arXiv:1708.02805v2 [hep-th] 27 Nov 2017

July 5, 2021

Two Ramond-Ramond corrections to type 11
supergravity via field-theory amplitude

Hamid R. Bakhtiarizadeh®

Department of Physics, Sirjan University of Technology, Sirjan, Iran

Abstract

Motivated by the standard form of string-theory amplitude, we calculate the field-
theory amplitude to complete the higher-derivative terms in type II supergravity theo-
ries in their conventional form. We derive explicitly the O(a/?) interactions for the RR
(Ramond-Ramond) fields with graviton, B-field and dilaton in the low-energy effective
action of type II superstrings. We check our results by comparison with previous works
that have been done by the other methods, and find an exact agreement.
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1 Introduction

Higher-derivative corrections to string theories and M-theory are significantly studied
in various ways: string amplitude [1-7], non-linear sigma model [8, 9], superfield and
noether’s method [10-17], duality completion [18-21] and so on. Each of these approaches
have been employed in different formalisms such as: RNS (Ramond-Neveu-Schwarz) [22-
24], GS (Green-Schwarz) [17,20,26,27] and pure-spinor [28] formalisms to determine the
higher-order terms.

For many purposes, it is enough to use only the lowest-order terms in the theory, but
there are some situations for which one must go beyond the lowest-order supergravity
actions and higher-order corrections play an important role. For example, the origin
of induced Einstein-Hilbert terms are traced to R* couplings in ten dimensions [29, 30].
Furthermore, in black-hole and black-brane physics, considering higher-derivative terms
leads to modifications of the thermodynamics [31-33]. Another important set of such
applications can be found in the context of the gauge/gravity duality [34-36]. There are
a vast number of applications of higher-derivative terms, but the mentioned examples are
sufficient to illustrate the importance of having a good understanding of higher-derivative
terms [22].

It is known that the low-energy effective action of superstring theory is given by
supergravity describing only the interactions of massless modes in the string-theory spec-
trum. This can be shown explicitly by calculating the field-theory amplitudes of massless
states [37]. One must go beyond this low-energy limit to capture truly stringy behavior.
A significant information about string and M-theory can be extracted from the corre-
sponding low-energy effective actions, in particular once one considers corrections that
go beyond the leading order. Subleading terms in type II effective actions start at or-
der o’® or eight-derivative level. In order to determine the structure of higher-derivative
terms, we will calculate the scattering amplitude of massless states.

As mentioned above, scattering amplitudes of massless states in superstring theory
include corrections to their corresponding low-energy effective actions. These terms con-
tain o’ corrections to the supergravity which arise due to the length of the fundamental
string ¢, and string coupling constant gs which correspond to string quantum corrections
in spacetime. In type ITA superstring theory, one of those corrections first obtained at
the tree level from four-graviton scattering amplitude as well as from the o-model beta
function approach which is written by
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= ——F ——€10€ . .
K 232, 28.4! o 42710710

Here 2r3, = (27)7%¢2, ts is a product of four Kronecker deltas, and tstg R* denotes an
abbreviation of a product of two tg tensors and four Riemann curvature tensors.

The contents of this paper is organized as follows: In section 2, we briefly review type
IT supergravity theories and fix our conventions and notations. In section 3, we establish
the formalism and explain the procedure needed to find the necessary Feynman rules
for the processes we want to compute. By employing these rules we then calculate the
tree-level four-point amplitude for two RR-two NSNS scattering to find higher-derivative
corrections to type II supergravities in their conventional form up to the R* terms. We
restrict our attention to different external NSNS states, namely the metric, antisymmetric
tensor and dilaton. Finally, we compare our results with previous works and find an exact
agreement.



