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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 o® in type IIA string theory. By computing the
circular reduction of the one-loop Chern-Simons term and pure-gravity couplings in type
ITA theory and applying the T-duality transformation to the resulting couplings, we de-
rive their counterparts in the type 1IB 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 7° at order o/, 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 o/, 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 o 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 /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 /- 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
a’® in the small-radius limit by imposing T-duality on the circularly reduced ten-dimensional
action of type ITA 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
ITA and performing a T-duality transformation to derive the corresponding nine-dimensional



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 o3, 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 o'°, we use the
duality between type IIB theory on S x K3 and heterotic theory on T° [20]. We dimensionally
reduce the couplings on a K3 manifold and demonstrate that, while their large-radius limit
yields no terms at order o', their small-radius limit produces five-dimensional couplings at
order . These are shown to be consistent with the expected couplings of the heterotic theory
compactified on 7%, 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 o/—specifically, the factor of e=2*—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 o3, 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 7°. In Section 3, we perform the same calculations for the KK reduction of
the pure gravity couplings in type ITA 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 7°. Our conclusions are presented in Section 4. All calculations
were performed using the “xAct” package [23].

3

2 Chern-Simons term at order o’

The well-known duality between M-theory on a circle and type ITA string theory is reflected in
their effective actions: the KK reduction of 11-dimensional supergravity yields 10-dimensional
type ITA 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



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 ITA

The KK reduction of the eight-derivative Chern-Simons term in M-theory produces the corre-
sponding Chern-Simons term in type ITA 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)
2 13
Sﬁi _ 2 T / leIL' -G Etl)zoﬁ'y,ul/n)\@(SUBaB |:3R'yuneR/\9prum75R5apw

Ty

—]_QR’Y‘L"]&R)\QMERV/{;)WRJUPM]: (]')

where €1 denotes the Levi-Civita tensor in ten dimensions, and x? = (2mv/a/)®. 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 ITA couplings. In other words, the above action is valid for any radius
of the 11th direction Ry; = gsv/o/. However, this is not the case for the KK reduction of type
ITA 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 ITA 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 ITA

The nine-dimensional one-loop couplings in type ITA 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 = e#/2, the NS-NS fields reduce
according to [34, 35| as:

_ Gab + ewgagb e@ga _ bab + b[agb] ba _ 7
GMV - ( e@gb e ) ’ BIW - ( _bb 0 ) ¢ = ¢ + @/4a (2)

where indices a,b denote directions orthogonal to the Killing coordinate y. The resulting

nine-dimensional base space fields are: g, (metric), by, (antisymmetric tensor), ¢ (dilaton), ¢
(scalar), and the vector fields g, and b,.
The reduction of the Levi-Civita symbol €}, = /=G € is trivial, as

\/—_G 631;gbcdefghi _ _g €gbcdefghi : (3)



where €9 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 2. A similar calculation was performed in [33] when
reducing the M-theory Chern-Simons term to produce the type ITA 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:
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which includes the two standard terms of the nine-dimensional Chern-Simons form:
Licdefoni = 24Rp"" Rae;' Rk ™ Rhitm — 6 R’ Raeji R g'™ Rt (5)
The Lagrangian L} ,,;, comprises 11 terms. They are

Livgerg = 24 RyguVi/ VIV Vi'Vap + 1269 Rae™ Rygra Vo' V.V — 186> Ry Vol Vi VIV Vi
66 Ry Vo' Vi VH'V Vi + 24€* Ry g1q Vo Vi Veg V Vi — 24€* Ry g1q Ve Ve VPV V!
+126*V Vi Vae ViV V Vi + 126V Vi Ve Ve V'V  Via — 246 Raei' Ry gia Vo’ ViVie
6PV IV VoV Vi VA Vi — 3662 Rygud Vi Vi ViV Vi, (6)

and £2 s contains 80 terms. They are
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—326* Ropia V' ViV ooV Vea + 86 Repid VIV, Vi V' Vg

—86% RefiaVaj Vo V' oV ' Veg — 86* Repra Vo ViV oV Vog

+3PV IV Vi Vi Ve Vi Vg + 563@Vabv}kvjkvl‘/efvl‘/cd — 16€*° RV VFVIV'
+16€*° Ref iV VEVIV Vi — 822 R p Vo' V Vi VIV — 83V, IV, ViV Vi VIV,

In above equations R4 is the Riemann curvature made of the base space metric gup, Vap =
0ugp — Opgq and Wy, = 0,b, — Opb, are the field strengths of the verctors, and base space torsion

Ho is [35]
Habc = 3a[agbc] - 3W[ab 9 (8)

where Bab = Bab+b[agb]. It is important to note that for a zero RR field, the leading two-derivative
type ITA 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 ITA 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
SSS 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
ITA 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
ITA 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 ITA
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 ITA 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]:

G = Gab» Hope = Hape v & = &, gl = b,V = ga ' = —¢p. (9)

Therefore, under T-duality, the nine-dimensional type IIA couplings given in (4) yield the
following type II1B couplings:

2 m3a?

SIIB ~ T L2910 32

— _abcdefghi
/d Ty —3g€g cdefg gaﬁbcdefghi—i_vhiﬁgg/cdefg—'_H abcdef] (10)
where £ and £ are identical to the expressions in (6) and (7), but with V replaced by W
and the sign of ¢ 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



as a doublet [39, 40]. Since the duality parameters are constant, their field strengths also
transform as a doublet, i.e.,

HE(?)%(AUT(;U ;A—(f Z)GSL(Q,R). (11)

The dilaton and the RR scalar transform nonlinearly as 7 — f,::g, where the complex scalar

field is defined as 7 = C' + ie~®. The matrix M, defined in terms of the dilaton and the RR

scalar, 7.e.,
2
M:eq’<|2|, (f) (12)

then transforms as [41]
M — AMAT (13)
The derivatives of this matrix transform in the same way. The matrix A/, which is defined as

v=(3) (14)

satisfies AN'AT. Using these matrices and the transformation in (11), one can construct various
SL(2,R)-invariant objects. For example, Hg,,a/\f Hpyn = —FuaHHpyy + HypaFpyy is invariant
under the SL(2,R) transformation.

