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Abstract The effective action of string theory has both bulk
and boundary terms if the spacetime is an open manifold.
Recently, the known classical effective action of string the-
ory at the leading order of &’ and its corresponding boundary
action have been reproduced by constraining the effective
actions to be invariant under gauge transformations and under
string duality transformations. In this paper, we use this idea
to find the classical effective action of the O-plane and its
corresponding boundary terms in type II superstring theories
at order > and for NS-NS couplings. We find that these
constraints fix the bulk action and its corresponding bound-
ary terms up to one overall factor. They also produce three
multiplets in the boundary action that their coefficients are
independent of the bulk couplings under the string dualities.

1 Introduction

Perturbative string theory is a quantum theory of gravity with
a finite number of massless fields and a tower of infinite
number of massive fields reflecting the stringy nature of the
gravity at the weak coupling. String theory on the space-
time manifolds with boundary is conjectured to be dual to a
gauge theory on the boundary [1,2]. The string theory and
its non-perturbative objects are usually explored by studying
their low-energy effective actions which include the massless
fields and their covariant derivatives. For the open spacetime
manifolds, the effective actions have both bulk and boundary
terms, i.e., Sefr + dSefr. They should be produced by specific
techniques in string theory.

There are various approaches for calculating the bulk
effective action Sefr, e.g., the S-matrix approach [3,4],
the sigma-model approach [5,6], the Double Field Theory
approach [7,8] and the duality approach [9—14]. In the dual-
ity approach, the consistency of the effective actions with
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gauge transformations and with T- and S-duality transforma-
tions are imposed to find the higher derivative couplings. The
Double Field Theory and T-duality approaches are based on
the observation made by Sen in the context of closed string
field theory [15] that the classical effective action of bosonic
string theory should be invariant under T-duality to all orders
in /. Similar observation has been made for the hetrotic
string theory in [16].

In the T-duality approach, by removing total derivative
terms, using field redefinitions and using Bianchi identities,
one first find the minimum number of independent and gauge
invariant couplings in the string frame action Scfr at each
order of «’. Then one reduces the spacetime on a circle, i.e.,
M®P) = 5 x pP=D The T-duality [17,18] is imposed
as a constraint on the reduction of the effective action on the
circle to find the coefficients of the independent couplings,
i.e., the effective action satisfies the following constraint:

Sett (V) — Sett (¥') = TD ey

where Sefr is the reduction of the effective action on the cir-
cle, ¥ represents all massless fields in the base space M (P~
and /' represents their transformations under the T-duality
transformations which are the Buscher rules [19,20] and their
higher derivative corrections. They form a Z;-subgroup of
O (1, 1; R). On the right-hand side, TD represents some total
derivative terms in the base space which may not be invariant
under the T-duality. They become zero for the closed space-
time manifolds using the Stokes’s theorem. This approach
has beenusedin[21,22] to find effective action of the bosonic
string theory at orders &', 2. This approach has been also
used in [23,24] to construct NS-NS couplings in type II
superstring effective action at order o’

The constraint (1) for the effective action of the non-
perturbative D ,-brane/O ,-plane objects is such that Sefr ()
represents the reduction of (p — 1)-brane action along the
circle transverse to the brane, i.e., MP?) = M®P) x p(P—p)
where (p — 1)-brane is in the subspace M P and MP—P) =
S 5 MDP=p=D and Sefr (¥') represents T-duality transfor-
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mation of the reduction of p-brane action along the circle tan-
gentto the brane,i.e., MP) = MP+TD x pr(P=r=1 where p-
brane is in the subspace MP+D and MP+D = 5D 5 pr(P),
This approach has been used to construct the O ,-plane effec-
tive action at order o’ in type II superstring theory for zero
R-R field in [25,26], and for linear R—-R field in [27]. The
latter couplings include the well-known anomalous coupling
C ATr(R A R), as well as some non-anomalous couplings
involving the R-R field strengths.

The type IIB superstring theory has S-duality, hence, its
effective action should be invariant under the S-duality as
well. To have an S-duality invariant effective action one
should include to the tree-level effective action the non-
perturbative and string loop effects [11,12]. They are required
to make the tree-level effective action to be invariant under the
S-duality group SL(2, Z). Even the tree-level effective action
at a given order of o’ should be also consistent with S-duality
in the sense that up to an overall dilaton factor, the action
should be invariant under the S-duality group SL(2, R). To
study the S-duality, one first should change the string-frame
metric to the Einstein-frame metric, i.e., G, = e?/ ZGEE)).
Then up to some total derivative terms the effective action
should be written as an S-duality invariant form, i.e.,

Sett (G, ¢, B, CO, ¢, c®)
=Setr(GE, 7,7, H,C®) + TD )

where the Einstein-frame metric and R-R four-form are
invariant under the S-duality, H which includes the B-field
and the R-R two-form, transforms as doublet and T which
includes the dilaton and the R—R scalar, transforms as mod-
ular transformation. On the right-hand side of above equa-
tion, TD again represents some total derivative terms which
may not be invariant under the S-duality. They however
become zero for the closed spacetime manifolds using the
Stokes’s theorem. Since the R—-R four-form couples to the
non-perturbative D3-brane and O3-plane objects, up to some
total derivative terms, the effective action of these objects
should be also invariant under the S-duality [28].

When the spacetime manifold has boundary d M P, the
total derivative terms on the right-hand sides of (1) and (2) can
not be ignored. If one ignores them then the effective action
would not be invariant under the T-duality and S-duality.
In fact, for the open spacetime manifold, the total deriva-
tive terms in the original spacetime and in the base space
have physical effects and, hence, should not be ignored. On
the other hand, there might be some couplings dSefr at the
boundary of the spacetime that one should take into account
to have a fully duality invariant effective action. At the lead-
ing order of o', requiring the effective action to be invariant
under the gauge transformations and under the T- and S-
duality transformations, one can fix the couplings up to an
overall normalisation factor [29]. In fact, the total derivative
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terms on the right-hand sides of the duality constraints (1)
and (2) at the leading order of o’ are cancelled if one includes
the Gibbons—Hawking—York boundary term [30,31] in the
boundary action. At the higher orders of o/, the gauge and
duality constraints may also fix both the bulk and the bound-
ary actions.

Using the Stokes’s theorem, the total derivative terms in
the bulk action Sefr can be transferred to the boundary action
0Sefr to produce couplings that are proportional to the unit
vector of the boundary. As a result, one can write the bulk
action without total derivative terms even for the spacetime
manifolds which have boundary. Hence the extension of the
T-duality constraint (1) to the spacetime with boundary has
two parts. One partis exactly as in (1) in which the bulk action
Ser has no total derivative term, however, the total derivative
terms in the base space MP~1 which appear on the right-
hand side of (1), are transferred to the boundary oM (D=1
in the base space using the Stokes’s theorem. We call them
dTD. In the second part one first write all independent gauge
invariant couplings in the boundary action dSc¢r including the
couplings which are proportional to the unit vector. Then one
should add 0TD to the T-duality constraint on the boundary
action, i.e.,

ITD + 8Serr (¥) — 8Serr (¥') = TD 3

where 7D represents some boundary total derivative terms.
Since the boundary of boundary, i.e., oM P iszero TD
becomes zero after using the Stokes’s theorem. The sum of
the bulk constraint (1) and the boundary constraint (3) means
the total bulk and boundary actions are invariant under the
T-duality, i.e.,

Sett (V) + 98eit (W) = Sefr (¥') + 3 Sesr (V) 4

up to some total derivative terms in the boundary of base
space d M (P~ which are zero by the Stokes’s theorem. The
above T-duality constraint has been used in [29] to reproduce
the bulk and boundary couplings at the leading order of o’.
It reproduces the known bulk couplings and its correspond-
ing the Gibbons—Hawking—York boundary term. However, it
produces an extra T-dual multiplet in the boundary as well.
The T-duality constraint (4) for D,-brane/O,-plane is
such that when spacetime has boundary aM ), the p-
branes may end on the boundary, i.e., dM?) = gM P+ x
MP=P=D Hence their corresponding low-energy effective
action should have boundary terms as well. In this case,
dSett () represents the reduction of the (p — 1)-brane bound-
ary action along the circle transverse to the brane, i.e.,
AIMP) = gMP) x MP=P) where the (p — 1)-brane bound-
ary action is in the subspace dMP) and MP~—P) = §() x
MP=r=D and 3Ses (') represents T-duality transforma-
tion of the reduction of the p-brane boundary action along
the circle tangent to the brane, i.e., aM®P = gpmPth %
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MP=P=D where the p-brane boundary action is in the sub-
space dM P+ and gMP+D = D x g P),

Similarly, the extension of the S-duality constraint (2)
to the spacetime with boundary has two parts. One part is
exactly as in (2) in which the bulk action Sefr in the string
frame has no total derivative term, however, the total deriva-
tive terms TD resulting from transforming the string frame
action to the Einstein frame are transferred to the boundary
using the Stokes’s theorem. We call them dTD. In the second
part, one should combine them with the boundary action to
be written in the S-duality invariant form, i.e.,

aTD(n, G, ¢, B,C O, c?, c®)
+8Ser (1, G, ¢, B,CV, c?P )
= 3Ser(GE, 7,7, H,C™) +td

where td represents some total derivative terms, however,
since the boundary of boundary is zero, they are zero by
using the Stokes’s theorem. The sum of the bulk constraint
(2) and the above boundary constraint means the total bulk
and boundary actions are invariant under the S-duality, i.e.,

Seft + 8Sett = Sert (GE, 7, T, H, CP)
+0Se(GE, 7,7, H, CP) 5)

up to some total derivative terms in the boundary dM P
which are zero by the Stokes’s theorem. The above S-duality
constraint has been used in [29] on the couplings that the
T-duality produces at the leading order of «’. This constraint
removes the extra couplings in the boundary that the T-duality
produces.

The S-duality constraint (5) for D3-brane/O3-plane is such
that the combination of world-volume action and its bound-
ary terms should be written in an S-duality invariant form up
to some total derivative terms in the world-volume boundary
dM ™ which are zero by the Stokes’s theorem..

In this paper, we are going to apply the T-duality constraint
(4) and the S-duality constraint (5) on the effective actions
of O-plane when spacetime has boundary. We are interested
in NS-NS couplings of O-planes of type II superstring the-
ory. At the leading order of o’ there is no boundary term
and the bulk action which is given by DBI action is invariant
under T-duality and S-duality (see e.g., [13]). The first cor-
rections to the DBI action is at order «’2. At this order, the
T-duality transformations are given only by the Buscher rules
because the first corrections to the effective action of type II
superstring theory are at order 3. To study the S-duality
at order a2, one needs to take into account R-R fields as
well in which we are not interested in this paper. However,
it has been observed in [32] that it is impossible to combine
couplings in the Einstein frame involving odd number of dila-
tons and zero B-field with corresponding R—R couplings to
be written in an S-duality invariant form. Hence the S-duality
constraint on the NS—-NS couplings is such that the O3-plane

couplings with zero B-field which involve odd number of
dilatons must be zero. The T-duality constraint as well as
this S-duality constraint may fix the NS—-NS couplings in the
bulk and boundary actions of O-planes.