2 Brief review of type Il supergravity

We begin by reviewing the low-energy effective actions of both type II superstring theories
[38]. These are supergravity theories that describe interactions of the massless fields in the
string-theory spectrum. The action in the Einstein frame for the type IIA supergravity
is given by
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where R is the scalar curvature, ® is the dilaton field and H is the B-field strength
H = dB. The RR field strengths are defined in terms of RR potentials as F® = dCW
and FW = dC® — H A CY. The above action is the reduction of 11-dimensional
supergravity on manifold R% x S*. By a Weyl rescaling of the metric, this action can
be transformed to the Einstein frame in which the Einstein term has the conventional
form?2. It is also contains three distinct types of terms. The first three terms in the first
line involve NSNS fields, which are common to both type II superstring theories. The
last term contains RR fields and altogether are named kinetic terms. The second line is
called Chern-Simons term.

In the type IIB supergravity, the presence of the self-dual five-form introduces a
significant complication for writing down a classical action for type IIB supergravity. On
the other words, it is hard to formulate the action in a manifestly covariant form. There
are several different ways of dealing with this problem. One of them is to find an action
which reproduce the super-symmetric equations of motion when the self-duality condition
is imposed by hand. The type IIB supergravity action in the Einstein frame is given as
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where a = 1 for n = 1,3 and a = 2 for n = 5. The RR field strengths here are defined
as FO = qCO FB = qCc® — HC© and
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O — qo® _ 5(j(2> NH 4+ SBA dc®, (2.3)

respectively. The self-duality condition that must be imposed in the equations of motion
by hand, is given by

PO — W FO). (2.4)

This condition has to be imposed as an extra constraint, manually. Without that, one can
not find any consistency between the field-theory and string-theory S-matrix elements.

*The Einstein frame is related to string frame by g7, = e 2g,,.



3 Field-theory amplitude

Having had the supergravity actions, one can easily read different vertices and propagators
and accordingly calculate the Feynman amplitude of two RR-two NSNS massless states.
To that end, suppose that the massless fields are small perturbations around the flat
background, i.e.,

Guw = M + 26hy; B = 26035 ® = ¢ +V2k¢; C™ = 2k, (3.1)

where k is the gravitational coupling constant. Substituting these perturbation expan-
sions into the supergravity actions (2.1) and (2.2), and expanding them up to cubic and
quartic powers in x, one obtains three-point and four-point interactions, respectively.
The amplitude of two RR-two NSNS fields typically has the following form

A = A, +A, + A+ A,
A, A, A

= Zh T p A
s U t
1
= (tuAy + stA, + suA; + sutA.), (3.2)

where A,, A, and A; are the amplitudes in s, v and t channels, respectively, and A, is
the contribution of contact terms which must be added in order to the total scattering
amplitude to be gauge invariant. The Mandelstam variables are defined as: s = —4a/k; -
ko, u = —4ad'ky - k3, t = —4d'ksy - k3, and satisfy the identity s +t + u = 0.

What motivates us to write the field-theory amplitude in the above form originates
from the general form of string-theory amplitude. The structure of string-theory am-
plitude consists of the well-known Gamma functions in terms of Mandelstam variables
multiplied by a kinematic factor K [1,39]. To find the couplings which are reproduced
by the amplitude in string-theory side, it is convenient to expand the Gamma functions
at low energy, i.e.,
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where the expansion parameter is o’ and ¢y is the constant dilaton background. The right-
hand side in the above expression gives the low-energy limit of the amplitude. The first
term in that side just corresponds to amplitudes of exchanging two RR-two NSNS massless
fields in s, ¢t and u channels as well as contact terms in type IT supergravity [37]. The
second term contains a Riemann zeta function ((3), which is irrational, and contributes
as a stringy correction to the supergravity. In this way, it is basically possible to derive
higher-derivative corrections from string scattering amplitudes.

By comparing the amplitude (3.2) with the leading term of string-theory amplitude,
one finds the following relation between the field-theory amplitude and the string-theory
kinematic factor

K = —27%73%/2 (ty A, + stA, + sud, + sutA,) . (3.4)

Multiplying this factor by —2¢(3) and transforming it to the spacetime, one then finds
the couplings of two RR-two NSNS fields at order a/3.



