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Abstract

Recent studies suggest that applying the Buscher rules to the dimensional reduction
of ten-dimensional, one-loop effective actions may generate ”purely stringy” couplings in
nine dimensions that cannot be lifted to a local, covariant form in ten dimensions. We
investigate this phenomenon at order α′3 in type IIA string theory. By computing the
circular reduction of the one-loop Chern-Simons term and pure-gravity couplings in type
IIA theory and applying the T-duality transformation to the resulting couplings, we de-
rive their counterparts in the type IIB effective action. We demonstrate that the resulting
nine-dimensional type IIB couplings are invariant under S-duality without requiring con-
tributions from the tree-level effective action or non-perturbative effects. This result is
non-trivial: while S-duality forbids one-loop Chern-Simons couplings in ten-dimensional
type IIB theory, we show that the one-loop Chern-Simons couplings in nine dimensions,
derived from the T-duality of type IIA, are S-duality invariant. As a consistency check,
we show that the nine-dimensional type IIB couplings, when reduced on a K3 surface,
reproduce the known heterotic string couplings on T 5 at order α′, via the duality between
the two theories.
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1 Introduction

The spacetime effective action in string theory at the critical dimension 10 is characterized by a
double expansion in the world-sheet genus g and the string scale α′, which governs the derivative
expansion. A range of complementary techniques—including the S-matrix method [1, 2, 3],
the non-linear sigma model [4, 5, 6], supersymmetry [7], T-duality [8, 9, 10], and S-duality [11,
12]—are employed to determine the coefficients of this expansion. The dualities impose distinct
constraints: T-duality relates classical effective actions at different orders in α′ while preserving
the genus, whereas S-duality operates more profoundly, connecting 10-dimensional couplings
across different genera and introducing non-perturbative effects. A striking application of this
principle is that imposing S-duality on the classical type IIB effective action at order α′3 uniquely
determines the structure of its higher-genus and non-perturbative completions [12].

To impose the T-duality constraint on the effective action, it is necessary to compactify
at least one spatial dimension on a circle. If the circle’s radius is treated as a dimensionless
parameter, the resulting nine-dimensional theory acquires an additional expansion parameter
alongside the α′- and g-expansions: an expansion in the circle’s radius [13]. At the classical
level, the effective action is background-independent [14]. The nine-dimensional effective action
can therefore be derived from the Kaluza-Klein (KK) reduction of the ten-dimensional theory.
Consequently, the radius-dependence of the classical couplings is known exactly from this KK
reduction. This property, in fact, allows one to determine the classical effective action by
imposing T-duality on its KK reduction [15, 16, 17, 18]. At the loop level, however, the effective
action is background-dependent [13]. The nine-dimensional effective action is then distinctly
different from its ten-dimensional counterpart, and the radius-dependence of the couplings
generally cannot be derived from the KK reduction of the ten-dimensional terms. In this case,
the couplings must be expressed as a radius expansion. The leading large-radius term of this
expansion can be found from the KK reduction of the ten-dimensional couplings. Wherease,
the leading small-radius terms can be found by applying the T-duality transformation to the
leading large-radius term . These small-radius terms, along with all other possible terms in the
radius expansion, represent inherently nine-dimensional couplings that cannot be derived from
the KK reduction of the ten-dimensional theory [13]. They may be determined through explicit
S-matrix calculations that include the effects of compactification on a circle [19]. Ultimately,
the radius expansion must be constructed to ensure the loop-level effective action is invariant
under T-duality.

This paper derives the nine-dimensional, one-loop effective action of type IIB theory at order
α′3 in the small-radius limit by imposing T-duality on the circularly reduced ten-dimensional
action of type IIA theory. We demonstrate that, while the large-radius limit of the type IIB
Chern-Simons term is zero, its small-radius limit is non-zero and is, in fact, invariant under
S-duality. Furthermore, whereas the large-radius limit of the type IIB one-loop pure gravity
effective action must combine with tree-level and non-perturbative couplings to achieve S-
duality invariance [12], we show that its leading small-radius couplings are S-duality invariant
by themselves. We establish this by explicitly reducing the ten-dimensional couplings from type
IIA and performing a T-duality transformation to derive the corresponding nine-dimensional
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couplings in type IIB. We then show that the resulting couplings are invariant under S-duality
when the Ramond-Ramond (RR) fields are set to zero.

We observe that S-duality constrains the radius expansion of the type II effective action
at order α′3, predicting its truncation to solely the large- and small-radius limits. In the
nine-dimensional type IIB theory, the one-loop couplings at this order exhibit S-duality in
specific regimes: in the large-radius limit, they combine with tree-level and non-perturbative
contributions to achieve invariance [12], while in the small-radius limit, we demonstrate that
they are inherently invariant. Given that the tree-level action and non-perturbative effects
are already incorporated, S-duality requires that any remaining terms in the one-loop radius
expansion must themselves be invariant. The only consistent solution to this constraint is for
such terms to vanish, thereby confirming the truncation of the radius expansion.

As a further check on the nine-dimensional type IIB couplings at order α′3, we use the
duality between type IIB theory on S1×K3 and heterotic theory on T 5 [20]. We dimensionally
reduce the couplings on a K3 manifold and demonstrate that, while their large-radius limit
yields no terms at order α′, their small-radius limit produces five-dimensional couplings at
order α′. These are shown to be consistent with the expected couplings of the heterotic theory
compactified on T 5, following an appropriate field redefinition that maps the type IIB radius
parameter to the heterotic dilaton. Given that the dilaton dependence in the heterotic theory at
order α′—specifically, the factor of e−2Φ—is exact [21, 22], this correspondence implies that the
radius dependence of the type IIB couplings is also exact. This result reinforces the conclusion
that the nine-dimensional couplings exist in only two distinct forms: one for the large-radius
limit and one for the small-radius limit, with no interpolating corrections.

This paper is structured as follows. Section 2 details the KK reduction of the type IIA
Chern-Simons term at order α′3, its transformation under T-duality to produce the appropriate
couplings in type IIB, and the invariance of the resulting couplings under S-duality. In sub-
section 2.4, we show that S-duality prohibits the existence of Chern-Simons couplings in ten
dimensions. In subsection 2.5, we demonstrate that the K3 reduction of the nine-dimensional
couplings in type IIB produces four-derivative couplings consistent with the corresponding het-
erotic theory on T 5. In Section 3, we perform the same calculations for the KK reduction of
the pure gravity couplings in type IIA and study their transformation under T-duality and S-
duality, as well as the equivalence of their K3 reduction of nine-dimensional type IIB couplings
with the heterotic theory on T 5. Our conclusions are presented in Section 4. All calculations
were performed using the “xAct” package [23].

2 Chern-Simons term at order α′3

The well-known duality between M-theory on a circle and type IIA string theory is reflected in
their effective actions: the KK reduction of 11-dimensional supergravity yields 10-dimensional
type IIA supergravity [24, 25], and M-theory’s eight-derivative corrections produce one-loop
corrections in type IIA string theory. However, the complete eight-derivative couplings for
M-theory’s massless bosonic fields—the metric and the three-form—are not yet known. In
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this paper, we focus on the subset of these couplings that have been determined: namely, the
Chern-Simons term [26, 27, 28, 29] where the three-form appears linearly and the pure gravity
terms [30, 31, 32, 28].

2.1 10D Chern-Simons term in type IIA

The KK reduction of the eight-derivative Chern-Simons term in M-theory produces the corre-
sponding Chern-Simons term in type IIA theory [27], as well as some gauge-invariant couplings
involving RR fields [33]. The latter couplings are not discussed here, as our focus is on NS-
NS couplings. The Chern-Simons term in type IIA theory is (see [33] for our notation and
conventions)

SCS
IIA = − 2

κ2

π2α′3

211.32

∫
d10x

√
−Gϵαβγµνκλθδσ10 Bαβ

[
3Rγµ

ηϵRλθρωRνκηϵRδσ
ρω

−12Rγµ
ηϵRλθωϵRνκρηRδσ

ρω
]
, (1)

where ϵ10 denotes the Levi-Civita tensor in ten dimensions, and κ2 = 1
π
(2π

√
α′)8. The absence

of a dilaton in the above action identifies it as the one-loop effective action. Since 11-dimensional
M-theory lacks a fundamental string, the KK reduction of its effective action correctly produces
the 10-dimensional type IIA couplings. In other words, the above action is valid for any radius
of the 11th direction R11 = gs

√
α′. However, this is not the case for the KK reduction of type

IIA theory, whose fundamental object is a string originating from an M2-brane wrapped on the
circle of the 11th dimension. Consequently, the lower-dimensional one-loop effective action of
type IIA string theory may receive both winding and KK contributions. The KK contribution,
which we calculate in the following section, is valid only in the large-radius limit.

2.2 9D Chern-Simons term in type IIA

The nine-dimensional one-loop couplings in type IIA theory for the large-radius limit can be
obtained from the KK reduction of the ten-dimensional one-loop couplings. When one spatial
dimension is compactified on a circle of dimensionless radius R = eφ/2, the NS-NS fields reduce
according to [34, 35] as:

Gµν =

(
ḡab + eφgagb eφga

eφgb eφ

)
, Bµν =

(
b̄ab + b[agb] ba

−bb 0

)
, Φ = ϕ̄+ φ/4, (2)

where indices a, b denote directions orthogonal to the Killing coordinate y. The resulting
nine-dimensional base space fields are: ḡab (metric), b̄ab (antisymmetric tensor), ϕ̄ (dilaton), φ
(scalar), and the vector fields ga and ba.

The reduction of the Levi-Civita symbol ϵ′10 =
√
−Gϵ10 is trivial, as

√
−Gϵyabcdefghi10 =

√
−ḡ ϵabcdefghi9 , (3)
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where ϵ9 denotes the Levi-Civita tensor in nine dimensions. The reduction of the Riemann cur-
vature tensor can also be calculated using the reduction of the metric in (2), and the integral
over the Killing coordinate y becomes 2π. A similar calculation was performed in [33] when
reducing the M-theory Chern-Simons term to produce the type IIA coupling (1). This reduc-
tion produces the nine-dimensional Chern-Simons term [36], as well as other terms that can
be rendered gauge-invariant after the inclusion of specific non-gauge-invariant total derivative
terms. By following the method of [33], one obtains:

SCS
IIA = − 2

κ2

π3α′3

210.32

∫
d9x

√
−ḡ ϵabcdefghi9

[
baLbcdefghi+WhiLW

abcdefg+H̄ghiLH̄
abcdef

]
, (4)

which includes the two standard terms of the nine-dimensional Chern-Simons form:

Lbcdefghi = 24Rbc
jkRdej

lRfgk
mRhilm − 6Rbc

jkRdejkRfg
lmRhilm. (5)

The Lagrangian LW
abcdefg comprises 11 terms. They are

LW
abcdefg = 24e2φRfgklVb

jVc
kVdeVj

l∇aφ+ 12eφRde
klRfgklVa

j∇cVbj − 18e2φRfgklVa
jVb

kVc
l∇eVdj

−6e2φRfgklVa
jVbcV

kl∇eVdj + 24e2φRfgklVa
jVb

kVcd∇eVj
l − 24e2φRfgklVabVcdV

jk∇eVj
l

+12e3φVa
jVbcVdeVj

kVk
l∇gVfl + 12e3φVa

jVb
kVcdVefVj

l∇gVkl − 24eφRdej
lRfgklVa

j∇kVbc

−6e2φVa
j∇cVbj∇gVfk∇kVde − 36e2φRfgklVa

jVbcVj
k∇lVde, (6)

and LH̄
abcdef contains 80 terms. They are

LH̄
abcdef = 2e2φRcd

lmReflmVa
jVb

kVjk − 6e3φReflmVa
jVb

kVc
lVd

mVjk + 16eφRabj
lRcdk

mReflmV
jk

−4eφRabjkRcd
lmReflmV

jk + e2φRcd
lmReflmVabVjkV

jk + 8e3φReflmVa
jVb

kVcdVj
lVk

m

+4e3φReflmVabVcdVj
lV jkVk

m +
3

2
e4φVa

jVb
kVc

lVd
mVefVjkVlm

−2e4φVa
jVb

kVcdVefVj
lVk

mVlm − 1

2
e4φVabVcdVefVj

lV jkVk
mVlm

+2e2φRcdlmRefjkVa
jVb

kV lm − 2e3φReflmVa
jVb

kVcdVjkV
lm

−12e2φRcdjlRefkmVabV
jkV lm + 2e2φRcdjkReflmVabV

jkV lm

−e3φReflmVabVcdVjkV
jkV lm − e3φRefjkVa

jVb
kVcdVlmV

lm (7)

