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Abstract The least action principle indicates that for the
open spacetime manifolds, there are data on the boundary.
Recently, it has been proposed that the data for the effec-
tive actions at order o’ are the values of the massless fields
and their first derivatives. These data should be respected
by the T-duality transformations at order «’. Moreover, the
T-duality transformations should not change the unit vector
to the boundary which in turns implies that the base space
metric should be also invariant. Assuming such restricted
T-duality transformations, we show that the transformation
of the circular reduction of the parity-odd part of the effec-
tive action of the heterotic string theory at order o’ under
the Buscher rules is cancelled by some total derivative terms
and by some restricted T-duality transformations at order o'.
Using the Stokes’ theorem, we then show that the boundary
terms in the base space corresponding to the total deriva-
tive terms are exactly cancelled by transformation of the
circular reduction of the Gibbons—Hawking boundary term
under the above restricted T-duality transformations. These
calculations confirm the above proposal for the data on the
boundary for the effective actions at order .

1 Introduction

The least action principle indicates that there are data on the
boundary in the string field theory. As it has been argued in
[1], in the string field theory, the data are the values of the
string field on the boundary. The string field has massless
fields and infinite tower of massive fields. When integrating
out the massive fields to produce the effective actions which
involve only the massless fields and their derivatives, the data
on the boundary should be rearranged as the values of the
massless fields and their derivatives. It has been proposed in
[2] that for the effective action at the leading order of ', the
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data are only the values of the massless fields. For the effec-
tive action at order o', the data are the values of the massless
fields and their first derivatives. For the effective action at
order ™, the data are the values of the massless fields and
their derivatives up to order n. It has been shown in [3] that
for the open spacetime manifolds, the higher-derivative field
redefinitions should be restricted to those which respect the
above data on the boundary. We propose that the global sym-
metries of the classical effective actions should also respect
the above data on the boundary.

It is known that the Kaluza—Klein (KK) reduction of the
classical effective actions of the bosonic and the heterotic
string theories on torus 7¢ are invariant under the rigid
O(d, d)-transformations at all orders of ’ [4,5]. It is spec-
ulated in [6] that the effective actions of string theory at the
critical dimension are independent of the spacetime man-
ifolds. Hence, if one uses the particular closed spacetime
manifold which includes the compact sub-manifold 7¢ and
uses the KK reduction, then the non-geometrical subgroup
of the O(d, d)-group may be used to interconnect the coeffi-
cients of the original bulk couplings. This idea has been used
in [7,8] for the circular reduction to find all bulk couplings
of dilaton, B-field and metric at orders >, o’> up to over-
all factors. The background independence also indicates that
the global O (d, d)-symmetry should be the symmetry of the
more general open spacetime manifolds that have boundary.
The non-geometrical subgroup in this case may also connect
the coefficients of the bulk couplings to the coefficients of
the boundary couplings. This idea has been used in [9] for
the circular reduction to reproduce the Gibbons—Hawking
boundary term [10] and used in [2,3] to find the boundary
couplings at orders o’ in the bosonic string theory.

The T-duality transformations in the non-geometrical sub-
group of the O (d, d)-group have «’-expansion in both closed
and open spacetime manifolds. In the open spacetime mani-
folds, we propose that the transformations should not change
the data on the boundary. This has effect on both the data on
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the boundary and on the T-duality transformations. The «’'-
expansion of the T-duality dictates that the data on the bound-
ary should also have an &’-expansion, i.e., the T-duality trans-
formations that have a’-expansion, can not be consistent with
the boundary data in which only the values of the massless
fields are known. The proposal also produces a constraint on
the T-duality transformations. To see this point, we note that
the T-duality transformations at order «’ are applied on the
leading order effective action in which only the values of the
massless fields are known, to produce couplings for the effec-
tive action at order o’ in which, according to [2], the values
of the massless fields and their first derivatives are known.
Hence, the transformations at order &’ should involve only
the massless fields and their first derivatives. The T-duality
transformations at order > are applied on the leading order
effective action to produce couplings for the effective action
at order ’? in which the values of the massless fields and their
first and second derivatives are known. Hence, the transfor-
mations at order «’? should involve only the massless fields
and their first and second derivatives. Similarly for the trans-
formations at the higher orders of «’.