4 (0F"™)2R? couplings

After explaining our strategy in the previous section, we are now in a position to find
various couplings. For the first one, we are going to find the couplings containing two RR
n-form field strengths with n = 1,2, 3,4,5 and two Riemann curvatures. To this end, we
consider the elastic scattering process of two RR fields into two gravitons. When the two
RR forms have the same rank, the supergravity actions (2.1) and (2.2) dictate that the
massless poles in the s and u channels and the contact terms are given by the following

expressions
~ |12 - Ap
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The t-channel amplitude A; can now be obtained from the A, by permuting the particles
lines 3 and 4.

For the process we want to calculate, we need the two RRs-one graviton, three gravi-
tons, one RR-one graviton-one RR and two RRs-two gravitons vertex functions. These
vertices can be obtained from the supergravity actions (2.1) and (2.2) by expanding to
cubic and quartic powers in k, respectively. Fortunately, these vertex functions as well as
the graviton and RR propagators (in Feynman-like gauge) have been derived previously
in the literatures [23,24,37,40,41] up to an overall factor:
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Our notation is such that Tr(hy.hy) = B hoy,, k1.h) = ki,h8" and hf.ky = hkoy. The
bracket (parentheses) notation over indices means antisymmetrization (symmetrization)
with a factor 1/2. k, in 4.5 denotes the momentum of internal leg i.e., k, = k1, + ko,

The next step is to write the amplitude in terms of independent variables. This im-
poses all symmetries including mono-term symmetries (antisymmetry property of RR
potentials and symmetry property of graviton polarizations) as well as multi-term sym-
metries (the Bianchi identities governing on the RR field strengths and Riemann tensors).
In doing so, we have first written the RR field strengths and Riemann tensors in terms
of RR potentials and graviton polarizations, respectively. Then, we have manipulated
with some of the terms. For instance, momentum conservation X} k; = 0 as well as the
mass-shell and on-shell relations for momenta, k? = 0 and k;.¢; = 0, are imposed. We
have also rewritten some terms using the relation s + ¢ + u = 0. Furthermore, we have
applied the traceless property of external graviton polarizations.

After doing the above steps to canonicalize the amplitude, the final result is simplified
in terms of some Mandelstam variables, momenta, two RR potentials and two graviton
polarizations. When n = 1, the result is simplified as:

1
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where the RR polarizations have been written in terms of momenta. To rewrite the
amplitude 4.8 in terms of RR field strengths and Riemann tensors, we consider all possible
contractions between two RR 1-form field strengths with a partial derivative acting on
each one and two Riemann tensors. Then, we make an ansatz of these all contractions
by multiplying them by unknown constant coefficients:

CIFa’ch’dRacebedef + C(2F’a’bF’c’dRacefRbedf + C%;Z?a’bF’c’dRatechbealf
+C4Fa7bFC’dRaechbfde + C(5}76176}71(171)RbdefRcdef + C6Fa7bFC7dRaebecedf
+C7F F P Ry Repyp + O Fuy F Regef R + CgF y F*™ Reeqp R (4.9)

By comparing the expression 4.8 with the result obtained from writing 4.9 in terms
of independent variables with the same steps as mentioned above, one obtains some



algebraic equations among unknown constant coefficients, that are:

{2C5 4+ Cs + C7 + 8Cs + 4Cy = 0,2C5 + 2Cs + C7 = 0, (4.10)

=512+ 2C1 + Cy + C3 +2C = 0,2C, + Cy — Cy + 2C5 4+ 3Cs + C7 = 0,

201+ Cy —Cy+Cs = 0,2C, + Cy — Cy + 205 + Cg + C7 + 16Cs + 8Cy = 0,

512 4+4C +2Cy — C3 —3C, + Cg = 0,20, + Cy — Cy + 8Cs + 4Cy = 0,

—1024 + 2C, + Coy + 2C5 + Cy + 2C5 4+ 5Cs + C7 = 0, =512 4+ C3 + Cy + Cg = 0,

—1024 + 4C + 2C5 + 2C5 — 2C5 + Cg — C7 +8Cs + 4Cy = 0,

6C +3Cy —3C, — 2054+ Cg — Cr; =0,-5124+ C5 + Cy 4+ 2C5 + 3Cs + C7 = 0,

—4096 + 16C + 8C5 + 8C5 — 8Cs + 8Cy — 4C7 = 0,

5124 2C) + Cy — C3 — 2Cy = 0,2048 + 2C, + Cy — 4C3 — 5Cy + 2C5 — Cg + C7 = 0}
After solving the above eighteen equations, simultaneously, one finds the unknown con-
stant coefficient C3 to be 512. The other coefficients are free parameters which can be
set to zero.

