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Abstract

We construct bi- and uni-vector deformations of 10d heterotic supergravity solutions
with the GDFT approach. We construct a generalization of the “open/closed” map
for this case and consider some examples of the deformed solutions, particularly for
the F1 string solution.
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1 Introduction

Supergravity solution generating techniques provide powerful methods for investigating
string and M-theory. Among the most well-known today are T-, S- and U-dualities [1–5],
Poisson–Lie (non-abelian) T-duality and T-plurality [6–9], Nambu–Lie (non-abelian) U-duality
[10–15], abelian and non-abelian fermionic T-duality [16–21], Yang–Baxter deformations [22–24]
and generalized Yang–Baxter deformations, also known as poly-vector deformations [25–29].

Poly-vector deformations occupy a special place in the list above and have attracted sig-
nificant attention in recent years. Such deformations were first studied for the NS-NS sector
of 10D supergravity and are known as bi-vector deformations [30–32]. They are given by a
generalization of the open/closed string map [33]

g + b =
(
(G + B)−1 + β

)−1
, e−4ϕ det g = e−4Φ det G, (1.1)

where g, b and ϕ are the deformed metric, Kalb–Ramond field, and dilaton, respectively; G, B
and Φ are the initial ones; and β is the deformation bi-vector. It was found that they generate
new backgrounds from supergravity solutions if the bi-vector is taken to be in the bi-Killing
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ansatz, βmn = rijki
mkj

n, and the constant antisymmetric r-matrix satisfies [32]


fj1j2

[i1ri2|j1|ri3]j2 = 0, (CYBE),

fi1i2
jri1i2 = 0, (unimodularity).

(1.2)

where fi1i2
i3 are the structure constants of the Killing vectors algebra, [ki1 , ki2 ] = fi1i2

jkj.
Moreover, bi-vector deformations are related to the preservation of integrability [23, 24, 34]

and kappa-symmetry [35, 36] of the 2D sigma-models on the corresponding backgrounds. It
is worth mentioning that even without the unimodularity condition in (1.2), kappa-symmetry
is preserved, but the deformed background becomes a solution of generalized supergravity
[30, 36–38] with Im = ∇kβkm = fi1i2

jri1i2kj
m ̸= 0. From the perspective of the open/closed

string map, these deformations are interpreted as linking commutative and non-commutative
theories with non-commutative parameter β, that is well understood only in the case of constant
β [39, 40] (for a recent progress in this direction see [41]).

Double field theory (DFT) has proven to be crucial for understanding the highly non-linear
rule (1.1) for bi-vector deformations [32,42,43]. It provides an O(D,D)-covariant description of
IIA/IIB supergravity, and in its framework the deformation becomes simple: it is just a local
O(D,D) rotation of the generalized metric,

H′ =
G − BG−1B G−1B

−BG−1 G−1

 = OT
β

g − bg−1b g−1b

−bg−1 g−1


︸ ︷︷ ︸

H

Oβ, Oβ =
1 β

0 1

 . (1.3)

and symmetry of invariant dilaton

d′ = Φ − 1
4 det G = ϕ − 1

4 det g = d. (1.4)

In recent years, this approach to bi-vector deformations from the perspective of extended
field theories has been widely extended. As a result, using exceptional field theories (ExFT), tri-
and six-vector deformations of 11D supergravity solutions [27–29, 44], as well as quadri-vector
deformations of 10D supergravity solutions [45], have been constructed. Furthermore, using
GL(D+1) general relativity, deformations of solutions of Einstein–Maxwell–dilaton theories
have been constructed [46] (which can be easily extended to GL(D+n)). In all these cases the
deformation parameters use a poly-Killing ansatz and, except for the GL case, must satisfy the
generalized Yang–Baxter equation and unimodularity conditions to generate solutions.

These poly-vector deformations, like the bi-vector ones, are assumed to be related to the
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preservation of integrability [47] and kappa-symmetry [48–50] of higher-dimensional sigma mod-
els describing M2- and M5-branes. Moreover, they are a useful tool for studying (S)QFT via
the holographic correspondence. By this, we mean that deformations on the gravity side of
the correspondence are dual to the addition of (ir)relevant or marginal operators, changing
the microscopic behavior by introducing non-commutativity, or by considering a phase with a
non-vanishing VEV of an operator [26,51–54]. This allows the construction of more physically
interesting theories, possessing fewer symmetries, from supersymmetric, conformal ones, and
also enables calculations in them using the known gravity side.