+
1

2
e4φVa

jVb
kVcdVefVjkVlmV

lm +
1

8
e4φVabVcdVefVjkV

jkVlmV
lm

+16e2φRefklVb
jVc

k∇aφ∇dVj
l − 32e2φRefklVbcV

jk∇aφ∇dVj
l

−2e3φVb
jVcdVklV

kl∇aφ∇fVej − 12e3φVb
jVc

kVd
lVjk∇aφ∇fVel

+16e3φVb
jVcdVj

kVk
l∇aφ∇fVel + 24e3φVb

jVc
kVdeVj

l∇aφ∇fVkl

+8e3φVa
jVb

kVcd∇eVj
l∇fVkl − 4eφRcd

klRefklVbj∇aφ∇jφ

+16eφRcdj
lRefklVb

k∇aφ∇jφ+ 12e2φRefklVbjVc
kVd

l∇aφ∇jφ

−8e2φRefklVb
kVcdVj

l∇aφ∇jφ− 6e3φVbjVc
kVd

lVefVkl∇aφ∇jφ
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+4e3φVb
kVcdVefVj

lVkl∇aφ∇jφ− 8e2φRefjlVb
kVcdVk

l∇aφ∇jφ

+4e2φRefklVbjVcdV
kl∇aφ∇jφ− e3φVbjVcdVefVklV

kl∇aφ∇jφ

+8eφRcd
klRefkl∇bVaj∇jφ− 8e2φRefklVa

kVb
l∇dVcj∇jφ

−8e2φRefklVabV
kl∇dVcj∇jφ+ 16e2φRefjlVa

kVb
l∇dVck∇jφ

+16e2φRefjlVabV
kl∇dVck∇jφ+ 4e3φVa

kVb
lVcdVkl∇fVej∇jφ

+2e3φVabVcdVklV
kl∇fVej∇jφ+ 16e2φVb

k∇aφ∇dVcj∇fVek∇jφ

+8e3φVa
kVb

lVcdVjk∇fVel∇jφ+ 8e3φVajVb
kVcdVk

l∇fVel∇jφ

+8e3φVabVcdVj
kVk

l∇fVel∇jφ+ 2eφRcd
klRefklVab∇jφ∇jφ

−2e2φRefklVa
kVb

lVcd∇jφ∇jφ+ e3φVa
kVb

lVcdVefVkl∇jφ∇jφ

−2e2φRefklVabVcdV
kl∇jφ∇jφ+

1

2
e3φVabVcdVefVklV

kl∇jφ∇jφ

+4e2φVb
kVcd∇aφ∇fVek∇jφ∇jφ− 16eφRcdj

lRefkl∇jφ∇kVab

−8e2φRefjlVa
j∇dVk

l∇kVbc − 16e2φRefklVa
j∇bVj

l∇kVcd

+4e2φVbj∇aφ∇fVek∇jφ∇kVcd − 8e2φ∇bVaj∇fVek∇jφ∇kVcd

−2e2φVab∇fVek∇jφ∇jφ∇kVcd − 16e2φRefjlVab∇dVk
l∇kVc

j

−8eφRcdj
lRefklVab∇jφ∇kφ+ 8e2φRefklVajVb

lVcd∇jφ∇kφ

+8e2φRefklVabVcdVj
l∇jφ∇kφ− 4e3φVajVb

lVcdVefVkl∇jφ∇kφ

−2e3φVabVcdVefVj
lVkl∇jφ∇kφ+ 8e2φVbjVcd∇aφ∇fVek∇jφ∇kφ

−8e2φVab∇dVcj∇fVek∇jφ∇kφ+ 2e2φVbkVcdVef∇aφ∇jφ∇jφ∇kφ

−4e2φVabVcd∇fVek∇jφ∇jφ∇kφ− 1

2
e2φVabVcdVef∇jφ∇jφ∇kφ∇kφ

−8e3φVa
jVb

kVj
l∇dVck∇lVef − 2e2φRefjkV

jk∇dVcl∇lVab

−32e2φRefklVb
jVj

k∇aφ∇lVcd + 8e2φRefklV
jk∇bVaj∇lVcd

−8e2φRefklVajVb
k∇jφ∇lVcd − 8e2φRefklVabVj

k∇jφ∇lVcd

+e3φVa
jVb

kVjk∇lVef∇lVcd +
1

2
e3φVabVjkV

jk∇lVef∇lVcd − 16e2φRefklVab∇kVc
j∇lVdj

+16e2φRefjlVab∇kVc
j∇lVdk − 8e2φRefklVa

j∇cVbj∇lVd
k − 8e3φVa

jVbcVj
k∇dVkl∇lVef .

In above equations Rabcd is the Riemann curvature made of the base space metric ḡab, Vab =
∂agb− ∂bga and Wab = ∂abb− ∂bba are the field strengths of the verctors, and base space torsion
H̄abc is [35]

H̄abc = 3∂[ab̃bc] − 3W[ab gc] (8)

where b̃ab = b̄ab+b[agb]. It is important to note that for a zero RR field, the leading two-derivative
type IIA action contains no Chern-Simons term. Consequently, there is no eight-derivative term
generated by a six-derivative field redefinition of the leading-order action. As a result, the field
redefinition cannot alter the form of the couplings in (4).

The action in equation (4), which represents the one-loop effective action of type IIA theory
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only in the large-radius limit, can be rederived by studying the appropriate torus-level S-
matrix elements. When calculating S-matrix elements in type IIA string theory compactified
on a circle, the continuous spacetime momentum in the circle direction is replaced with discrete
KK and winding momenta [19]. Consequently, the corresponding spacetime couplings may, in
general, receive contributions from both winding and KK modes. However, the couplings in
(4) are reproduced solely by the pure KK modes. It has been speculated in [13] that because
SCS
IIA is topological, there is no overall radius factor in this action; hence, the nine-dimensional

S-matrix calculation should not produce any contact terms that involve winding modes in type
IIA theory. In other words, the radius dependence of the couplings in (4) is exact. This implies
there is no small-radius limit or winding-mode contribution for the type IIA couplings in (4).

Although there are no couplings corresponding to winding modes in the 9-dimensional type
IIA Chern-Simons terms (4), such couplings do exist in the 9-dimensional type IIB theory,
where they correspond to pure winding modes in its S-matrix elements. In this case, one
expects there to be no couplings corresponding to KK modes instead. The couplings for the
pure winding contribution in type IIB theory can be derived via T-duality from the type IIA
couplings, which we will study in the next section.

2.3 9D Chern-Simons term in type IIB

Under T-duality, the pure KK modes in type IIA S-matrix elements become the pure winding
modes in type IIB. Consequently, the couplings in (4)—which correspond to these pure KK
modes and are valid in the large-radius limit—transform into couplings for the pure winding
modes, valid in the small-radius limit.

Under T-duality, the base space fields transform as [37, 38, 35]:

ḡ′ab = ḡab , H̄
′
abc = H̄abc , ϕ̄

′ = ϕ̄ , g′a = ba , b
′
a = ga , φ

′ = −φ . (9)

Therefore, under T-duality, the nine-dimensional type IIA couplings given in (4) yield the
following type IIB couplings:

SCS
IIB = − 2

κ2

π3α′3

210.32

∫
d9x

√
−ḡ ϵabcdefghi9

[
gaLbcdefghi+VhiL′W

abcdefg+H̄ghiL′H̄
abcdef

]
, (10)

where L′W and L′H̄ are identical to the expressions in (6) and (7), but with V replaced by W
and the sign of φ reversed. The resulting action provides the correct couplings for the type
IIB theory in the small-radius limit. As a feature of type IIB theory, these couplings must be
consistent with S-duality; we will investigate this consistency in the next section.

2.3.1 Consistency with S-duality

Unlike the T-duality transformations in (9), which are given in the string frame, the S-duality
transformations of type IIB theory are properly defined in the Einstein frame. In this frame, the
metric and the RR four-form are invariant, while the B-field and the RR two-form transform
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as a doublet [39, 40]. Since the duality parameters are constant, their field strengths also
transform as a doublet, i.e.,

H ≡
(
H
F

)
→ (Λ−1)T

(
H
F

)
; Λ =

(
p q
r s

)
∈ SL(2, R) . (11)

The dilaton and the RR scalar transform nonlinearly as τ → pτ+q
rτ+s

, where the complex scalar

field is defined as τ = C + ie−Φ. The matrix M, defined in terms of the dilaton and the RR
scalar, i.e.,

M = eΦ
(
|τ |2 C
C 1

)
(12)

then transforms as [41]

M → ΛMΛT (13)

The derivatives of this matrix transform in the same way. The matrix N , which is defined as

N =

(
0 1
−1 0

)
(14)

satisfies ΛNΛT . Using these matrices and the transformation in (11), one can construct various
SL(2,R)-invariant objects. For example, HT

µναNHβγλ = −FµναHβγλ + HµναFβγλ is invariant
under the SL(2,R) transformation.

An SL(2,R)-invariant object, in general, has more than one component. For example,
HTMH has the following components:

HTMH = e−Φ(1 + e2ΦC2)HH + eΦFF − eΦC(HF + FH). (15)

When the RR fields are zero, the following terms are invariant under S-duality:

e−ΦHµναHβγλ → e−ΦHµναHβγλ, e−ΦWabWcd → e−ΦWabWcd. (16)

Higher derivatives of these field strengths are also invariant.
Hence, to study the S-duality of the couplings, it is appropriate to transform the string

frame metric to the Einstein frame metric using Gµν = eΦ/2GE
µν . Applying this transformation

to the circularly reduced metric in (2), one finds the following relations between the string
frame and Einstein frame base space fields:

ḡab = eΦ/2ḡEab , ga = gEa , φ =
1

2
Φ + φE. (17)

Under S-duality, the ten-dimensional Einstein frame metric is invariant; hence,

ḡEab → ḡEab , ga → ga , φE → φE . (18)
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The Levi-Civita tensor ϵ9 is related to the Levi-Civita symbol ϵ′9 by
√
−ḡ ϵ9 = ϵ′9. Therefore,

the overall factor in (10) is invariant under S-duality.
We now continue the discussion for a constant dilaton in type IIB theory. It is then obvious

that the first term in (10) is S-duality invariant, because for a constant dilaton one finds

Rabcd = eΦ/2RE
abcd, (19)

and the Lagrangian density Lbcdefghi contains four Riemann tensors and four inverse metrics.
The second term in (10) is also invariant under S-duality for zero RR field and a constant

dilaton. Here, Vhi is invariant, and L′W
abcdefg is invariant as well. To see this, consider the first

term in L′W
abcdefg:

−24e−2φRfgklWb
jWc

kWdeWj
l∇aφ. (20)

This term contains one Riemann tensor and three inverse metrics. Hence, in the Einstein frame,
it becomes

−24e−2φE

e−2ΦRE
fgklWb

jWc
kWdeWj

l∇aφ
E, (21)

which is invariant under S-duality according to (16). Similarly, all other terms in L′W
abcdefg are

S-duality invariant.
To study the S-duality of the third term in (10), we first note that the following structure

is invariant under S-duality for zero RR field:

e−ΦH̄abcWde → e−ΦH̄abcWde. (22)

To see the invariance of the third term in (10), consider, for example, the first term in
H̄ghiL′H̄

abcdef , which is given by

2e−2φRcd
lmReflmH̄ghiWa

jWb
kWjk. (23)

This term contains two Riemann tensors and four inverse metrics. Hence, it transforms into
the following coupling in the Einstein frame:

2e−2φE

e−2ΦRE
cd

lmRE
eflmH̄ghiWa

jWb
kWjk, (24)

which is obviously invariant under S-duality. Similarly, all other terms in H̄ghiL′H̄
abcdef are in-

variant.
Therefore, the type IIB couplings given in (10) are invariant under the continuous SL(2,R)

S-duality group, just like the two-derivative effective action of type IIB (see e.g., [25]). That is,

SCS
IIB → SCS

IIB . (25)

It has been speculated in [13] that because SCS
IIB is a topological coupling, its radius dependence

is exact; in other words, the action contains no overall function of the radius. This implies that
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for the corresponding S-matrix elements in type IIB string theory—which involve both KK
and winding momentum in the circular direction—the terms with KK momentum produce no
contact terms. The only contact terms arise in the limit involving purely winding momentum.
Conversely, if the action (10) contained an overall function of the radius, it would not be invari-
ant under S-duality. Hence, consistency with S-duality confirms that the radius dependence
in the nine-dimensional couplings (10) is exact. Moreover, the observation that the type IIB
couplings (10) correspond solely to winding momentum in the S-matrix elements predicts that
S-matrix elements in 10-dimensional Minkowski spacetime—which have no winding momen-
tum—should produce no contact terms. This implies that there can be no Chern-Simons term
in the 10-dimensional type IIB theory. In the following section, we confirm this prediction by
studying S-duality in 10-dimensional spacetime.