On the other hand, in the presence of boundary, there is a
unit vector orthogonal to the boundary that should be inert
under the T-duality transformations at any order of ’. More-
over, in order that the length of the vector remains fixed,
the metric should also be invariant under the T-duality trans-
formations at any order of «’. Hence, apart from the unit
vector and the metric which are invariant, the restricted non-
geometrical transformations at the leading order of & should
involve only the massless fields, and at order o’ they should
involve only the massless fields and their first derivatives.
Similarly for the higher orders of o’

Using the circular reduction, it has been shown in [9] that
the invariance of the leading order effective action under the
non-geometrical Z,-subgroup of the rigid O(1, 1)-group,
produces the following standard effective action up to the
overall factor:

_LH2>+2/dD—la/@e—2®K:| (1

where « is related to the D-dimensional Newton’s constant
and the last term is the Gibbons—Hawking boundary term
[10]. In this term, g is the determinant of the induced metric.
The Z,-transformations in this case are the Buscher rules
[11] which involve no derivative of the base space fields, i.e.,

/

¢ =—¢, g,=ba b,=ga,
géb = gub ) b/ab = b(lb» ¢/ = ¢’ n; = Ngq (2)
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where the base space fields are defined in the following KK
reduction:

G — (8a+e’8agp €8
T e a ’

5. — (Pab+ 3hagh = 308 ba
e —by, 0 )’

S =¢+¢/4 n*=n"0) 3)

Note that the base space unit vector n¢ and metric g, are
invariant. The data in this case are the values of the massless
field on the boundary.

Using the circular reduction and the cosmological reduc-
tion, it has been shown in [3] that the invariance of the effec-
tive action under the T-duality groups O(1, 1) and O(d, d),
respectively, can produce the following even-parity bulk and
boundary couplings at order o'

48
s — _%/ de«/—Ge_m[RéB
K M

1 1
+—Ha56H“ﬁVHﬁaSHyes—§ s’ H*PY H, ¢ H..

24
—I—Raﬂ Haya Hg,s — TIZRHaﬂVHaﬁy
—%Ha‘k HPY Rg, 5
+ 4RV, OV D — 16R“ﬂVad>VB<D:| )
oSt = —4531 /dD*lo’ gle™>®

4
X |:Q2 + §n2n“nﬂVyVVKaﬁ

1
- gHﬁngﬂyaK“a + Hy"’Hgys K

+n?H,’ HﬁagKVyn“nﬂ
—2n* Hg% H, 5n%nPn? vy, @
+8KP 5V, oV D
—16n*K” yn“nPV, 0V — 16K VI OVF D

32
+ ?nzn“nﬁny V,®V5 DV, @} (5)
where n? = ntn,, RéB is the Gauss-Bonnet gravity cou-
plings and Q> is the Chern-Simons boundary couplings. The
T-duality Z,-transformation in this case are

/

¢ =—p+a'Ap, g, =bs+ o'e?? Ag,,
b; =8+ “/E_WZAba’
g;b = &ab; I:IL;bC = _abc + Ol/AI:Iabc,

¢ =¢+d'Ap, n,=n, (6)
As in the leading order, the base space unit vector n® and
metric g, are invariant. In the above equation, H which is
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defined as Hype = 8[al;;,c| — %g[u Whe) — %b[a Vbey, 1s the tor-
sion in the base space. The deformations in (6) corresponding
to the o’-order actions (4), (5) involve only the massless fields
and their first derivatives which are consistent with the pro-
posed data on the boundary [2] in which the values of the
massless fields and their first derivative are known. They are

[3]
Ap = 3a1Vap VP —3a1e Wy, W

+48a1 V9V
A = 24a1e* V, VP 4+24a1e% Wo WP

+48a1 V0 V¢
Aga = 24a1e*"? Haype VP — 96a1e~ %> W, VP ¢
+24a1e"? Wy, VP
Aby = —24a1e > Hape WP + 96a16#/*V,, VP
+24a1e*/*V,, Vo
AHgpe = —144a181,(Wp? Vaya) + 144a1 84 (Hpea V@)
—3e*/*Viup Age) — 3¢/ Wiap Ab (7)