As mentioned above, for heterotic supergravity, only bi-vector deformations of the NS-NS
sector are known. However, heterotic supergravity has a formulation in terms of an extended
field theory called gauged double field theory (GDFT) [43, 55]. Constructing the deformation
in this formalism allows to go beyond bi-vector deformations of the NS-NS sector, descending
from the ordinary DFT approach. The main goal of this paper is to show that the GDFT
approach allows for the construction of a composition of uni- and bi-vector deformations for
heterotic solutions, turning on non-trivial vector and Kalb–Ramond fields.

This paper is structured as follows. In Section 2, we set up our notation and review the
GDFT formulation of heterotic supergravity, its equations of motion, and flux formulation. In
Section 3, we construct uni- and bi-vector deformations of heterotic supergravity solutions as
local O(D,D+n) rotations, derive the deformation rules, generalizing the open/closed string
map, and discuss constraints on the deformation parameters. In Section 4, we construct exam-
ples of deformed backgrounds for flat space and the F1 string. Finally, in Section 5, we discuss
the obtained results, outline open questions, problems, and directions for further investigation.
Calculations based on computer algebra programs Wolfram Mathematica and Cadabra [56,57]
can be found in Cadabra and Mathematica files on the GitHub repository [58].

2 Embedding of heterotic supergravity in GDFT

It is known that type II string and supergravity theories compactified on a D-torus enjoy
O(D,D;Z) and O(D,D;R) symmetries correspondingly. This allows the description of their NS-
NS degrees of freedom in terms of O(D,D) multiplets of DFT [42, 43], where the symmetry is
realized geometrically and becomes local. However, the heterotic string has a bigger hidden
symmetry group that is O(D,D+n) [43,55]. Here n = 496 for both SO(32) and E8×E8 heterotic
theories. Let us now review the embedding of the heterotic supergravity in the GDFT.

We consider a dimensionally reduced O(D,D+n) theory living in the space with coordinates
XM = (xn, x̃n, yα), where (xn, x̃n) = X are the external doubled space coordinates and yα = Y
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are the internal coordinates. After the Scherk-Schwarz compactification of the Y-space, we get
the action [43]

SGDFT = v
∫

dXe−2d
[1
4 (FABC + fABC) (FA1B1C1 + fA1B1C1) SAA1ηBB1ηCC1

− 1
12 (FABC + fABC) (FA1B1C1 + fA1B1C1) SAA1SBB1SCC1

− 1
6 (FABC + fABC) (FA1B1C1 + fA1B1C1) ηAA1ηBB1ηCC1

+
(
SAB − ηAB

)
FAFB

]
,

(2.1)

where v = const, and we assume that the section constraint ∂NV ∂NW = 0 holds for all gauge
parameters, fields and their products W and V depending on the external coordinates. The
constant gaugings fMNK = f[MNK] are such that the quadratic constraint fS[MNfKL]

S = 0
holds and for the Lorentz invariance of the theory the only nonzero components are fαβγ, which
are structure constants of SO(32) or E8×E8. The curved indices are lowered and raised by the
O(D,D+n) metric

ηMN =


0 δm

n 0
δm

n 0 0
0 0 δαβ

 . (2.2)

The fluxes in the reduced theory are given by

FMNK = 3Ω[ABC]E
A

MEB
NEC

K , ΩABC = EA
R∂REB

SECS , (2.3)

FM = ΩB
BAEA

M + 2∂Md . (2.4)

Letters from the beginning of the Latin alphabet correspond to the tangent space, a vector in the
tangent space having components vA = (va , va , vᾱ). Equations of motion can be obtained by
varying with respect to the generalized dilaton d and to the generalized vielbein EA

M , taking
into account the fact that it is an O(D,D+n) matrix, meaning that, δEAB ≡ EAMδEB

M =
−EB

MδEAM is antisymmetric:
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δd : 2∂AFB