2.4 No 10D Chern-Simons term in type IIB

It has been observed that the Chern-Simons coupling in type IIA theory, which involves an
odd number of B-fields, is absent in type IIB theory [30]. The above discussion indicates that
while there exist nine-dimensional Chern-Simons terms involving an even number of W and
H̄—which are reductions of the B-field strength—there should be no ten-dimensional Chern-
Simons term in type IIB theory involving an even number of B-fields. In fact, such couplings
would be inconsistent with S-duality.

First, note that a Chern-Simons term cannot be constructed with zero B-field. To show
that no such term exists with two B-fields, consider a potential Chern-Simons coupling with
two H-fields in the string frame:

ϵ′10HHRRR (26)

where ϵ′10 is the 10-dimensional Levi-Civita symbol. The above coupling has three Riemann
curvatures and four inverse metrics. Hence, it appears in the Einstein frame as

ϵ′10e
−Φ/2HHRERERE. (27)

Using the relation (16), one finds that it is not invariant under S-duality. Similarly, consider
the following coupling in the string frame:

ϵ′10∇H∇HRR (28)

It has two Riemann curvatures and three inverse metrics; hence, in the Einstein frame, it
appears as

ϵ′10e
−Φ/2∇H∇HRERE (29)

which is not invariant under S-duality. Similar arguments hold for other terms involving four,
six, and eight H-fields. For the theory to be SL(2,Z)-invariant, any one-loop coupling would
need to be combined with a corresponding tree-level Chern-Simons term, along with non-
perturbative corrections. The fact that no such tree-level term exists implies that S-duality
forbids a 10-dimensional Chern-Simons term in type IIB string theory, which is consistent with
expectations.
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2.5 Reduction on K3 and duality in 5D

Type IIB string theory compactified on S1 ×K3 is known to be dual to heterotic string theory
on T 5 (see, e.g., [25]). Each theory contains 106 scalar fields; however, we are interested in
only one specific scalar from each—the dilaton in the heterotic theory and the radius of the
circle in the type IIB theory. Both theories also contain 27 vector fields. The type IIB string
theory compactified on K3 yields 21 tensor multiplets and one gravity multiplet. Each tensor
multiplet contains one two-form field, while the gravity multiplet includes five two-form fields
and one metric. Upon further compactification on an additional circle, these fields give rise to
27 vector fields. In the heterotic theory, the 27 vector fields arise from: five gauge fields derived
from the metric upon compactification on T 5, sixteen gauge fields from the Cartan subalgebra
of SO(32) or E8 ×E8, five gauge fields from the reduction of the B-field on T 5, and one vector
field obtained via Hodge dualization of the B-field in five-dimensional spacetime. Although all
27 vectors are present in each theory, we focus specifically on two of them. In type IIB, we
consider W and V , which appear in the action (10). In the heterotic theory, we consider one
vector resulting from the metric along one circle of T 5, and the other from the B-field along
the same circle. The field content of both theories also includes a five-dimensional metric and
a Kalb-Ramond field.

The K3 reduction of the eight-derivative couplings in (10) generates both the four-derivative
couplings in which we are interested and higher-derivative couplings in which we are not. To
isolate the four-derivative couplings, we consider an ansatz where the 9-dimensional metric
takes the block-diagonal form:

ds2 = G5
ab(x)dx

adxb + g4µν(y)dy
µdyν , (30)

with yµ denoting the K3 coordinates. In this section, we use the indices a, b, · · · for the 5-
dimensional space and the indices µ, ν, · · · for the compact 4-dimensional space. For the block-
diagonal metric, the 9-dimensional Levi-Civita symbol can be written as the product of the
5-dimensional and 4-dimensional Levi-Civita symbols. In terms of the Levi-Civita tensor, this
is expressed as:

√
−ḡ ϵ9 =

√
−G5 ϵ5

√
g4 ϵ4. (31)

The non-flatness of the K3 surface introduces non-vanishing curvature contributions. In par-
ticular, the integral of the first Pontryagin class over K3 is (see, e.g., [42]):

1

32π2

∫
K3

d4y
√

g4 ϵαβµν4 RαβγδRµν
γδ = 48. (32)

This topological constraint plays a key role in producing the four-derivative couplings when
applied to the eight-derivative couplings in (10).

Using the above constraint, the K3 reduction of the nine-dimensional, one-loop gravity
couplings in (10) produces the following four-derivative term in five dimensions:

S5D = − 2

κ2

π5α′3

6

∫
d5x

√
−G5 ϵabcde5

[
− 12gaRbc

fgRdefg + 2H̄cdeWa
fWb

gWfge
−2φ
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−4H̄cdeRabfgW
fge−φ + H̄cdeWabWfgW

fge−2φ + 12VdeWa
f∇cWbfe

−φ

−4H̄cdeWbf∇aφ∇fφe−φ − 8H̄cde∇bWaf∇fφe−φ + 2H̄cdeWab∇fφ∇fφe−φ
]
. (33)

To convert the first term into the one that appears in the heterotic theory, we use the following
identity:

1

4
ϵabcde5 RfgabR

fg
cd = ϵabcde5 ∇dΩabc, (34)

where Ωabc is the Lorentz Chern-Simons three-form in five dimensions. Then the first term in
(33) can be written in terms of ϵabcde5 VabΩcde up to a total derivative. Note that since the form
of the couplings in the 9-dimensional action (4) and its T-dual action (10) does not change
under higher-derivative field redefinitions, the corresponding 5-dimensional couplings in (33)
also remain unchanged.

We now map the five-dimensional one-loop type IIB theory (33) to the couplings in the
five-dimensional heterotic theory using the following map:

H̄abc → e−Φ

2!
ϵabcde5 Wde , V

ab → −e−3Φ

3!
ϵabcde5 H̄cde , Wab → Vab ,

Gab → e−2ΦGab , φ → 2Φ , Ωabc → Ω̄abc, (35)

where the fields on the right-hand sides are those of the dual theory. Note that the radius field
φ in type IIB maps to the dilaton in the heterotic theory. Under the above transformation, the
five-dimensional action (33) transforms into the following dual action:

Sdual
5D = − 2

κ2

π5α′3

6

∫
d5x

√
−G5 e−2Φ

[
48H̄abcΩ̄abc − 12Va

cV abVb
dWcd − 6VabV

abV cdWcd

+24RabcdV
abW cd − 48H̄bcdVa

bV cd∇aΦ− 96W bc∇aΦ∇cVab + 96V abWa
c∇c∇bΦ

+24H̄bcdV
ab∇dVa

c
]
. (36)

Note that the overall dilaton factor e−2Φ indicates the dual action is at the sphere level. Note
also that the above action is linear in the field strengths H̄ and W , so it should correspond
to couplings in the heterotic theory that are linear in the NS-NS antisymmetric tensor field
strength.

Using the fact that under the five-dimensional duality between type IIB and heterotic the-
ory, the NS5-brane of heterotic theory wrapped on T 5 with volume V transforms into the
fundamental string of type IIB theory wrapped on the circle, the equality of their masses yields
the following relation when the volume of the circle is 2π:

2πV

(2π
√
α′)6g2s

=
2π

2πα′ . (37)

Using this relation, one finds that (36) produces exactly the reduction of the Chern-Simons term
HµναΩµνα in the heterotic theory on T 5. This holds when the metric and B-field have a non-
zero vector component along one circle of fixed radius, and after applying an appropriate two-
derivative field redefinition. This calculation closely follows that of [33], which demonstrated
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that the K3 reduction of analogous ten-dimensional type IIA couplings yields the reduction of
the Chern-Simons term HµναΩµνα in the heterotic theory on T 4.

It is well-known that the four-derivative NS-NS couplings in the heterotic theory do not
receive higher-genus corrections [21, 22]. Then the map (35), in which the radius maps to the
dilaton, indicates that the radius dependence in (33) is exact. Hence, the radius dependence
in the 9-dimensional action (10) is also exact, which is consistent with the conclusion reached
from S-duality in subsection 2.3.1.

3 Pure gravity couplings at order α′3

The KK reduction of the pure gravity couplings in M-theory yields the corresponding pure
gravity couplings in type IIA theory, along with other couplings involving RR fields [43, 44]
that are not of interest here. The pure gravity couplings in type IIA theory are

SIIA = − 2

κ2

π2α′3

23.3

∫
d10x

√
−G

[1
4
Rαβ

ϵεRαβγδRγϵ
µνRδεµν −Rαβ

ϵεRαβγδRγ
µ
ϵ
νRδµεν (38)

+
1

16
Rαβ

ϵεRαβγδRγδ
µνRϵεµν +

1

2
Rα

ϵ
γ
εRαβγδRβ

µ
δ
νRϵµεν

−Rαβγ
ϵRαβγδRδ

εµνRϵµεν +
1

32
RαβγδR

αβγδRϵεµνR
ϵεµν

]
.

Up to field redefinitions, it is the familiar coupling (t8t8 − 1
8
ϵ10ϵ10)R

4 [45, 32, 30, 36]. There is
no dilaton in the above action; therefore, it is the one-loop effective action of type IIA string
theory.

In the next subsection, we find the KK reduction of the above coupling. Since the above
action is the one-loop effective action of type IIA string theory, the KK reduction does not in
general produce the complete couplings in nine dimensions. There may be winding contributions
as well. Unlike the Chern-Simons term in type IIA theory, which has no contributions from
winding modes, the pure gravity part does have winding contributions. These can be found
by applying T-duality to the KK reduction of the one-loop effective action of type IIB theory,
which is given by

SIIB = − 2

κ2

π2α′3

23.3

∫
d10x

√
−G

[
Rα

ϵ
γ
εRαβγδRβ

µ
ϵ
νRδµεν −

1

4
Rαβ

ϵεRαβγδRγϵ
µνRδεµν

]
. (39)

Up to field redefinition, it is the coupling (t8t8 +
1
8
ϵ10ϵ10)R

4 [45, 32, 30, 36]. Applying KK
reduction and then T-duality to the above couplings leads to the type IIA winding-mode cou-
plings in the small-radius limit. In M-theory, these are interpreted as coming from an M2-brane
wrapped on S1 × S1. We will not explore this correspondence further in the present work.

The same couplings as above appear at tree-level in type IIB theory [2, 3, 4, 5]. The
combination of tree-level, one-loop, and non-perturbative effects causes them to be invariant
under the S-duality of type IIB theory in ten dimensions [12]. Consequently, their circular KK
reduction should also satisfy S-duality in nine dimensions [12]. The KK reduction is valid only in
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the large-radius limit. S-duality then requires that if there are couplings in the nine-dimensional
type IIB theory at the small-radius limit, they must satisfy S-duality by themselves.

To find the nine-dimensional couplings for type IIB theory in the small-radius limit, one
should first perform the KK reduction of the type IIA couplings in (38). Since the result of this
reduction is valid only in the large-radius limit, one must then apply T-duality to obtain the
desired couplings in type IIB theory. In the following section, we calculate this KK reduction
of the type IIA couplings given in (38).