In the above equation, V,;, is the field strength of the U(1)
gauge field g4, i.e., Vyp = 048p — 0p&a, and W, is the field
strength of the U (1) gauge field b, i.e., Wyp = 0,0y, — Opby.
Note that even though the transformation of the torsion
involves the first and the second derivative terms, however,
the transformation of the base space field by, has only the first
derivative terms. The overall factor for the bosonic string the-
oryisa; = o’ /96 and for the heterotic theory isa; = o’/192.
Using the restricted field redefinitions, it has been shown in
[3] that the bulk action (4) is the same as the Meissner action
[12] and the boundary action (5) is the same as the boundary
action corresponding to the Meissner action that has been
found in [2].

The heterotic theory has another bulk coupling at order
a’ which is odd under the parity. In this paper, by study-
ing the invariance of this term under the global O(1, 1)-
transformations, we are going to confirm the proposal that
the Z,-transformations at order «’ can not include the sec-
ond derivatives of the base space fields. This in turn confirms
that the data on the boundary for the effective action at order
o’ are values of the massless field and their first derivatives.
In the next section we are going to show that the parity odd
term of the heterotic effective action at order «’ is invariant
under the deformed Buscher rules which involve only the first
derivatives of the massless fields. In Sect. 3, we briefly dis-
cuss our results and show that if the non-geometrical trans-
formations include the second derivatives of the massless
fields, then it breaks the data on the boundary and hence the
O (1, 1)-symmetry is broken by the boundary.

2 01, 1)-symmetry of odd-parity coupling at order o’

The heterotic string theory has anomaly which can be can-
celled by assuming the gauge group to be SO (32) and the
B-field to have the non-standard gauge transformations and
local Lorentz-transformations [13]. For zero gauge field that
we consider in this paper, the non-standard local Lorentz-
transformation for the B-field is

B,y — By + ()l/3[MA,'ja)y]ji (8)

where A;/ is the matrix of the Lorentz-transformations and
wmj is spin connection. The invariance under the above
local Lorentz-transformations then requires the B-field field
strength in (1), (4), (5) to be replaced by new field strength
that is invariant under the above transformation, i.e.,

H;wa - H,uvoc + quoc (9)
where the Chern—Simons three-form €2 is
j i, 2 ok i
Qp,ua = W[pui 8\)Cl)ot]j + §w[ui Wyj Walk
a)W-j = 8Mevje”i — Fﬂvpeaje”i (10)

where e, e,/ 1;; = G ... The spin connection with subscript
indices wy e = €y’ eq’ Wy is antisymmetric with respect to
its last two indices. The replacement (9) into (1), produces
no boundary coupling and produces the following bulk term
at order o’:

20/ 1
1 _
s = —K—zdeOX\/Ze 20 <—8H,MQW“) (11)
which is odd under the parity. We are going to study in
details the invariance of the above term under the O(1, 1)-
transformations after using the circular reduction.

The KK reduction of the frame eﬂ" is

i_ Ea; 0
ey = <e‘/’/2ga e‘/’/2> (12)

where é,'é),/ n;7 = &ab- The above reduction is consistent
with the KK reduction of metric in (3). Using this reduction
and the reductions in (3), one finds the circular reduction of
the action (11) has three and four flux terms. They are!