(
SAB − ηAB

)
+ 1

4QABCQDEF ηADηBESCF − 1
12QABCQDEF SADSBESCF

− 1
6QABCQDEF ηADηBEηCF − FAFB

(
SAB − ηAB

)
= 0 ,

δEAB : − ∂F QCDEηACηBDSEF + QCDEFF ηACηBDSEF − ∂F QCDEηBCηDF SAE

+ ∂F QCDEηACηDF SBE − QCDEFF ηACηDF SBE + 1
2QA1B1CQDEF ηBA1ηB1DηCESAF

− 1
2QA1B1CQDEF ηAA1ηB1DηCESBF + ∂F QCDESACSBDSEF − QCDEFF SACSBDSEF

− 1
2QA1B1CQDEF ηBA1SADSB1ESCF + 1

2QA1B1CQDEF ηAA1SBDSB1ESCF

− 2QCDEFF ηACηBDηEF − 2∂DFCηADSBC + 2∂DFCηBDSAC + 2∂DFCηADηBC

− 2∂DFCηACηBD + QCDEFF ηBCηDF SAE + 2∂F QCDEηACηBDηEF = 0 ,

(2.5)
where QABC = FABC +fABC . The generalized vielbein can be Lorentz transformed to the form
corresponding to the heterotic supergravity parameterization

EA
M =


ea

m 0 0
−ea

lclm ea
m Amᾱ

−ea
lAl

β 0 δᾱ
β

 , EA
M =


ea

m −ea
lclm Am

β̄

0 ea
m 0

0 −ea
lAlα δα

β̄

 , (2.6)

associated with the generalized metric defined as HMN = EA
MEB

NSAB ,

SAB =


sab 0 0
0 sab 0
0 0 δᾱβ̄

 , (2.7)

HMN =


gmn + Am

γAnγ + clmglscsn −gnlclm Amβ + Alβglscsm

−gmlcln gmn −gmlAlβ

Anα + Alαglscsn −gnlAlα δαβ + AlαglsAsβ

 , (2.8)

where sab = diag(−+ ...+) is the D-dimensional flat Minkowski metric, ea
n is the D-dimensional

vielbein associated with sab and cmn = bmn + 1
2AmγAn

γ , and indices α, β are lowered and raised
by δαβ and δαβ. Finally, the invariant dilaton in terms of supergravity fields takes the following
form

e−2d = √
ge−2ϕ. (2.9)

The heterotic supergravity action can be obtained from (2.1) by substituting the fluxes FABC
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using the parametrization of the generalized vielbein (2.6) and the invariant dilaton (2.9) and
solving the section condition by only leaving the dependence on coordinates xm ( ∂

∂x̃n
= ∂

∂yα = 0):

Fab
c = fab

c ,

Fabc = − ea
meb

nec
kHmnk ,

Fabα = − ea
meb

nFmnα ,

Faαβ = − fαβγAm
γea

m ,

Fαβγ = fαβγ ,

Fa = fab
b + 2∂mϕea

m ,

(2.10)

where
fab

c = − 2ea
meb

n∂[men]
c ,

Hmnk = 3
(
∂[mBnk] − δαβAα

[m∂nAβ
k]

)
+ fαβγA[m

αAβ
nAγ

k] ,

Fmnα = 2∂[mAn]α − fαβγAβ
[mAγ

n] .

(2.11)

After substituting these into the action (2.1) one gets:

SHet = v
∫

d10x
√

ge−2ϕ
[
R + 4∂nϕ∂nϕ − 1

12HmnkHmnk − 1
4δαβFmn

αF mnβ
]

, (2.12)

where R is the 10-dimensional Ricci scalar. Equations of motion derived from this read:

Rmn − 1
4HmklHnrsg

krgls + 2∇m∇nϕ − 1
2FmkαFnl

αgkl = 0 ,

∇n(e−2ϕHnml) = 0 ,

∇n(e−2ϕFmnα) + e−2ϕfαβγFml
βAlγ − 1

2e−2ϕF nl
αHmnl = 0 ,

R + 4∇n∇nϕ − 4∇nϕ∇nϕ − 1
12HmnkHmnk − 1

4FmnαF mnα = 0 .