3.1 Large-radius limit of 9D couplings in type IIA

The dimensional reduction scheme in (2) yields the following nine-dimensional type IIA cou-
plings:

SIIA = − 2

κ2

π3α′3

22.3

∫
d9x

√
−ḡ eφ/2

[1
4
Rab

deRabcfRcd
ghRfegh −Rab

deRabcfRc
g
d
hRfgeh (40)

+
1

16
Rab

deRabcfRcf
ghRdegh +

1

2
Ra

d
c
eRabcfRb

g
f
hRdgeh

−Rabc
dRabcfRf

eghRdgeh +
1

32
RabcfR

abcfRdeghR
degh + · · ·

]
.

The ellipsis in the equation represents 708 couplings involving the Riemann, Ricci, and Ricci
scalar curvatures, along with first and second derivatives of the radius parameter φ and the
U(1) gauge field ga.

The couplings in (40) represent one-loop effective interactions in a specific scheme. While
these can be transformed into alternative schemes via field redefinitions and integration by
parts, constructing a representation with the minimal number of couplings presents a non-
trivial challenge. Although we cannot determine the absolute minimum number of independent
couplings, in this section we express them using a minimal basis of 298 eight-derivative metric-
radion-vector interactions. As detailed in the Appendix, this minimal basis admits multiple
equivalent representations. Here we demonstrate that the couplings in (40) can be expanded
in this basis with 288 non-zero coefficients and 10 vanishing coefficients. The specific values
of these coefficients are scheme-dependent, contingent upon the chosen representation of the
minimal basis.

The coefficients in this work are determined using the scheme defined in the Appendix (see
(70)), where (40) is equated to our minimal basis after applying field redefinitions, integration
by parts, and Bianchi identities. That is,

SIIA ∼ − 2

κ2

π3α′3

22.3

∫
d9x

√
−ḡL(φ, V ) . (41)

Here, SIIA represents the dimensionally reduced action from (40), while L(φ, V ) denotes the
specific minimal basis of 298 couplings identified in Appendix (see (70)). The∼ relation signifies
equality modulo:
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• Field redefinitions

• Total derivative terms

• Bianchi identities

The computational procedure employed here mirrors that of the Appendix used to determine
the minimal basis. From this matching, we uniquely determine all 298 coupling constants in
(70), which take the following values:

c1 = 5471/432, c2 = −(11995/432), c3 = 9601/864, c4 = 593/192, c5 = −(905/1728),

c6 = −(775/108), c7 = 25543/1728, c8 = −(24031/13824), c9 = −(1903/1728), c10 = 289/512,

c11 = 3235/432, c12 = 6227/864, c13 = −(25543/864), c14 = 135935/3456, c15 = 157469/1728,

c16 = 23963/1728, c17 = −(886/9), c18 = −(153385/13824), c19 = 73385/3456, c20 = 3/64,

c21 = 5617/3456, c22 = 235/54, c23 = 4271/864, c24 = −(2857/288), c25 = 1/8,

c26 = −(871/432), c27 = −(4001/1728), c28 = −(6119/432), c29 = 10699/864,

c30 = −(10375/864), c31 = −(81/32), c32 = −(7/6), c33 = 4271/864, c34 = −(7615/864),

c35 = 1369/768, c36 = −(58895/2304), c37 = 5/4, c38 = 443/36, c39 = 31/96, c40 = 1/4,

c41 = −(3/8), c42 = −(7/16), c43 = −(1/8), c44 = −(5/4), c45 = −(3/2), c46 = 5/4,

c47 = 10279/864, c48 = 1/4, c49 = 1/2, c50 = 3/8, c51 = 3/8, c52 = 0, c53 = 5/16, c54 = 3/4,

c55 = 0, c56 = 144737/6912, c57 = 719/256, c58 = −(48845/864), c59 = −(49129/6912),

c60 = 75221/1728, c61 = −(9169/1152), c62 = −(74357/1728), c63 = 9601/576,

c64 = −(39961/1728), c65 = −(1763/18), c66 = −(61/32), c67 = 2551/1728,

c68 = −(6011/864), c69 = 52415/3456, c70 = −(2443/1728), c71 = −(10847/6912),

c72 = 74573/1728, c73 = 10465/2304, c74 = −(1763/36), c75 = 547/32, c76 = 7079/1152,

c77 = −(75005/1728), c78 = −(9601/2304), c79 = −(6443/1728), c80 = 1763/18,

c81 = −(363905/10368), c82 = 24233/1728, c83 = −(359/128), c84 = 25111/1728,

c85 = −(320/27), c86 = −(33269/1728), c87 = 3535/576, c88 = −(25111/6912),

c89 = 5579/6912, c90 = 7/4, c91 = −(5147/3456), c92 = 689/216, c93 = −(12191/864),

c94 = −(11851/144), c95 = −(30659/3456), c96 = −(7/16), c97 = −(141725/6912),

c98 = −(30263/4608), c99 = 239/54, c100 = 39101/13824, c101 = 28373/2304,

c102 = −(109163/6912), c103 = 13831/1728, c104 = −(304643/20736), c105 = 171791/6912,

c106 = 145241/10368, c107 = 44215/3456, c108 = 585167/41472, c109 = 11563/864,

c110 = 616085/10368, c111 = 7603/4608, c112 = −(3535/72), c113 = 13341/128,

c114 = 48427/1728, c115 = −(359273/13824), c116 = 3773/432, c117 = 1/2,

c118 = 10429/1728, c119 = −(11725/1728), c120 = 157901/864, c121 = 886/9,

c122 = −(1763/18), c123 = 21371/1728, c124 = 13021/3456, c125 = −(443/9),

c126 = 13703/864, c127 = −(14675/4608), c128 = 9527/1296, c129 = −(12601/192),
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c130 = 25147/576, c131 = 27581/1728, c132 = −(13489/1152), c133 = 25147/1152,

c134 = 95555/1728, c135 = −(158261/1152), c136 = 8351/432, c137 = 26987/3456,

c138 = −(22883/3456), c139 = 0, c140 = 12067/576, c141 = −(263/72), c142 = −(6541/864),

c143 = −(253033/2304), c144 = −(5579/864), c145 = −(271237/1152),

c146 = −(531631/2304), c147 = 271309/2304, c148 = 30541/1728, c149 = 1523/54,

c150 = −(132445/10368), c151 = −(2344/81), c152 = −(2245/432), c153 = 40933/3456,

c154 = 13129/1728, c155 = −(267649/3456), c156 = −(307/108), c157 = 749/216,

c158 = 997/1152, c159 = −(503/288), c160 = 8539/3456, c161 = −(5243/432),

c162 = −(563/288), c163 = 1/4, c164 = 11563/864, c165 = 4595/432, c166 = −(10699/864),

c167 = 4/3, c168 = −(4595/864), c169 = 10699/1728, c170 = 1349/216, c171 = 5887/864,

c172 = −(12319/432), c173 = 1/2, c174 = −(113/18), c175 = 7687/864, c176 = −(11887/432),

c177 = −(5/16), c178 = 95/18, c179 = −(12211/1152), c180 = −(811/864),

c181 = −(1313/3456), c182 = 2251/864, c183 = −(2467/864), c184 = −(2467/864), c185 = 1/8,

c186 = 133/27, c187 = −(4379/864), c188 = 293/54, c189 = −(17/24), c190 = −(4937/432),

c191 = −(266/27), c192 = 142/9, c193 = −(775/108), c194 = 22883/3456,

c195 = 136567/10368, c196 = −(300047/55296), c197 = 6211/3456,

c198 = −(3952841/165888), c199 = −(16099/3456), c200 = 1/8, c201 = 1733959/20736,

c202 = −(133/27), c203 = 251545/10368, c204 = 2037649/41472, c205 = 1/16,

c206 = −(158423/9216), c207 = 1/32, c208 = 3/16, c209 = 1159/54, c210 = 0,

c211 = 19609/6912, c212 = 11275/1152, c213 = −(5579/864), c214 = 82007/13824,

c215 = −(25165/1728), c216 = −(1/8), c217 = 103321/6912, c218 = −(775/108),

c219 = −(8875/1728), c220 = 401/54, c221 = −(23/64), c222 = −(12211/864),

c223 = 5209/108, c224 = −(12319/432), c225 = 3055/144, c226 = −(14717/864),

c227 = 12427/864, c228 = 24233/864, c229 = 11833/432, c230 = 11923/1152, c231 = 15/32,

c232 = −(1/2), c233 = 22883/3456, c234 = 4697/288, c235 = −(13/16), c236 = −(22883/3456),

c237 = −(11815/576), c238 = −(1/16), c239 = −(11923/288), c240 = 11923/576, c241 = 11/8,

c242 = 11635/576, c243 = 11563/1728, c244 = 9997/1728, c245 = −(3635/288),

c246 = 7795/1728, c247 = 721/108, c248 = −(11995/432), c249 = 0, c250 = 1/8, c251 = 0,

c252 = −(7/64), c253 = 0, c254 = −1, c255 = −1, c256 = 1/32, c257 = 141/128, c258 = 149/576,

c259 = −(515/108), c260 = 10267/1728, c261 = −(2933/1728), c262 = −(559/54),

c263 = 239/216, c264 = −(11563/864), c265 = 293/108, c266 = 1/16, c267 = 1/4, c268 = 0,

c269 = −(1891/6912), c270 = −(9403/864), c271 = 10699/864, c272 = 517/4608,

c273 = −(2269/6912), c274 = 7361/864, c275 = −(251/576), c276 = −(143/576),

c277 = −(133/108), c278 = −(1/4), c279 = 5/8, c280 = −(11293/1728), c281 = −(3851/3456),

c282 = 0, c283 = 0, c284 = 37001/6912, c285 = 17/32, c286 = 2339/13824, c287 = −(1/4),
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c288 = 16339/1152, c289 = −(803/216), c290 = −(16051/1728), c291 = 25465/6912,

c292 = 175/1728, c293 = 937/54, c294 = −(3631/1728), c295 = −(3181/108),

c296 = 6497/144, c297 = 25543/864, c298 = −(3427/288) (42)

Of the 298 couplings in the minimal basis, 288 are non-zero and 10 are zero. Among the
vanishing coefficients is c268, which is the sole independent coupling involving the Ricci tensor.

We therefore present the final result for the one-loop effective action of type IIA theory at
the eight-derivative order, specific to the metric-radion-vector sector:

SIIA = − 2

κ2

π3α′3

22.3

∫
d9x

√
−ḡL(φ, V ) , (43)

where the Lagrangian L(φ, V ) is given in (70), with the coupling constants set to the values in
(42). Since this action is derived from the KK reduction of the ten-dimensional couplings in
(38), it is valid only in the large-radius limit. The corresponding couplings in the small-radius
limit can be found via T-duality from the KK reduction of the type IIB couplings in (39), which
is not the focus of this work. In the next section, we instead derive the small-radius limit of
the type IIB couplings at order α′3.

3.2 Small-radius limit of 9D couplings in type IIB

Under T-duality, the effective action corresponding to the pure KK modes in type IIA theory
becomes the effective action of type IIB that corresponds to pure winding modes.

Under T-duality (9), the nine-dimensional type IIA couplings given in (43) yield the follow-
ing type IIB couplings in nine dimensions:

SIIB = − 2

κ2

π3α′3

22.3

∫
d9x

√
−ḡL(−φ,W ) , (44)

where L(−φ,W ) is identical to L(φ, V ) but with V replaced by W and the sign of φ reversed.
The resulting action represents the correct couplings of type IIB theory in the small-radius
limit.

As these couplings belong to the type IIB framework, they are expected to be consistent with
S-duality. In the large-radius limit of type IIB, achieving S-duality invariance—which is gov-
erned by the discrete SL(2,Z) group—requires the inclusion of tree-level and non-perturbative
effects [12]. Conversely, since the tree-level effective action contains no winding modes, no
tree-level action is expected to exist in the small-radius limit.2 Therefore, the one-loop cou-

2It is important to clarify that the KK reduction of the ten-dimensional tree-level action
√
−Ge−2Φ(R −

1
12H

2), assuming a constant dilaton, gives

√
−ḡe−2ϕ̄

(
R− 1

4
∇aφ∇aφ− eφ

4
V 2 − e−φ

4
W 2 − 1

12
H̄2

)
.

