double ge-
ometry [506-58], or more general matter [59—01] to connect with stringy formulations of
hydrodynamics/thermodynamics preserving the duality invariance and cosmological set-
ups [62-66], are other contexts where the NR limit could be addressed using similar

techniques as the one used here.
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