(2.13)

It is useful to rewrite the action (2.12) and the equations of motion (2.13) in terms of algebra
elements Am ≡ Am

αtα , where tα are the generators of either SO(32) or E8×E8 :

S = v
∫

d10x
√

ge−2ϕ
[
R + 4∂nϕ∂nϕ − 1

12HmnkHmnk + 1
4Tr(FmnF mn)

]
, (2.14)
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Rmn − 1
4HmklHnrsg

krgls + 2∇m∇nϕ + 1
2Tr(FmkFnl) gkl = 0 ,

∇n(e−2ϕHnml) = 0 ,

∇n(e−2ϕFmn) + e−2ϕ[Fml, Al] − 1
2e−2ϕF nlHmnl = 0 ,

R + 4∇n∇nϕ − 4∇nϕ∇nϕ − 1
12HmnkHmnk + 1

4Tr(FmnF mn) = 0 ,

(2.15)

with
Hmnk = 3∂[mBnk] + 3

2Tr(A[mFnk]) + 1
2Tr(Am[An, Ak]) ,

Fmnα = 2∂[mAn] − [Am, An] .
(2.16)

Note that if the generators tα are chosen such that Tr(tαtβ) = −δαβ and [tα, tβ] = fαβγtγ , then
the equations (2.13) are reproduced.

3 Bi- and uni-vector deformations

To construct a deformation we follow the ideas of [27–29, 44–46]. We define a deformation
as a simultaneous rotation of the generalized vielbein/metric and the structure constants1

E ′A
M = OM

NEA
N , H′

MN = OM
RON

SHRS , f ′
MNK = OM

P ON
QOK

RfP QR (3.1)

with the O(D,D+n) matrix

OM
N = exp(ΣmnTmn+γmαTmα) =


δn

m 0 0
Σmn δn

m γmβ

−γn
α 0 δα

β

 =


δn

m 0 0

βmn − 1
2γm

αγnα δn
m γmβ

−γn
α 0 δα

β

 ,

(3.2)
where βmn is antisymmetric and Σmn = βmn − 1

2γm
αγnα. This gives the following deformed

generalized vielbein

E ′A
M =


ea

m −ea
lclm Am

β̄

ea
nΣmn ea

m − ea
lAlαγmα − ea

lclnΣmn An
β̄Σmn + δβ

β̄γmβ

−ea
nγn

α −ea
lAlα + ea

lclnγn
α δα

β̄ − An
β̄γn

α

 , (3.3)

and generalized metric
H′

MN = E ′A
ME ′B

NSAB . (3.4)
1We transform structure constants as they enter the action on equal footing with the fluxes FMNK and such

transformation leaves the action invariant.

8



Comparing components of the latter with components of the generalized metric in the super-
gravity frame

H′
MN =


g̃mn + Ãm

γÃnγ + c̃lmg̃lsc̃sn −g̃nlc̃lm Ãmβ + Ãlβ g̃lsc̃sm

−g̃mlc̃ln g̃mn −g̃mlÃlβ

Ãnα + Ãlαg̃lsc̃sn −g̃nlÃlα δαβ + Ãlαg̃lsÃsβ

 , (3.5)

we obtain the following deformation rules:

H′
mn = g̃mn + Ãm

γÃnγ + c̃lmg̃lsc̃sn = gmn + Am
γAnγ + clmglscsn ,

H′m
n = − g̃mlc̃ln = −gmlcln + Σmr(grn + Ar

γAnγ + clrg
lscsn) + γmβ(Anβ + Alβglscsn) ,

H′mn = g̃mn = gmn + ΣmrΣnk(grk + Ar
γAkγ + clrg

lscsk) + γmαγnβ(δαβ + AlαglsAsβ)

− 2gl(mγn)βAlβ − 2Σ(m|sg|n)lcls + 2Σ(m|rγ|n)β(Arβ + Alβglscsr) ,

H′
nα = Ãnα + Ãlαg̃lsc̃sn = Anα + Alαglscsn − γr

α(grn + Ar
γAnγ + clrg

lscsn) ,

H′n
α = − g̃nlÃlα = −gnlAlα − Σnrγk

α(grk + Ar
γAkγ + clrg

lscsk) + γk
αgnlclk

+ Σnr(Arα + Alαglscsr) + γnβ(δαβ + AlαglsAsβ) ,

H′
αβ = δαβ + Ãlαg̃lsÃsβ = δαβ + AlαglsAsβ − γr

α(Arβ + Alβglscsr)

− γr
β(Arα + Alαglscsr) + γr

αγk
β(grk + Ar

γAkγ + clrg
lscsk) ,

(3.6)