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

HIMH =e *(1+*C*YHH + e*FF — e*C(HF + FH). (15)
When the RR fields are zero, the following terms are invariant under S-duality:
e "HyoHp — ¢ *HyoHgyy, € " WyuWeg — e "Wy W (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 G, = ¢*/?G%,. 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:

. ) 1
G = €25 ga=9gF, o= §<I>+s0E- (17)

Under S-duality, the ten-dimensional Einstein frame metric is invariant; hence,
Gep = Gops 9o = Gar 7 = . (18)
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The Levi-Civita tensor € is related to the Levi-Civita symbol ey by /—geg = €. 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 = eq)/QRﬁ)cdu (19>

and the Lagrangian density Lycq4efqni 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, V}; is invariant, and L’Qgﬁdefg is invariant as well. To see this, consider the first
term in Egﬁdefg:

—24e" 2 Ry W W W W'V 0. (20)

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

—246_290EG_Zq)R?gklijchWderZVQng7 (2]‘)

which is invariant under S-duality according to (16). Similarly, all other terms in L)), ;, 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:

eiq)]i[abcwde — e7‘1)[:IachVde- (22>

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

HgniLlyeqe s, which is given by
2672¢RcdlmReflmthiWajkawjk- (23>

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

26_2§0E 6_2¢R0EdlmR£flmﬁghiWajkamk’ <24>

which is obviously invariant under S-duality. Similarly, all other terms in thiﬁggcdef 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,

SgS — 845, (25)

It has been speculated in [13] that because SSj is a topological coupling, its radius dependence
is exact; in other words, the action contains no overall function of the radius. This implies that



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 I1IB
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 ITA 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
H—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:

¢ HHRRR (26)

where €], 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

e *?HHRYRERE . (27)

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

¢\ VHVHRR (28)

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

€, *?*VHV HRPRF (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.



2.5 Reduction on K3 and duality in 5D

Type IIB string theory compactified on S x K3 is known to be dual to heterotic string theory
on T° (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 7, sixteen gauge fields from the Cartan subalgebra
of SO(32) or Eg x Fg, five gauge fields from the reduction of the B-field on T, 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°, 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:

ds® = Goy(x)da®da® + g, (y)dy"dy”, (30)
with y* denoting the K3 coordinates. In this section, we use the indices a,b,--- for the 5-
dimensional space and the indices p, v, - - - 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:

V=g6 =V-Ge& Vgl (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 / (63 v
3272 /Kg d4y g* 646“ Raﬁ%Rﬁww = 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:

2 a3
2

Ssp = 55 / AV —G5 2% 129, Ry’ Rye g + 2H pac W W IW g0~ 2
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~AdH g Raps V7197 + Hog Wy Wi, W 19722 4 12V, W, IV Wype ™
—A4H 4 Wy VooV 0e™? — 8H 4o VW y VI 0™ + 2H g WV oV 0|, (33)

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

iegdeengabegcd = Egdeedeabca (34)
where Q.. is the Lorentz Chern-Simons three-form in five dimensions. Then the first term in
(33) can be written in terms of egdeEVQchde 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:

-0 -3

_ e e
Habc_> ol Egbcdere’ Vab_) - 3'

2¢)Gab7 2 — 2(1)7 Qabc — Qabc> (35>

where the fields on the right-hand sides are those of the dual theory. Note that the radius field
@ 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:

abede 17
€5 Hcde ) Wab — Vaba

Gab — e

2 5 .13 _ _
S / Par/=GF e [ASH Qe — 12V, VAV Wy — 6V VOV W
K
+24 R gped VW — 48 HyoqV,PV N D — 96W VOV, V,y, + 96V W,V V, &
+24ﬁbcdvabvdw} . (36)

Note that the overall dilaton factor e 2® indicates the dual action is at the sphere level. Note
also that the above action is linear in the field strengths H 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 7° 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 27:

2V 2
2mVal)bg2  2ma’
Using this relation, one finds that (36) produces exactly the reduction of the Chern-Simons term
H"Q),,,o in the heterotic theory on T°®. 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

(37)
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that the K3 reduction of analogous ten-dimensional type ITA couplings yields the reduction of
the Chern-Simons term H*"*€,,,, in the heterotic theory on T4,

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 o'

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 ITA theory are

2 72a/3
2

S
A 53

1
/ dloa:\/—G[ZRQEEERO‘B”‘SR%WR(;&W — Rog“RPPR YRy, (38)

1 1
+ERaﬁeaRaﬁ’Y§R’yéuvReguy + §Rae’yaRaﬁ’Y5Rﬁ,u6uReusy
1

—Ropy RO Rs™ Repery + 3 Reopys RO Ry R |

Up to field redefinitions, it is the familiar coupling (tsts — %610610)R4 [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 ITA 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 ITA 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

1
ZRaﬁeaRaﬁwsR’yEuyRéguy] ‘ (39)

S _ 2 7-[.20/3 le \/_G R.C aRa675R hvR
I1IB — _? 923 3 / rv — |: a7y B € Spev
Up to field redefinition, it is the coupling (tsts + seioei0)R* [45, 32, 30, 36]. Applying KK
reduction and then T-duality to the above couplings leads to the type ITA winding-mode cou-
plings in the small-radius limit. In M-theory, these are interpreted as coming from an M2-brane
wrapped on St x S'. 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

12



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 ITA 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 ITA couplings given in (38).

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

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

2 7T3 0/3
K2 223

1
Srra / d’z/—ge?? ZRabdeRabchcdg "Ricgh — Rap™R™ R Rygen (40)

1 1
+1_6RabdeRabCchfghRdegh + §RadceRabcf Rbgthdgeh

1
_RabcdRabCfRfeghRdgeh + @RabchabCfRdeghRdegh + - ] .

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 ¢ and the
U(1) gauge field g,.

