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We explain why the surprising one-loop finiteness of 6D half-maximal supergravities recently
discovered in [1] is the result of the cancellation of the six-dimensional gravitational and gauge
anomalies in (2,0) supergravity with 21 tensor multiplets and (1,1) supergravity with 20 vector
multiplets.

INTRODUCTION

A discovery of a surprising one-loop finiteness of 6D
half-maximal supergravities in [1] raises a few issues.

1. How can the presence of specific matter improve
the UV finiteness? In 4D in pure supergravities without
matter with account of the Gauss-Bonnet theorem, the
relevant dimension 4 counterterms for 1-loop are given
by (Rµν)

2 and R2 [2]. This makes pure gravity 1-loop
UV finite on shell. However, in the presence of mat-
ter when Rµν does not vanish on shell but depends on
the energy-momentum tensor, the counterterms become
equal to (Tµν)

2 and T 2, and the matter-coupled gravities
generically have a 1-loop UV divergence. Analogous anal-
ysis in terms of superfields is available in supergravity.
Examples of 1-loop UV divergent supergravities coupled
to matter supermultiplets are known [3, 4].

In 6D in pure gravity, the linearized counterterm has
dimension 6, which allows a term like R3

µνλδ. But this
one has no supersymmetric extension. Thus, in pure 6D
supergravity, the 1-loop 4-particle amplitude is UV finite.
Once matter multiplets are added, 1-loop UV divergences
are expected, in general, so the result in [1] is indeed
unexpected.

2. The (2,0) supergravity model with 21 tensor multi-
plets is known to have a vanishing gravitational anomaly
and to follow from type IIB ten-dimensional chiral super-
gravity theory compactified onK3 [5]. We now know that
this theory is 1-loop UV finite. Why? Is the cancellation
of anomalies the reason for it?

3. It is known that both (2,0) supergravity model with
21 tensor multiplets and (1,1) supergravity with 20 vector
multiplets originate from type II string theories compact-
ified on K3 [6]. The low-energy limit of type IIB yields
N = (2, 0) supergravity with 21 tensor multiplets, while
type IIA (or heterotic string compactified on T 4) yields
N = (1, 1) supergravity with 20 vector multiplets. These
theories are related by string dualities. Also, cancellation
of six-dimensional anomalies was studied in [7].

All facts about these theories are known for decades, but
it was never predicted that these theories are UV finite at
1-loop. We have learned it only from the actual amplitude
computations [1].

This reminds of a surprising discovery in [8] that the 3-
loop UV divergence is absent in 4D maximal supergravity
with

G

H
=

E7(7)

SU(8)
(1)

coset space. This case suggests that the absence of
anomalies in local SU(8) is a condition for the absence
of anomalies in local supersymmetry and U-duality sym-
metry E7(7) [9]. This duality symmetry in 4D does affect
the UV properties of supergravity, see for example [10].

This means that one should pay attention to hidden
symmetries of supergravities represented by their G

H coset
spaces. This expectation will be borne out: The gener-
alization of supergravity dualities in 6D was introduced
by Romans [11], where the system of p self-dual and q
anti-self-dual tensor fields has a natural SO(p, q) group
of duality transformations. For this duality group to be
valid, one must consider the anomalies of the subgroups
SO(p) and SO(q).

We will show that when the subgroups SO(5) and
SO(21) are anomaly-free, as in the case studied in [1],
the duality group SO(5, 21) explains the cancellation of
infinities. This will explain the relation between the ab-
sence of gravitational and gauge anomalies in these mod-
els and 1-loop UV finiteness discovered in [1].

It was noticed in [1] that the models they studied are
associated with the absence of a six-dimensional gravita-
tional anomaly [7], but it was also implied that there is
no known direct argument linking anomaly cancellation
to UV finiteness. Before going into details for each of
these two models, we suggest that the properties of their
symmetries and G

H coset spaces might play a role. Namely
in (2,0) 6D vsupergravity with nT tensor multiplets we
have [11, 12]

G

H

∣∣∣
(2,0)

=
SO(5, nT )

SO(5)× SO(nT )
. (2)

In F(4) supergravity coupled to matter, a (1,1) 6D su-
pergravity with nV vector multiplets, there is a following
coset space [14, 15]:

G

H

∣∣∣
(1,1)

=
SO(4, nV )

SO(4)× SO(nV )
. (3)

Here, H is a local composite symmetry of the theory, and
G is a global one. The physical scalars are in the corre-
sponding coset spaces after local H symmetry is gauge-
fixed.

Both of these coset spaces in eq. (2) and eq. (3) in
case nT = 21 and nV = 20 were also identified in [6] via
compactification of string theory on K3.