Therefore the recipe for the construction of a deformation is the following: 1) recover the de-
formed inverse metric g̃mn from H′mn, 2) recover the c̃ln from H′m

n, 3) recover the Ãlα from H′n
α,

4) recover the b̃mn from c̃ln and the known Ãlα. The remained equations H′
mn, H′

nα, H′
αβ are

satisfied automatically as H′ is in O(D,D+n). As a result we obtain the following deformation
rules:

g̃mn = gmn + ΣmrΣnk(grk + Ar
γAkγ + clrg

lscsk) + γmαγnβ(δαβ + AlαglsAsβ)

− 2gl(nγm)αAlα − 2gl(mΣn)scls + 2Σ(m|rγ|n)β(Arβ + Alβglscsr) ,

c̃mn = gmlcln − g̃mkΣkr(grn + Ar
γAnγ + clrg

lscsn) − g̃mkγkβ(Anβ + Alβglscsn) ,

Ãmα = g̃mngnlAlα + g̃mnΣnrγk
α(grk + Ar

γAkγ + clrg
lscsk) − g̃mnγk

αgnlclk

− g̃mnΣnr(Arα + Alαglscsr) − g̃mnγnβ(δαβ + AlαglsAsβ) ,

(3.7)
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or, in terms of the Lie algebra elements:

g̃mn = gmn + ΣmrΣnk(grk − Tr(ArAk) + clrg
lscsk) − Tr (γmγn) + gls Tr (γmAl) Tr (γnAs)

+ 2gl(m Tr (γn)Al) − 2Σ(m|sg|n)lcls − 2Σ(m|r(Tr (γ|n)Ar) + glscsr Tr (γ|n)Al)) ,

c̃mn = gmlcln − g̃mkΣkr(grn − Tr(ArAn) + clrg
lscsn) + g̃mk(Tr (γkAn) + glscsn Tr (γkAl)) ,

Ãm = g̃mngnlAl + g̃mnΣnrγk(grk − Tr(ArAk) + clrg
lscsk) − g̃mnγkgnlclk

− g̃mnΣnr(Ar + Alg
lscsr) − g̃mnγn + g̃mnAlg

ls Tr (γnAs) ,

(3.8)
with Σmn = βmn + 1

2Tr (γmγn) .
It is worth to mention a subtlety concerning the definition of the deformed generalized

metric (3.5). It’s most general form is given by

H′
MN =


g̃mn + Ãm

αMαβÃn
β + c̃lmg̃lsc̃sn −g̃nlc̃lm MβγÃm

γ + Ãlβ g̃lsc̃sm

−g̃mlc̃ln g̃mn −g̃mlÃlβ

MαγÃn
γ + Ãlαg̃lsc̃sn −g̃nlÃlα Mαβ + Ãlαg̃lsÃsβ

 , (3.9)

with a symmetric matrix Mαβ. The condition H′ ∈ O(D,D+n) requires that MαγMβγ =
δαβ, i.e. M is an orthogonal matrix. On the other hand, Mαβ being both symmetric and
orthogonal means that its infinitesimal transformation δMαβ such that, Mαβ = δαβ + δMαβ , is
both symmetric and antisymmetric in the indices α and β, i.e. it is zero. Therefore, we argue
that Mαβ = δαβ for any continuous deformation, including (3.2).

Let us now comment on the transformation of structure constants in (3.1). To remain
in the heterotic theory after the deformation they should transform in such a way, that the
structure constants fαβγ in the action and equations of motion do not change and other non-
trivial components like γm

αfαβγ, γm
αγn

βfαβγ, γm
αγn

βγk
γfαβγ do not appear. Such terms

enter the equations of motion and the action only as commutators [γm, An] and [γm, γn], where
γm = γm

αt
α and Am = Amαt

α. Hence for the deformation (3.2) to work, we need γm
α to satisfy

[γm, An] = 0 , [γm, γn] = 0 . (3.10)

The transformation for the dilaton can be found from the transformation of the invariant dilaton
that is

d = √
ge−2ϕ =

√
g̃e−2ϕ̃ = d′. (3.11)
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Let us now rewrite equations (3.6) in matrix form for the case when Amα = bmn = 0 :

g̃ + ÃÃT + c̃T g̃−1c̃ = g ,

−g̃−1c̃ = Σg ,

g̃−1 = g−1 + ΣgΣT + γγT ,

−g̃−1A = − Σgγ + γ ,

Ã + c̃T g̃−1A = − gγ ,

ÃT g̃−1A = γT gγ .