The outline of the paper is as follows: In Sect. 2.1, we
first impose gauge symmetry to show that there are 48 inde-
pendent bulk couplings. In Sect. 2.2, we impose T-duality to
fix the 48 couplings up to an overall factor, and up to some
total derivative terms in the base space which are transferred
to the boundary by using the Stokes’s theorem. In Sect. 2.3,
we show that the bulk couplings that are fixed by the gauge
symmetry and the T-duality, are consistent with S-duality up
to some total derivative terms which are transferred to the
boundary by using the Stokes’s theorem. In Sect. 3.1, we
first impose gauge symmetry to show that there are 78 inde-
pendent boundary couplings. In Sect. 3.2, we show that the
T-duality can not fix all parameters. In fact we find, apart
from the boundary couplings that are needed to make the
total derivative terms in the bulk to be invariant under the
T-duality, there are 17 boundary multiplets that are T-duality
invariant. In Sect. 3.3, we impose the S-duality constraint
on the T-duality invariant couplings. We find, apart from the
boundary couplings that are needed to make the total deriva-
tive terms in the bulk to be invariant under the T-duality and
S-duality, there are also three other boundary multiplets that
are invariant under the T-duality and S-duality. In Sect. 4, we
briefly discuss our results.

2 Bulk couplings

The NS-NS couplings in the O-plane bulk action at order
o'? have been found in [25,26] by the T-duality method. The
total derivative terms in the base space, i.e., the TD on the
right-hand side of (1), are needed for the calculations of the
boundary action in (3). So we reproduce the bulk couplings
here again to find the corresponding total derivative terms in
the base space. To this end, we need first to find minimum
number of independent and gauge invariant terms at order
o'? and then reduce them on a circle to apply the T-duality
constraint (1). So let us find how many independent gauge
invariant couplings are in the bulk.

2.1 Minimal gauge invariant couplings in the bulk

In this subsection we would like to find all independent and
gauge invariant couplings on the O ,-plane bulk action involv-
ing the NS-NS fields at order o’ 2 in the string frame, i.e.,

T 71,2“/2
P 48 /M(p+1> o §5p ©)

@ Springer
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where the 10-dimensional spacetime is written as M9 =
MPHD x MO=P) and the O,-plane is along the subspace
MP+D In above equation, g is determinant of the pull-back
metric

oXH* oXV
do@ gob MV

8ab =

(N

The Op-plane is specified in the spacetime by vectors
XH(0%), Ty is tension of O ,-plane and £, is the Lagrangian
we are after which includes all independent couplings.

As it has been argued in [25], since we are interested in
Op-plane as a probe, it does not have back reaction on the
spacetime. As a result, the massless closed string fields must
satisfy the bulk equations of motion at order o’ 0 ie.,

1
0= R+4V, V"¢ — AV, $VI$ — = H" Hypp + -
L
0= Ry +2Vu Vo — 3 HL Hypg o+ -

1
0=V, Vtp -2V, oV'e + EH’“”’HMW + -
0= V*Hu, —2V°¢H,., 8)

where dots represent terms involving the R-R fields in which
we are not interested in this paper. In the third line we use
subtraction of the first equation and the contraction of sec-
ond equation with metric G*¥. To impose these equations, we
remove R, R, V,V#*¢ and V* H,,, and their derivatives
from the Lagrangian £,. As aresult, one can rewrite the terms
in the world-volume theory which have contraction of two
transverse indices, e.g., V; V' ®, R;,,',, or V! H;,,, in terms
of contraction of two world-volume indices, e.g., V,V¢®,
Rapu %y, or V¢ Hyy,. This indicates that the former couplings
are not independent. Moreover, the O ,-plane effective action
has no open string couplings, no couplings that have odd
number of transverse indices on metric and dilaton and their
corresponding derivatives, and no couplings that have even
number of transverse indices on B-field and its correspond-
ing derivatives [33]. This orientifold projection makes the
construction of the O-plane effective action to be much more
easier than the construction of the D-brane action at a given
order of .

The couplings involving the Riemann curvature and its
derivatives and the couplings involving derivatives of H =
d B satisfy the following Bianchi identities

Ryupvap) =0
ViuRvaipy =0
dH = 0. )

Moreover, the couplings involving the commutator of two
covariant derivatives of a tensor are not independent of the
couplings involving the contraction of this tensor with the
Riemann curvature, i.e.,

@ Springer

[V, V]O = RO. (10)

This indicates that if one considers all couplings involving
the Riemann curvature, then only one ordering of covariant
derivatives is needed to be considered as independent cou-
pling.!

To find all independent and gauge invariant couplings at
order >, we first consider all even-parity contractions of
G,1,H,VH, VVH, V®, VV®, VVV®, VVVVO, R,
VR, VVR at four-derivative order, where the first fundamen-
tal form G* and the tensor 1" project the spacetime tensors
along the O-plane and orthogonal to the O-plane, respec-
tively. We then remove the terms which are projected out
by the orientifold projection and by the equations of motion.
We call the remaining terms, with coefficients aj, aj, - - -, the
Lagrangian L ,. Not all terms in this Lagrangian, however,
are independent. Some of them are related by total derivative
terms and by Bianchi identities (9) and (10). To remove the
redundancy corresponding to the total derivative terms, we
add to L, all total derivative terms at order a> with arbi-
trary coefficients. To this end we first write all even-parity
contractions of 5, 1, H VH,V®, VV®, VVVD, R, VR
at three-derivative order with one free world-volume index.
Then we remove the terms which are projected out by the
orientifold projection and by the equations of motion as we
have done for L ,. We call the remaining terms, with arbitrary
coefficients, the vector /,. The total derivative terms are then

o f Ao JF) = o> / A" o J=Z TV (e 1))
(11)

where g%’ is inverse of the pull-back metric.

Adding the total derivative terms with arbitrary coeffi-
cients to L, one finds the same Lagrangian but with differ-
ent parameters ap, ay, . ... We call the new Lagrangian L.
Hence

A—J=0 (12)

where A = L, — L, is the same as L, but with coef-
ficients dap, daz, ... where da; = a; — alf. Solving the
above equation, one finds some linear relations between only
day, 8ay, ... which indicate how the couplings are related
among themselves by the total derivative terms. The above
equation also gives some relation between the coefficients of
the total derivative terms and 8aq, day, ... in which we are
not interested.

However, to accurately solve the equation (12) one should
write it in terms of independent couplings, i.e., one has to
consider the terms in A and in total derivatives which are
not related to each other by the Bianchi identities (9). To

1 We have used the package “xAct” [34] for performing the calculations
in this paper.
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impose the Bianchi identities in gauge invariant form, one
may contract the left-hand side of each Bianchi identity
with field strengths of dilaton, B-field and metric to produce
terms at order o’ The coefficients of these terms are arbi-
trary. Adding these terms to the equation (12), then one can
solve the equation to find the linear relations between only
day, 8ay, . . .. Alternatively, to impose the Bianchi identities
in non-gauge invariant form, one may rewrite the terms in
(12) in the local frame in which the first derivative of metric
is zero, and rewrite the terms in (12) which have derivatives
of H in terms of B-field, i.e., H = dB. In this way, the
Bianchi identities satisfy automatically [35]. In fact, writing
the couplings in terms of potential rather than field strength,
there would be no Bianchi identity at all. We find that this
latter approach is easier to impose the Bianchi identities by
computer. Moreover, in this approach one does not need to
introduce a large number of arbitrary parameters to include
the Bianchi identities to the equation (12).

Using the above steps, one can rewrite the different terms
on the left-hand side of (12) in terms of independent but
non-gauge invariant couplings. Some combinations of the
parameters appear as coefficients of the independent cou-
plings. The solution to the equation (12) which corresponds
to setting all these coefficients to zero, then has two parts.
One part is 48 relations between only da;’s, and the other
part is some relations between the coefficients of the total
derivative terms and J8a;’s in which we are not interested.
The number of relations in the first part gives the number
of independent couplings in £,. In a particular scheme, one
may set some of the coefficients in L, to zero, however, after
replacing the non-zero terms in (12), the number of relations
between only a;’s should not be changed, i.e., there must
be always 48 relations. We set the coefficients of the cou-
plings in which each term has more than two derivatives,
to zero. After setting this coefficients to zero, there are still
48 relations between da;’s. This means we are allowed to
remove these terms. We choose some other coefficients to
zero such that the remaining coefficients satisfy the 48 rela-
tions 8a; = 0. In this way one can find the minimum number
of gauge invariant couplings. One particular choice for the
48 gauge invariant couplings is the following:

L, =a; H, H Hy® jHegi + ax Hy i H Hy® Heg
+ a3 Hap! H* Heqj H,
+ ay Hapi H* Heq H* + as H, H*" Hyp " Hyjy
+ ag Hap'! H H;* H
+ a7 Hapi H*" H g H'M + ag H"™ H* H ;)" Hyp
+ ag Hy;' HV* H™ Hipy
+ aro Hijx H* Hypp H™ + ayy HY H Rapea
+ aip H Hi/* Rypji
+ a3 Hijr HY*R 4 4+ a1a Rapea R

+ a15 Rapij R + arg Rainj R

+ ar7 Hi' HI* RO + ars Hy i HY Ry g

+ a1o R, Ry cq + azo Hy H*' Ry;j

+ az1 R 7 RPipj + azn Houpi H*"" R oy

+ azs R R g + azs Hap! HY' R,

+ azs Riju R7M + aze H"™ H* R jyy

+ a7 Vo Hpei VY HY ! 4 ag V, H;j V¢ HU*

+ axo Hpei H* 'V, V¢

+ a3o Hijr H'*"V,¢ V¢ + a3y Hyei H* V'V,
+ ax, HijxH7*V'V,¢

+ a3z R"pc VOV + azs Hy Hpei VOV

+ a3s RiSbeVOVPP + aze VIVPGV,V,0

+ az7 Hpei V'OV H, " + asg Hy," Hpei VOV’
+ a9 R, pc V9Vl

+ aso V¢VpVap V' + as VeV Voo

+ asn VH "'V Hpei + ag3 Vi Hape V' HO

+ ag Hapj H: VIV

+ ass H' Hji V'V ¢ + age Ri0jV'V/ ¢

+ agy V' HY*V  Hyi + asg V'VI$V,;Vigp  (13)

where aj, ..., asg are 48 arbitrary p-independent coeffi-
cients that should be fixed by the duality constraint. In writing
the above couplings we have used the fact that the first fun-
damental form GV for O-plane has non-zero components
only for world-volume indices, and tensor L#" has non-zero
components only for transverse indices. For example, the last
term above in terms of 10-dimensional indices is

VIVI¢VVip = L 1P7 V,V,¢V, V. (14)

Similarly for all other terms in (13).

Since the above string-frame couplings involve NS—NS
fields which transform into each others under T-duality, the
T-duality constraint should produce relations between all the
48 coefficientsin (13). On the other hand, the S-duality relates
the above couplings to the couplings involving R-R fields
in which we are not interested in this paper. As we argued
in the Sect. 1, the S-duality on the NS—-NS couplings con-
strains the Einstein frame couplings involving zero B-field
and odd number of dilaton to be zero. In the next subsection,
we impose the T-duality constraint to the above couplings to
find relations between the coefficients. In fact, as we will see,
this constraint fixes all coefficients up to an overall factor. It
also produces some total derivative terms in the base space
which are needed for studying the T-duality of the boundary
action. In the subsequent subsection we impose the S-duality
constraint on the resulting coefficients. Since all parameters
are already fixed by the T-duality constraint, the S-duality
satisfies automatically up to some total derivative terms that

@ Springer
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should be included in the study of S-duality of the boundary -~ _ (8;; +¢¥gag; ¢%8a ).
. gab - ’
action. e¥ g; e?
ab e
. - e G (18)
2.2 T-duality constraint in the bulk —g" e %4 gzg

In this subsection we are going to impose the T-duality con-
straint (1) on the gauge invariant couplings (13) to fix their
parameters. To find the reduction Sef (1) we need to dimen-
sionally reduce O(,_1)-plane bulk action along the circle
orthogonal to the O-plane (transverse reduction), and to find
Setr (¥) we need to dimensionally reduce O ,-plane action
along the circle tangent to the O-plane (world-volume reduc-
tion) and then transform it under the T-duality. The reduc-
tion of the spacetime fields G ., By, ¢ and their derivatives
which appear in (13), are independent of orientation of the O-
plane. However, the reduction of the first fundamental form
G™ and the tensor L*¥ which also appear in the couplings
(13), do depend on the orientation of the O-plane.