20/

-1
a1 _ 9 ~ =2¢ by, d
Sy = Pl /d xy/—ge |:—24e‘pVaCV“ V4 Wea

1 1 d - e-
_}_&e(p Vab Vab Vcd ch . 6 Vab cha)caea)dbe

1 - 2 _
_ﬂetp Hege yab Vcdé)eab + §Hadf@abc@dbe@fce

1 - 1 -
+Ee(0 Hhcd Vabva VCd _ 6 adeé)abcvea)dbc

1 We have used the package “xAct” [14] for performing the calculations

in this paper.
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1 - 1 . _ 1 -
+ﬂe‘/’Hbcha”vch“w + Ev’“ Wo @gpc V¢ —Ee*(ﬂHmw“hvdw] (15)
1 1
+ 7 VWV Vi — E W&, V. which is not invariant under the local Lorentz-transformation
1 1 and is non zero. However, the integrand might be cancelled
T Wb"V"(pVC Vb — T velw,cv, Vi by some total derivative terms or might be cancelled by some

1 o - .
+Ev“b WN 1 @eap + Ee“’Hbcd yabyd va‘}

13)

where «’ is related to the 9-dimensional Newton’s constant
and wqpe 15 the base space spin connection. Note that the
above reduction is covariant in the base space and is invari-
ant under the U(1) x U(1) gauge transformations. How-
ever, as its original action (11) which is not invariant under
the local Lorentz-transformations, the above action is not
invariant under the base space local Lorentz-transformations
either. Using the fundamental requirement that the frame
e, is covariantly constant, ie., V,e,' = 0, one may
rewrite the above expression in terms of the flat space fluxes
Hv;,;, cb;]v,;, Vlv]f, lejf, Vz¢ and their flat derivatives, e.g.,

1

VaVie = &' @y e (D;Vig + @3 Vg + 05" Vi) (14)

where the flat derivative is D; = e“:9,,. In either flat space or
curved space fluxes, the reduction (13) involves only three
and four fluxes. We continue our calculations in this paper

with the curved space tensors.
The transformation of (13) under the Buscher rules (2)
becomes

5D = s _ 507

22 [ o = | 1 o cvaby, d
= _[(7 d’x —ge ﬁe Va \%4 V}; ch
1
+Z8e¢ Vi Vet vedy,,

1 1
—55¢" VW, W Weg — 5" VAW Weq WO
1 d- -
+ E Vab Wdeacewbde
1 1 _
_ E Vah cha)me&)dbe _ ﬂeq: Hc‘devab VCdCDeah

1 . .
+ﬂe—“)H5d€ wawedge

1 - . 1 _
+Eewacd Vabva VLd - 667(/) Hpca Wabva WCd

1 _
+ ﬂe(p Hpca Vab VCd Va(p

1 - . 1 -
+ﬁe*“’Hbcd W.bwedviy 4+ EVabW‘d Dbea Ve

1 _
+ ) vbe Wadwdbcva(p

1 1

—EW“bzi)a”dVbVCd - EWb‘V“(pVCVab
1, 1

—Evb‘«v“wcwab - EV“bWaCVCVb(p

1 1 -
—gv“”@a“i Vi Whe + Ee‘thcd yabydy,c
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terms at order ' that are produced by the transformation of
the circular reduction of the leading order bulk action (1)
under appropriate deformations of the Buscher rules at order
a’. Since the leading order action (1) is invariant under the
local Lorentz-transformations, the deformed Buscher rules
and the total derivative terms should include terms that are
not invariant under the local Lorentz-transformations, i.e.,
they should include, among other fields, the spin connection
Wabpe-

The circular reduction of the leading order bulk action (1)
is

2 T
SO == | dxy/—ge™ |:R — ViV,
K

1 1 _
-3 oV — Z(e¢v2 +e W2
— _ _ 1 - _

+4V,¢pVip +2V,pV 9 — ﬁHathabC:| (16)
which is invariant under the base space local Lorentz-
transformations. The transformation of this action under the

deformed Buscher rules (6) produces the following terms at
order o’

2 /
A0y = -2 /dgx

_ 1 _ _ _
= =2
o —ge ¢[—4<§R+2ac¢af¢

1 1, 1
—— 0030 — —H? — —¢*V?
gX¥T Ty 8¢

1 1 _ i
—geﬂ" w2+ Evcvcgo — BC¢BC¢> A

1
+Z<e¢’ v2_ e—¢W2)A<p

1 1
+§e*9"/zab<pw"bAgG - Ee‘ppab(pV”bAba

1 - _
_gHabCAHubc

1 _
+§(8a<p +40,9)V*(Ap) — V.V (Ap)
—2(3a9 — 43,0)V*(AP)
+e P W VP (AgY) + e‘/’/zVabe(Ab“)]

(I7)

Since the background has boundary, one has to keep track of
the total derivative terms. Hence, unlike in [16], we do not
use the integration by part to write the above transformations
as the equations of motion multiplied by the deformations.
The transformation (15) is odd-parity, hence, the deforma-
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tions A¢_>, A@, Ab, must include odd number of H, W and
the deformations Ag,, A Hupe must include even number of
H, W. They have different parity with respect to the defor-
mations (7).