Having had the unknown coefficients and substituting them into the expression 4.9,
we can obtain the couplings between two RR 1-form field strengths and two Riemann

tensors®. The effective action, which reproduces the corresponding amplitude, takes the
following form in the string frame

S(@F(l))2R2 = ﬁ/dml‘ 62(150@ Fa’ch’dRaechbedf, (411)
where v = a/3((3)/2°, and comma refers to a partial derivative with respect to the index
afterwards. Note that, to acquire the standard sphere-level dilaton factor e=2% in the
string frame, it is convenient to normalize the RR potentials and graviton polarizations
with a factor e?. The normalization of RR fields in the above action are consistent
with the supergravities (2.1) and (2.2). Moreover, the couplings of two RR 2-form field
strengths and two Riemann curvatures appear in the following effective action

Sereypr = 3 27%2 / A"z 7V—-G (2F,"F°Ry R peg + F°F. " Ryq’ Ry,
+2F " F% Roct? Rygeg + 2F " F*I Ryq? Rygee) - (4.12)

Hence, there is no unique way of writing down the expressions (4.11) and (4.12)
because of different presentations of tensor polynomials using the symmetries of the indi-
vidual tensors, but we believe the above forms are the most economical one. The number
of terms has been reduced as much as possible using the algorithm introduced in [24].
We also find the couplings between two RR 3-form field strengths and two Riemann
curvatures as

Soreyr = = / A" e/ —G (8F o F™ " Ry’ Ry,

32272

_3 Fabd,c Jrabe.d Refgh Refah L 12F,° f pabe.d Rcfgh Rdehg

—12F T FU R " Rypon + 24F T F* R4 R s

—12F T F Ry Ry + 24F 4 yF RS R, 5o

—24F, Il Ry M Repng 4+ ASEL I F YA Ry Rygon

1 94F,° f.9 prabe.d Rbceh Rdfhg _94F,° f.9 prabe.d Rbcdh Refgh
—12F " Fy (R Repng + 12F " Fy™ Ry Regon) . (4.13)

3The calculations in this study have been carried out by the Mathematica package xAct [42,43].
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Furthermore, our calculations show that the couplings which include two RR 4-form
field strengths and two Riemann curvatures have the following form

S(@F(4))2R2 = —ﬁ/dlox 62¢0V -G (3Fabef7tidgi,hRadeRefgh

C9F et Frgin RPUREIT — 9F 0 Fgp s RO RS9

6 F I Fyp i Ra R 1 3E, 90 e Ryt RO

F6F M Fypi g RaTI R — 611 s R, <9 Rabed
2RIy s RS R 4 3L Ey p  Rope! RO

24 F M F i aRaTI R — 6y b By g R, Rabed

9" FrgniaRaTIR™?) . (4.14)

We are now going to find the couplings containing two RR 5-form field strengths
and two Riemann tensors. The amplitude in this case is somehow different, because of
the presence of the 5-form field strength F®) which is self-dual. This condition should
be imposed manually as an extra condition in physical quantities like the equations of
motion as well as S-matrix.