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,

S 2 71.30/3
I7A - )

s / P/ =5 Lo, V). (41)

Here, Si;4 represents the dimensionally reduced action from (40), while £(p, V') denotes the
specific minimal basis of 298 couplings identified in Appendix (see (70)). The ~ relation signifies
equality modulo:
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e [ield redefinitions
e Total derivative terms
e 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:

¢1 = BAT1/432, ¢y = —(11995/432), ¢5 = 9601 /864, ¢4 = 593/192, 5 = —(905,/1728),

¢ = —(775/108), cr = 25543/1728, cs = —(24031/13824), co = —(1903/1728), c10 = 289/512,
c11 = 3235432, c1p = 6227 /864, c15 = — (25543 /864), c14 = 135935/3456, c15 = 157469/1728,
Crg = 23963/1728, 17 = —(886/9), c1s = — (153385,/13824), 10 = T3385/34536, a9 = 3/64,
Cor = 5617 /3456, cop = 235/54, oy = 4271 /864, ¢4 = —(2857/288), e = 1/8,

Cog = —(8T1/432), ca7 = —(4001/1728), cag = —(6119/432), ca9 = 10699 /864,

C30 = —(10375/864), cz1 = —(81/32), 32 = —(T/6), ca3 = 4271 /864, c3q = —(T615/864),
Cys = 1369768, cy6 = —(58895/2304), 57 = 5/4, cys = 443 /36, c39 = 31/96, ca0 = 1/4,

ca1 = —(3/8),ca2 = —(7/16),c43 = —(1/8),c4a = —(5/4), c45 = —(3/2), c46 = 5/4,

Cor = 10279/864, cas = 1/4, ca9 = 1/2, ¢ = 3/8, 51 = 3/8, c52 = 0, c53 = 5/16, ¢4 = 3/4,
cs5 = 0, csg = 144737 /6912, 57 = T19/256, 55 = — (48845 /864), cs0 = —(49129/6912),
Coo = T5221 /1728, g1 = —(9169/1152), cgp = —(T4357/1728), cg5 = 9601 /576,

Cor = —(39961/1728), cs = —(1763/18), cgs = —(61/32), cgr = 2551 /1728,

cos = —(6011/864), oo = 52415 /3456, cro = — (2443 /1728), ¢y = —(10847/6912),

Cro = TA5T73/1728, c73 = 10465/2304, ¢y = —(1763/36), c75 = 547/32, c76 = 7079/1152,
Crr = —(T5005/1728), crg = —(9601/2304), cro = —(6443/1728), e = 1763/18,

cg1 = —(363905,/10368), gy = 24233 /1728, cg3 = —(359/128), gy = 25111/1728,

css = —(320/27), cs5 = —(33269/1728), cgr = 3535576, css = —(25111/6912),

Cso = 5579/6912, cop = T/4, cor = — (5147 /3456), cos = 689/216, co3 = — (12191 /864),

Cos = —(11851/144), co5 = —(30659/3456), co = —(7/16), cor = —(141725/6912),

Cos = — (30263 /4608), coy = 239/54, c100 = 39101 /13824, c101 = 28373 /2304,

C100 = —(109163/6912), c105 = 13831/1728, c10s = — (304643 /20736), c105 = 171791 /6912,
Cro6 = 145241 /10368, c197 = 44215/3456, 108 = 585167 /41472, c199 = 11563 /864,

C110 = 616085/10368, c111 = T603/4608, c110 = —(3535/72), c11s = 13341 /128,

Cria = 48427 /1728, c115 = —(359273/13824), c116 = 3773/432, c11r = 1/2,

Cris = 10429/1728, c11g = —(11725/1728), 120 = 157901 /864, 101 = 8869,

Cras = —(1763/18), 103 = 21371/1728, c104 = 130213456, 105 = —(443/9),

Cro6 = 13703 /864, c1a7 = — (14675 /4608), 15 = 9527/1296, c129 = —(12601/192),
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C130 = 25147 /576, c131 = 27581 /1728, c130 = —(13489/1152), 135 = 25147 /1152,

C131 = 95555/1728, 135 = —(158261/1152), c136 = 8351 /432, c137 = 26987 /3456,

Cras = —(22883/3456), c130 = 0, crao = 12067 /576, c1an = —(263/72), cras = — (6541 /864),
c1a3 = —(253033/2304), c1as = —(5579/864), c1u5 = —(271237/1152),

c1a6 = —(531631/2304), c1ar = 271309/2304, c1as = 30541 /1728, c1a9 = 1523 /54,

c1s0 = —(132445/10368), c151 = —(2344/81), c150 = —(2245/432), c155 = 409333456,

C151 = 13120/1728, 155 = —(267649/3456), c156 = —(307/108), c157 = 749/216,

C1ss = 997/1152, 150 = —(503/288), c160 = 8539/3456, c161 = —(5243/432),

Cr62 = —(563/288), 163 = 1/4, 110 = 11563 /864, c165 = 4595 /432, 166 = —(10699/864),
c167 = 4/3, c16s = —(4595/864), c160 = 10699/1728, c179 = 1349/216, ¢17; = H887/864,

C1ro = —(12319/432), c173 = 1/2, c17a = —(113/18), 175 = T687 /864, c1r6 = —(11887/432),
cror = —(5/16), ci7s = 95/18, 179 = —(12211/1152), c10 = —(811/864),

c1s1 = —(1313/3456), c150 = 2251 /864, 155 = — (2467 /864), c1s0 = — (2467 /864), c155 = 1/8,
cis6 = 133/27, c1g7 = —(4379/864), c1ss = 293 /54, 159 = —(17/24), c100 = —(4937/432),
Cro1 = —(266/27), c1o2 = 142/9, c105 = —(775/108), 104 = 22883 /3456,

C105 = 13656710368, c105 = —(300047/55296), 197 = 6211 /3456,

Cros = — (3052841 /165888), c199 = — (16099 /3456), cagp = 1/8, cao1 = 1733959/20736,

Co0z = —(133/27), cao3 = 25154510368, caoq = 2037649 /41472, c05 = 1/16,

Coos = —(158423/9216), ca07 = 1/32, ca0s = 3/16, cagg = 1159/54, ca19 = 0,

Cort = 19609/6912, 1o = 11275/1152, cary = —(5579/864), cara = 82007 /13824,

Cors = —(25165/1728), ca16 = —(1/8), carr = 103321/6912, co5 = —(775/108),

Corg = —(8875/1728), a2 = 401 /54, camr = —(23/64), c220 = —(12211/864),

Cong = 5200/108, o4 = —(12319/432), cans = 3055144, cang = — (14717 /864),

Cony = 12427 /864, ans = 24233 /864, a9 = 11833 /432, cago = 11923/1152, co = 15/32,
Cogn = —(1/2), Cogy = 228833456, cazs = 4697 /288, s = —(13/16), ez = — (22883 /3456),
Cogr = —(11815/576), cass = —(1/16), caz9 = —(11923/288), caso = 11923/576, ¢ = 11/8,
Coss = 11635/576, caug = 11563 /1728, caa = 9997 /1728, cass = —(3635/288),