The base space torsion H satisfies the following Bianchi
identity [15]:

- 3
8[aI_Ibcd] = _EV[achd] (18)

This causes that the correction AH,p to be related to the
corrections Ag,, Ab, through the following relation:

A[:]abc = Nubc - 3e_('a/zvv[aszbc] - 3e(ﬂ/2 V[abAgc] (19)

where I:Iabc isa U(1) x U(1) gauge invariant closed 3-form
at order o’ which is even under the parity. We find that there
is no even-parity 3-form at order o’ that are constructed from
the base space fields, i.e., ﬁabc =0.

Since the deformed Buscher rules must satisfy the Z,-
algebra, the deformations at order o’ must satisfy the follow-
ing relations [16]:

Ap — A@lp— g vowwsy =0
A¢ + A¢|¢—>—¢,V—>W,W—>V =0
Ab + Ag|(pﬁ7(p,VﬁW,W%V =0 (20)

One finds there is no odd-parity deformation A¢ at order o’
that satisfies the second relation above. Hence, A¢ = 0. The
assumption that the transformations at order &’ should not
include the second derivative terms, one finds the following
terms for the deformations Ag, Ag:

Ap = e1 VP Wap + e2 Hypea™

Ag, = ble_W/zf:Iahc Wbc + bze(p/za)abc Vbc
53672 VP + bae?’?0 e V"
+b5¢"2 Vo VP + bse?* Vo, VOB 21

where ey, e, by, - - - bg are some constants. The deformation
Abisrelated to Ag by using the lastrelation in (20). Note that
one may include the term e¥/2V,V,? to the second deforma-
tion above which is at order ’ and is also even-parity. How-
ever, this term changes the data on the boundary at order o’.
Hence, this term breaks the O (1, 1) symmetry at the bound-
ary. We will comment on this point in the Sect. 3.

We include all possible total covariant derivative terms
into our calculations. The most general total derivative terms
are the following:

2a’ _ Py
j(l) = —ﬁ/dgx\/ —8 Va [e 2(]51(1)&} (22)

where the vector /(D? is all contractions of the fluxes
o, H, V. W, Vq_ﬁ, V¢ and their covariant derivatives at three-
derivative order which are odd-parity.

If the action (15) is going to be invariant under the
deformed Buscher rules, then the following relation must

be satisfied:
885 + o' ASD) + 7 =0 (23)

To check this relation explicitly, one must include in it all the
Bianchi identities. To impose them, we write the curvatures,
the spin connection and the covariant derivatives in (23) in
terms of partial derivatives and frame e,', and write the field
strengths H, V, W in terms of potentials by, by, g4 In this
way all the Bianchi identities satisfy automatically. Then the
Eq. (23) can be written in terms of non-covariant independent
terms. If the above relation is correct, then the coefficients
of the independent terms should be zero, i.e., there should
be total derivative terms and appropriate corrections for the
Buscher rules that make the above relation to be satisfied.

We have found that using the following current in the total
derivative terms:

1 1
I(l)(l — ngcchab + g‘/bCchvab (24)

and using the following deformations:
1 ab
Agp = 5 V& Wap
1 - .
Agq = — ﬁeiw/z Hape WbL
1 _ 1
5 € Pape VI + eV (25)

then all terms on the left-hand side of (23) are cancelled, i.e.,
the relation (23) is exactly satisfied. Similar calculations
as above have been done in [17] to check if the coupling
(11) is invariant under the O (D, D)-transformations with-
out using the KK reduction. In that case, one finds there is
one term in the transformation of the action (11) under the
non-geometrical subgroup of O (D, D)-group that can not be
cancelled by any total derivative term nor by any deformation
of the non-geometrical transformations.