When one of the spatial dimensions is circle with coor-
dinate y, i.e., M0 = () » M(9), the reduction of metric
Gy and By, are [36]

G = 8ap + e(pgocgﬂ e(pgoc .
ny = e(pgﬁ e‘p ?

o — 1
By = (baﬁ zgﬁf;Jr 28pba ”5 ) (15)

Inverse of this metric is

op _ o
G = (8 § . 16
(—gﬂ e v+ gag") (16)

Using these reductions, it is straightforward to calculate the
reduction of the spacetime tensors R;po, ViHypo, Hyvp,
V., and V, V¢ which appear in the couplings (13). For
example the reduction of V, V,¢ when both indices are in
the 9-dimensional base space is

1 1
V. Vo = Ee‘”gﬂaguva¢vlggu + Eewgﬂo‘guvaqﬁvﬂgv

1
+§e*"g’3"‘gugvva¢vﬂ<p

1 ¢ ,op 1 ¢ 0B
_ze 8 gvva¢vugﬁ - ze 8 guva¢vvgﬂ
+V,V,0. (17

One can find the expression for the reduction of all other
tensors in [25].

When O,-plane is along the y-direction, i.e., M 19 —
MPHD 5 MO=1) and MPHTD = s 5 M P the reduction
of pull-back metric g, and its inverse are

@ Springer

where the indices a, b are world-volume indices that do not
include the world-volume index y, i.e., they are belong to
MP)_In above equation we have used the static gauge and
assumed the O-plane is at the origin, i.e.,

X' =0 (19)

where the world-volume index a belong to M (P! and the
transverse index i belong to M ©~P)_ The reduction of the first
fundamental form GH’ = X 9X g% and 1*V= GMv —

907 Yot
G™V in this case have the following non-zero components:
...E ~
Gab _ (87 8 . L= gii (20)
_ob oo P
g e’ +gg

where we have used the fact that g% and vector g; are pro-
jected out by the orientifold projection.

When O, 1)-plane is orthogonal to the y-direction, i.e.,
M0 — pP) 5 pr0=p) and p10-p) — s » prO-p),
g% and the vector g; are projected out by the orientifold pro-
jection. Then the reduction of the pull-back metric becomes
8ab = &;j;» and the non-zero components of the first funda-
mental form and L*" are

~ab _ ab. ij_ (& ¢
Gib _ gib. i (_gj gt 1)

where the indices 17, f are transverse indices that include the
transverse index y, i.e., they are belong to M19~7)_ Note that
the determinate of the pull-back metric is gauge invariant in
both cases, i.e., when O, -plane is along the y-direction it is
V—2% = ¢¥/*,/=g, and when O(p—1)-plane is orthogonal to
the y-direction it is \/—8 = /—g.

Using the above reductions, one can calculate reduction
of each gauge invariant coupling in (13) when O-plane is
along or orthogonal to the circle. Since the 10-dimensional
couplings are gauge invariant, one expects the dimensional
reduction of the couplings to be gauge invariant under vari-
ous 9-dimensional gauge transformations. In particular they
should be invariant under the U (1) x U (1) gauge transforma-
tions corresponding to the two vectors g, b,,. This observa-
tion has been used in [22] to simplify greatly the complexity
of the calculations at six derivatives order. Using this trick,
one should keep the terms in the reductions of various tensors
which are invariant under the U (1) x U (1) gauge transfor-
mations. The gauge invariant terms in the reduction of the
spacetime tensors Ry,yp0, Vi Hypo s Hyvp, Vud, and V, V, ¢
are
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Vv =V, Vo
1
VuVyp = Ee‘pV“MVaqﬁ
1
ViVyb = 5/ 9Vagp
V//.¢ = V/l.¢
Vy¢p =0
1 o o 1 P 1 05 o
VyHypy = —Ee V" Wi + Ee Vo Woa + Ee H,poa Vo

1 B _ )
VyHypo = 5(e‘/) Vo Hoga — €9 Vo™ Hypa — €2 Vy® Hpoa
Wy Voo + Wio Voo — Wupvo(ﬂ)

| 1
ViHupy = =5V Hopa + Y Wop = 5

b} vpvp.(p
1 1

1 _
Vio Woo + 5 Vi Wpo + Vi Hypo

ViuHypo = ZVM Wip — 2 2
Hupa = I:IUpO'
Hyy = Wiy
~ 1 0 1 P
Ryvpe = Ruvpo + Ze Ve Vip — Ze Vip Voo

1
_Eetpv;vaa
1 P 1 @
Ruvpy = Ze Vo Ve — Ze Vip Vv

! @ ! @
—Ee VoV — Ee ViwVye

1 1 1
Ruyvy = Ze%’ VPV — Ze‘pvﬂgovvga - 5eﬁf’vvvﬂ(p (22)

where Huvp = 39bvp) — 581 Wopl = 561Vl Vi =
0,8y — 0vgu and Wy, = 9,b, — 0,b,, are 9-dimensional
field strengths. The base space field strengths H, V and W
satisfy the following Bianchi identities:

_ 3
dH =2V AW

dv =0

dw = 0. (23)

Note that the field strengths H, W have odd parity. Similarly,
the gauge invariant components of the tensors in (20) are

~ ab 0 . ..

Gab — (8 : L= gl 24
( 0 e_(p) 8 24)

and the gauge invariant components of the tensors in (21) are

~ab _ ab. (ij_ (87 0

G =g";, 1YY= ( 0 v | (25)

Note that the yy component of the metric needed for produc-
ing scalars from the tensors on the right-hand side of reduc-
tions (22) is e~%. Then one can easily observe that in the
couplings in the base space the tensors V, W always appear
as e?/2V, e 92w,

Using the above gauge invariant parts of the reductions,
one can calculate reduction of various terms in (13) along or

orthogonal to the circle. For example, the reduction of last
term in (13) when O, -plane is along the circle is

LW 1P7 VY,V Vg = VIVIGV; V. (26)

The reduction of this term when O(,_1)-plane is orthogonal
to the circle is

1KV ro VuV,¢Vs Vi,
igj l o 2
=V'V/pV;Vip + Z(V dVap)©. 27

Similarly one can calculate reduction of all other 10-
dimensional covariant terms in (13). It is important to note
that if one keeps all gauge invariant and non-gauge invariant
terms in the reduction of tensors, one would find the same
result for the reduction of 10-dimension covariant couplings.

After reduction, one has to impose the orientifold projec-
tion which means the O-plane couplings in the base space do
not have couplings with odd number of transverse indices on
metric, V@, Vo, and their corresponding derivatives, and do
not have couplings with even number of transverse indices
on H and its derivatives. When O-plane is along (orthogonal)
the circle, the reduction of O-plane couplings do not have odd
number of transverse indices on V (W) and its derivatives,
and do not have couplings with even number of transverse
indices on W (V) and its derivatives.

After applying the above O-plane conditions, one has to
also impose T-duality transformations which are the Buscher
rules [19,20]. The base space metric and H are invariant
under T-duality and the other fields transform as

1
¢ — ¢ — zq), 0= =@, Vy, <«— Wy (28)

Using the above transformations, then one can calculate the
left-hand side of T-duality constraint (1). Note that the overall
factor of e=%,/=% in O,-plane action (6) transforms under
the T-duality in the world-volume reduction, to e=%./—¢g
which is the same as the transverse reduction of the corre-
sponding term in O(,_1)-plane. So the T-duality constraint
(1) is only on the couplings in the Lagrangian (13).

To construct the total derivative terms in the constraint
(1), we use the observation made in [22] that the T-duality
constraint (1) for flat base space and for curved base space
produces identical constraint on the coefficients of the gauge
invariant couplings in the bosonic effective action at orders
o', o’?. This is as expected because the effective action should
be independent of the details of the geometry of the base
space. Hence, we continue our calculations on the T-duality
constraint (1) for flat base space. To construct the most gen-
eral total derivative terms for the right-hand side of (1), we
consider all even-parity contractions of the base space ten-
sors G, L, d¢, 30¢, 000¢, dp, 3d¢, 3009, H, IH, ¢*/2V,
e?/29V,e=¢/2W and e~%/?9W at three derivatives with one
free world-volume index. Then we remove the terms which
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are projected out by the orientifold projection. We call the
remaining terms, with arbitrary coefficients, the vector Z;.
The most general gauge invariant even-parity total derivative
terms in the base space is then

Ty 7

2.2
o B
TD=-——Z¢ fd”d V=88 0;(e0T;) (29)

where 7 is

T = ug VO Hyp, Wal 4 uy Vi Hyp W 4un VI H WP
+uz VO Hyqy Wil +us Vi Hyjwik
+ug € Vi 0.V +u7 eV 9 Vi + us 930%970
+ug 9z 8‘78(,745 +uio e¥ Vi Vjiaétp
+uin Ha,;iﬁgbia% +u ef‘”W&};ngaa(p
+uyz e?Vy; vja% + uis ﬁagil:ldbi35¢
tuis e W, ng;aadb +uig ﬁgaiagl:lagi
+u19 ai 351:1dai +uge ¥ Wf 05 ng;
Hury e WG W+ uzg VI3V
+uzs A9 H

abi +u2s H7C05 Hij
+usy e“”W‘jbaa;W&,; + uxn e“”W"faJW,j

_ I:I&Ei 950

+uos e? V,;,'Vdiaj(/) + usg I:IizEz

+uo9 [‘_Iijk]‘_lijkaj(p + use e“/’W&,;W&bajq;

+uy e Wi wii 59 + u3o 858&(/183(/)

fust 8;0° 900 + uzr 9309050

usz ;9% 9d50 + uss ;99 Pdz0

+uzs e? Vg,‘Vﬁiag(ﬁ + u3g H&Et‘ AW ;6

+u3g H,‘jkl:lijkag(]ﬁ +uzge ¥ W&E W‘”’E){;dy

+uz7 e_(pW,‘j wii 9;0 + uao agaa(pajqﬁ

ugr 90° 03¢ + uar %93 9350 + uaz 90" 930

Fuuas 00° P00 + uas 3% 9050

Futae 37 PD5050 + us7 9905050 + uss 3°$9;9:0

“+ua9 8&353%& + usg 333&85(]5 + usy e Vaia,‘ VJ&

+us3 H&Ei 0; HJ&I; +usy e ¢ nga,' Wdi

Fusy 009;9' ¢ + uss 9300 + use 03999 ¢

+us7 0;09;9'¢ + uss ;9" 079

+us9 3i8i3(§¢ + ueo e‘pVgiajVij

+uen ﬁ[;‘-”'ajﬁ;”-j + ug1 e_(ﬂWijajWJi

+ue3 Hijkakl:lgij.
The parameters u1, ..., ug3 are yet some arbitrary coeffi-
cients. Note that the base space is M © = M x MO-P),
the indices a, b belong to M (P) and the indices i, J belong

to M©~P), Replacing the above total derivative terms to the
right-hand side of the T-duality constraint (1), one should

@ Springer

then write the couplings in the form of independent struc-
tures by imposing the Bianchi identities (23) in the base
space. Here again we write the field strengths H, V, W in
terms of potentials Euw &u, by, to satisfy the Bianchi identi-
ties automatically.