Coss = T795/1728, Coar = T21/108, cass = —(11995/432), caag = 0, caz0 = 1/8, ca51 = 0,

Cosa = —(7/64), co53 = 0, 54 = —1, Cas5 = —1, Casg = 1/32, cos7 = 141/128, 955 = 149/576,
Coso = —(515/108), cago = 10267/1728, cog1 = —(2933/1728), cago = —(559/54),

Coss = 230/216, cags = —(11563/864), cags = 293 /108, cags = 1/16, cagr = 1/4, cags = 0,

Cagy = —(1891/6912), car = —(9403/864), carr = 10699 /864, cars = 517 /4608,

Cors = —(2269/6912), cara = T361 /864, cars = —(251/576), carg = —(143/576),

Corr = —(133/108), carg = —(1/4), carg = 5/8, caso = —(11293/1728), cos1 = —(3851/3456),
Cosz = 0, Cogz = 0, Cags = 3T001/6912, cogs = 17/32, casg = 2339/13824, cogr = —(1/4),
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Coss = 16339/1152, cag9 = —(803/216), cag0 = — (16051 /1728), ca01 = 25465/6912,
Co99 = 175/1728, Co93 — 937/54, Co94 = —(3631/1728), Co95 = —(3181/108),
Co96 =— 6497/144, Cog7r = 25543/864, Co98 = —(3427/288> (42)

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

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

2 ma” [t (43)

K2 223
where the Lagrangian £(p, 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 o’®.

SIIA

3.2 Small-radius limit of 9D couplings in type II1B

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 ITA couplings given in (43) yield the follow-
ing type IIB couplings in nine dimensions:
2 71.3 O/3

5y [ davaLe W), (44)

where L(—p, W) is identical to L(p, V') but with V replaced by W and the sign of ¢ 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(2,7Z) 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-

SIIB

21t is important to clarify that the KK reduction of the ten-dimensional tree-level action /—Ge 2®(R —
%H 2), assuming a constant dilaton, gives
z 1 e? e ¥ 1 -
V=g (R = (VapVip - V2 - SSwR - )
e .
g gy Ty 1 12
Although this expression includes both e? and e™%, 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):

v—7g¢ *?RRRR (45)

The transformation of \/—¢ to the Einstein frame is ¢*®/4y/—g¥. Similarly, e~#/? transforms
to e~%/4e=%"/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 2 REREFRFRF. Consequently, the coupling above transforms into the following expression
in the Einstein frame:

vV —gF e ?"I*?RERPRFRE (46)

which is invariant under S-duality.?
Next, consider the coupling with coefficient c145 in (70). Its structure is:

N TR AVIPAVAVIC\AVIEA VAV (47)

This term involves four inverse metrics. Hence, for a constant dilaton, VVpVVpVVpVVp
transforms as e 2?*VVEVVEVVEEVVeE. Consequently, the coupling (47) transforms to
the following expression in the Einstein frame:

NP AV AL A AV LA A VL (48)

which is invariant under S-duality.
Next, consider the coupling with coefficient ¢139 in (70). Its structure is:

V=g e PYWVWVWVW (49)

This term involves six inverse metrics. Hence, for zero RR fields and a constant dilaton,
VWVWYVWYW transforms as e 2*VIWVWVWVW in the Einstein frame. Therefore, the
coupling (49) transforms to:

V=GP e e YWY WV W VI (50)

3The pure gravity coupling in the large-radius limit is /=g e?/?RRRR. It transforms to
v —gF " /2c®/2RERERERE in the Einstein frame, which is not invariant under S-duality. However, the
analogous tree-level coupling is /=7 e 2%®e¥/2RRRR, which transforms to \/—g¥ e¥"/2¢=3¢/2RERERERE iy
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 ¢j97 in (70). Its structure is:

V—ge "PPRWWWWWW (51)

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

V—=gF e e REWWWW W W (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,

Sus — Sus- (53)

Hence, the one-loop effective action of type IIB theory at order o’ 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
/ d*y\/ 9 Ruas RM"P = 24. (54)
K3

3272

This fixed value is central to producing the four-derivative couplings when reducing eight-
derivative terms involving R,,,qsR*°.

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:

2 8mda/ 3 7 7
Ssp = —— ”30‘ / RAVETC [éRabcdR“de = g Rabed W W™ — R W' W e
K
7079 ., 3535 . 25111 _,
+4—8WGCWbCV“g0ngoe Y4+ Tvaw OV Vo + WV AYAVRA VA
886 24031 9
+?vbva<pvbva¢ + WWGCW“VCVW@‘@ + gvbWacch“be_‘P : (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:

2 87T50/3 5 —p/2 3 abed ab_— ab c —
Sp = —= P/ —Goe? [§Rabcd}z + as RWayWe™ + a5 REW, Wiee

k2 3

—HllRabRab — 2(3 + a1 + 2@10 — 2a12 — 4&14 + 4@16 + 8&18)R2

1
+E<3 —+ 2@1 — 4@12 — 8&14 -+ 8@16 -+ 16&17)WacwabWdeCd€72¢

1
+§(—3a1 +2(—6 + a1 + 2a14 — 2a15 — dary — 2a5)) Rapea W' Whe™?