Since there are residual total derivative terms in (24), the
above result indicates so far that the coupling (11) is invari-
ant under the O(1, 1)-group for the closed spacetime mani-
folds. However, since the O (1, 1) is a global symmetry, one
expects from the background independence assumption that
the effective action should have the O(1, 1) symmetry even
for the open manifolds that have boundary. In that cases, the
total derivative terms must be cancelled by the transformation
of the circular reduction of the boundary term in the leading
order effective action (1).

The circular reduction of the boundary term in (1) is

4 — 55 ab = 1
95 = —ﬁ/dgo HE 2¢[g“bKab+ o aw]
(26)
where g is determinant of the base space induced metric

9x¢ axP

85 = 907 357 gab- Since, the base space metric g and dila-
o
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ton ¢ are invariant under the deformed Buscher rules, the
transformation of the above action under the deformation (6)
is

20/ .
' ABSO) = —%/dsg |g|e—2¢[n“va(A<p)]
K

o — 7
=37 / o \/131e7 [0V, (VP Wy
27)

where in the second line we have replaced the deformation
found in (25).

On the other hand, inserting the current (24) into (22), and
using the Stokes’ theorem, one finds the following boundary
terms in the base space:

20/ -
n _ 8 5 »—2¢
j — _3K/2 /d o |g| e Ng

x [W”Cvcvab + VbCVcW“h}

/ -
/dga 12| e *%ny

= _3K/2

[W’”Va Vie + VPV, Wbc:| (28)
where in the second line we have used the Bianchi identities
Via Vbe] = 0 = V|4 Wj). The above residual boundary term
is exactly cancelled by the transformation of the leading
order boundary term (27).

3 Discussion

In this paper we have shown that the parity odd coupling at
order o’ in the heterotic string theory which is produced by
the replacement of H in (1) with the new field strength (9),
is invariant under O (1, 1)-transformations after reducing the
coupling on acircle. This calculation for the closed spacetime
manifolds has been done in [16]. In the present paper, we
extend the calculation to the open spacetime manifolds that
have boundary. This calculation confirms that the O(1, 1)
symmetry is in fact the symmetry of the combination of the
bulk and boundary actions, i.e.,

S+0d5S—> S+9S (29)

where the actions and the non-geometrical Z;-transformations
have o’-expansions. The above symmetry also confirms the

proposal that the effective actions at the critical dimension

are background independent, i.e., the O (1, 1) is symmetry of

the closed and the open spacetime manifolds.

The above calculations also confirm the assumption that
in the least action principle, the data on the boundary for
the effective action at order o’ are the values of the mass-
less fields and their first derivatives [2], i.e., the values of

@ Springer

the second derivatives of the massless fields are not known
on the boundary for the effective actions at order «’. The T-
duality transformations at order ¢’ should respect these data.
This dictates that the T-duality transformations should not
involve the second derivative of the massless fields because
such transformations when applied on the data at the leading
order o/, would transform the values of the massless fields at
the leading order of &’ to the values of the second derivatives
of the massless fields at order o’ which are not known for the
effective action at order «’. In other words, such transforma-
tions would break the O (1, 1) symmetry at the boundary. As
a result, there would be no boundary term that is consistent
with this symmetry. In fact, we have considered the allowed
transformations in (21) and found the consistent result that
there is no parity odd boundary term at order o’.