Writing the couplings in the T-duality constraint (1) in
terms of independent and non-gauge invariant structures,
then one makes the coefficients of the independent struc-
tures which include the parameters of the gauge invariant
Lagrangian (13) and the above total derivative terms, to be
zero. These linear equations produce the following 47 rela-
tions between the 48 parameters of the Lagrangian (13):

ays — 0, ay)) — 0,(119 —> 12023, ag

— —bazg, a4 — —bazg, a;1 — bagg,

3
ass — 9azxg, a4 — 0,a3 — —5am. a2 — 0, a

— ——ang, ax —> 9asg, azo — 0,
4
as — azg, a1 — —12ax8,a16 — 0, a1

— —6apg, ajs — 6arg,a;3 — 0,a7 — 0,

as — Sa. a7 — —3azg, azs — 0, ass

— 0,a190 — 0,a9 — 0,a3 — —%azg,
aqn — 0, ay; — —3a23, az; — 0, aqy
— 0, a46 — —24asg,as0 — 0,a41 — O,
aze — 12a8, azs — 24azg, azs — —6arg, a43
— 2a23, asg —> —12(128, ass — —3(128,
arg — 0,a39 — 0,a33 — 0, a3
— 0,a33 — 0,a31 — 0,a3; — 0. 30)

Which fix the bulk effective action up to one overall factor
arg, 1.€.,

3 . )
Lp = a28[ - Z HaCj Habl Hbdj Hcai
3 . ; . .
-5 Ha! H® Heg; H + Hy H Hp* Hi ji

3 . .
+§Hab] Habl Hikl ijl

1 . )
_ZHilmHljk Hjln Hin + 6Hab1 HCdiRabcd

—6H“ Hi* Rapji

—6Rabca R + 6 Rapij R’V — 6 Hy' Hyei R

+12R R

+9H HY RY — 3HM Hjjy RV — 12R;; RY

Vo Hyji VO HIE — 3V, Hopi Ve HY 4 2V, Hyp oV H“”"]
(31)

where Ry, = Gr° Ryuov + Vi Vi@, This is exactly the
action that has been found in [26]. For azg = —%, it is con-
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sistent with S-matrix element of two vertex operators [28].
In finding the above action we have imposed the equations of
motion in finding the independent gauge invariant couplings
in (13). If one does not impose the equations of motion to
find the independent couplings, then the T-duality would pro-
duce the above T-duality invariant multiple with coefficient
apg and 10 other T-duality invariant multiples which includes
terms like V; VI®, or R; ), .

The linear equations also fix the following relations
between the parameters of the total derivative terms and apg:

ujp — 6axg, u;z — 0, uyg — —ui1, Uie
— 6ag, ui7 — 0, uig — —up, up — 0,

urg — 6ang, uzy — 0, uxpp — 18azg +2uy, u4

— 6asg, U7 — 9axg +uy, uzg — FU23

1
uz — —12axg —2uy, uzy — 3asg + S5, U4
— 6asg, u3s — 0, uzg — 0, uz7 — 0,

1
usg — 0, uzo = 0, ug — 0, ugo — a8, U4l

— A, U4 —6azg, U4y — —3asg,
uss —> 6asg, use —> —u43, uay; — 0, uag
— 0, ug9 — 0, us — 3ang + 3uzg, usog — 0,
usy — 0, usp — 0, us3 — 0, usg — 0, uss
—> —U43, U56 —> 0, usy — 0, usg —> U43,
us9g — 0, ug — —6asrg, ugy — 6azg, uei
—> u43, Uep —> —u43, ues —> 0, ugs — —ui,
Ues — —U12, U6 — U5, U6T
—> U19, U8 —> U26, U69
— —9ass —uy, u7 — 6axg — uyg,
u70 — uzg, U1 —> 0, u;2 = 0, u3 - 0, ung
—>0, u7s —>0, uze — 0, uyp; — 0,
u7g — U3y, U9 — 2U33, Ug
—> —Uu3sp, ugp — —Uuils5, U8y — —U19, U2 — _3u28v
ug — —12a23. (32)

The parameters which are not fix in terms of a;g are cancelled
when one replaces the above relations on the right-hand side
of (29) and imposed the Bianchi identities. So the unfixed
parameters represent the redundancy of the couplings in (29).
Hence one can set them to zero. The fixed parameters then
produce the following vector

e 1 . . - . _
Ij = azg[zval WJbHagi - EV‘ZI ijH,'jk + e“’vj’aa\/”,-
—e? VAUV + 29 Vg Vi 9%
—e W W0 — e? Vi Viio — e W Wi o

—e ¢ Wjéal;W&b — 3H al;I:I(?&i

1 ab 3 bia o
—5€ WP Wy — S H™ 05 Hyp,

_ 5 - 1 y
fe“’V,;iV“’ZJJ(erZe “’Wé};W“bajgaf Ze ‘”W,»jW”3a~,<p

N 1 _ _
+050“0d50 + Eaggoaagoag(p — 0590 9dz0

) 3o
—99d 5050 + EH"’"a,-HJ&E]. (33)

Note that only for simplicity we have assumed the base space
is flat. If it is not flat, then the partial derivatives in above
equation would be covariant derivative. In fact we have per-
formed the calculations for curved base space and find the
same Lagrangian (31) and the same total derivative as above
in which the partial derivatives are replaced by covariant
derivatives.

Now we assume the subspace MP) in the base space
MO = MP x MO—P) has boundary aMP ie., amM10 =
SM 5 aM® and M = dMP) x MO~P) The Stokes’s
theorem in this subspace is (see Appendix)

f Ao =33 0; (e T;)

M)

=/ ()dp”zﬂ’ 121 8% naT; (34)
oM P

where n¢ is the normal vector to the boundary 3 M ?) which is
outward-pointing (inward-pointing) if the boundary is space-
like (timelike), and the boundary in the static gauge is speci-
fied by the functions 0% = o(r%). In the square root on the
right-hand side g is determinant of the induced metric, i.e.,

3o dob
8ab = _81'5 ﬁgg,g‘ (35)
The coordinates of the boundary M (P are 70, ¢!, ... P2,

Using the above Stokes’s theorem, one finds that the contri-
bution of the total derivative terms in the boundary is

T ,17r2a’2a23 — 5 .
Pif dr~lre? |g|nd[2V‘“ WZbH&E'
oM () ¢ !

oTD = —
48

1 . . S
—EVd”lW'IkH,‘jk—l—e(pVJlaaVa,‘

—eP VI Qe Vs, + 269 Ve Vi 0% — e W W%
—e Vi Vi 0% pe W WP 0%
3 - L 1 .
—e W 0 Wa" = 3H O Hyy — S e W0 Wi
S — Vi VD
—y 05 Hyp, — e Vai V9 50
5 W 1 . )
+Z€ ‘/’WaEW‘”’BJga - Ze (pWij W’/8‘7<p + 358‘1(,03‘}(,0
1, a a
+585s08 9350 — 0293 pd50
B} 3o
0003000 + 5 A, ygp | (36)
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in the base space
X7 9X2 0ab and
Ao ygb
19 = G*P — G*F at the boundary. Note that in the static
gauge X = 0% and X’ = 0. The above boundary terms are
zero if the subspace M (P) has no boundary. However, if it has
boundary d M (P, then the above terms should be included in
the T-duality constraint of the boundary action to have full T-
duality in the bulk and boundary. We will consider the above
terms in the T-duality of the boundary action in Sect. 3.

In each term the tensors ny, Vog, Wag, - - -
M® are contracted with projections G*# =

2.3 S-duality constraint in the bulk

We have seen that the coefficients of the gauge invariant cou-
plings in (13) are all fixed up to an overall factor by impos-
ing the T-duality constraint. Hence the resulting couplings
should be consistent with S-duality for the case of Oz-plane
up to some total derivative terms. To fully have an S-duality
invariant action for Oz-plane one should include appropriate
R-R couplings in which we are not interested in this paper.
However, the S-duality has also constraint on the couplings
involving only metric and dilaton. In the Einstein frame, i.e.,
G = ed’/zG,(ﬁ), there must be no such couplings involving
odd number of dilatons because they can not be combined
with appropriate R—R scalar couplings to make S-duality
invariant [32]. Note that the couplings involving B-field and
odd number of dilaton can be combined with appropriate R—
R couplings to be written in S-duality invariant form. Hence,
we are going to check that, up to some total derivative terms,
in the Einstein frame there should be no couplings involving
metric and odd number of dilaton. The total derivative terms
should be transferred to the boundary using the Stokes’s the-
orem.

The overall factor e—® —g in the string frame action (6)
transforms to the following factor in the Einstein frame:

T gE (37)

which is invariant under the S-duality for p = 3. Hence
the Lagrangian (31) should be consistent with the S-duality
separately. The string-frame Lagrangian (31) transforms to
the following Lagrangian in the Einstein frame:

Lh = a2ge¢|: — 6Rapea R + 6Rapij R
+12R Ry cq — 12RY ;T R 1y — 6R" eV, V¢
+6RY 1V, Ve + <9 - % p) RV, V¢
+%(—4 + PR iV Ve
+3(=5+ p)Vo V4V, VP + %(67

—30p +3pH)Vap ViV, VP9
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3 3
+5 (1 + RS VPV P+ - (—64 +5Tp
—14p% + pHVp VIV Vi 9
3
—5@7—16p+ PHVIPVLV, VP9
—6(p — TR b VOV
3
+Z(27 — 12p + PPV Vap VPV
3 . oo
=5 (P =3VaVIPViV'$ +6(p = 3R V/ V'
3 .
—512-7p+ PHVpViPViVig
3 y
-3 3)2V;VigpViVig + - } (38)

where we have imposed the O-plane condition that V;¢ = 0.
In above Lagrangian dots represent the couplings including
H and its derivatives. For p = 3, it becomes

ﬁg = a23e¢|: — 6RadeRade + 6Rab,‘j Rbij
+12R% Ry g — 12RY ;7 R 1p; — 6R" 4V, V¢
, 9
HOR" i Va Vi + S R b Vap V1
3 bi a a b
_ER piVa@Vip — 6V, VPV, V7
3
+§va¢va¢vbvb¢ — 12R pc Vi)V
3 a b
+ZVa¢V OVpdpV'h
—3VYVpVapVPh + 24R, e VIVEiP + - - - ] (39)

To study the S-duality of these terms, one should include
the R—R couplings in which we are not interested in this
paper. To make the overall factor ¢~% to be invariant under
the S-duality, one should include loop and non-perturbative
effects [28]. The terms in the bracket which have odd number
of dilaton must be zero up to some total derivative terms.
Since we have already imposed the equations of motion in
the string frame, we have to impose the equations of motion
in the Einstein frame as well. The equations of motion are

1
RMY — 58“¢8"¢ +---=0, and V,3"¢ =0 (40)
where dots represent terms that involve H. Using the above

Einstein frame equations of motion, one can rewrite the
Lagrangian (39) as

£3E = 028€_¢|: — 6RabcdRade + 6Rahij RAbI

+12RY Ry cg — 12R“ I R i + 6R" pcVap Vb
—6V, V¢V, VPh — 12R, ViV
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—12RY Y,V — aV,V, VPPV
—aV,V4pVVPh — 2(6 + a) V¢V, VPV,
+24R 4 paViPVP

+<§ + a)vaw%vbw%
—2(6 4 )V VapVEVIS + . . ]
TaV? [e*‘f’ (24RdbabV“¢
—12R ) Vagp + aVa VPV agh

+<§ + a> VadVDVat +2(6 + @) V'§VaVat) |
@1)

where « is an arbitrary parameter. The terms in the first
bracket are consistent with the S-duality for any value for
the parameter «. The terms in the second bracket are not
consistent with the S-duality because they have couplings
with odd number of dilaton. However, using the Stokes’s
theorem they becomes zero if spacetime has no boundary
and they are transferred to the boundary if the spacetime has
boundary.