+asWa WOW, W™ + a10RV 0oV + a11 Wi, WPV oV pe™?
+a16 R VoV 0 + a1 W Wi VoV 0 ™% + a15VapV VoV
—a19V* oV VoVl — a12Rp V'V — a3W, Wy, VPV %pe ™
+a14Vy Voo VPV + a1s WV oV Wpe ¢

1
+§(6 + 3a1 — 2a19 — 4ayy + 4ajg + S8ayr + 4a5)VCWabV0W“be"p] , (56)

with ay, a4, as, - - - 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:

2 87’ 3
St = —5 / drvV—GPe?® [§RabcdR“de + as RV V' + as RV Ve + - - | (57)
K
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]:
2 o
St = ——— [ d°2vV—Ge " R,,,s R, (58)
Kio 8
where k2, = r?¢g2. The dimensional reduction of this term on a five-torus 7° of volume V/,
considering only one non-zero vector arising from the metric on one circle of the T, yields the
following five-dimensional gravity-dilaton-vector couplings [44]:

2 oV 3 15 3
SH2 - _ = d5 _G5 —29 |:_Ra . Rabcd _‘/acvabv d‘/; . _Ra . Vabvcd
R w212 / Y 2 5 {tabed + 16 b Ved = 5 labed
3 9 3
=S RaasaV V- ViV VgV 4 5vcvabvcvab] . (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):

ajs = 9/4 + a1 /2 — ayo + 4agy + a12/8 — 4asz + (9a14) /4 — 2a15 — (bag) /4 — arr,
ajg = 6+ (3a1)/2 — 2a19 + 8ay; — ai2/4 — 8ayz + Hayy — 4ays — (3ai)/2 — 2a17,
as = —(3/4) — (5a1)/8 + (3a12) /4 — 2a13 + (3a14) /2 — (3a16)/2 — 3az7,
ag = 381/128 + (135a1)/256 + a4 /4 — (3a10)/4 + 4ay; — (5aia)/128
—(31a1)/8 + (115a14) /64 — (31a15)/16 — (55a16) /64 — (39ar7)/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 o on T°. 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 o/ on 7.

Since the couplings in the heterotic theory at order o are exact [21, 22|, the duality
(35)—which relates the radius parameter ¢ 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 o’'.

4 Conclusion

It is known in the literature that the S-duality of the 10-dimensional type IIB effective action at
order o® 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
ITA theory—is invariant under S-duality.

Moreover, we have observed that the inherently nine-dimensional effective action of type
I1B 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 o’® on a K3 surface. While the large-radius limit yields no o/-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° 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? and type IIB on S! [47, 25]. Our analysis shows that the o/
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 7% 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 ITA
theory at the large-radius limit. These results can then be lifted to ten dimensions to find the
type ITA one-loop couplings at order o’®. 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 ITA supergravity. Given that
T-duality acting on the KK reduction of type ITA couplings yields covariant type II1B 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 V,;, ensuring the correct radion dependence. Our convention assigns a factor
of e#/2 to each V, with an additional overall factor of e#/2. Using the xAct package [23], this
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process yields 18,462 candidate couplings, schematically represented as:
L= ¢ RapegR™ Repop VIVIheo/2 ... (61)

where ¢, -, 460 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:

A pey5g = 2 [ Bey gLty (62)

T2
Here, the vector Z* 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 e#/2. Our systematic classification identifies 10,349 such independent
vectors, with corresponding coefficients Ji, - - -, J10349.

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

4 1 @
SO = T dgx\/_e 2(b+ip/2|: - Zvawvaw - 6Z‘/ab‘/ab] . (63>

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

4
58S, = F;T dox\/—ge 20T/ [D@ 0P+ Dpdp+ Dg*dg, + Dg" 5gab]
4
= T d’z/—=g K, (64)
where
1 ab 1 a
Dd = 2R+ ge‘p\/abV + évacpv %
Dy = 1R—§690V vab+1v v +1v v
()0 2 8 ab 2 a ()0 8 a(p (10
3
Dg* = —efV,V® — §e‘pVabeg0
1 1 1
Dg* = R+ 3GUR+ SetVeVP, — et GOV
1 1 1 3
+5 ViV + S VIV — DGV Vo — gG“"VCWCw- (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:

gab — gab+a/362®5gaba

Go — Ga+ P2 %5g,,

© — @+,

d — P+ 2?60, (66)

where g, contains odd powers of the U(1) gauge field strength, while g4, dp, and 6P contain
even powers. Specifically, this manifests as 3,265 metric perturbations (coefficients {e;}), 1,621
gauge-field perturbations {g;}, 656 radius perturbations {f;}, and 656 dilaton perturbations
{hi}.

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

A-J—-K=0 (67)

The difference A = L—L' preserves the same functional form as £’ but with modified coefficients
dc; = ¢; — ¢, 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:

Rafsys)
v[uRaﬂh5 =
ViVog =
[V,V]O — RO =

(68)

o o O O

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 0V 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 dc¢;, and (ii) additional equations that mix d¢;
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 £. This number remains unchanged under scheme
transformations; while a particular scheme may nullify certain coefficients in £’, substituting
these conditions back into (67) preserves exactly 298 constraints among the d¢; parameters.

To systematically eliminate redundant couplings while preserving the 298 fundamental rela-
tions among the dc¢; parameters, we impose a specific scheme choice by nullifying all coefficients
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in £’ that contain the following structures: R, V, V%, V,V%0, V.ViV.i, VaViVe0, Vo Rbcde,
RopRea, RapeaRey, or Vo Req. Crucially, this elimination preserves exactly 298 constraints among
the remaining d¢; variations, demonstrating that the eliminated terms represent non-essential
redundancies in the effective action.

We next eliminate all couplings in £’ containing R, by setting their coefficients to zero.
Solving (67) under this constraint yields 297 relations among the dc¢; 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 dc; parameters. If not, we retained the complementary subset. Through
iterative application of this method, we uniquely identified the independent coupling:

[R2RH]1 = 0268RadeRefchaVeRbf. (69)

This independent coupling also appears in the minimal basis for metric-dilaton-RR one-form
couplings at order o3 [44].