If we had included the second derivative term ¢%/2V,, V,,?
into Ag, in (21) and insisted that its coefficient is non-zero,
then we would find that the bulk relation (23) is satisfied
provided that one uses the following total derivative terms:

1 - 1 -
I(l)a — _ﬂe(prcd Vah VCd + ﬁe—gpoLdWab WL’d

1 1
+ S VW g+ VW Vg

1 .. 5
+3 wbev,.ve, + O vbew,.we, (30)
and the following corrections to the Buscher rules:
1
Ag = — Ly, 31)

6
1 U oo ! ;
Aga = —Ee(p/zvbVub‘i‘ﬁe(p/zwabcth+ge(p/zvabvh¢

Note that the first deformation above is the same as the defor-
mation in (25). Using the above deformations, one finds the
same transformation of the leading order boundary term as
(27). However, this term would not be cancelled by the total
derivative term (30) any more. Moreover, there is no parity
odd boundary coupling at order &’ to cancels the remain-
ing term. This indicates that the O (1, 1)-symmetry would be
broken at the boundary, as expected from choosing the wrong
transformation that breaks the data on the boundary.

It has been proposed in [3] that the field redefinitions at
order &’ which do not change the data on the boundary should
be the restricted field redefinitions, i.e., the metric has no
transformation and all other fields have transformations that
involve only the first derivative of the massless fields. To clar-
ify this point, we consider the leading order action (16). Up
to a total derivative term, this action has the second derivative
on metric g and the first derivative on all other base space
fields, collectively called 1. Hence, under the field redefini-
tions at order o/, i.e., § — g+a’8g and ¥ — v +a'8, the
second derivative of §g and the first derivative of 6 appear
in the bulk. Using the Stokes’ theorem, §v itself and the first
derivative of §g appear on the boundary. On the other hand,
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the field redefinitions should transform the data at the leading
order of o’ which are the values of the massless fields, to the
data at order o’ which are the values of the massless fields
and their first derivatives. If 6 g includes the first derivative of
the base space fields, then the first derivative of §g produces
the second derivative of the base space fields which are not
known on the boundary for the effective action at order o'.
Such field redefinitions then ruin the data on the boundary.
Hence, the field redefinitions at order &’ which do not change
the data on the boundary is that § g should not include the first
derivative of the base space fields, and all other fields should
have transformations that involve only the first derivative of
the massless fields [3]. Note that the data on the boundary at
order &’ include the values of the metric and its first deriva-
tive, however, the allowed field redefinitions do not change
the metric.

The field redefinition of the metric, in particular, implies
that the length of the unite vector of the boundary is invariant
under the field redefinitions. We expect this property should
be satisfied for the field redefinitions at higher orders of o’ as
well, i.e., the metric is not changed under the field redefini-
tions at any order of «’. This is consistent with the proposal
that the data for the effective action at order " is the values
of the massless fields and their derivatives up to order n [2].
To clarify it we use the iterative method. At order o 2 if the
field redefinition § g includes the second derivative of the base
space fields, then the first derivative of §g which appears on
the boundary, produces the third derivative of the base space
fields which are not known on the boundary for the effective
action at order ’>. Such field redefinitions then ruin the data
on the boundary at order 2. Hence, 8g should not include
the second derivative of the base space fields either. At order
a3,ifs g includes the third derivative of the base space fields,
then the first derivative of §g produces the fourth derivative
of the base space fields which are not known on the boundary
for the effective action at order o’>. Such field redefinitions
then ruin the data on the boundary at order 3. Hence, 83
should notinclude the third derivative of the base space fields.
Similarly for the higher orders of «’. Hence, the invariance
of the above data under the field redefinitions requires the
metric to be invariant under the field redefinitions.

We have seen that the study of the invariance of the circu-
lar reduction of the coupling (11) under the non-geometrical
subgroup of O(1, 1) confirms that the data on the bound-
ary for the effective action at order «’ are the values of the
massless fields and their first derivatives. The replacement
(9) into the leading order action (1) produces also one bulk
term at order 2 and no boundary term, i.e., Q2. This term
is even under the parity and is not invariant under the local
Lorentz-transformations. There is no other even-parity bulk
couplings at this order in the heterotic string theory. The cir-
cular reduction of this term should also be invariant under
appropriate deformed Buscher rules at order o’?. From this

study one may find the data on the boundary and compare
them with the data proposed in [2] for the effective action
at order «’%2. We leave the details of this calculations for the
future works.

Data Availability Statement This manuscript has no associated data
or the data will not be deposited. [Authors’ comment: The results in
this paper are obtained analytically, hence, it does not use any data.]
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