Although this expression includes both eφ and e−φ, it corresponds entirely to the large-radius regime. This is
because it originates from the standard dimensional reduction and does not include contributions from winding
modes, which characterize the small-radius limit.
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plings at the small-radius limit must be S-duality invariant by themselves, corresponding to the
continuous SL(2,R) symmetry. In the next section, we study the S-duality of the couplings in
(44).

3.2.1 Consistency with S-duality

To analyze the S-duality properties of the couplings, we must first express them in the Einstein
frame, as in subsection 2.3.1. We begin by considering the pure gravity couplings given in (44):

√
−ḡ e−φ/2RRRR (45)

The transformation of
√
−ḡ to the Einstein frame is e9Φ/4

√
−ḡE. Similarly, e−φ/2 transforms

to e−Φ/4e−φE/2. Given that the term RRRR contains four Riemann curvatures and is con-
tracted with eight inverse metrics, one finds that for a constant dilaton, it transforms as
e−2ΦRERERERE. Consequently, the coupling above transforms into the following expression
in the Einstein frame: √

−ḡE e−φE/2RERERERE , (46)

which is invariant under S-duality.3

Next, consider the coupling with coefficient c145 in (70). Its structure is:

√
−ḡ e−φ/2∇∇φ∇∇φ∇∇φ∇∇φ (47)

This term involves four inverse metrics. Hence, for a constant dilaton, ∇∇φ∇∇φ∇∇φ∇∇φ
transforms as e−2Φ∇∇φE∇∇φE∇∇φE∇∇φE. Consequently, the coupling (47) transforms to
the following expression in the Einstein frame:√

−ḡE e−φE/2∇∇φE∇∇φE∇∇φE∇∇φE (48)

which is invariant under S-duality.
Next, consider the coupling with coefficient c139 in (70). Its structure is:

√
−ḡ e−5φ/2∇W∇W∇W∇W (49)

This term involves six inverse metrics. Hence, for zero RR fields and a constant dilaton,
∇W∇W∇W∇W transforms as e−3Φ∇W∇W∇W∇W in the Einstein frame. Therefore, the
coupling (49) transforms to:√

−ḡE e−5φE/2e−2Φ∇W∇W∇W∇W (50)

3The pure gravity coupling in the large-radius limit is
√
−ḡ eφ/2RRRR. It transforms to√

−ḡE eφ
E/2eΦ/2RERERERE in the Einstein frame, which is not invariant under S-duality. However, the

analogous tree-level coupling is
√
−ḡ e−2Φeφ/2RRRR, which transforms to

√
−ḡE eφ

E/2e−3Φ/2RERERERE in
the Einstein frame. The combination of these two perturbative contributions, along with non-perturbative
effects, becomes invariant under the S-duality group SL(2,Z) [12].
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which is invariant under S-duality by the transformation rule (16).
As a final example, consider the coupling with coefficient c127 in (70). Its structure is:

√
−ḡ e−7φ/2RWWWWWW (51)

This term involves one Riemann curvature and eight inverse metrics. Hence, RWWWWWW
transforms as e−7Φ/2REWWWWWW in the Einstein frame. The coupling in the Einstein
frame thus becomes: √

−ḡE e−7φE/2e−3ΦREWWWWWW (52)

which is invariant under S-duality according to the transformation (16).
Similarly, all other couplings in (44) are invariant under S-duality for a constant dilaton

and zero RR fields. That is,

SIIB → SIIB. (53)

Hence, the one-loop effective action of type IIB theory at order α′3 in the small-radius limit is
S-duality invariant by itself. In contrast, at the large-radius limit, the tree-level, one-loop, and
non-perturbative contributions must be combined to produce an S-duality invariant action at
the same order [12]. Furthermore, if one alters the radius dependence of the couplings in (44),
the resulting action is no longer S-duality invariant. This indicates that the radius expansion of
the one-loop effective action consists of only two distinct terms: one for the large-radius limit
and one for the small-radius limit, with no intermediate corrections. This conclusion can also
be reached by studying the K3 reduction of the couplings in (44), which we perform in the next
section.

3.3 Reduction on K3 and duality in 5D

Reducing the eight-derivative couplings on K3 using the ansatz (30) yields both eight- and four-
derivative terms; we discard the former. The non-zero curvature of the K3 surface is essential
here. Specifically, the integral of the Riemann-squared term gives a topological invariant, the
Euler characteristic (see, e.g., [42]):

1

32π2

∫
K3

d4y
√

g4RµναβR
µναβ = 24 . (54)

This fixed value is central to producing the four-derivative couplings when reducing eight-
derivative terms involving RµναβR

µναβ.
Using the topological constraint in (54), the K3 reduction of the nine-dimensional one-loop

gravity couplings in (44) produces the following four-derivative term in five dimensions:

S5D = − 2

κ2

8π5α′3

3

∫
d5x

√
−G5e−φ/2

[3
2
RabcdR

abcd − 7

8
RabcdW

abW cde−φ − 7

8
RacbdW

abW cde−φ

+
7079

48
Wa

cWbc∇aφ∇bφe−φ +
3535

24
∇aφ∇aφ∇bφ∇bφ+

25111

288
∇aφ∇b∇aφ∇bφ

+
886

3
∇b∇aφ∇b∇aφ+

24031

576
Wa

cW ab∇c∇bφe
−φ +

9

8
∇bWac∇cW abe−φ

]
. (55)
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The resulting five-dimensional effective action is formulated in the specific minimal scheme
developed in the Appendix. To analyze this action under the map in (35), we must first extend
it to its most general form—a form that differs only by five-dimensional field redefinitions,
integration by parts, and applications of the Bianchi identities.

We generalize the action by first constructing a maximal basis of 19 independent five-
dimensional couplings (modulo total derivatives and Bianchi identities), following the procedure
in the Appendix but omitting field redefinitions. Equating this basis with (55) and subsequently
incorporating field redefinitions, total derivatives, and Bianchi identities, we arrive at the fol-
lowing action:

S5D = − 2

κ2

8π5α′3

3

∫
d5x

√
−G5e−φ/2

[3
2
RabcdR

abcd + a4RWabW
abe−φ + a5R

abWa
cWbce

−φ

+a1RabR
ab − 2(3 + a1 + 2a10 − 2a12 − 4a14 + 4a16 + 8a18)R

2

+
1

16
(3 + 2a1 − 4a12 − 8a14 + 8a16 + 16a17)Wa

cW abWb
dWcde

−2φ

+
1

8
(−3a1 + 2(−6 + a12 + 2a14 − 2a16 − 4a17 − 2a5))RabcdW

abW cde−φ

+a8WabW
abWcdW

cde−2φ + a10R∇aφ∇aφ+ a11WbcW
bc∇aφ∇aφe−φ

+a16Rab∇aφ∇bφ+ a17Wa
cWbc∇aφ∇bφe−φ + a18∇aφ∇aφ∇bφ∇bφ

−a19∇aφ∇b∇aφ∇bφ− a12Rab∇b∇aφ− a13Wa
cWbc∇b∇aφe−φ

+a14∇b∇aφ∇b∇aφ+ a15W
bc∇aφ∇cWabe

−φ

+
1

8
(6 + 3a1 − 2a12 − 4a14 + 4a16 + 8a17 + 4a5)∇cWab∇cW abe−φ

]
, (56)

with a1, a4, a5, · · · being 14 arbitrary scheme parameters. The actions (56) and (55) are physi-
cally equivalent, related by field redefinitions.

Under the map in (35), the couplings above produce the following dual action:

Sdual
5D = − 2

κ2

8π5α′3

3

∫
d5x

√
−G5e−2Φ

[3
2
RabcdR

abcd + a4RVabV
ab + a5R

abVa
cVbc + · · ·

]
,(57)

where the ellipsis represents other lengthy couplings not written explicitly.
In contrast, the ten-dimensional heterotic theory at tree-level contains four-derivative gravity-

dilaton couplings of the form [46]:

SH
R2 = − 2

κ2
10

α′

8

∫
d10x

√
−Ge−2ΦRµναβR

µναβ , (58)

where κ2
10 = κ2g2s . The dimensional reduction of this term on a five-torus T 5 of volume V ,

considering only one non-zero vector arising from the metric on one circle of the T 5, yields the
following five-dimensional gravity-dilaton-vector couplings [44]:

SH
R2 = − 2

κ2
10

α′V

12

∫
d5x

√
−G5e−2Φ

[3
2
RabcdR

abcd +
15

16
Va

cV abVb
dVcd −

3

2
RabcdV

abV cd

−3

2
RacbdV

abV cd +
9

16
VabV

abVcdV
cd +

3

2
∇cVab∇cV ab

]
. (59)
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Using the relation in (37), one finds this action is identical to the action in (57) after an
appropriate field redefinition, provided the following relations hold between the parameters in
(57):

a18 = 9/4 + a1/2− a10 + 4a11 + a12/8− 4a13 + (9a14)/4− 2a15 − (5a16)/4− a17,

a19 = 6 + (3a1)/2− 2a10 + 8a11 − a12/4− 8a13 + 5a14 − 4a15 − (3a16)/2− 2a17,

a5 = −(3/4)− (5a1)/8 + (3a12)/4− 2a13 + (3a14)/2− (3a16)/2− 3a17,

a8 = 381/128 + (135a1)/256 + a4/4− (3a10)/4 + 4a11 − (5a12)/128

−(31a13)/8 + (115a14)/64− (31a15)/16− (55a16)/64− (39a17)/32 (60)

Substituting these relations into (56), we find that the five-dimensional action (56)—with its
10 arbitrary parameters—is dual to the heterotic couplings at order α′ on T 5. It is interesting
to note that this result is analogous to the K3 reduction of type IIA theory in the metric-
dilaton-RR one-form sector [44], which also features 10 arbitrary parameters and is dual to the
heterotic couplings at order α′ on T 4.

Since the couplings in the heterotic theory at order α′ are exact [21, 22], the duality
(35)—which relates the radius parameter φ of type IIB to the dilaton of the heterotic the-
ory—confirms the S-duality result that the radius expansion of the couplings is truncated,
consisting only of a small-radius limit and a large-radius limit. Note that, upon reduction on
K3, the large-radius limit produced by the KK reduction of the couplings in (39) does not
produce couplings at order α′.

4 Conclusion

It is known in the literature that the S-duality of the 10-dimensional type IIB effective action at
order α′3 involves contributions from the perturbative sphere- and torus-levels, as well as non-
perturbative effects, which combine to achieve SL(2,Z) invariance [12]. The circular reduction
of these combinations also results in invariant terms in nine dimensions.

In this paper, we have shown that purely stringy couplings, which arise only at loop-level due
to winding momentum along the circle, produce inherently nine-dimensional couplings. These
are not descended from the 10-dimensional effective action and are invariant under SL(2,R)
transformations on their own. In particular, while S-duality forbids a 10-dimensional Chern-
Simons term in type IIB, the inherently nine-dimensional Chern-Simons term—produced by
imposing T-duality on the KK reduction of the Chern-Simons term from 10-dimensional type
IIA theory—is invariant under S-duality.

Moreover, we have observed that the inherently nine-dimensional effective action of type
IIB in the gravity–radius–vector sector, produced by imposing T-duality on the KK reduction
of the pure gravity couplings of type IIA theory, is also S-duality invariant.

We have seen that S-duality dictates the radius-dependence of the nine-dimensional cou-
plings. This dependence corresponds to one of two limits: the large-radius limit, which is
associated with the KK reduction of the 10-dimensional type IIB couplings, or the small-radius
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limit, which is associated with the T-dual of the KK reduction of the 10-dimensional type IIA
couplings.

We have also investigated the reduction of the resulting nine-dimensional type IIB cou-
plings at order α′3 on a K3 surface. While the large-radius limit yields no α′-order couplings,
the small-radius limit does produce them. The resulting couplings are consistent with the
four-derivative effective action of the heterotic theory on T 5 after appropriate field redefini-
tions. Crucially, in this field redefinition, the radius of the circle in type IIB theory maps to
the dilaton of the heterotic theory. Given that the dilaton dependence of the four-derivative
couplings in the heterotic theory is exact [21, 22], this equivalence strongly confirms that the
nine-dimensional coupling constant receives contributions exclusively from the large-radius and
small-radius limits.