We expect that imposing the self-duality condition F® — (F® + «F®)) /2, which is
equivalent to (2.4), in the couplings with structure (0F®))2R? not only gives the correct
overall factor but also results into another coupling with structure €,o(0F®)?R2?. This
coupling is not calculated here, because the number of indices is too large that make it
difficult to calculate all possible contractions for this structure. However, the result for
the couplings between two RR 5-form field strengths and two Riemann curvatures is

S(ap(s))2R2 = 32 ;81-{2 /dlol‘ 62¢0\/ -G (18Fabeij,chdfij7hRadeRefgh

_3 Fabefi7 j chghi’j Robed pefgh 19 Fbeghi,j Fdfghj,i R,°. f pabed
6 Fceghi, j Fdfghj,i R f gabed g Fbehz‘j7c Fdfhij,g R,° fg pabed

48 Fcfhij,b nghijﬁ R,° fg gabed | 9 Fbghijﬁ nghij’f R,°, f Rabed

44 Fceghi,j nghij,f R f gabed _ 4g Fbcehi,j nghij’d R, fg pabed

+8F4 FronijaRa IR — 123" FyopijaRa Y R™™) . (4.15)

where the product of two Levi-Civita tensors implicitly has been replaced by the gener-
alized Kronecker delta according to: €™"de, ., = —0p, ™ -+ 0,7

In the next sections we follow a similar approach to obtain the other couplings. The
detail of calculations are omitted there for the sake of brevity.

5 (OF™)2(0¢)? couplings

In this section, the couplings with structure (0F™)2(9¢)? will be calculated. Similar to
the previous section, there are also five types of couplings here, i.e., with n = 1,2, 3,4, 5.
When we have two RR field strengths, in which the RR forms have the same rank, and
two dilatons, the actions (2.1) and (2.2) indicate that the amplitudes in the s and wu



channels and the contact terms become

~ nosoo ~ Ap
A= (Veoron) (@), (Tssr)

- 1=l /- -
A, = (V n) _ > <G (n71)> vin—1 <V 1) (n) )
“ Py g3Cn=1) C 11 CVFR"Ya ) ) 0 )

Ac - Van)Fé")¢3¢47 (51)
respectively. Here also the amplitude in the ¢ channel is the same as A, in which the
particle labels of the RR fields are interchanged, i.e., A; = A,(3 <> 4). The required

tree- and four-point interactions are given by

~ j12% ] u 1 5
(Voroan) ™ = —2in (k§“k2>—§k1.k2nﬂ), (5.2)
v = i L _5-nr K 3
(o) sy = =) Pt (69)
- 1 (5-n\
Vo sy = _2@',{25( > ) Py YT (5.4)

The graviton and RR propagators are given by equations 4.3 and 4.6, respectively. Sub-
stituting these expressions into the amplitude 5.1, one finds the couplings consisting of
two RR 1-form field strengths and two dilatons as follow

Sorm)2as)? = ﬁ / A"z V-G (2F"F®q e — FupF pead™) .  (5.5)

One can also write down the couplings between two RR 2-form field strengths and
two dilatons as

Sor@ypoe? = ﬁ / A’z V=G (16F,"F" by ade.
+18Fad,cFab7c¢b7e¢d,e - 9Fac,bFab7c¢d,e¢d’e) . (56)

In the same way, the couplings of two RR 3-form field strengths and two dilatons can
be written as

fy € C _lLa
S(aF(3))2(8¢)2 = —m/dwl’ €2¢0\/ -G (Fdef,ch f,b(ba’ (b b
—3F,%1 yFooap™ et — 3F, ,chef,bwb(pCvd) . (5.7)

Furthermore, the couplings of two RR 4-form field strengths and two dilatons can be
introduced as

/y cae a
Ser@peer = “3399,2 / %2 V=G (Fudeq 1 I 600"
_2deef’chdef,g¢a7c¢a7b - 16Faefg,chefg,dgbmebC’d) . (58)

Finally, for n = 5 case only the contribution of s channel exists and is given by the
first line in (5.1). The amplitudes in the ¢ and u channels and the contact terms here
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are zero. Once more, using the self-duality condition, one can easily find the following
coupling for two RR 5-form field strengths and two dilatons with correct overall factor

’y € a C
Sore)2ee? = 3357,3 / Az V=G F T  Foepgn a6 (5.9)
Note that, imposing the self-duality condition also leads to a new coupling of the form
€10(OF®)2(0¢)?, but we ignore it for the reasons already mentioned. We use the algorithm
introduced in [24] to reduce the tensor polynomials and rewrite the couplings of this
section in the minimal-term form.