(3.12)

Analogous to the case of β-deformation from the first two equations we get a generalization of
the open/closed map:

(g̃ + c̃T )(g−1 − Σ) = 1 , (3.13)

The derivation is straightforward:

(g̃ + c̃T )(g−1 − Σ) = (g − ÃÃT − c̃T g̃−1c̃)g−1 − c̃T Σ + c̃T g−1 − g̃Σ =

= 1 − ÃÃT g−1 − c̃T g̃−1c̃g−1 − c̃T (−g̃−1c̃g−1) + c̃T g−1 + c̃g−1 =

= 1 − ÃÃT g−1 + (c̃T + c̃)g−1 = 1 ,

(3.14)

where we have used that Σ = −g̃−1c̃g−1 and c̃T + c̃ = ÃÃT . In the case of GDFT the
open/closed map determines only b̃ and g̃ + 1

2ÃÃT . To determine Ã we can take the last three
equations of (3.12):

Ã + c̃T g̃−1Ã = Ã − b̃g̃−1Ã + 1
2ÃÃT g̃−1Ã = Ã + b̃(−Σgγ + γ) + 1

2ÃγT gγ = −gγ (3.15)

⇒ Ã(1 + 1
2γT gγ) = b̃(Σgγ − γ) − gγ , (3.16)

which determines Ã provided that b̃ is already determined. Finally, for the deformation param-
eters we use poly-Killing ansatz

βmn = rijki
mkj

n, γm = ρi
αki

mtα. (3.17)

In what follows we assume that the conditions (1.2) are sufficient for the deformation to generate
solutions, however we leave the rigorous proof of that for the future work. Instead here we will
focus at the explicit examples of such deformations.
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4 Examples

Now we will consider examples of the above deformations and take an SO(2) subgroup of
either SO(32) or E8×E8 and in what follows use the generator

t = t3 = iσ3√
2

= i√
2

1 0
0 −1

 . (4.1)

4.1 Flat space uni-vector deformation

Let us first consider a deformation of the flat background:

ds2 = −dt2 + dr2 + r2dθ2 +
10∑

i=4
dxidxi , ϕ = 0 , bmn = 0 , Amα = 0 . (4.2)

We take γ =
√

2 η t ∂θ , where η is a parameter of the deformation and t is generator (4.1) in
the SO(32) or E8 × E8 algebra, such that Tr t2 = −1 . Note that, being proportional to a U(1)
generator γ satisfies (3.10).

The deformed fields read

ds2 = − dt2 + dr2 + r2

(1 + η2r2)2 dθ2 +
10∑

i=4
dxidxi ,

ϕ̃ = − 1
2ln(1 + η2r2) ,

b̃mn = 0 ,

Ã = − η

√
2 r2

1 + η2r2 t dθ .

(4.3)

Such transformation is nontrivial, because the Ricci scalar and the field strength for A become
non-zero and are respectively

R̃ = −4η2(−3 + η2r2)
(1 + η2r2)2 , F̃ = − 2

√
2 η r

(1 + η2r2)2 t dr ∧ dθ . (4.4)

4.2 Flat space uni- and bi-vector deformation

Consider now the deformation of the flat space (4.2) with poly-vectors γ =
√

2 η t ∂θ and
β = ω ∂θ ∧ ∂t, where η and ω are parameters of the deformation. The deformed fields take the

12



following form

ds2 = −1 + (−2η2 + ω2) r2 − η4 r4

(U(r))2 dt2 + dr2 + r2 − ω2r4

(U(r))2 dθ2 + 2η2ω r4

(U(r))2 dtdθ +
10∑

i−4
dxidxi ,

ϕ̃ = − 1
2ln(U(r)) ,

b̃ = ω r2

U(r)dθ ∧ dt ,

Ã = η
√

2 r2

U(r) t dt − η
√

2 r2

U(r) t dθ ,

U(r) = 1 + (η2 − ω2) r2.

(4.5)
The Ricci scalar and the field strengths are again non-trivial and have the following form:

R̃ = 12η2 − 4r2 (η2 − ω2)2 − 10ω2

(U(r))2 ,

F̃ = − 2
√

2 η r

(U(r))2 t dr ∧ dθ + 2
√

2 η ω r

(U(r))2 t dθ ∧ dt ,

H̃ = 2ω r

U(r))2 dt ∧ dr ∧ dθ .