The symmetry structure of the eight-derivative couplings can be understood through the
duality between M-theory on T 2 and type IIB on S1 [47, 25]. Our analysis shows that the α′3

couplings in type IIB are SL(2,Z)-invariant at large radius and SL(2,R)-invariant at small
radius. Consequently, the effective action of M-theory on T 2 must inherit this behavior: it
is invariant under the discrete SL(2,Z) for a large type IIB circle and under the continuous
SL(2,R) for a small circle.

Our demonstration of S-duality invariance for the small-radius, nine-dimensional, one-loop
couplings in type IIB theory relied on the assumption of a constant dilaton and vanishing
RR fields. Leveraging this established symmetry, the RR and non-constant dilaton terms can
be incorporated into the nine-dimensional type IIB framework. This, in turn, allows one to
use T-duality to determine the corresponding one-loop couplings in nine-dimensional type IIA
theory at the large-radius limit. These results can then be lifted to ten dimensions to find the
type IIA one-loop couplings at order α′3. Since the circular reduction of M-theory couplings
at the eight-derivative order is expected to yield these specific type IIA couplings, it would
be a compelling future direction to use this prescription to determine the precise form of the
M-theory couplings at the eight-derivative order.

The construction of a covariant action for type IIB supergravity is obstructed in ten dimen-
sions by the self-duality of the RR four-form, a constraint that can only be incorporated through
auxiliary fields [48, 49, 50]. No such obstruction exists for type IIA supergravity. Given that
T-duality acting on the KK reduction of type IIA couplings yields covariant type IIB couplings
in nine dimensions, it is a promising research direction to use this prescription to derive the
full covariant effective action for RR fields in nine-dimensional type IIB theory—an action that
may not be uplifted to a covariant ten-dimensional one.

Appendix: Minimal basis in the metric-radion-vector Sector

This appendix constructs the minimal basis of eight-derivative couplings for the metric-
radion-vector sector. We first generate all covariant, U(1)-invariant terms with an even number
of field strengths Vab, ensuring the correct radion dependence. Our convention assigns a factor
of eφ/2 to each V , with an additional overall factor of eφ/2. Using the xAct package [23], this
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process yields 18,462 candidate couplings, schematically represented as:

L′ = c′1RabcdR
abcd RefghV

efV ghe3φ/2 + · · · , (61)

where c′1, · · · , c′18462 are provisional coupling constants. However, these terms are not inde-
pendent, as they are subject to redundancies from: (i) total derivatives, (ii) field redefinition
equivalences, and (iii) Bianchi identity constraints. A systematic reduction is therefore neces-
sary to isolate a minimal, independent set.

To systematically eliminate redundant terms arising from total derivative ambiguities in the
Lagrangian L′, we introduce the following compensating terms to the action:

−4π

κ2

∫
d9x

√
−ḡJ ≡ −4π

κ2

∫
d9x

√
−ḡ∇a(e

φ/2Ia) . (62)

Here, the vector Ia encompasses all possible covariant and gauge-invariant seven-derivative
terms constructed from the metric, radius, and gauge fields. Each gauge field strength must be
accompanied by a factor of eφ/2. Our systematic classification identifies 10,349 such independent
vectors, with corresponding coefficients J1, · · · , J10349.

To eliminate redundant terms from field redefinition ambiguities in L′, we begin with the
KK reduction of the ten-dimensional tree-level coupling e−2ΦR on a circle. Using the metric
reduction in (2), this yields the following nine-dimensional action:

S0 = −4π

κ2

∫
d9x

√
−ḡe−2Φ+φ/2

[
R− 1

4
∇aφ∇aφ− eφ

4
VabV

ab
]
. (63)

Up to total derivative terms, the variation of this action for a constant dilaton yields:

δS0 = −4π

κ2

∫
d9x

√
−ḡe−2Φ+φ/2

[
DΦ δΦ +Dφδφ+Dga δga +Dḡab δḡab

]
≡ −4π

κ2

∫
d9x

√
−ḡK, (64)

where

DΦ = −2R +
1

2
eφVabV

ab +
1

2
∇aφ∇aφ

Dφ =
1

2
R− 3

8
eφVabV

ab +
1

2
∇a∇aφ+

1

8
∇aφ∇aφ

Dga = −eφ∇bV
ab − 3

2
eφV a

b∇bφ

Dḡab = −Rab +
1

2
GabR +

1

2
eφV acV b

c −
1

8
eφGabVcdV

cd

+
1

2
∇aφ∇bφ+

1

2
∇b∇aφ− 1

2
Gab∇c∇cφ− 3

8
Gab∇cφ∇cφ. (65)

It is important to note that although the dilaton is constant in the background configuration,
its variations under field redefinition are non-zero and must be included.
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The field redefinition contributions arise from the following infinitesimal transformations of
the fundamental fields:

ḡab → ḡab + α′3e2Φδḡab,

ga → ga + α′3e2Φ−φ/2δga,

φ → φ+ α′3e2Φδφ,

Φ → Φ + α′3e2ΦδΦ, (66)

where δga contains odd powers of the U(1) gauge field strength, while δḡab, δφ, and δΦ contain
even powers. Specifically, this manifests as 3,265 metric perturbations (coefficients {ei}), 1,621
gauge-field perturbations {gi}, 656 radius perturbations {fi}, and 656 dilaton perturbations
{hi}.

By augmenting L′ with these field redefinitions and the previously introduced total deriva-
tive terms, we obtain an equivalent Lagrangian L with transformed parameters {ci}, yielding
the fundamental constraint:

∆− J −K = 0. (67)

The difference ∆ = L−L′ preserves the same functional form as L′ but with modified coefficients
δci = ci − c′i, representing the net effect of the field redefinitions and total derivative terms.

To systematically solve equation (67), we must first express it in terms of linearly indepen-
dent couplings by enforcing the relevant Bianchi identities:

Rα[βγδ] = 0 ,

∇[µRαβ]γδ = 0 , (68)

∇[µVαβ] = 0 ,

[∇,∇]O −RO = 0 .

Our procedure for implementing the Bianchi identities in a non-gauge-invariant formulation
involves two key steps: (1) adopting a local inertial frame to simplify derivatives, and (2)
expressing all ∂V terms in (67) through the relation V = dg. As shown in [51], this combined
approach automatically satisfies all Bianchi identities for the curvature and U(1) field strength.

Through this systematic procedure, all terms on the left-hand side of (67) can be expressed
as a linear combination of independent (though non-gauge-invariant) couplings. Setting their
coefficients to zero yields a system of algebraic equations with two distinct classes of solutions:
(i) 298 relations involving only the variations δci, and (ii) additional equations that mix δci
with the coefficients of total derivative and field redefinition terms, which we disregard.

The invariant count of 298 relations in the first class determines the dimension of the
physically meaningful coupling space in L′. This number remains unchanged under scheme
transformations; while a particular scheme may nullify certain coefficients in L′, substituting
these conditions back into (67) preserves exactly 298 constraints among the δci parameters.

To systematically eliminate redundant couplings while preserving the 298 fundamental rela-
tions among the δci parameters, we impose a specific scheme choice by nullifying all coefficients
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in L′ that contain the following structures: R, ∇aV
ab, ∇a∇aφ, ∇a∇bVcd, ∇a∇b∇cφ, ∇aRbcde,

RabRcd, RabcdRef , or VabRcd. Crucially, this elimination preserves exactly 298 constraints among
the remaining δci variations, demonstrating that the eliminated terms represent non-essential
redundancies in the effective action.

We next eliminate all couplings in L′ containing Rab by setting their coefficients to zero.
Solving (67) under this constraint yields 297 relations among the δci parameters, demonstrating
that at least one independent coupling must contain Ricci curvature. To identify this essential
coupling, we implemented a binary search strategy: we divided the Ricci-containing terms into
subsets, nullified one subset’s coefficients, and verified whether (67) generated 298 relations
among the remaining δci parameters. If not, we retained the complementary subset. Through
iterative application of this method, we uniquely identified the independent coupling:

[R2R′′]1 = c268R
abcdRef

cd∇a∇eRbf . (69)

This independent coupling also appears in the minimal basis for metric-dilaton-RR one-form
couplings at order α′3 [44].

Although numerous coefficient choices satisfy the 298 relations δci = 0, our chosen scheme
organizes the couplings into 49 distinct structures. These fundamental structures, which form
the basis, are explicitly listed below:

L(φ, V ) = eφ/2
(
[R2R′′]1 + [R4]7 + [φ′4]2 + [V ′4]5 + [RV ′2φ′2]11 + [RV ′2φ′′]9 + [R2V ′2]13

+[R3V ′2]14 + [R3φ′′]3 + [R3φ′2]5 + [RV 2φ′2φ′′]7 + [R2φ′′2]5 + [R2φ′2φ′′]4

+[R2φ′4]3 + [V 3V ′φ′3]5 + [R2V 4]13 + [R2V 2φ′′]13 + [R2V 2φ′2]17 + [RV 4φ′2]9

+[RV 2V ′2]27 + [RV 6]1 + [V 4φ′2φ′′]1 + [R2V V ′φ′]14 + [V 4φ′4]2 + [RV 2φ′4]4

+[RV V ′φ′3]10 + [RV 4φ′′]7 + [V 2φ′6]1 + [V 4φ′′2]5 + [RV 2φ′′2]8 + [V 2V ′2φ′′]15

+[RV 3V ′φ′]1 + [RV V ′φ′φ′′]2 + [V 2φ′2φ′′2]2 + [V 2V ′2φ′2]11 + [V V ′φ′φ′′2]1 (70)

+[V V ′φ′3φ′′]4 + [Rφ′2φ′′2]2 + [V ′2φ′4]4 + [V V ′φ′5]1 + [V 2φ′4φ′′]2 + [Rφ′′3]1

+[Rφ′4φ′′]1 + [V ′2φ′′2]6 + [V ′2φ′2φ′′]4 + [V V ′3φ′]1 + [φ′4φ′′2]2 + [φ′8]1 + [V 4V ′2]11

)
.

The notation [X]n denotes that structure X admits n distinct contractions, each with an inde-
pendent coupling constant. A prime symbol indicates covariant differentiation of the associated
field. Among these structures, the coupling [R2R′′]1 is explicitly given in (69), while all others
are the following:

[R4]7 = c117R
abcdRc

e
a
fRd

g
b
hRfheg + c253Ra

efgRabcdRc
h
bfRghde + c254Ra

e
c
fRabcdRbe

ghRghdf

+c255Racb
eRabcdRd

fghRghef + c256R
abcdRcdabR

efghRghef + c266Rab
efRabcdRghefR

gh
cd

+c267Rab
efRabcdRghdfR

gh
ce , (71)

[φ′4]2 = c145∇a∇cφ∇a∇bφ∇b∇dφ∇d∇cφ+ c147∇a∇bφ∇b∇aφ∇c∇dφ∇d∇cφ , (72)
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[V ′4]5 = e2φc139∇aV bc∇bVa
d∇cV

ef∇dVef + e2φc196∇aVbc∇aV bc∇dVef∇dV ef

+e2φc216∇aV bc∇bVc
d∇dV

ef∇eVaf + e2φc249∇aV bc∇bVa
d∇eVc

f∇fVde

+e2φc250∇aV
de∇aV bc∇fVce∇fVbd , (73)

[RV ′2φ′2]11 = eφc91Refbd∇aφ∇aφ∇bV cd∇cV
ef + eφc138Raebf∇aφ∇bφ∇cV de∇dVc

f

+eφc140Rafbc∇aφ∇bφ∇cV de∇dVe
f + eφc194Refcd∇aVb

c∇aφ∇bφ∇dV ef

+eφc233Refcd∇aV
cd∇aφ∇bφ∇eVb

f + eφc236Rdfce∇aφ∇bφ∇cVa
d∇eVb

f

+eφc238Rdfbe∇aφ∇aφ∇bV cd∇eVc
f + eφc239Rdfbe∇aV

cd∇aφ∇bφ∇eVc
f

+eφc240Refbd∇aV
cd∇aφ∇bφ∇eVc

f + eφc242Rdfbe∇aφ∇bφ∇cVa
d∇eVc

f

+eφc244Refbd∇aφ∇bφ∇cVa
d∇eVc

f , (74)