6 (OF™)%(0¢)R couplings

Let us now consider the couplings with structure (OF™)%(0¢)R. At the first glance, it
seems that there are five types of couplings in this section, i.e., with n = 1,2,3,4,5, but
the contribution of OFMWOFMo¢pR and OF ) 0F®)0¢R vanishes as can be seen from the
action (2.2). When the two RR forms have the same rank, from the type II supergravity
actions, it is concluded that the amplitudes in the s and u channels and the contact terms
are given by the following expressions

A, = VFI(")FQ(")¢G¢V¢¢3h4’
A = (Tepacon) " (Geon) - (Voorgon,)
= (n) - (n—1) " —1) (™)
U Fln ¢)30(n 1) cn St Cc(n 1)F27L ha i 9

respectively. The amplitude in the ¢ channel is the same as A,, in which the particle labels
of the RR fields are interchanged, i.e., Ay = A,(3 <> 4). Here, the dilaton propagator
and vertex operators which are needed in the calculation of amplitude, are:

VF{”)FQ("% - _m% Py B3, (6.2)

Gy = —k%, (6.3)

Vingws = —2ikkg.hy.k, (6.4)

(AT —in%ﬂ“l““"lk% (6.5)
VFl(n)FQ(n)¢3h4 - MQ\(/E)_# (Flm---uanmmmhéluu - 2nF1uu2~~unF2vu2mMnhgy) : (6-6)

The RR propagator is given by equation 4.6, as well. After doing some algebra, we have

S(BF(Q))Q(qu)R = #/dlol‘ 62¢0 V-G (2Fad,eFab,c¢b,chdef
2 K
—2F"F % ¢! Rogny — Fo F 9 Ryeqy) - (6.7)
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Doing the same steps as above, one finds the couplings with structure (0F®)%(0¢)R
in the type ITA theory. In the string frame, they are

Serepenr = 3 272 - / A"z ¥/ ~G (2F,“**F..J9¢™ Ry, (6.8)
22K
_FaCd,chef’g(ba,degef - 2Fa0d7chfg,b¢a’defeg + 2Fcfg,bFCde,a¢a,b) .

Finally, we have found the following result for the couplings containing two RR 4-form
field strengths, one dilaton and one Riemann curvature in the string frame

Serwpeor = moms / A V=G (2F" aFepgn et Ra™

32.2% K2
_31:1bcjcg7flchlefg,hgbahbfzacde + Fcefg,hFdefg,hgba,bRacbd) . (69)

Here also the algorithm introduced in [24] has been used to rewrite the couplings of this
section in their minimal-term form.

7 (0F™)%(0H)? couplings

Now, we consider the couplings with structure (OF™)?(0H)2. There are also five types of
couplings in this section, i.e., with n = 1,2,3,4,5. When n = 1, 2, 3, it can be seen from
the actions (2.1) and (2.2) that the s- and u-channel amplitudes as well as the contact
terms are given by

~ n oo ~ Ap ~ ~ o~
b= (o) (65) () Vo G

A ‘7 1 P41 é V1 Ungl ‘7
= +1 n
U ( Fl(”)bsC("“)) < c(n )>u1~~~un+1 < C(n+l)F2(n)b4>V1"'Vn+1 5

A, =V

F™ E™bsby

(7.1)

respectively. The t-channel amplitude A; can now be obtained from the A, by permuting
the external B-fields lines 3 and 4. The vertices, that have not been introduced in the
previous sections, are:

v Hy . 1 v v v
(Vo) = —2in [5 (kr. ko ™ — KR — K2 k) Tr(by.bo)
Ky b by ko 25 by by ey + 2 koW by by Ky
+2k1 by W by kg — kg ke (WY + VW) (7.2)
‘7[,11)2¢ = —\/éll‘{, [2k1.b2.b1.k32 - k?l.k’QTI'(bl.bg)] s (73)
~ ) 1 "
(VFl(n)bQC(n+l))y1...yn+l == —22Kmk’ bgM[V1F1V2...Vn+1}, (74)