Now we assume the subspace M@ in the spacetime
MY = M® x M© has boundary IM@, ie., aM10 =
AIM@ x M©  The Stokes’s theorem in the world-volume of
Os-plane in the Einstein frame is (see Appendix)

/(4)6140 —§Evava=/ (4)d3t,/|§E|an” (42)
M oM

where nZ is the normal vector to the boundary dM® in
the Einstein frame and the boundary is specified by the
functions 0¢ = o“(z%). The coordinates of the bound-
ary are 79, !, 72, 73, In the square root on the right-hand
side gfl; is the induced metric in the coordinates r&, 1.e.,

oE — 0% 00" 5E
g&l; T 9Td b 8ab-
line of (41) produce the following boundary terms:

Then the total derivative terms in the last

T 2.2

R “28/ dPz e\ IgE | nE |26
48 IM@

+a) V4PV, 4+ aV, V4PV

+24R Ve — 12R ,,VEo

+(§ o)V VpVe]. 43)

dTD = —

They involve the projection tensor GV evaluated at the
boundary of O3z-plane. Here again the overall dilaton factor
can be extended to an S-duality invariant form by including
the loop and non-perturbative effects [28]. While the terms in
the first line can be extended to an S-duality invariant form
by including the R-R couplings, the terms in the last line
have odd number of dilaton which can not be extended to
the S-duality invariant form. They should be cancelled with

the appropriate terms in the boundary action to be consistent
with the S-duality. The consistency of the boundary action
with the S-duality may then fix the parameter «r. We are going
to consider the boundary action in the next section.

3 Boundary couplings

When spacetime has boundary, the O-planes in this mani-
fold may end on the boundary. For example, if one writes the
spacetime as M 10 = M (P+D 5 MO=P) where the Op-plane
is along the subspace M (P! and this subspace has bound-
ary dM (PTD  then the effective action of O p-Plane at specific
order of o’ has world-volume couplings on the bulk of the O ,-
plane, i.e., in M+ | as well as boundary couplings on the
boundary of the O-plane, i.e., in M (P+D We have seen in
the previous section that the invariance under gauge transfor-
mations and under T-duality transformations constructs the
bulk action at order o’?>. The T-duality constraint however
is not fully satisfied. It produces some total derivative terms
in the 9-dimensional base space M = M@ x M©O—P)
which is not zero. When base space has boundary, i.e.,
AIM® = aMP) x MO~P), they produce some couplings
in the boundary dM(?) which are proportional to the unit
vector n orthogonal to the boundary, i.e., (36). They should
be included in the T-duality of the boundary action. Similarly,
writing the spacetime as M9 = M® x M© with bound-
ary aM10 = M@ x M© we have seen that the bulk
O3-plane couplings that the T-duality produces are consis-
tent with the S-duality provided that the boundary terms (43)
are included in the S-duality of the boundary action. In this
section we are going to study string duality of the boundary
action.

To impose the T-duality constraint (3) on the boundary
action, we need first to find minimum number of independent
and gauge invariant couplings at three derivative order on the
boundary and then reduce them on the circle to apply the T-
duality constraint (1). So let us find how many independent
gauge invariant couplings are in the boundary.

3.1 Minimal gauge invariant couplings in the boundary

In this subsection we would like to find all independent
and gauge invariant couplings on the boundary of O,-plane
involving NS-NS fields at order > in the string frame.
Inspired by the boundary couplings (43) in the Einstein frame
for p = 3 case, one realizes that the effective boundary action
in the string frame should be as

T 2.2
S, = _M/ dPt e7¢,/|§| Bﬁp 44)
48 aM(P+D
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where g is the determinant of the induced metric on the
boundary of O,-plane, i.e.,

_86 ol _
b_araab

8 8ab- (45)
The boundary of O ,-plane is specified by the vectors ¢ (t9)
where 70, 71, ... 777! are coordinates of the boundary, and
9L, in (44) is the boundary Lagrangian at three-derivative
order which includes all couplings involving the projection
tensors GV and L*¥ evaluated at the boundary of O p-plane.

Since the boundary of spacetime has a unite normal vector
n*, the boundary Lagrangian d., should include this vec-
tor as well as the tensors K, Hyp, Ryvpo, V¢ and their
derivatives. They should be contracted with the projection
tensors G*” and L. The extrinsic curvature of boundary,
i.e., Ky, is defined as K, = P‘L P'ZV(anlg) where the pro-
jection tensor P*Y is P*Y = G*¥ — n*n”. Using the fact
that n** is unit vector orthogonal to the boundary, i.e.,

nt = (Vo fVf)12VRf (46)

where boundary is specified by the function f to be a constant
f*, one can rewrite K wv as

K,y =Vun, —nyay, 47

where a, = n”V,n, is acceleration. It satisfies the relation
n*a, = 0. Note that the extrinsic curvature is symmetric and
satisfies n”* K, = 0 which can easily be seen by writing it in
terms of function f. Using this symmetry and n*n, = 1, one
finds the most general couplings have the structures K H?,
nHVH, KR, nVR, n(V$)3, K(V$)2, nVVVep, KVV¢,
nH*V¢, nV¢VVep, VKV, VVK, K3 KVKn,
n?VKV¢, n?VVK,nK*V¢, n*K H*, n>K R, n*K (V¢)?,
n?KVVe¢, n3VR, n HVH, n®RV¢, 3 H*V¢, n>VVVe,
n3VVeVe, n3(Ve)3, n*kH?*, n””HVH, n*KR, n VR,
n(Ve)3, n*K(Ve)?, nPVVVe, n*KVVe, n’ H*Ve,

nVVVe, n*VKVe, n*VVK, n>K3, KVKn3, n*K*V¢.

One should impose the equations of motion (8) and the ori-
entifold projections for the bulk fields as in the bulk action.
The orientifold projection for the boundary fields requires to
remove the following boundary terms:

Kpi =0, VpKs =0, ViKa, =0,
ViKik =0, VaVpKe =0

VuViKix =0, V;ViK;i =0, n; =0. (48)

After imposing the equations of motion and the orientifold
projection, one finds that the corresponding Lagrangian has
108 couplings. We call this Lagrangian, with coefficients
by, b, -, blyg, the boundary Lagrangian dL,. Not all
terms in this Lagrangian, however, are independent. Some of
them are related by total derivative terms and by the Bianchi
identities (9) and (10). The unit vector also satisfies the rela-
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tion

nyVong =0 49)

which can easily be seen by writing it in terms of function f
using (46).

To remove the redundancy corresponding to the total
derivative terms, we add to d L, all total derivative terms at
order o2 with arbitrary coefficients. In this case, however, the
total derivative terms in the boundary have different structure
than the total derivative terms in the bulk. According to the
Stokes’s theorem, the total derivative terms in the boundary
which have the following structure are zero (see Appendix):

o f d’t/181T
M (p+1)

=a? / dPt/18Ina V(e ®F) =0 (50)
oM (p+D)

where F% is an arbitrary antisymmetric tensor constructed
fromn, K, VK, H%, V¢, VV¢ at two-derivative order, i.e.,

Fae = 21 (Hubi H,""'n®ng — Hapi Hy" nn )
+22 (KbbKean“nd - KbbKdanane)

+23 (Kap K" nng — Kabdenane>

+

24 (KeaK'in®ng — KdaKiinane)

+25 ( Kpe Koan®nnny — KbCKdananbncne)

+

b b
6\ neRd ab —nngRe ab)

t27 (1. V. K, —ndVaKe“>
+258 (Kepn®n®ngVap — den“nbneVatzS)

+29

AA/-\AA/—\/-\

Keanta V"¢ — KaaneV"9)

+z10 (n n’neVyKgq —nn ndVbKea>

+z11 (nan neVaKap —nnngv, Kab)

+z12 (ﬂ VaK“, —ndVeKaa)

+z13 (n VaKea — n“VeKda)

+214 (n ViK' — ndVeKii>

+z1s ( eat"Vap — Kdanave¢)

+216 (K“aneVag — K*anaVed)

+217 (K ineVad = K'inaVed)

+218 (Kabn“nbneVd¢ — Kabn”n”ndVe¢)
(

+219 (11 Va9 Va9 — 1 naVadVed )
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+220 (n“neVaVat = n“naVeVad)
+z21 (neVini - ”dViKel) G

where z1, ..., zo1 are arbitrary parameters. It is important to
note that these total derivative terms connect the boundary
terms which have different number of the unit vector. For
example, consider Fy, = n.V;K;' — ngV;K,'. Then the
boundary integral of the following term is zero

neve (67¢ (I’LeV,' Kdi —nqV; Kgi)
= e_¢[ —nnV,ViKg' + VeViK —niV,n° ViK'
+nnVypViK,' — V¢pViK,' ] (52)

where we have used the fact that n** is unite vector orthogonal
to the boundary and n* K, = 0. The right-hand side then
gives a relation between one n and three n’s.

Adding the total derivative terms with arbitrary coeffi-
cients to d L , one finds the same Lagrangian but with differ-

ent parameters by, by, - - -. We call the new Lagrangian d.£,.
Hence
A—T=0 (53)

where A = 9L, — 9L is the same as dL, but with coef-
ficients &by, 6by, ... where 6b; = b; — bl/-. Solving the
above equation, one finds some linear relations between only
8b1, 8by, ... which indicate how the couplings are related
among themselves by the total derivative terms. The above
equation also gives some relation between the coefficients of
the total derivative terms and 8by, 8b;, ... in which we are
not interested.