(4.6)

4.3 F1-string uni-vector deformation

Next consider the F1-string solution:

ds2 = H(r)−1(−dt2 + dx2) + dr2 + r2ds2
S7 ,

e−2ϕ = H(r) ,

b = −(H(r)−1 − 1) dt ∧ dx ,

A = 0 ,

(4.7)
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where H(r) = 1 + R6

r6 . We deform this solution by the vector γ =
√

2 η t ∂t , where η is the
deformation parameter and t is given by (4.1). The resulting deformed solution is

ds2 = − R6 r6 + r12

(U(r))2 dt2 + 2η2 r6 R6

(U(r))2 dt dx

+ r12(η2 − 1)2 − r6R6(η4 − 1)
(U(r))2 dx2 + dr2 + r2ds2

S7 ,

ϕ̃ = 1
2ln r6

U(r) ,

Ã = −
√

2 η r6

U(r) t dt −
√

2 η R6

U(r) t dx ,

b̃ = R6

U(r) dt ∧ dx ,

U(r) = R6 + r6(1 − η2) ,

(4.8)

and expressions for the non-trivial field strengths can be found in the Wolfram Mathematica
files of [58].

4.4 Singular F1-string uni- and bi-vector deformation

We can also perform both bi- and uni-vector deformations of the F1 background (4.7)
simultaneously. A bi-vector deformation β = ω ∂t ∧∂x is known to be singular for ω = −1 [59].
However, together with uni-vector deformation γ =

√
2 η t ∂t , it becomes regular for η ̸= 0.

The deformed solution for ω = −1 reads:

ds2 = 2
η2 dtdx +

(
1 − 2

η2 − R6

r6

)
dx2 + dr2 + r2dsS7 ,

ϕ̃ = − ln η ,

b̃ = − 1
η2 dt ∧ dx ,

Ã =
√

2
η

t dt +
√

2
η

t dx .

(4.9)
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After gauging away the constant fields we are left with a solution:

ds2 = 2
η2 dtdx +

(
1 − 2

η2 − R6

r6

)
dx2 + dr2 + r2dsS7 ,

ϕ̃ = 0 ,

b̃ = 0 ,

Ã = 0 ,

(4.10)

which is Ricci-flat, but has a non-vanishing Riemann tensor, see [58].

4.5 F1-string uni- and bi-vector deformation

Now we perform bi- and uni-vector deformations of F1 background (4.7) simultaneously
with a non-singular β = ω ∂t ∧ ∂x and γ =

√
2 η t ∂t . The deformed solution reads:

ds2 = − R6 r6(1 + ω)2 + r12(1 − ω2)
(U(r))2 dt2 + 2η2 r6 R6(1 + ω2) − η2ω r12

(U(r))2 dt dx

+ r12((η2 − 1)2 − ω2) − r6R6(η4 − ω − 1)
(U(r))2 dx2 + dr2 + r2ds2

S7 ,

ϕ̃ = 1
2ln r6

U(r) ,

Ã = −
√

2 η r6

U(r) t dt −
√

2 η (R6(1 + ω) − r6ω)
U(r) t dx ,

b̃ = R6(1 + ω) − r6 ω

U(r) dt ∧ dx ,

U(r) = R6(1 + ω)2 + r6
(
1 − η2 − ω2

)
.

(4.11)

which also has a non-vanishing Riemann tensor and non-trivial fluxes, see [58].

5 Conclusion and discussion

In this work, we have constructed uni- and bi-vector deformations of heterotic supergravity
solutions. To achieve this, we extended the approach of building poly-vector deformations via
extended field theories to the case of gauged double field theory (GDFT). The deformations were
defined as a local O(D,D+n) rotations (3.1), (3.2) with the deformation parameters taken to be
poly-Killing. We derived the explicit deformation rules (3.8), which generalize the open/closed
string map. Finally, we constructed explicit examples of uni- and bi-vector deformations for
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the flat space and the fundamental string (F1) solutions.
As constraints ensuring that the deformations generate supergravity solutions, we derived

the condition that the uni-vector parameters must be commuting as algebra elements:

[γm, An] = 0 , [γm, γn] = 0 . (5.1)

We also assume that the r-matrix in βmn = rijki
mkj

n satisfies


fj1j2

[i1ri2|j1|ri3]j2 = 0, (CYBE),

fi1i2
jri1i2 = 0, (unimodularity),

(5.2)

which holds for all examples considered above. However, a rigorous proof of sufficiency of the
conditions (5.2) for the deformed backgrounds to be solutions remains a task for future work.