A common feature of these models is that in the (2,0)
case when nT = 21, the gravitational as well as gauge
symmetries H = SO(5)×SO(nT ) have no anomalies [5].
But when nT ̸= 21 the gauge symmetry H = SO(5) ×
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SO(nT ) is anomalous. Since these are subgroups of G =
SO(5, nT ), this means that at the 1-loop level, also the
global symmetry G = SO(5, nT ) is anomalous, unless
nT = 21.

In (1,1) supergravity interacting with 20 vector multi-
plets, the absence of gravitational and gauge anomalies
according to the recent review [16], was not studied in
6D supergravity directly. It was rather based on the fact
that the low-energy limit of Type IIA string theory com-
pactified on a K3 surface yields (1,1) supergravity with
20 vector multiplets. These type IIB and type IIA string
theory constructions are related by string dualities, sug-
gesting that (2,0) supergravity with 21 tensor multiplets
and (1,1) supergravity interacting with 20 vector multi-
plets are both anomaly-free.

A relation among anomalies, soft-scalar limits, and UV
divergences has been studied previously, for example, in
refs. [10, 17, 18].

(2,0) SUPERGRAVITY WITH nT = 21

6D (2,0) supergravity coupled to n tensor multiplets
was described in [5, 11, 12]. The gravitational multiplet
has the following fields in terms of their SU(2) × SU(2)
representations: ((1, 1)+ 4(1, 1/2)+ 5(1, 0)) and the ten-
sor multiplet has ((0, 1)+4(0, 1)+5(0, 0)). The fields are,
in notation of [12]: the vielbein eaµ, a is a Lorentz index,
a left-handed gravitino ψµ, (n+5) antisymmetric tensors
Br

µν (r = 0, ..., n + 4) obeying (anti)self-duality condi-
tions, n right-handed tensorini χm (m = 1, ..., n) and 5n
scalars. The physical scalars parametrize the coset space

SO(5,n)
SO(5)×SO(n) , and are associated to the SO(5, n) matrix

V =

(
vir
xmr

)
(4)

i = 1, . . . , 5, m = 1, . . . , n. For example, for n = 21,
the number of scalars before local SO(5)×SO(21) gauge
symmetries is fixed at 325, but there are only 105 physical
scalars. The SO(5, n) constraints on scalars are

virvir = δij , xmrxnr = −δmn, (5)

virxmr = 0, virv
i
s − xmr x

m
s = ηrs (6)

The local SO(5) and SO(n) symmetries have composite
connections Qij

µ = vir(∂µv
j
r), S

mn
µ = (∂µx

m
r )xnr.

Explicit local supersymmetry transformations in [12]
allow us to build the linearized on-shell superfield for each
multiplet.

1. The matter multiplet starts with a scalar and has
dimension 0, it is a 1/2 BPS multiplet (when the manifest
Usp(4) is broken down to SU(2)). The 4-particle 1-loop
level supersymmetric local expression for the tree and 1-
loop case is given in a symbolic form as

1

κ2

∫
d6xd8θϕ4(x, θ)□−1 ,

∫
d6xd8θϕ4(x, θ)□ (7)

where dimension counting goes like 4−6+4−2 = 0 in tree
case and −6+4+2 = 0 in 1-loop case. Therefore, there is
a 1-loop linearized candidate counterterm in the matter

sector. This can be compared with equations (4) in the
tree approximation and (18)-(20) in the 1-loop case in
[1], where related amplitude expressions for the tree and
1-loop case are given.

2. The gravitational multiplet starts with the tensor
field strength Hi

µνρ = virH
r
µνρ, which transforms into the

gravitino field strength, with the next component being a
curvature, and after that the derivatives of these 3 types
of fields. The superfield Hi

µνρ has dimension 1, as one
can see from the action in eq. (2.10) in [12]. It is a 1/2
BPS multiplet when the manifest Usp(4) is broken down
to SU(2).

The mixed tree tensor-graviton amplitude at the tree
level is in a symbolic form

1

κ2

∫
d6xd8θϕ2(x, θ)H2□−2 (8)

which compares with eq. (5) in [1].

Gravitational 4-particle 1-loop counterterm is not
available since the lowest dimension superfield starts with
H of dimension 1, so the best would be∫

d6xd8θH4(x, θ) (9)

and −6+4+4 ̸= 0. The tree-level bosonic expression for
a 4-tensor particle symbolically is (see also eq. (4) in [1])

1

κ2

∫
d6xH4□−1 (10)

where the dimension count is 4− 6 + 4− 2 = 0.

Let us now focus on bosonic 4-tensor 1-loop amplitudes
in the gravity sector and in the matter sector. In both
cases, we have an expected UV divergence of the form∫

d6x
∑
a,b

(xabH
a
s−gravH

b
matter)□ a+ b = 4 (11)

In fact, x40 = 0 since the supergravity sector has no UV
1-loop counterterm, but the matter counterterm exists
x04 ̸= 0, since it does does not vanish when nT ̸= 21,
there is a UV divergence.