To impose in (53) the Bianchi identities (9), (10) we go to
the local frame, and to impose the identities corresponding
to the unit vector we write n** in terms of function f using
(46). Then one finds 78 independent couplings. In this case,
there is no scheme in which the couplings involve only terms
with one and two derivatives, e.g., there is no scheme which
has no VR. One particular choice for the 78 gauge invariant
boundary couplings is the following:

AL, = by Hpei H" Ko + by Hijx HU* K,
+b3 Hy Hpei K% + by K, K Kppe
+bs K% Kp. K"
+bs KoK, K + by Hapj H*” K';
+bg Hijg HMK'; + by K, K", K';
+b1o Hapj H K
+bi H¥ Hjy K'Y +bip Ki*KVT K
+b13 KoK K7 ;
+b1s K KJ ;K% + bre Hy Hpgi K€ enn®
+b17 Hae' Hpai K“nn® + big H,% Hpe; K’ in“n®

+b19 Hy i Hpej K nn® + boo Knn® Rycpa

+by1 KPR, pe + by K'in“nP R, pe

+b23 K€enn® Ry pg 4 boa K nn® Ryip;

+b25 K'iR™ 4y + boe KV R 14 + ba7 K94 R e

+b29 VaVIK'j + bos nn"VpV, K';

+b30 H* ' nNVoHyei + b3y K'in"V,K",

+b3g Kn"V,K;; 4 b3y KbpnV,K';

+b33 K'inVo K7 j + bys nVy R

+b37 Hpei H" 0 Vg + b3y Hiju H'*n“ Vb

+b3o K"y K cn“Vaep + bag K" K'inVagp

+ba1 K'i K7 jn"Va + bap n R Vagp

+b43 NV, V VP + by V, ViKY

+bis VoK'V + bag VaK' V¢

+ba7 K"y Vap V¢ + bag K'i VeV

+bs1 K'in?V,K," + bsy KC.n®nV, Ve

+bs3 K in“n®V,¢ Vi

+bsy VpVa K + bss n®nPV, VK€, + bsg KPPV, Vg

+bs7 K enn"VyVagp

+bsg K'in®n®VpVa¢ + bso Vi, VPK?,

+beo nanthVCKac + byy nanbV/,V,'Kai

+bo1 Hy" Hpein®V¢ + by n Ry e V'

+bes 1 VapVppV'¢ + bes n*Vy VgV

—bag H" "1V Hypi + bes Hy"'n Ve HyS;

+bsy Hy" n®n®nV.Hpqi + bes nn® V¢V, Kp°

+b36 nn"n Ve Ry pa + oo nn"n V¢V Ve

+be7 n%nPnV,pV, Vi

+bgo nnPVy Kqe Ve + brg nén’nn?VyV K ap

+b73 Kbpn@ViK,!

+b74 %PV, Vi Ky + big Vi VK9,

+b7s ViViK' + bys K'YV Vi

+b77 ViVIK' i 4 by H*nVi Hyij + bra K'i K j K7*
(54)

where b1, ..., b7g are 78 arbitrary p-independent coeffi-
cients that may be fixed by the duality constraints.

3.2 T-duality constraint in the boundary

In this subsection we are going to impose the T-duality
constraint (3) on the gauge invariant couplings (54) to fix
their parameters. To find 9 Segr () we need to dimensionally
reduce O(,—1)-plane boundary action along the circle orthog-
onal to the O-plane (transverse reduction), i.e., M 10 —
AMP) x MA0=P) and p10=P) = 5 % prO=P) and to find
0 Setr (') we need to dimensionally reduce O p-Plane bound-
ary action along the circle tangent to the O-plane (world-
volume reduction), i.e., aM10 — gar(p+D 5 prO=p) and
oM@+ — g() » gy,

To find the T-duality of the pull-back metric (45) in the
boundary, we assume the killing direction in the bound-
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ary space to be y. It is implicitly assumed in the T-duality
prescription that everything should be independent of the
killing coordinate y, hence, the boundary should be spec-
ified as a“(ra) = (y, a&(rﬁ)). Then one can show that
when O),-plane is along the y-direction the reduction of
e8] = e ¢t9/2/]g] where g is determinant of the
induced metric (35), and when O(,_1)-plane is orthogonal
to the y-direction the reduction of e=?./|g| = e~?/]g]. The
former transforms under the T-duality transformation (28)
to the latter. Hence, to find the T-duality constraints on the
boundary action (44), one should consider only the T-duality
constraint on ., in (54).

The reductions of projection tensors G, L and the space-
time tensors V¢, H, R and their covariant derivative are
exactly as we have found in the Sect. 2.2, so we need to
find reduction of the boundary tensor K, and its covariant
derivatives, and the reduction of the unite vector n* which
appear in (54). Using the fact that everything should be inde-
pendent of the killing coordinate y, one finds n¥ ~ 3Y f =0
and n** when u is not the y-index, is the unite vector orthog-
onal to the boundary in the base space. The reduction of
the extrinsic curvature and its derivatives again have both
U(1) x U(1) gauge invariant part and non-gauge invariant
part. The non-gauge invariant part will be cancelled in any
covariant couplings. Hence, we need to keep only the gauge
invariant part of the reduction of the extrinsic curvature and
its covariant derivatives. Writing each tensor in terms of met-
ric and n**, and using the reductions (15) and (16), one finds
the gauge invariant part of the reductions when the base space
is flat, are

K = Ko

1
—eV,

1
Ky = Ee%“vw 5

1 1
Kyy = Ee“’n”‘&,ﬂp = Ee"’(**)
o 1 1 o o
VK = ¢ (— VoV = VoV te apK,w)
. ol 1 s 1 1 1
VpKyy = e (— SVoaR = Vi@ + S0V + Zvuapqa)

T T 1
VK = ew( = 5 VeaK® = S Vua Ry = 2 Viiug

2 2
[
7Zvﬂav<p)
YA D 1
V,Kuy = 3¢ (- 5 Via V" + R “up - E@B#(p)
1
VoKyy = 3¢ (= VsV +,0)
1
VyKyy = 3¢ (e9VP3p0)

o] 1 Y

Vo VK = e (ZVWVWK vt 7 ViaVor K
1 L, 1 .
2 Voo Voa R + 2 ViaVpo Ko

1 1 1
+§ V/},a Vv/)® + g‘//l,p Vva® + gvpnvuau(p
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1 1
+§ pgvuauq)—z WB,,VM

1 1 1
_Zvlurapvv - g vavuap(p - gvlurvvap(p

1 1. .
=3 Voilo Viup = 3 Vi Vop

1 1
_7V\J/)a(7vu. - Z‘//Lpadvv -

1
1 Z Vi V/L 2%

1 _ .
_Z V/}.pvuaow +e waaapK/w)
1 1 1 N
VyVy Ky = eﬂ”(gew Vi Vo Vi 5 Vi Vip Vi = 5V, 8K
1 N
+Z VpaKa\Ja/J,(ﬂ

1 1., 1 1o
+§ vpe)au.(/)“l‘z potKu. 3v(ﬂ+§Vup@av<P—5Vu apKutv

I o o. 5 1 1 1 S
_EVV apkua - Zav(ﬂapvﬂ - Zalt(ﬂapv\) + ZV/wtK vap(p

1 2]
+7 VoK apq;)
| 1
VoVyKpy = e‘”<§e¢’ Via Vi Va + £V Vao Ve

1 1
+§e“’ Vv Voo Vi + ge“’ Vi® Voa Vy

| N 1 5w 1 N o 1
_EVH 0u Ky — Z o Kav 0“9 — ZVurrK//.ota Y+ gVua(’*)au.(/)

1 1., 1, | A
+3 ;m®8u¢—§K v(%v;wz_il(/t aavva_EV/L 05 Koy

8
I 0. s 1 1 1 -
_EVV aaK/wt - Zavwaavu - Zauwaavu - ZV;LaK 0o @
1 ~ 1 1 1
*ZVUaKp.aaaW - gvv3u<ﬂ3o§0 - gVuavfﬂf)a(P - ZV\)aaau(p
1
_Zvuaaaﬂa)
1 1
VoV Ky = e“’(ze“’ Vi Vo Ve + ¢ Vi Voo Ve
1
+§e‘” Vi Vo Ve

1 0w 1 5w 1 | A
—ge V, VMVM—Z o K d §0+§Vp093u¢_5 " 0o K o

1 1 1
2 Via 90 + 5000 Vi = 309 Vun
1, 1 .
—5 K00 Vou = 5V, 00 Ko
1 1 Lo, 1
= Viuo® + 205006V = 3 Voa Ry 000 = S Viph0og
1 1 1
400 Viddow + G Voo +  Vaio o)
1 s 1 .
VuVyKyy = e‘/’(zewv,tﬁ Via R 4+ 26 ViaVip R
1 1
—Ze‘/’ Vi Va © + Ze("V,wVaaaga
1 o8 1 oy B 1 Py @
—Ee % aMVvﬂ — Ee ‘/\) B;LVﬁ — Ee V\; Vaaﬂ(ﬂ
1
_Eew Vuﬂavyﬂ
L ya iy
=3¢V Vil + 50@@)
1 s .
VVyKyy = e‘p(ze"’Vng Via R = 26 Vap VP R

1
+5¢ Vi Via®

1 1
+7¢ Vi Vad®p — e V,.PagV,
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1 1 X
—Zewvﬁauvvﬂ + 5000, Ko
1 1 1,
—Zewvl,f’auvﬂ = 2V Valup + S K g
1 1 1
g€V Vg = 19,0000 - Z@ava#(p)
1 N 1 N
YV, Ky = ev’(ze‘/’vﬂﬂ ViaR* = 2 e Vap Vi R
1
+§€quvVozaa(ﬂ
1 oy B o K Loy 8
—Ze Vi aﬂv,+§a @, Kye — Ze ViP 0, Vg
1,
*ZKuaaa(Pau‘/’

1 1
1009 + ge)aﬂwauga)

1
+Ze"’ Vi Vadvp —
1 N 1 .
VyVy Ky = e‘/’(ie“’Vw Vip R — 2 VgV PR,
1 .
=" Vap VPR,
P S (PO
+EdocK/wa ¢+ Ze Vo Ve 0pp — ZKava ©iup
1 1
+Ze‘ﬂVM°‘VO,BV<p 4[(#0,8 ©de + 4()dﬂ(pdv<p)
1 1 N
ViuVyKyy = ezw<§ewvaﬁ‘//tavﬂ - ZVltﬁKaﬂau‘/’
1 S 1
— 7 Vus KP, 0% + 7 Ve ®3%0
(I 1y 1. 1. .
— Vil 050 + S0P 00, Vs + L Vud piup + SV 6,“30((0)
1 1 A
YV, Ky = eZW(Zeq’vaﬁvﬂ“vﬂ — 3 VusRal iy
1 A 1
-7 pKP g + 7 Vi ®0%9
Lyp Las
—3 VP90 + 30 91,Vp)
1 1 .
VyVy Ky = 62W<§e‘p Vap Vi VP = SVip R 3%
1 A 1
-5 Vs KP 0% + Zaﬂvﬂa%
3
7§Vaaawau(p)
1 1
VyVyKyy = ezw( = 3 VapVP iy — L Oy
1, 1
+5 Kap 900 + Zaﬁ(aaﬂ(p) (55)
where K wo = duhy —nyn®dgny, is the 9-dimensional extrin-
sic curvature of the boundary in the base space. The indices
on the right-hand side are contracted with base space metric
g% . Using the above gauge invariant parts of the reductions
and reductions (22), (24), (25), one can calculate reduction
of various terms in (54) along or orthogonal to the circle. For

example, the reduction of K¢, and K’; when O-plane is
along the circle are

~ n 1 ~
G Ky = K% + 50 Vagp: LKy = K. (56)

The reduction of these terms when O(,_1)-plane is orthogo-
nal to the circle are

~ - . 1
G" Ky =K% L1"Ku = K'i+-n"

71 Vag- (57)

Similarly one can calculate reduction of all 10-dimensional
covariant terms in (54). It is important to note that if one
keeps all gauge invariant and non-gauge invariant terms in
the reduction of tensors (55), one would find the same result
for the reduction of 10-dimension covariant couplings.

Using the above reductions, then one can calculate
0Sefr (1) which represents the reduction of the O, 1)-plane
boundary action along the circle transverse to the O-plane,
and 9 Sefr (1) which represents the T-duality transformation
of the reduction of the O,-plane boundary action along the
circle tangent to the O-plane. The boundary term dTD in (3)
is also given in (36).