The new class of deformations considered here open up several interesting questions for
future investigation. The first is the question of the string-theoretic or geometric interpretation
of the uni-vector deformation parameter. For bi- and tri-vector deformations in the supergravity
case, it is known that constant deformation poly-vectors βij, Ωijk are related respectively to the
non-commutativity of string endpoints [33]

⟨[X i(τ), Xj(τ ′)]⟩ = i

2βijϵ(τ − τ ′) , (5.3)

and to a loop algebra for the closed ends (“loops”) of M2-branes [60]

[X̃ i(σ), X̃j(σ′)] = Θϵijk︸ ︷︷ ︸
Ωijk

∂σXkδ(σ − σ′) . (5.4)

The relevant question is: does there exist a generalization of (5.3) and (5.4) for uni-vector
deformations? A similar question is also interesting for uni-vector deformations in the Einstein–
Maxwell-dilaton theory [46].

The second promising direction is the holographic application of the constructed deforma-
tions. While heterotic theory lacks D-branes, it does contain NS5-branes. The Callan–Harvey–
Strominger (CHS) model [61], which describes the near-horizon geometry of NS5-branes, serves
as an archetypal gravitational background. Holographic duality [62–64] states that string theory
in this background is dual to the six-dimensional little string theory (LST) [65] — a highly non-
local and T-duality invariant theory describing the decoupled dynamics on the brane’s worldvol-
ume. The deformations constructed in this work can be applied to the NS5-brane background
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and are expected to correspond holographically to adding (ir)relevant or marginal operators,
introducing non-commutativity, or yielding a non-vanishing VEV for an operator [66]. This
formalism could provide a new tool for exploring the landscape of LSTs.

The third interesting direction is to investigate the preservation of integrability and kappa-
symmetry for the two-dimensional sigma model on the deformed heterotic backgrounds, which
also has direct holographic implications for LSTs. Furthermore, the recent work [67] has ex-
plored integrable heterotic deformations of the principal chiral model that turn on gauge fields.
A natural and intriguing question is whether this deformation can be interpreted as a uni-vector
heterotic deformation.

The fourth intriguing direction of arises from the relation between constant bi-vector de-
formations and T T̄ -deformations [68]. A natural question is: what kind of deformation does
a uni-vector deformation correspond to? This question remains equally interesting for non-
constant uni- and bi-vectors and for higher poly-vector deformations, such as tri-, quadri-, and
six-vectors.

Finally, the “sedimentation” effect for poly-vector deformations of supergravity solutions was
recently observed in [41], that in a few words states that turning on poly-vector deformation can
be understood as “sedimentation” (addition) of some physical objects to the initial background.
This raises a compelling question: the “sedimentation” of which physical objects in heterotic
supergravity does the uni-vector deformation correspond to?
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[24] C. Klimč́ık, “On integrability of the Yang-Baxter sigma-model,” J. Math. Phys. 50
(2009) 043508, arXiv:0802.3518 [hep-th].

[25] A. Ashmore, “Marginal deformations of 3d N = 2 CFTs from AdS4 backgrounds in
generalised geometry,” JHEP 12 (2018) 060, arXiv:1809.03503 [hep-th].

[26] O. Lunin and J. M. Maldacena, “Deforming field theories with U(1) x U(1) global
symmetry and their gravity duals,” JHEP 05 (2005) 033, arXiv:hep-th/0502086

[hep-th].

[27] I. Bakhmatov, N. S. Deger, E. T. Musaev, E. Ó Colgáin, and M. M. Sheikh-Jabbari,
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[30] I. Bakhmatov, O. Kelekci, E. Ó Colgáin, and M. M. Sheikh-Jabbari, “Classical
Yang-Baxter Equation from Supergravity,” Phys. Rev. D98 no. 2, (2018) 021901,
arXiv:1710.06784 [hep-th].
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