UV DIVERGENCE CANCELLATION FOR n = 21

To explain this, we need to use some technical features
of (2,0) supergravity with n tensor multiplets as given in
[5, 11, 12]. It was shown in [5] that (2,0) supergravity
with n = 21 is the unique (2,0) theory free of gravita-
tional and gauge anomalies. This means (in terms of con-
struction in [12] where SO(5) and SO(n) are local com-
posite gauge theories with connections Qij

µ = vir(∂µv
j
r),

Smn
µ = (∂µx

m
r )xnr that gauge anomalies of both SO(5)

and SO(n) cancel only for n = 21. But once these gauge
anomalies cancel, we have an invitation to use the global
SO(5, n) G symmetry of the theory since at least its sub-
groups SO(5) and SO(n) are not anomalous.

How to use SO(5, n) duality when it is not anoma-
lous? First, we have to look at 5 + n antisymmetric ten-
sors [11, 12] where their (anti) self-duality condition was
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introduced. To the lowest order in the fermi fields, it is

GrsH
s
µνρ =

1

6e
ϵµνραβγH

αβγ
r (12)

with Grs = virv
i
s + xmr x

m
s . These conditions mean that 5

of Hi = virH
r are self dual, while n of Hm = xmr H

r are
anti-self-dual. The divergence of the (anti) self-duality
condition eq. (12) is Dµ(GrsH

s
µνρ) = 0.

The SO(5, n) symmetry is implemented into the action
as a gauge-fixed theory Lorentz invariant action for chiral
p forms [13], so that the bosonic action is

e−1Lbos = −1

4
R+

1

12
GrsH

r
µνρH

s µνρ + e−1Lbos(v, x)

(13)
The 1-loop counterterm, in addition to being supersym-
metric, has to be constructed in an SO(5, n) invariant
way and has to depend on n anti-self-dual matter ten-
sors Hm and 5 self-dual gravity tensors Hi but only in
SO(5, n) invariant combination

Hr = (V ·H)r = virH
i + xmr H

m (14)

Therefore, the absence of UV divergence for 5 self-dual
gravity tensors Hi requires the absence of UV divergence
for n self-dual gravity tensorsHm. However, these formal
requirements are valid only if SO(5, n) has no anoma-
lies. It is easy to see that unless n = 21, according to
[5, 11, 12], the are gauge anomalies of SO(5) and SO(n).
These are subgroups of SO(5, n) and therefore the local
H anomaly (or the global H anomaly in gauge-fixed su-
pergravity) transfers into the G group anomaly.

The formula for the four-matter one-loop amplitude in
[1] demonstrates it all beautifully. They have found

ÂTT = δf1f2δf3f4F (2,0)
s +δf1f4δf2f3F (2,0)

t +δf1f3δf2f4F (2,0)
u ,
(15)

where

F (2,0)
s = − 1

(4π)3

[
t2Bs,t + u2Bs,u +

nT − 21

12
s log

(
− s

µ2

)]
.

(16)

It clearly demonstrates that anomalies and UV diver-
gences are related, as explained above. The 5 self-dual
and 21 anti-self-dual tensors are partners in SO(5, 21),
which is valid at the quantum level. As a result, this case
is 1-loop UV finite. For any other non-vanishing n, the
SO(5, n) on-shell symmetry, present at the classical level,
is anomalous at the quantum level. One can see it via the
structure of UV divergence in the equation. eq. (16).

Absence of anomalies in supersymmetry requires ab-
sence of anomalies in local SO(5) and SO(n). The local
supersymmetry algebra for (2,0) supergravity with nT

matter multiplets was computed in [12]. It has the fol-
lowing structure

[δ1, δ2] = δgct+δLor+δsusy+δSO(5)+δSO(n)+EOM (17)

Therefore, in the nT = 21 case, supersymmetry promotes
the absence of UV divergences from tensors in gravita-
tional and matter multiplets to the absence of UV diver-
gences for total gravitational and matter multiplets, not
just tensor fields.

(1,1) SUPERGRAVITY WITH nV = 20

In (1,1) 6D supergravity interacting with nV vector
multiplets the 1-loop amplitude in [1] has the same struc-

ture as in eq. (15), with F (1,1)
s

F (1,1)
s = − 1

(4π)3

[
t2Bs,t + u2Bs,u +

nV − 20

12
s log

(
− s

µ2

)]
,

(18)

with similar expressions for the other crossing channels.
In this case, the log

(
−s/µ2

)
term vanishes when nV = 20.

After a detailed analysis of the relation between
anomalies and UV divergences in (2,0) 6D theory, we may
now make a quick assessment of the presence of crucial
ingredients in (1,1) 6D supergravity.