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

E((p, V) _ e@/2<[R2R//] —{—[R4]7—|— [¢/4]2+ [V/4]5—|—[RV/2 /2]11+[RV/2 //] +[R2V,2]13
+[R3V/2] [R3¢//]3 + [R3g0'2]5 + [RVQQDIQ //] + [R290H2] [R2g0,2 //]

[R2 /4] [VSV/ /3] [R2V4]13+ [R2V2 //]13+ [R2V2 /2]17+ [RV4g0’2]g
[RVZVIQ] [RV6]1+ [V4 2 /I]1+[R2VV/ /]14+ [V4 /4] [RV2 /4]
[RVV/ /3]10+[RV4 //]7+ [V2 /6]1+[V4 //2]5_|_ [RV2 //2]8+ [V2V/2 //]
[

[

(R

+ + +

RVBV/ /h_i_ [RVV/ / //]2_'_[‘/2%0/2%0//2]2_’_ [v2vl2 /2}114_[‘/‘// / //2] (70)
VV/QOI?) //] [RQOQ //2]2+ [V/2 /4] [VV/ /5] [V290/4 //] [RQOHS]

/4 //] + [V/2QDH2] [V’2g0/2 //] [VV/3 /] [90/490//2]2 +[ ] [V4V/2]11)

+

+

The notation [X],, 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 [R*R"]; is explicitly given in (69), while all others
are the following:

4 _ abcd o e f g h efg pabcd » h e f pabed gh
[R ]7 - 0117R Rc a Rd b theg + C253-Ra R Rc beghde + c254}%(1 c R Rbe Rghdf
+C255RacbeRadeRdfghRghef + 6256RadeRcdabRefghRghef + CQGGRabefRadeRghenghcd
+C267Rab€fRadeRghdfRghce ; (71)

[y = c1sVaVeVVlOV VIOV V0 + 147 VIV OV Vo VeV IV Ve,  (72)
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V"5 = ez VOV V'V VIV Vg + €106Va Ve VIV V Ve VAV
+€22c16 VIV VAV VIV Vi p + 22000V VLV AVEVIV 1 Ve
+€2<pCz5ovavdevavbcvacevabd ) (73)

[RV2¢”%]1 = €?co1ReppaVapV oV VIV VYT 4 20138 R VIV oV VT VI
+6ch140Rafbcvawvbgovcvdevdvef + 6@0194Refcdva‘/bcvagovbgpvdvef
+€2Co33 Re 1edV o VIV OV OV + €2 cozs Rapee ViV 0V, VY
+e7 oz Rapoe Vap VoV VAV + €7 Cog0 Rapne Vo VIV 9V 0V VS
+€WC240RefdeaVCdVaSDVbSOVchf + 6%242RdfbevaSOV%VCVadvchf
+€2Co14 Reppa V3oV pVV,IVVT | (74)

[RV20"]g = €P1a9RefacV VLV YN NV 0 4 20179 Rapec Vo VI 0V VPV AV
+e?c173RescaVa VI @V VIV + 20176 ResadV V"V V0V V¢
+€2¢103Re1ea VOV Vi Vo VIV 1 €2 ey18 Rappc VVV VIV V40
462990 Refad VOV VUV AN Vo + €2 Coar Reeqs VEV "V V, VY
+e?Cous Raeas VOV VAV (75)

[RQV/Q]B = 6%271RcengfgdeVaVbdvaVbc + €¢0277ngdengbcvaneVavbc
+e?ars Rpgee R4V VIV VY + €200 RTIR ;10 V VPV, V.
+e2Cou ReTIR ;0. V VIV Vo ? 4 €2 ea1 Ryf o9 Regey VAVEV, V%
+e?c164Ra” 4 Reget VOV VUV + €166 Re’ o9 Regap VOV VIV,
+e?c160 R pgea R0 VVIV VL + €2 186 Re? ae Regap VOV VAV
+e? 188 Ra? ae R gpe VOV VYV + 20191 Ryeo? Ry gea VOV AV
+e?c109 Ry ae Rpged VOV IV (76)

RV = efeunRa " B Rineg VaV™ + e o Ry R " Rype sV V™
+e2 264 Ry ™ Rypag R e VoV + €2 egs Ry ! R R ppgg VOOV
€299 Raf Ra%y Ripeg VOV ™ 4 €2 apn Ry R " pe Ryea VOV ™
+e? ez RaI Ry e Ronae VOV + €9 o34 RobeRa’ " Rype s VAV
+62 032 Rachd R Rype s VOV + €9 Cag0 Ra o’ Rgnes R 0aV 'V
+e#cap1 RY 4o Ronar R0 VOV + €% Capa Ro o Rynae R VOV
+€%Co63 Rab! Ryney R caV Ve + € 0o65 RY oy Ropag R VOV, (T7)

[R3")s = cagr Ry R Ry VOV 0 + 1 Ry RATIR 10 VAV
+013Ra8dengcengbdvavb90 ) (78)
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[R3<P/2]5 = 0282Rb6deRdf b RegerVap Vi + C2sstdfg R R fgee Va@ Ve
+CG5RcfbgRCdaeRegdfvagpvbSO + C74RacbdRcengfgdeva90vb(p
+C80RaCdengcengbdvagpvbQOa (79>

[RV?0%¢"): = €%csiReentVal VIV V0V OV 0 + €233 RepeaVo VI Vo VO V4V 0
+€¢Cs2RefbdvcdvefvachDVaS@VbSD + €¢0129RdfbeVaevchaSOVbSOchdSO
+e2c131 RepaVa V! V9V 0V VY% + €2 1o ReppaVa V! VAV 0V V0
+e?c132Re foaVac VI VoV 0V V4 | (80)

[R2¢//2]5 — 017RbdefRefcdvavcsovavbgo + C38R6defRefcdvavbQ0vaaQD
+c191 Ra®! Repae VOV VNV Y% + roaRa’ ! Rupre VAV VY0
+6125RefbdRefacvavbSOvcvd@7 (8]‘)

[R2<P,2QOH]4 _ 084RbdefRefcdvach0va§0vbQ0 + CgsRCdefRefcdva¢vbva§0vb¢
+ClzoRceafRdfbeVaSOVbSOVCVd(P + C133RefbdRefacVa90vb<Pchd90 ) (82)

[R20™3 = s R ReeaVapV VoVl + 119 Ry ™ R 1eaV apV oVl oV
+0200Raebecfdevagpvbsavc(pvdgp ’ (83)

VAV'Q®s = g VeVl ViV apV oV oV VL + 22100 Vi Vel Ve Vap V2oVl VEV %
+e10Ve Vol Ve VoV VoV oV + €% 106ViaVe Vey VoV V0V 9V g
+e*e150VaVe! Ve VeV oV VIV, ¢ (84)