- 2ik*(n +2)(n+ 1) Yt
VF{")FQ(”)bg,m = — o bsjpw i) O3 F3 "+ (3 2 4). (7.5)
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Putting theses contributions together, one finds the following couplings between two RR
1-form field strengths and two B-field strengths

Sormyzamy?

m / 4 V=G (12F*"F“H, Hyu

+6 5, F* Hy " Hege p — Foy PP Hege p HT) (7.6)

which is written in its minimal-term form. In a similar way, the couplings between two
RR 2-form field strengths and two B-field strengths are appeared in the action

Seryeem: =

—732.;5'%2 /dlol’ €2¢0 V —G (3Fab’che7cHadf’gHbeg7f

+6F“b’che’fHacg,bdeg,e — 3FadveF“b’chfg,cdeg,e
_|_3F“b’chd’edeg,aHefg,b + 3F“b’che’fHabg7dHefg,c
—3F, % FcH,19 H, ;). — 3F,2F®HJ9 \H, ;)4
+3Fad’eFab’CHcfg,bHefg,d + 2Fac’dFab’cHefg,dHefg,b
—Fad,cFab’cHefg,dHefg,b) ) (7-7)

It is also straightforward to find the couplings between two RR 3-form field strengths
and two B-field strengths as

Sereyem: =

33.276,{2 / 'z 2V =G (18F"FIO" Hopgp Heep g

+27F, I " Haep i + 36 Fp ™ FOC Hop 9" Hyeg
_36Faef,gFabc,degh,cHdehJ . 9Fabc,dFefg,hHabh7edeg,c
—36L, Iy Heypg p + 36 F, 9 Hy M Hep, o
+T2F A PeION e Hepn g — 36 F,T9F U Hep,
154F,° f pabe.d Hcfg,h Hdgh,e _9 Fabe,f [Jrabed Hcghj Hdgh,e
+216 F, I F el g " Hoygn ¢+ T2F 5 FOH 9" Hypp
+18Fabe,fFabc,dHcgh,eHdth . Fabc,dFefg,hHaquHefg’h
+27F, 9Pty P H gy — 18F P Ey  Hy 9" Hopy
+108Foq™  F* H" (Hepgp — T2F 0%  F*“ Hog”" Hegg
_9Fabe7dFabc,dHcfg,hHefg’h + 36Fade,bFabc,dHcfg,hHefgﬁ
FIF T P H 9 Hipgn ) - (7.8)

For n = 4, the contribution of u channel in the amplitude is replaced by

A (‘7 )ul.h.un_s <G~ > Vl...l/ 3 (‘7 >
= (n) _ (n—3) " _3) m(n)
i F{™ b3 C(n=3) C U, C(n=3)F," by V1 Un—s

- P1fngl /o~ ~
+ (V (n) —— ) (Gc(n+1)> v (V nt1) p(n) ) -(7-9)
F"b3C(nt1) 1 CntU by V1 Unt1

where

1

. . 1 ,
(Ve ) = i P, bR (7.10)

V1 Un—3 (n — 3)

12



Inserting this contribution into the amplitude, one finds the following couplings between
two RR 4-form field strengths and two B-field strengths

S(@F(4))2(8H)2 = _32.;852/01103: e /@3 (nghi,enghi,dHabc’eHabc’d

—2F, Faih Fefgh,z‘ Habd,c Habc,d —8 nghi’c nghi,e Habe’ f H“bcvd
+]‘2Fb6gh7iFefgi7hHaef,dHaqu . SFbghi,cFeghz‘,fHaef,dHabc’d

+48 dehi’e Fofhig Haef,g H%ed _ 48 Fbghi,c Foeni pH,° f.g9 ppabe.d

—24 Fbchi,e Fdfhw Haef,g Habc,d — 48 Fbehiﬁ Fdfhi,g Hae f.9 H“bc’d
_48Fbehi,chghi,fHaef’gHabc’d o 24Fbcdh7iFefgi,hHaef’gHabc’d
_6Fbchi,gFefhi,dHaef’gHabc’d + 24Fbcdh’iFefhi,gHaef’gHabc’d
+6Fbchi,dFefhi,gHaef’gH“bc’d — 96Fbcdh’iFeghi7fHaef,gHabc,d) (7.11)