1. According to the structure of the coset space,
SO(4,nV )

SO(4)×SO(nV ) , there is an SO(4, nV ) duality symmetry

which mixes 4 vectors from the gravitational supermulti-
plet with nV vectors from matter multiplets.

2. It is expected that for nV = 20, gravitational and
SO(4)× SO(nV ) gauge anomalies are absent, and there-
fore, local supersymmetry has no anomalies.

2. This means that for nV = 20 there is SO(4, 20)
duality symmetry, which has no anomaly and therefore
controls quantum corrections.

3. Since 4 supergravity vectors belong to the gravi-
tational multiplet, they have a UV finite 1-loop ampli-
tude. SO(4, 20) duality symmetry mixes 4 vectors from
the gravitational supermultiplet with 20 vectors from the
matter multiplets. This symmetry enforces UV finiteness
of 1-loop amplitude of 20 vectors. Supersymmetry, which
is also not anomalous, enforces the total matter multiplet
UV divergence to vanish, and not only its 4-vector part.

DISCUSSION

In the list of “to do” things in [1], we have made some
progress by explaining the underlying reason for the UV
finiteness. It is based on

1) absence of 1-loop counterterm in pure (2,0) and (1,1)
6D supergravity. The reason for this is dimension and
supersymmetry

2) absence of gravitational and gauge anomalies in (2,0)
with nT = 21 and (1,1) with nV = 20.

3) absence of H-type gauge anomalies in (2,0) with
nT = 21 and (1,1) with nV = 20 leads to an absence
of G anomalies. See eq. (2) and eq. (3) where it is clear
that H-symmetries form a subgroup of G-symmetries.

4) G duality symmetries SO(5, 21) (SO(4, 20)) force
matter tensors (vectors) to be partners of tensors (vec-
tors) of gravitational multiplet. Gravitational tensors
(vectors) according to 1) above are free of 1-loop diver-
gences; therefore, matter tensors (vectors) must also be
free of 1-loop divergences due to SO(5, 21) (SO(4, 20)).

This clarifies in the 1-loop case a relation between the
absence of anomalies and UV divergences.
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The second issue is whether the UV finiteness in these
models extends beyond one loop. As we mentioned in
point 1) above, the absence of the 1-loop counterterm in
pure (2,0) and (1,1) 6D supergravity is due to dimension
and supersymmetry. Points 2), 3), and 4) are valid only
if point 1) is valid.

It is likely that already at the 2-loop order, there
is a UV infinity in pure (2,0) and (1,1) 6D supergrav-
ity. For example, in pure (2,0), the candidates could be
κ2

∫
d6xd8θH2□H2(x, θ) and −4− 6 + 4 + 2 = 0, or the

ones with 4 gravitino’s κ2
∫
d6xd8θ(∂ψ)4(x, θ). The ac-

tual 2-loop computation will support these or rule them
out. If there are UV divergences in these pure super-
gravities, one would expect that matter multiplets also
exhibit the same UV divergences, given anomaly-free G-
symmetries.

Another possibility to think about is to observe that
the 3-loop UV infinity in (2,2) supergravity shows that
the SO(5, 5) duality is anomalous [17]. If, instead, one
considers the truncation to (2,0) supergravity and adds
21 tensor multiplets, one finds that the duality symmetry
is enhanced to SO(5, 21) and is anomaly-free. It is possi-
ble that the requirement of anomaly-free local non-linear
supersymmetry and anomaly-free SO(5, 21) duality are
in conflict. The corresponding non-linear counterterms
have not been constructed, as the superspace for super-
gravities coupled to matter multiplets is not known.

If we assume at this stage that there are no locally
supersymmetric non-linear counterterms consistent with
enhanced duality, it would suggest that UV finiteness will
be discovered at higher loops in (2,0) 6D supergravity
with 21 tensor multiplets and also in (1,1) supergravity
with 20 vector multiplets.

Therefore, it would be highly beneficial to study UV
infinities at loop orders 2 and 3 to identify the pattern.
The UV divergence at L = 2, 3 would be consistent with
our statement in this note that the case of 1-loop UV
finiteness can be explained by an accidental dimension-
dependent 1-loop finiteness of pure (2,0) and (1,1) 6D
supergravities. But with this explanation, we do not pre-
dict higher loop finiteness.

On the other hand, if the computations find UV finite-
ness at L = 2, 3, it will support our assumption that
there are no counterterms which satisfy the requirement
of non-linear local supersymmetry and enhanced dual-
ity in these models. In such a case, this will remind us
of the 4D N ≥ 5 supergravities, where the prediction
of UV finiteness is not based on dimension but on en-
hanced duality and local supersymmetry, both of which
are anomaly-free and extend to any loop order [19].
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