We are free to add to the right-hand side of the constraint
(3) the following total derivative terms in the boundary in the
base space which are zero according to the Stokes’s theorem
(see Appendix):

/ A7Vt \/13lnadz e ? F) = 0 (58)
aM(P)

where F@ is an arbitrary antisymmetric tensor constructed
from the base space fields n, on, ddn, w2, V2, R, d¢, 00¢
and H? at two-derivative order,” i.e.,

fjg =)s (e(pVai Vginéng —e?V;; Vjindné>
e (ef(p”&”éWa;;WczE f“’”&’ltzWa;;Wél;>

+y1s (”énéﬁabiﬁgbi —nnzH;, I-_Ig’;’)

+3 (néaéa&nd” - i’l‘jaaaang)

+2 (”éada‘;n& - ndaaaén‘i)

+)1 (n‘38&8~ng —n agagnj)

+yas (185097 ng— nd8a<p8 ng )

+yaa (1050015 — n30;¢9n )

a b a, o o b
+y14 (nnzdzn505n" — nn;0;nz0;n )

(

(ne

(

+)13 (n n nga n;oze — n&ngnga,;ngagqn)
+y12 (n“nbnea nzopp — n&n};ndaangagqb)
+y11 (n“nbnea dang — n‘ingnjfil;aglng)
+vy10 (n n’ngd;ding — nanl;n&al;agna)
+¥9 (n“ngaanl;a ng— néngaangagng)
+ya (8‘7n5807ngl — aﬁnjagnd)

2 Note that the antisymmetric tensor Fj; should be constructed from

the base space fields n, V, 9V, ®, 00, I€, 81%, ....However, since 0V
and 0@ include dn, one can consider only n, dn, ddn, . ...
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ndad(pagn&)

+y40 (”53&(158[2”& - ngaaqﬁaén&)

+y41 (néaafﬂag”& -

+ys (n&ngaén};agng — nandé)angagn};)
+¥39 an dgng — 9;n? Bnd>

+y3g (n“ 059 n; —n 49:00; nd)
+y37 (n“0a¢pd5n; — naaa(]ﬁagna;
+y36 \nedan ad(p
+y35 (n0anz030 — ndan j0:¢
n®nzdapdzp —

nnzd; 2350 —

+y34

+y33 nn 303 dep

(

(v

(v

(net

(o

( nﬁnga&gaaéw)

( )

31 (n 0an 93¢ — njaanﬁa,ap)

+y30 (1" danad e — nﬁaéngaécz;)
(n"netawiz — n"ngiapies)
(nnetagze — nn 0ad0:0)

+y32 (8d¢840 9,90 ¢)
(
(o
(
(v

n8 nd88n>

+y29

+y28

+¥26
+y25 (n —n%9;9; nd)

+y24 (n®nzd 30z — néngaéaw)
23 (nPnz0;0:60 — ndn(zagaaqﬁ)

+v6 (n“n nzd;0;nG — néngnjagal;nd)
+yn (\n 8 Wyng — néaga(;n&>

+y27 (5939 n‘]agaj}’lj)

+y19 (950590 3gng8ini)
+y18 (nzd500n" I’ljag(paini)
+y7 (néagfﬁam‘ - ngagqﬁaini)
+y21 <néai8inj — n[;aia"né>

Fy20 (néa,-agnl’ _ njajagnf) (59)

+Y43 (na 505 nda n' n&njaangaini)

where yi, y2, ... are arbitrary parameters. After imposing
the orientifold projection on (58), we add it to the right-
hand side of (3). Finally, one should write the couplings in
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the form of independent structures by imposing the Bianchi
identities (23) in the base space. Here again we write the
field strengths H , V, W in terms of potentials I;W, 8u-by to
satisfy the Bianchi identities automatically. Using the relation
(46), we also write the base space unit vector n** in terms of
function f to impose its corresponding identities.

Writing all terms in the T-duality constraint (3) in terms
of independent and non-gauge invariant structures, then one
makes the coefficients of the independent structures which
include the parameters of the gauge invariant Lagrangian
(54), arg and the arbitrary parameters in total derivative terms
(58), to be zero. Unlike the bulk case, not all parameters are
fixed in terms of an overall factor. The linear equations in
this case produce the following boundary Lagrangian which
has apg and 17 other parameters:

acp=bw{mﬂ%%ﬁﬁVJ@w—2K;K”Km—2KﬁKﬁKﬂ
~2K 00" Racpa — 2K'Inn® Rain |
b K9uK K e = 3K 0K K"y + 3K oK' K
—Ki,»Kij"k]
1| - gKa"K“”Kbc + gKikKij Kt
— Ha Hpai Knn + H,S Hyey K'Inn” |
+b39[ — K9 K"K + 2K K KT — K' KT KX,
+K KV — 2K K in Vo + K' iK1 Vg
tbys [K“GK;,CK”C + K nnbRap — K'innb Ry
+Kiin“VbKab]
s [PV VK = n VK]
s = VaVK's = VuK V) + VoK' V99 + U,V K,
+b52[1<“a1(f,~1(1'j - %KiinjK"k — 2K K 0V
+K' KT in"Vp + KEenn®V, Vi
f%nanbncvaq)v,,(pch)]
+b53[3K K K5 — KT KT im0V + K inn? V¢V
Lo e
—3nn’n va¢vb¢vc.¢]
+b34[ — K*KUK i — K nn® Ryip; + K nV,Ki;
VYK, — n“nbeKacVC¢]
+b32[ — KPRy + K'innPRap
+K'in"Vo Kl + KPpnV, K’ — K in"V, K/
—%n“VaRbb + %n“VaVthqb — K'inVyK,b

+VpV K + nnbv, v, K",
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+KPVVp — KEen®n®Vy Vo
—VpVP K, — n®nPVy V. K,C
1P nV, Ry — nnbnc V.V, Veh — n”nbeKacV"(i)]
+b79 [n”nbncndvdvcl(ab]
+bis[2K Ko K = 2KT K kK" + Hy Hygi K< cnn”
—H,% Hyej K inn? + 2K 09V, K" — 2Kb,n; Kai]
y 1 .
+be, [ZK“”Rab + 2K Ry + 3 H 'V Hyei
+1v VK — lV,,V”K“
2 a 1 2 a
+Ha0iHbci”avb¢ + HbCi”aVcHabi + H bi av Hb ;
1_ . 1 o
+EV[VIKaa — EV_,‘V]KI,'
_ ci _yrab 1 Uk a
Ha HbC,K 2H VkHalj
+b64[ - 2K,‘kKij Kjk — 2Kijnaana,'bj + Kinij
1, 1
+1H””n“VaHbc,- - En“vaR”b
1 a i 1 a b 1 b pa
+-V, VKl — —nV,V, VP — —V, VP K9,
4 2 4
+n4VyV,pVP — KPpnt Vi K,
| . 1 o
+nnV, ¢ ViK' + ZV,-V' K% — Zvjvf Ki;
ljk aVkHaz]:I
+b65[K“aKch”” — 2K, KKy — 2KKKT K
—2K“n’ Rycpa — 2KijnanhRaib_,~
. 1 .
+KabRab + KURij + ZHbClnaVaHbci
1 . .
+Zvav“(1<',» — kb)) + nnPV,V.K)°
—KbbnaViKai + nanbva¢viKbi
+1V'ViKa _ lV‘V-iKi‘ _
4 i a 4 J i
_ ¢ prab _ kpij e cd a, b
+bg7 2K, K’ Kpe —2K;"KY K ji. — 2K“n“n” Rycpa

1
ZH’-’kn“thla,-,-]

—2Kijnaana,‘bj + Kinij
[ 1 1 .
+1Hb”n”VaH;m- - En“VaRb,, + ZvaV“K’,-
1
+En“VaVbe¢ + KbV, v,
c a, b 1 b pra a b
—Kn“n"VpV,¢p — vav K% +n"Rup Voo

—nV VeVl h + nn’n V. Rap
+nnPnV,pV.Vyp — nnn V.V, Vo
—KpnViK, + nnbV,9V K,!

1 : 1 o
+ZviVlKaa — ZVJ‘VJKI,‘ —

1 ..
*Huknakaaij]

4

tans [9Habj H, K — 6H, Hy. K

—3HMHj K + 48K KV K ji + 48K " nn® Ryip;
+12KRyp, — 36K R;; — 3H 0V, Hpe;

-3V, VK +3V,V K4,
+24KPnViK,' — 24n*nbV,9V; K,
—3ViVIK 4+ 3V, VK + 3H TV H | (60)

where Ry = G Rpuov + V, Vy. The above boundary
Lagrangian is invariant under the T-duality for the above 18
parameters, i.e., it satisfies the T-duality constraint (3) for the
following base space boundary total derivative terms:

1 o o
Fi; = bes <§e‘pV,;,- Ve'nng — ~e¥Vz Vi'n“ng

2
1 - ~
+§ef‘pn”ngWa,;W3b — “n ndW~ W; )
+asg ( — 12e%V3; Vg"n‘}n[j + 12e*V;; Vjin&ng
+6n’3n58&(pag<p — 6n‘7n38d<p85¢)

1 - 1 o
+bey (ng VaiVi'nng — Ee“’ VaiVi'n“ng

1 a 1 a
—Zn ngadgoag(p—i- Zn ngaﬁ(paggo)

+be7 (l

Ze(pV&i Vglnanﬁz —

1 -
—e‘/’V;l,-Vg’n“ng
2

1 a

En ngagagl(p

1 -

En“ngaga,w). 61)

1 a
——nnz0;0050 +
1 a
+-n nj,a,;(pag(p

The other multiplets in (60) are invariant under the T-duality
without the total derivative terms in the boundary of base
space.

The Lagrangian (60) is not consistent with the S-duality
for all 18 parameters. To have boundary couplings that their
combinations with the bulk couplings (31) satisfy both the
T-duality constraint (4) and the S-duality constraint (5), one
has to consider a particular relations for the parameters. In
the next subsection we are going to find these relations.

3.3 S-duality constraint in the boundary

As we mentioned before, the S-duality has a non-trivial con-
straint on the NS—NS couplings. In the Einstein frame, apart
from the overall dilaton factor, there must be only even num-
ber of dilaton when B-field is zero. This constraint reduces
the number of parameters in the T-duality invariant boundary
Lagrangian (60).