[RV ′2φ′′]9 = eφc149Refac∇aV bc∇bV
de∇d∇fφ+ eφc172Rdfce∇a∇fφ∇aV bc∇dVb

e

+eφc173Refcd∇a∇fφ∇aV bc∇dVb
e + eφc176Refad∇aV bc∇c∇fφ∇dVb

e

+eφc193Refcd∇aV bc∇b∇aφ∇dV ef + eφc218Rdfbc∇aV bc∇dV ef∇e∇aφ

+eφc220Rcfad∇aV bc∇dV ef∇e∇bφ+ eφc247Rcedf∇aV bc∇bVa
d∇e∇fφ

+eφc248Rdeaf∇aV bc∇bVc
d∇e∇fφ , (75)

[R2V ′2]13 = eφc271Rc
efgRfgde∇aVb

d∇aV bc + eφc277RfgdeR
fg

bc∇aV
de∇aV bc

+eφc278RfgceR
fg

bd∇aV
de∇aV bc + eφc20R

defgRfgde∇aV bc∇bVac

+eφc24Rc
efgRfgde∇aV bc∇bVa

d + eφc31Rd
f
a
gRegcf∇aV bc∇bV

de

+eφc164Ra
f
d
gRegcf∇aV bc∇dVb

e + eφc166Rc
f
a
gRegdf∇aV bc∇dVb

e

+eφc169RfgcdR
fg

ae∇aV bc∇dVb
e + eφc186Rb

g
acRegdf∇aV bc∇dV ef

+eφc188Ra
g
deRfgbc∇aV bc∇dV ef + eφc191Rbea

gRfgcd∇aV bc∇dV ef

+eφc192Rb
g
aeRfgcd∇aV bc∇dV ef , (76)

[R3V ′2]14 = eφc109Rd
g
c
hRde

b
fRfhegVa

cV ab + eφc243Rb
d
c
eRd

fghRghefVa
cV ab

+eφc264Rb
defRghdfR

gh
ceVa

cV ab + eφc85Ra
e
c
fRe

g
b
hRfhdgV

abV cd

+eφc99Ra
e
c
fRd

g
b
hRfhegV

abV cd + eφc202Ra
efgRf

h
beRghcdV

abV cd

+eφc213Ra
efgRf

h
bcRghdeV

abV cd + eφc234Ra
e
bcRd

fghRghefV
abV cd

+eφc252RacbdR
efghRghefV

abV cd + eφc260Ra
e
c
fRghefR

gh
bdV

abV cd

+eφc261R
ef

acRghdfR
gh

beV
abV cd + eφc262Ra

e
c
fRghdeR

gh
bfV

abV cd

+eφc263Ra
e
b
fRghefR

gh
cdV

abV cd + eφc265R
ef

abRghdfR
gh

ceV
abV cd , (77)

[R3φ′′]3 = c297Rc
f
b
gRcd

a
eRegdf∇a∇bφ+ c7Ra

c
b
dRc

efgRfgde∇a∇bφ

+c13Ra
cdeRfgceR

fg
bd∇a∇bφ , (78)
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[R3φ′2]5 = c282R
bcdeRd

f
b
gRegcf∇aφ∇aφ+ c283Rbd

fgRbcdeRfgce∇aφ∇aφ

+c65Rc
f
b
gRcd

a
eRegdf∇aφ∇bφ+ c74Ra

c
b
dRc

efgRfgde∇aφ∇bφ

+c80Ra
cdeRfgceR

fg
bd∇aφ∇bφ, (79)

[RV 2φ′2φ′′]7 = eφc81RcebfVd
fV de∇a∇cφ∇aφ∇bφ+ eφc83RefcdVb

dV ef∇a∇cφ∇aφ∇bφ

+eφc82RefbdVc
dV ef∇a∇cφ∇aφ∇bφ+ eφc129RdfbeVa

eVc
f∇aφ∇bφ∇c∇dφ

+eφc131RefbdVa
eVc

f∇aφ∇bφ∇c∇dφ+ eφc128RcfbdVa
eVe

f∇aφ∇bφ∇c∇dφ

+eφc132RefbdVacV
ef∇aφ∇bφ∇c∇dφ , (80)

[R2φ′′2]5 = c17Rb
defRefcd∇a∇cφ∇a∇bφ+ c38R

cdefRefcd∇a∇bφ∇b∇aφ

+c121Ra
e
b
fRcfde∇a∇bφ∇c∇dφ+ c122Ra

e
c
fRdfbe∇a∇bφ∇c∇dφ

+c125RefbdR
ef

ac∇a∇bφ∇c∇dφ, (81)

[R2φ′2φ′′]4 = c84Rb
defRefcd∇a∇cφ∇aφ∇bφ+ c88R

cdefRefcd∇aφ∇b∇aφ∇bφ

+c130Rc
e
a
fRdfbe∇aφ∇bφ∇c∇dφ+ c133RefbdR

ef
ac∇aφ∇bφ∇c∇dφ , (82)

[R2φ′4]3 = c87R
cdefRefcd∇aφ∇aφ∇bφ∇bφ+ c112Rb

defRefcd∇aφ∇aφ∇bφ∇cφ

+c200Ra
e
b
fRcfde∇aφ∇bφ∇cφ∇dφ , (83)

[V 3V ′φ′3]5 = e2φc97Vc
eVd

fVef∇aφ∇aφ∇bφ∇cVb
d + e2φc100VbdVc

fVef∇aφ∇aφ∇bφ∇cV de

+e2φc104Vc
eVd

fVef∇aVb
d∇aφ∇bφ∇cφ+ e2φc106VbdVc

fVef∇aV
de∇aφ∇bφ∇cφ

+e2φc150VbdVc
fVef∇aφ∇bφ∇cφ∇dVa

e , (84)

[R2V 4]13 = e2φc170Rd
fghRghefVa

cV abVb
dVc

e + e2φc37Rb
g
e
hRfhcgVa

cV abVd
fV de

+e2φc257RghcfR
gh

beVa
cV abVd

fV de + e2φc66Re
g
c
hRfhdgVa

cV abVb
dV ef

+e2φc258RghefR
gh

cdVa
cV abVb

dV ef + e2φc259RghdfR
gh

ceVa
cV abVb

dV ef

+e2φc47Rd
h
beRfhcgVa

cV abV deV fg + e2φc75Rb
h
cdRfhegVa

cV abV deV fg

+e2φc144Rbdf
hRghceVa

cV abV deV fg + e2φc152Rd
h
bfRghceVa

cV abV deV fg

+e2φc10RacbdRegfhV
abV cdV efV gh + e2φc27RacegRfhbdV

abV cdV efV gh

+e2φc160RabceRghdfV
abV cdV efV gh, (85)

[R2V 2φ′′]13 = eφc8R
defgRfgdeVa

cVbc∇a∇bφ+ eφc6Rc
efgRfgdeVa

cVb
d∇a∇bφ

+eφc5Rb
efgRfgdeVa

cVc
d∇a∇bφ+ eφc292Ra

f
b
gRdgefVc

eV cd∇a∇bφ

+eφc294Rd
f
a
gRegbfVc

eV cd∇a∇bφ+ eφc9RfgbeR
fg

adVc
eV cd∇a∇bφ

+eφc295Rd
f
b
gRegcfVa

cV de∇a∇bφ+ eφc11RfgdeR
fg

bcVa
cV de∇a∇bφ

+eφc12RfgceR
fg

bdVa
cV de∇a∇bφ+ eφc293Rc

g
adRegbfV

cdV ef∇a∇bφ

+eφc296Ra
g
bcRegdfV

cdV ef∇a∇bφ+ eφc1Race
gRfgbdV

cdV ef∇a∇bφ

+eφc2Rc
g
aeRfgbdV

cdV ef∇a∇bφ , (86)
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[R2V 2φ′2]17 = eφc285Rc
efgRfgdeVb

dV bc∇aφ∇aφ+ eφc281Rb
f
d
gRegcfV

bcV de∇aφ∇aφ

+eφc286RfgdeR
fg

bcV
bcV de∇aφ∇aφ+ eφc287RfgceR

fg
bdV

bcV de∇aφ∇aφ

+eφc76R
defgRfgdeVa

cVbc∇aφ∇bφ+ eφc73Rc
efgRfgdeVa

cVb
d∇aφ∇bφ

+eφc72Rb
efgRfgdeVa

cVc
d∇aφ∇bφ+ eφc60Ra

f
b
gRdgefVc

eV cd∇aφ∇bφ

+eφc62Rd
f
a
gRegbfVc

eV cd∇aφ∇bφ+ eφc77RfgbeR
fg

adVc
eV cd∇aφ∇bφ

+eφc63Rd
f
b
gRegcfVa

cV de∇aφ∇bφ+ eφc78RfgdeR
fg

bcVa
cV de∇aφ∇bφ

+eφc79RfgceR
fg

bdVa
cV de∇aφ∇bφ+ eφc61Rc

g
adRegbfV

cdV ef∇aφ∇bφ

+eφc64Ra
g
bcRegdfV

cdV ef∇aφ∇bφ+ eφc68Race
gRfgbdV

cdV ef∇aφ∇bφ

+eφc69Rc
g
aeRfgbdV

cdV ef∇aφ∇bφ, (87)

[RV 4φ′2]9 = e2φc280RcfdgVb
dV bcVe

gV ef∇aφ∇aφ+ e2φc284RfgdeVb
dV bcVc

eV fg∇aφ∇aφ

+e2φc56RafbgVc
eV cdVd

fVe
g∇aφ∇bφ+ e2φc67RfgbcVa

cVd
fV deVe

g∇aφ∇bφ

+e2φc57RcfdgVa
cVb

dVe
gV ef∇aφ∇bφ+ e2φc58RdfbgVa

cVc
dVe

gV ef∇aφ∇bφ

+e2φc71RfgdeVa
cVb

dVc
eV fg∇aφ∇bφ+ e2φc70RfgbeVa

cVc
dVd

eV fg∇aφ∇bφ

+e2φc59RdfegVa
cVbcV

deV fg∇aφ∇bφ , (88)

[RV 2V ′2]27 = e2φc270RfgdeVc
eV fg∇aVb

d∇aV bc + e2φc276RfgdeVb
fVc

g∇aV
de∇aV bc

+e2φc274RfgceVb
fVd

g∇aV
de∇aV bc + e2φc275RfgceVbdV

fg∇aV
de∇aV bc

+e2φc19RdfegV
deV fg∇aV bc∇bVac + e2φc22RcfdgVe

gV ef∇aV bc∇bVa
d

+e2φc23RfgdeVc
eV fg∇aV bc∇bVa

d + e2φc25RdfagVe
gV ef∇aV bc∇bVc

d

+e2φc30RegcfVa
fVd

g∇aV bc∇bV
de + e2φc32RfgceVa

fVd
g∇aV bc∇bV

de

+e2φc29RegafVc
fVd

g∇aV bc∇bV
de + e2φc28RegacVd

fVf
g∇aV bc∇bV

de

+e2φc33RfgceVadV
fg∇aV bc∇bV

de + e2φc165RegdfVa
fVc

g∇aV bc∇dVb
e

+e2φc167RfgceVa
fVd

g∇aV bc∇dVb
e + e2φc161RdgcfVa

fVe
g∇aV bc∇dVb

e

+e2φc159RdgceVa
fVf

g∇aV bc∇dVb
e + e2φc163RegcdVa

fVf
g∇aV bc∇dVb

e

+e2φc162RegadVc
fVf

g∇aV bc∇dVb
e + e2φc168RfgceVadV

fg∇aV bc∇dVb
e

+e2φc189RfgcdVa
gVbe∇aV bc∇dV ef + e2φc184RefcdVa

gVbg∇aV bc∇dV ef

+e2φc185RegcfVadVb
g∇aV bc∇dV ef + e2φc190RfgcdVaeVb

g∇aV bc∇dV ef

+e2φc187RfgbcVaeVd
g∇aV bc∇dV ef + e2φc183RdfbcVa

gVeg∇aV bc∇dV ef

+e2φc182RcfadVb
gVeg∇aV bc∇dV ef , (89)