[RQV4]13 = 62%170RdfghRgher;zCVabeche + €2¢037Rbgehthcg‘/;cvab‘/dfVde
+€22Cos7 Ryne R b Vi VOV VI 4 22066 Ro9 R p1ag ViV OV, VS
+€24p0258Rghenghcd‘/acvab‘/bdvef + 62906259RghdeghceVacvab%dvef
+62¢C47RdhbethchaCVadeerg + 62%0075Rbhcdeheg%cvabvdevfg
+€22C144 Ry Rghee Vi VOV IV I 4 220150 Ry f Rghee VoSV V4V 19
+€¢10 Racoi Rog VOV VIV 4 €22 o1 Ruceg RpppaV OV IV VI
+€2¢0160 RabceRghdf Vabvcdvef Vgh ) (85)

[RV2"1s = ePesRIIRypacVa Ve VOV + ¥ 6 R Rygae Vo Vi VOV
6205 Ry I Ry Vi VeIV N 0 + €9 cogo Ry 4 Rage Ve VANV Vo
+e? o9 R’ o9 Reghf Vo VANV 0 + €09 R gy R g V.EV IV VP 0
€205 Ra” 49 Regef ViV NNV 0 + €011 R gae R0 Vo,V IV VP
+€219 R 9ee RI9paVa VNN 0 + €9 Cog3 R qa Reghs VAV I VOV 0
2296 Rabe Regar VAV I VIV 0 + €901 Ruce? RygraV VI VAV
+efcaR e 0e RygoaV VIV 0, (86)

26



[RQVQSDQ]N = 6(’00285Rcengfgde‘/bdvbcvagovaga + 6900281RbfngegchbCVdevawva@
+€2 86 R pgae R 90V V IV 10V 0 + € gy R pgee RI 94V VIV 10V 0
+e2016 R IR 104e Vo Vi VA0V 0 + €2 crs ReTI R gqc Vo Vi IV 0V
+€(’DC72RbEngfgde‘/ac‘/cdvagovpr + €¢C6oRafbgRdgerfVCdvaSDVbSO
+ePcg Ry o Regnp Ve VIV NV 0 + €97 Ry e R gV VIV 0V
+6@063RdfbgRegcfVCLCVdeVaSOVbGO + 6¢C78ngdengbcVacvdevawvb%’
+6@C79ngcengdeaCVdeVaSOVb@ + 6%61chadRegbfVCdVEfVaSOVbSD
+69C54Rape Regar VOV IV 0V 0 + €2 o3 Race? RygnaV VI V0V
+e‘”cﬁgchaengdeCdVer“govbgo, (87)

[RV*'%y = €™eas0RepagVi'VPVIVI VoV + €081 R 1gac Vi ' VIVVIIV 1oV
+e2Pes6 Raug VeV Va VeIV 0V 0 + €21 Ryanc Vo Va VEVIV 0V
+e*¢57RetagVa V' VIV I N 0V 0 + € s Rypog Vo VoI VIV V0V
+e2071 Rpga Va Vo'V VIIN 9V 0 + €22 010 Rpgoe Vo Ve Vi VISV oV
+62“DC59RdfegVaCVchdergvaSOVbSD ; (88)

[RVZV,Q]W = 62@0270ngde‘/cevfgva%dvavbc + 62@0276ngde‘/bf‘/cgvavdevavbc
+€Cora Rpgee Vil Vil Vo VIV VY 4 €225 Rpgee Via VIV VOV VT
+€2 19 Ripeg VIVIINVINV Voo + €200 Reag VoI VI VIV,
e Co3 R pgac Ve VIIN VNV €29 005 Ragag VIV IV VIV, VA
€030 Regey Vol VOV VNV E 4 €055 R g Vo Vid VOV IV, V4
+€2Co9 Regaf Ve Vid NV VE 4 €2 0o Regac Vil VIV VPV, V
€033 R 1o Vaa VIV VNV 4 €22 0165 Rega Vo VIVAV VAV
e eior Rpgec Vo Va? VOV VIV + €2 0161 Ragey Vol VeIV VOV V3¢
+€2@C15nggceVszVfgvavbcvd%e + 62%163RegchafogVaVbcvdVbe
+€%C160 RegaaVe VIOV VNIV + €2 ci68 R pgeeVaa VIV VIV V)
+€2C189 R 1geaVa Vo VIVIVIVT 4 200184 Re oV Vg VV VIV
+62chl85Regcf‘/;d%gvavbcvdvef + 62@0190ngcdvae%gvavbcvdvef
+e2C157 R pgbe Vae Va' VOVIV IV 4 200155 Ry Vi Ve VAV VIV

+e22c189 Read Vo Vg VVEV AV (89)
[RVS], = €3ciorRynef ViV, AV Y, V9h (90)
VA" = e*c196Vac VoVl Vi VeipVlpVeviy (91)
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[R2VV/90/]14 = €¢C279Rc€fgngdeVdeaVbCVaSD +e“en Rcengfgde%dva¢VbVac
+e2cia R 1gae R0 VIV OV, + €903 R o RV VPV, ©
+e2c51 Ry R Vae VOV VA + €2ci5 R 19 Regaqy VoV VPV
€254 R gea R VsV VIV 4 €953 R g R ViV o VOV 4
€2 5o R ghe BT 0aV.EV OV VA 4 €904y Ry ae Rogas VI V0V
+e2c16 R ap Regas VIV oV V + e20ig RIpe R gaaV I V0V VA
+€2 a9 R 0o Rpged VI ViPVIV A 4 2050 R ap R pged VI V2 VIV A (92)

Vi = sV VeVl Ve VapVipVipV e
+e 108 Vo Vi Ve Vg VAoV VoV o, (93)

RV290/4 4 = €¥cgeReeq VCdVeraQOVaSOVb%OVbSO + e¥cr10Rbec VdedeVaSOVaSOVbSOVCSO
If f
+€¢C111RefchdeEfVaSOVaSpvbSOVC‘P
+6@0199RcedfVae%fva(pvb(pvcgpvdsp ) (94)

[RVV'?10 = €PcosRefedV Vo Va0V OVV + eCi09 Rupec Vil Vo V3o VPV oV %
+efcion Rdfbevcfvava(ﬁvbﬁpvcvde + €@C1O3RefbcvdfvaSDVaSOVbSDVCVde
+€‘p6105Refcdvefva%dvawv%vc%@ + 6@6107Rbfce‘/clfvavdevaSDVbSOVC‘P
+ePerss Rapee Vil VAV oV OV,  + €2 ci54 Reped V! ViV V@ VIV, 0
+e’cis RbfceVdfvaSOVbSpchovdVae
+e? 195 RyfeaVae VAV VOV IV (95)