The overall factor e~?,/|g| in the string frame action
(44) transforms to the following factor in the Einstein frame
Gu=e /2G5U for the Oz-plane:

) (62)

On the other hand, transformation of the string frame
Lagrangian £, to the Einstein frame Lagrangian has an over-

all dilaton factor e~ 3¢ for the gravity and dilaton couplings,
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ie, L,(G,¢) = e_%‘i’ﬁg (GE, ¢). The couplings involving
B-field, however, has another dilaton factor which is needed
for making them to be invariant under the S-duality. Hence,
the string frame boundary action (44) transforms to the fol-
lowing Einstein frame Lagrangian for O3-plane:

T3712a

2
—/ d*te?\[18E19LE. (63)
M@

383 = —
83 48

To make the overall dilaton factor e~ to be invariant under
the S-duality, one should include loop and non-perturbative
effects [28]. It is straightforward to find the Lagrangian /jéE
in the Einstein frame. One write each string frame term in
(60) in terms of metric and its derivatives, and then replaces
Gy = e‘f’/zGﬁv. We then add to (63) the residual boundary
terms in the bulk action, i.e., the couplings (43). We are also
free to add the following total derivative terms in the Einstein
frame (see Appendix):

d*t\/18F |k dple = (FF)*1 =0 64
[ didEntate (64

where F¢” is an arbitrary antisymmetric tensor constructed
from the boundary fieldsn®, Vnf, VVnf R, VR, V¢, VV¢
at two-derivative order, i.e.,

E b b
Fi, = X2 (naneRd ab —nngR, ab)

+x3 (n.V,Ving — ndVaV“ne)

+
g

neVa®Vna = naVadVin, )

+
&

nneVangVpn? — n“ndVaneVbnb>

nnneVang Vg — n“nbndVaneVb¢>
a, b a, b

n“n"n.VyVeng — n“n"nygVyVyn,

nn,VynpVbn, — nandvanbvbne)

_l’_
=
[o)}
o o aun o o aun W

+
&

nn,VpngVong — n“ndVbnaVbne)

a, b c

+x10 (%11 N.VangVeny —nanbncndvanevcnb)

+x11 ( Vn,Vgn, — V“ndvena>

+x12 (n%neVpn? Vin, — n”ndVbnbVena>

+x13 (19N Vi Vang — n“nbndvb¢vena)

a b c

+x14 (n*n°nn,V.npVyn, — n”nbncndvcnbvena>

315 (1eVadVan® = naVagpVen®)
+x16 (n*n°Vyn,Vynp — n“nbVandVenb)

+x17 (11, Vyn, Vyn? — n“ndVanngnb)

NN TN TN TN TN TN N N

+x18 (1N VipnaVan® — nandVbnaVenb)
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+x19 (Vn*Vyn, — Van“Vend>

120 (1 VagVane = n*VagVena)
+x21 (7N’ Vo, Vyn, — n”nbenaVend)
322 (neVan“Vag = naVon"Veo)
323 (n“VaneVag = 1 Vana Vo)
24 (11 VadVad — nnaVadVed)
+x25 (191, Vpn,Vagp — n“nbndvbnaveqb)
+x26 (n“VapVeng, —n“Vang Ve¢)
327 (1eVaVan® = naVeVan®)
n*VyVn, — n“VeVand>
320 (n“nVaVad = n'naVeVad)
+x30 (nnPn. YV Vpng — n“nbndVeVbna>
+x31 nngVl-ni — ndVeV,-n’)
+x32 neVdV,'ni — ndVeVini>
+x33 (n%NeVangVin' —nandVaneVini)
+x34 (n%n,VangVin' — n”ndVenaVini)
+x35 VdneVini — VendVini>

+Xx36

=
[ )
oo
N TN N N N TN TN TN TN TN TN TN TN TN TN TN TN N

neVagVin' = naVepVin' ) (65)

where x», x2, ... are arbitrary parameters. In the above rela-
tions n** is the Einstein frame unite vector. After using the
Einstein frame equations of motion (40), imposing orien-
tifold projection, various Bianchi identities, and identities
corresponding to the unit vector n**, we impose the condi-
tion that there must no odd number of dilation when B-field
is zero. This fixes the parameter in the bulk total derivative
(43) to be

o =—4. (66)
The S-duality constraint also produces the following 4 mul-
tiplets in the string frame which are T-dual and S-dual invari-
ant:
0L, = axs| — 6H," Hpei K™ — 32K, K K
40 . 136
+?Kade(‘KbL _ ?KuaKbbKC(:
52 . . .
+3K“a1(b,,1<’,~ +9Hp H K"V — 3HM H g K'Y

y 32 L
—16K KV K ji + ?K“(,Kl,-Kfj
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1 1 .
+§nanthKMVC¢> - gKb;,n“Vi K,
1 a,b Kl l ci . pab
+4n n"Va¢ViKp' + 8Ha Hpei K
1 )
—En“nbeVaK’,-]. 67)

The form of the couplings are not unique. If one chooses
another scheme for the independent couplings in (54), then
the form of the above four multiplets would be changed. In
other words, by using the total derivative terms and vari-
ous Bianchi identities and the identities corresponding to the
unite vector n**, one can rewrite the above couplings in var-
ious other forms. However, there is always four multiplets.

4 Discussion

In this paper we have shown that imposing the gauge sym-
metry on the world-volume couplings of O ,-plane in type II
superstring theories, one finds at least 48 independent NS—
NS couplings with arbitrary coefficients. We then reduce the
theory on a circle to impose the T-duality on these couplings.
We find that the T-duality constraint fixes all 48 parameters
in terms of one overall factor. The T-duality, however, is not
fully satisfied because one finds some total derivative terms
in the base space if the O ,-plane is extended to the boundary.
We have also shown that the bulk couplings that the gauge
symmetry and the T-duality fix are consistent with the S-
duality, again, up to some total derivative terms. Using the
Stokes’s theorem, one realizes that the presence of the resid-
ual total derivative terms dictates that there must be some
couplings on the boundary of O,-plane as well.

We have shown that imposing the gauge symmetry on the
couplings in the boundary of O ,-plane, one finds at least 78
independent NS—-NS couplings with arbitrary coefficients.
We then impose the T-duality on these couplings and add the
residual total derivative terms from the T-duality of bulk cou-
plings. The T-duality then fixes the 78 parameters in terms of
the overall factor of the bulk couplings and 17 other parame-
ters. We then impose the S-duality constraint on the remain-
ing couplings and add the residual total derivative terms from
the S-duality of the bulk couplings. The S-duality finally fixes
the boundary couplings up to 3 parameters and up to the over-
all factor of the bulk couplings. The final result for the bulk
and boundary couplings in the string frame are

T 2.2
S, +0S, = _pre |:/ APy o¢ /=5L,
48 M(p+D
+/ dpre¢\/|§|8£pi| (68)
oM (p+D)
where £, is

3
Ly, = a2g[ — ZHaC]HubledeCdi
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3 . . ) .
5 Han! H*" Heaj H*; + Hy H*"" Hy" Hij
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+6H H; Rypea
—6H, Hpei R + 12R 0y R + 9 Hpj H® RV
—3Hilejk1Rij — 12Rinij
+Vu Hijx VHI* — 3V, Hyp VEH
2V, Hyp, V! H”b"] . (69)

The boundary Lagrangian 9L, is given in (67). The bulk
Lagrangian £, is consistent with linear T-duality with-
out using total derivative terms, however, the boundary
Lagrangian is not. Since one is free to add total derivative
terms to the boundary, one can write (67) in other forms as
well. The form of the boundary Lagrangian which is consis-
tent with the linear T-duality is

9L, = ax[ 16D, V'K %1&3 - 23—812%
—6H,“ Hyi K% + 8K Ko, K + 12K K 1p K
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1 , 1 .
—i—ZHubln“DchC,- + EHad’n“nanVCHbd,']
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b [——K3—— 2K — ~KKap K
+067 52 36 ) ab
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—Z]CKabKab + EKKUKU + ZICKUK”
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where D, = V, — V,® is dilaton-derivative and R, =
Gro Ropov + V, V,¢ is dilaton-Riemann which are con-
sistent with the linear T-duality [27]. We have also defined
K = K% — K'; and K = K'; — n?V,¢ which are also
invariant under the linear T-duality. Note that while there is
derivative of Riemann curvature in (67), this term has been
cancelled in the above form of the boundary couplings by
using the boundary total derivative terms. The gauge invari-
ant action (68) is fully invariant under T-duality and is con-
sistent with S-duality up to some terms in the boundary of
boundary which are zero. There are four parameters in the
above action, i.e., a»g, bsp, bs3, bg7. For ayg = —%, the bulk
couplings are consistent with the P R»-level or disk-level S-
matrix element of two NS—-NS vertex operator [28,37].

At the leading order of o/, the bulk action is given by the
DBI action and there is no boundary couplings. However, the
action (68) indicates that at order o2, there are more cou-
plings in the boundary than in the bulk. One may expect that
this is a general feature of boundary couplings at the higher
orders of derivative. Moreover, a general feature of higher
derivative couplings is that they are depend on the scheme
[38]. The metric couplings in the bosonic string theory in a
particular scheme at order o’ is given by the Gauss-Bonnet
couplings. The corresponding boundary couplings have been
found in [39]. It is known how to include the B-field and dila-
ton to the bulk couplings [21,38], however, it is not known
how to include these fields in the boundary. It would be inter-
esting to use the gauge symmetry and T-duality constraint to
find the boundary action in the bosonic string theory at order
o’ which includes the metric, B-field and dilaton, as in (68).
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Appendix: Stokes’s theorem

In this appendix we use the Stokes’s theorem to find the for-
mulas (34) and (50) that we have used in this paper (see
Appendix E in [40] for more details). For an D-dimensional
spacetime manifold M with boundary d M, the Stokes’s the-
orem is the following:

[ao [ oo o
M M

where @~ is an arbitrary (D — 1)-form. If one chooses
it as @D = xAD where AD is a one-form, and uses
X9, ..., xPlasthe spacetime coordinates, then in terms of

X-components, one has

@py-pp_1 = AVEHI"'MD—IU
(do)pyppy = ViRA €uypp 1o (72)

where €P) is the volume-form of the spacetime manifold
M. On the other hand, since dw®— is an D-form, it can
be written as doP~D = he®) = «h where h is a 0-form.
Using the fact that %% = 1, one finds the function / is h =
%% h = xdwP~D = M rD-1V; A€y ) 1o- Using
the contraction of two volume-forms, one finds 7 = V, A".
Using the fact that the volume-form in terms of x-coordinates
is €®) = \/[G]dPx, one can write the integrand on the left-
hand side of (71) as

doP=V =v,A4"/|G|dPx. (73)

On the right-hand side of (71), one can write P~
in terms of the volume-form of the boundary space, i.e.,
P~ = g¢®P=D = %o Using the fact that %% = 1, one

can write g = &g = %P~ Then using the relation
between x-components of volume-forms €?) and é(P—D,
ie., EMITHD-1 = p, *RD-1 where nM is unite vector

orthogonal to the boundary, one finds the O-form g to be
g =ny A*. On the other hand, using the fact that the bound-
ary volume-form is ¢~V = /Ty[dP~'y where y is deter-
minate of induced metric on the boundary and the boundary
with coordinates yO, el yD “2is specified by the functions
xP* = x"(y), one can write the integrand on the right-hand
side of (71) as
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P~ =n,A"/ly|d"y. (74)

Replacing (73) and (74) in (71), one finds the Stokes’s theo-
rem in terms of x-components is

/VUA”‘/|G|de=/ ny A"/ |yldPy.
M M

This is the formula that we have used in (34).
For the boundary d M, the Stokes’s theorem is the follow-
ing:

/ dQ(D—m:/ Q(D-2)
oM 0M

where Q(P~2) is an arbitrary (D — 2)-form. Since boundary
of boundary is zero, i.e., 90 M = 0, the right-hand side this
time is zero.

If one chooses 2P~2) = xF@® where F@ is a two-form,
then in terms of x-components, one has

(75)

(76)

— poB
Quyppy = F€pyopp_sep

Dy ppr = V[AFaﬂeul“#sz]aﬂ' (77)

Since dQP=2 is an (D — 1)-form, it can be written as
dQP=2 = eP~D = &k where k is a O-form. Using the
fact that *% = 1, one finds the function k is k = %%k =
2dQP=2 = eimp2y, F*Pe, . lap. Then using
the relation between x-components of volume-forms € ?)
and éP—D je., érrtp-1 = p, M mD-1and using the
contraction of two volume-forms, one finds k = ny Vg F’ b
On the other hand, using the relation for the boundary
volume-form éP~D = /[y[dP~'y, one can write the
Stokes’s theorem in the boundary as

/ no Vg F®/|yldP~ly =0
oM

where FP is an arbitrary antisymmetric tensor. This is the
formula that we have used in (50).

(78)
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