[RV 6]1 = e3φc127RghefVa
cV abVb

dVc
eVd

fV gh, (90)

[V 4φ′2φ′′]1 = e2φc126VacVb
eVd

fVef∇aφ∇bφ∇c∇dφ , (91)
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[R2V V ′φ′]14 = eφc279Rc
efgRfgdeVb

d∇aV
bc∇aφ+ eφc41Rc

efgRfgdeVb
d∇aφ∇bVa

c

+eφc42RfgdeR
fg

bcV
de∇aφ∇bVa

c + eφc43RfgceR
fg

bdV
de∇aφ∇bVa

c

+eφc51Rb
efgRfgdeVac∇aφ∇bV cd + eφc45Rc

f
b
gRegdfVa

e∇aφ∇bV cd

+eφc54RfgcdR
fg

beVa
e∇aφ∇bV cd + eφc53RfgcdR

fg
aeVb

e∇aφ∇bV cd

+eφc52RfgbeR
fg

adVc
e∇aφ∇bV cd + eφc44Rb

g
acRegdfV

ef∇aφ∇bV cd

+eφc46Rc
g
abRegdfV

ef∇aφ∇bV cd + eφc48Rc
g
beRfgadV

ef∇aφ∇bV cd

+eφc49Rb
g
aeRfgcdV

ef∇aφ∇bV cd + eφc50Re
g
abRfgcdV

ef∇aφ∇bV cd, (92)

[V 4φ′4]2 = e2φc108Vb
dVc

eVd
fVef∇aφ∇aφ∇bφ∇cφ

+e2φc198Va
eVbeVc

fVdf∇aφ∇bφ∇cφ∇dφ, (93)

[RV 2φ′4]4 = eφc86RcedfV
cdV ef∇aφ∇aφ∇bφ∇bφ+ eφc110RbecfVd

fV de∇aφ∇aφ∇bφ∇cφ

+eφc111RefcdVb
dV ef∇aφ∇aφ∇bφ∇cφ

+eφc199RcedfVa
eVb

f∇aφ∇bφ∇cφ∇dφ , (94)

[RV V ′φ′3]10 = eφc98RefcdV
ef∇aφ∇aφ∇bφ∇cVb

d + eφc102RdfceVb
f∇aφ∇aφ∇bφ∇cV de

+eφc101RdfbeVc
f∇aφ∇aφ∇bφ∇cV de + eφc103RefbcVd

f∇aφ∇aφ∇bφ∇cV de

+eφc105RefcdV
ef∇aVb

d∇aφ∇bφ∇cφ+ eφc107RbfceVd
f∇aV

de∇aφ∇bφ∇cφ

+eφc153RdfceVb
f∇aφ∇bφ∇cφ∇dVa

e + eφc154RefcdVb
f∇aφ∇bφ∇cφ∇dVa

e

+eφc151RbfceVd
f∇aφ∇bφ∇cφ∇dVa

e

+eφc195RbfcdVae∇aφ∇bφ∇cφ∇dV ef , (95)

[RV 4φ′′]7 = e2φc288RafbgVc
eV cdVd

fVe
g∇a∇bφ+ e2φc298RfgbcVa

cVd
fV deVe

g∇a∇bφ

+e2φc289RcfdgVa
cVb

dVe
gV ef∇a∇bφ+ e2φc290RdfbgVa

cVc
dVe

gV ef∇a∇bφ

+e2φc4RfgdeVa
cVb

dVc
eV fg∇a∇bφ+ e2φc3RfgbeVa

cVc
dVd

eV fg∇a∇bφ

+e2φc291RdfegVa
cVbcV

deV fg∇a∇bφ, (96)

[V 2φ′6]1 = eφc203Vc
eVde∇aφ∇aφ∇bφ∇bφ∇cφ∇dφ, (97)

[V 4φ′′2]5 = e2φc14Vb
dVc

eVd
fVef∇a∇cφ∇a∇bφ+ e2φc35Vc

eV cdVd
fVef∇a∇bφ∇b∇aφ

+e2φc114Va
eVb

fVceVdf∇a∇bφ∇c∇dφ+ e2φc115Va
eVbeVc

fVdf∇a∇bφ∇c∇dφ

+e2φc116VacVb
eVd

fVef∇a∇bφ∇c∇dφ, (98)

[RV 2φ′′2]8 = eφc15RbecfVd
fV de∇a∇cφ∇a∇bφ+ eφc16RefcdVb

dV ef∇a∇cφ∇a∇bφ

+eφc36RcedfV
cdV ef∇a∇bφ∇b∇aφ+ eφc119RcedfVa

eVb
f∇a∇bφ∇c∇dφ

+eφc118RbfdeVa
eVc

f∇a∇bφ∇c∇dφ+ eφc123RefbdVa
eVc

f∇a∇bφ∇c∇dφ

+eφc120RcfbdVa
eVe

f∇a∇bφ∇c∇dφ+ eφc124RefbdVacV
ef∇a∇bφ∇c∇dφ, (99)
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[V 2V ′2φ′′]15 = e2φc34VcdVef∇a∇fφ∇aV bc∇bV
de + e2φc39VcdVef∇aV

de∇aV bc∇b∇fφ

+e2φc92Vd
fVef∇aVb

d∇aV bc∇c∇eφ+ e2φc93Vd
fVef∇aV bc∇bVa

d∇c∇eφ

+e2φc141Vc
fVef∇aV bc∇bV

de∇d∇aφ+ e2φc142Vc
fVef∇aV

de∇aV bc∇d∇bφ

+e2φc171VcdVef∇a∇fφ∇aV bc∇dVb
e + e2φc174Vd

fVef∇aV bc∇c∇aφ∇dVb
e

+e2φc175VadVef∇aV bc∇c∇fφ∇dVb
e + e2φc178Vc

fVef∇aV bc∇d∇aφ∇dVb
e

+e2φc197VbeVcf∇aV bc∇d∇aφ∇dV ef + e2φc209Vd
fVef∇aV bc∇bVac∇d∇eφ

+e2φc219VadVcf∇aV bc∇dV ef∇e∇bφ+ e2φc245VceVdf∇aVb
d∇aV bc∇e∇fφ

+e2φc246VceVdf∇aV bc∇bVa
d∇e∇fφ, (100)

[RV 3V ′φ′]1 = e2φc40RfgdeVb
dVc

eV fg∇aφ∇bVa
c, (101)

[RV V ′φ′φ′′]2= eφc55RefcdVb
f∇a∇eφ∇aφ∇bV cd + eφc210RefbcVd

f∇aφ∇bVa
c∇d∇eφ, (102)

[V 2φ′2φ′′2]2 = eφc134Vc
eVde∇aφ∇b∇aφ∇bφ∇c∇dφ

+eφc211VbdVce∇a∇cφ∇aφ∇bφ∇d∇eφ, (103)

[V 2V ′2φ′2]11 = e2φc89Vd
fVef∇aφ∇aφ∇bV cd∇cVb

e + e2φc90Vd
fVef∇aV

cd∇aφ∇bφ∇cVb
e

+e2φc95Vd
fVef∇aφ∇bφ∇cVb

e∇cVa
d + e2φc96VbeVdf∇aφ∇bφ∇cV

ef∇cVa
d

+e2φc137Vb
fVef∇aφ∇bφ∇cVa

d∇dVc
e + e2φc179Vd

fVef∇aVb
c∇aφ∇bφ∇dVc

e

+e2φc230Vd
fVef∇aV

cd∇aφ∇bφ∇eVbc + e2φc232VceVdf∇aV
cd∇aφ∇bφ∇eVb

f

+e2φc235VceVdf∇aφ∇bφ∇cVa
d∇eVb

f + e2φc237Vb
fVef∇aφ∇bφ∇cVa

d∇eVcd

+e2φc241VbeVdf∇aφ∇bφ∇cVa
d∇eVc

f , (104)

[V V ′φ′φ′′2]1 = eφc94Vde∇aφ∇b∇aφ∇bV cd∇c∇eφ, (105)

[V V ′φ′3φ′′]4 = eφc113Vde∇aVb
d∇aφ∇bφ∇c∇eφ∇cφ+ eφc143Vce∇aV

de∇aφ∇bφ∇cφ∇d∇bφ

+eφc148Vce∇aVb
d∇aφ∇bφ∇cφ∇d∇eφ

+eφc155Vce∇aφ∇bφ∇cφ∇d∇bφ∇dVa
e, (106)

[Rφ′2φ′′2]2 = c135Radbe∇aφ∇bφ∇c∇eφ∇c∇dφ+ c212Rcdbe∇a∇cφ∇aφ∇bφ∇d∇eφ, (107)

[V ′2φ′4]4 = eφc136∇aφ∇aφ∇bφ∇bφ∇cV de∇dVce + eφc177∇aφ∇aφ∇bφ∇cφ∇dVce∇dVb
e

+eφc205∇aVb
e∇aφ∇bφ∇cVde∇cφ∇dφ

+eφc217∇aφ∇aφ∇bφ∇cφ∇dVb
e∇eVcd, (108)
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[V V ′φ′5]1 = eφc201Vde∇aφ∇aφ∇bVc
e∇bφ∇cφ∇dφ, (109)

[V 2φ′4φ′′]2 = eφc204Vc
eVde∇aφ∇b∇aφ∇bφ∇cφ∇dφ

+eφc214VbdVce∇aφ∇aφ∇bφ∇cφ∇d∇eφ, (110)

[Rφ′′3]1 = c208Rbdce∇a∇cφ∇a∇bφ∇d∇eφ, (111)

[Rφ′4φ′′]1 = c215Rbdce∇aφ∇aφ∇bφ∇cφ∇d∇eφ, (112)

[V ′2φ′′2]6 = eφc221∇aV
de∇aV bc∇d∇bφ∇e∇cφ+ eφc222∇aV bc∇d∇aφ∇dVb

e∇e∇cφ

+eφc224∇aVb
d∇aV bc∇c∇eφ∇e∇dφ+ eφc225∇aV bc∇bVa

d∇c∇eφ∇e∇dφ

+eφc227∇aV bc∇c∇aφ∇dVb
e∇e∇dφ+ eφc229∇aV bc∇bVac∇d∇eφ∇e∇dφ, (113)

[V ′2φ′2φ′′]4 = eφc223∇aV
cd∇aφ∇bφ∇cVb

e∇e∇dφ+ eφc226∇aφ∇bφ∇cVb
e∇cVa

d∇e∇dφ

+eφc228∇aVb
c∇aφ∇bφ∇dVc

e∇e∇dφ

+eφc231∇aV
cd∇aφ∇bφ∇e∇dφ∇eVbc, (114)

[V V ′3φ′]1 = e2φc251Vef∇aφ∇bVa
c∇dVb

e∇fVcd, (115)

[φ′4φ′′2]2 = c146∇aφ∇aφ∇b∇dφ∇bφ∇cφ∇d∇cφ

+c207∇aφ∇b∇aφ∇bφ∇cφ∇d∇cφ∇dφ, (116)

[φ′8]1 = c206∇aφ∇aφ∇bφ∇bφ∇cφ∇cφ∇dφ∇dφ, (117)

[V 4V ′2]11 = e3φc269Vc
eVd

fVe
gVfg∇aVb

d∇aV bc + e3φc272Vb
fVc

gVdfVeg∇aV
de∇aV bc

+e3φc273VbdVc
fVe

gVfg∇aV
de∇aV bc + e3φc18Vd

fV deVe
gVfg∇aV bc∇bVac

+e3φc21Vc
eVd

fVe
gVfg∇aV bc∇bVa

d + e3φc26VadVc
fVe

gVfg∇aV bc∇bV
de

+e3φc156Va
fVc

gVdfVeg∇aV bc∇dVb
e + e3φc157Va

fVcfVd
gVeg∇aV bc∇dVb

e

+e3φc158VadVc
fVe

gVfg∇aV bc∇dVb
e + e3φc180VaeVbdVc

gVfg∇aV bc∇dV ef

+e3φc181VadVbeVc
gVfg∇aV bc∇dV ef , (118)

where the coupling constants c1, . . . , c298 are determined in this work through the dimensional
reduction of the relevant ten-dimensional gravity terms at order α′3.
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