[RVAQ"]r = ¥ eassRapyg Ve VNV VIVIV G + €2 Cons Rygnc Vo Va VEVIV IV
+e2¢6289Rcfdgvac%d‘/egvefvavb(p =+ 62@0290Rdfbgvac‘/cd‘/egvefVavbgp
+€ 04 Rpgac Va Vi Ve VIOV VP 4 €23 Rygr Vo VAV VIV AV
+e* caot RagegVa VeV VIV VP, (96)

V205 = €03V Vi Vap Va0 Vyp VP VeV, (97)

[V4%0”2]5 = 62("014Vdec€VdeeraV690vavb<P + 62%35VcSVCdVdeeravb@vaa(P
+e20114V, Vil Vi Vi VOV oV V40 + €220115V, Vi Vo Vg VOV VeV
120116V Vo Vil Vi VOV VeV, (98)

[RV2p"™]s = P15 Rpees Va VIV V@V 0 + P16 ReeaVy VIV Vop VIV
+€2¢36 Reeas VAV I VNV OV V0o + €9 C119 Recar Va Vi VOV 0V V4
+€@C118RbfdeVlzchfVavbSOchdSO + 6@0123Refbd‘/zzevcfVaVbSDVCVdSO
+e2c120 ReppaVa Vi VN OV V0 + €194 Re 1a Vo VI VIV VT Y0, (99)
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V2V20" 15 = €*c3VeaVe VoV oV VLV 4 22039 Vog VeV VEVAVV, VY o
+€22cga Vil Vo iV VoV VPN Ve + €22 o3V Vo VOV VLV, 4V Ve
+e22c1 VIV VOV VN Voo + €22 140V VoV VIV VI 4 V0
+e2 01 VeaVer VoV oV VNV + 220124 Vol Ve VOV V V0V V3¢
+€20175VodVep VOVIV VI @V + €015V Ve VOV VGV 0V
—1—62“"0197%6VCfV“VbCVdVQQOVdVef + 62“’0209‘/;[fVer“VbCVbVaCVdV‘Zgo
+€22919Vig Ve VAV VIV Vo 4 €20 0045 Ve Vi Vo Vo VAV VT 0
+€22 046 Vo Vi VOV VLV, IV EV ) (100)

[RV3V'Yy = €*cioRyigac Vi V.V IIVLYVIV,C (101)
[RVV'' ") = ePess RepedVe! Va VeV VPV + ePeyio R sVl ViV V, VIV, (102)

(V220" = €Pci34VeVae VoV, V ViV V%
690911 V3 Ve Vo VeV 2Vl 0 VIV 0, (103)

VVP2 1 = sV VepVap VoV VANV + €90Vl Ve Vo VIV oV oV V¢
+e*cgs Vil Ve ViV oV Vit VIV, 4 €246 Vi Vg VAV oV VI V4V, 1
+e22 e VT Vi VoV AV Vi 4 e eing Vil Vip V, Vi VeVl VY
+e2ea30 Vil Ve Vo VIV OV @V Vi + €235 Ve Vip Vo VIV 10V oV
+€2§00235VceVdeaSOVb@VcVadVebe =+ 62@0237‘/#VerGQOVbSOVCVadVchd
+€22Com Vo Vg V2oV VeV, OV VS | (104)

VV'Q' ™1 = €fcosVaV Vi VapV VIV Vo, (105)

VV'" s = €113V Vo Vo ViV oV V0V 0 + 2143V Vo VIV 0V 0V 0V g Voo
+€¢0148Vceva%dvawvbg}vc%@vdve@
469155 Ve VOV 0V 0V g Vo VIV, (106)

[Re?¢0"™]s = c135Radne VoV 'OV VOV VY + o190 Reare Vo Vi ViV VIV, (107)

[V/2<P/4}4 = 680C136VaSOVaSOVbSOVbQOVCVdeVche+6@0177vaSOVGSOVbSOVCSOVcheVdVbe
+€¢0205vaVbevaSOVbSDVchevc(PvdSO
+690917V V2V VoV Vo, (108)
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VV'OP = €2ca0nVaeVap ViV V.V VoV, (109)

(V2" s = €PcaaVeVae VoV V ViV V%

+670214VoaVee Vap V0V 0V 0V V%, (110)
[Rp™]1 = coosRpgee Vo VeV VPOV IV, (111)
[Re"¢"i = ca15Ruaec Vap V9V 0V VIV, (112)

[VIQQDHQ]G = 6(’0C221VavdevavchdVb(,Dvevc(P + 6(’06222VaVbCVdanDVd‘/bevevch
690994V VI VVV VeV Vg + €¢o05 VIV YV, V, 0V VeV, Vg
+6%Co97V VYV VoV, V Vg0 + €2c909V VPV Vo VIVEOV Vo, (113)

V220", = €Pep3V VANV OV V3V Vg + €Coas ViV OV Vi VIV, AV Vg0
—|—6806228Va‘/bcva@vb(ﬂvd‘/cevevd@
+€§00231VaVCdVaSOVbSOVeVdSOVeVbc, (114)

VB = ey Ve VeV Vo VIV, VIV, (115)

("2 = c16Vap VeV V9V VoV V0
+207V oV Voo VPV oV VoV, (116)

(%1 = o6 VapViVip ViV VoV ap Vi, (117)

[V4V,2]11 = 63900269‘/08Vdf‘/egvfgva‘/bdvavbc + 63@0272‘/{)f‘/cgvdf‘/egvavdevavbc
+€32or3VoaV VIV V VANV 4 e300V VIV, 9V VOV Ve
+e e VoV VIV VOV 4 €30 0o6 VgV VeIV VAV PV, V¢
+6%0156Va VeI Vi Veg VVI VNV + € 0150 Vo Vo Vil Ve VAV VIV,
+6%0158VaaVe VeIV VOV VIV + €29 0150 Ve Via Ve Vi VAV VAV S
+€3% 181 Vg Vo VoI Vi VOV VAV (118)

where the coupling constants ¢y, ..., co9s are determined in this work through the dimensional
reduction of the relevant ten-dimensional gravity terms at order o/3.
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