For n = 5, in addition to the u-channel amplitude which is given by (7.9), the s-
channel amplitude is also replaced by

A= () (), () e

Applying these changes into the amplitude along with imposing the self-duality condition,
after some simplifications, one finds the following couplings between two RR 5-form field
strengths and two B-field strengths

gl i e ryabc
Sorepen? = “rsigs / A"z eV —G (2Fpgnij 7" gHape *H® (7.13)

_5Fefghj,iFefghi7jHabd,cHaqu o QOFthij76nghij7eHabe7fHabc’d
+60 Fbcghz‘,j Fefghm Haef d Habed _ 9 Fbghij,c Feghij,f H,° f,d JJabed
+160 dehij,e Fofnijg H,eh9 fraved _ 160 Fbghij’c Fpenij.t Ha* F.9 prabe.d
—80 Fbchijve Fuphiiog H,eh9 Fabed _ 160 Fbehij’c FupnijoHa® £.9 prabe.d
~160F}"7 o Fugnij. g Ha O H® " — 240 Fyog™ F g5 Ho 9 H
—920 Fbchijvg Futnija H,eh9 fabed _ 190, M9 Fopnij o Ha 1.9 prabe.d
420 Fbchijd Futhijg H,e59 freved | Ag0F, i Fognis.t Ha 1.9 Habc,d) .

Imposing the self-duality constraint also leads to a new coupling with structure e;o(9F®))2(0H)?
which has been neglected here.
8 OFMIFr"4(9H)? couplings

Since the minimum rank of RR field strength is 1, there is only one type of couplings in
this section, i.e., with n = 5. The effective action (2.2) shows that the amplitude in the s
channel and contact terms vanishes. It also produces the following u-channel amplitude

~ M1 fn—3 ~ ~
_ V1 Un_3
Au = (VFl(n)b:’,C("*:i)) (Gc(n3)>ﬂl o n (Vc(n*3)F2("74)b4> . (81)
el

Vi=Vn-3

where the vertices and propagator are given in 7.10, 7.4 and 4.6, respectively. The ampli-
tude in the ¢ channel is the same as A, in which the particle labels of the external B-fields
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are interchanged which means that A; = A,(3 <> 4). Gathering these two contributions
together along with imposing the self-duality constraint, one finds the coupling

SBF(5)8F(1)(8H)2 = _32 ;/5/{2 /dlox 62¢0 V-G (3chefg,hFa’bHQCd’eHbfg’h

+3chfgh,bFa’bHaCd7eHefg’h - chefg,hFa7bHaCd7bHefg7h) (82)

plus a coupling of the form €,(0F®9F M) (9H)? which we drop it here. The above coupling
is written in its minimal-term form.

9 OFMIF"2(9H)R couplings

Here, we will calculate the couplings with structure 9F™AF =2 (9H)R. There are three
possibilities in this case, with n = 3,4, 5. The supergravity actions (2.1) and (2.2) dictate
that the amplitudes in the s channel and contact terms are given by

~ [ 2V ~ Ap
AS = (VFI(”)FQ(”_Q)b) (Gb> \ (Vbb3h4) )
v, Ap

AC = VFl(n)FQ(n—Q)bSh4, (91)
where the vertex operators and B-field propagator are given by:
7 weo 1K o = 9.9
< Fl(")FQ("*Q)b> - _m 1 vievp—2d'2 g (9.2)
~ 1

(6, = g o3

y e o v [y ] [17.7]

%thb 2tk k’g.bl.kfghQ + 2k2.b1 h2 .k?l + 2k2.b1.h2 k?Q
12k deohl 0 1 R g ey kl.hQ.b[l’Lk;’}) , (9.4)

~ ir?

Voo (Flm...%bgm Fremmlp A 2nFMM2...MbgmeQ"?’""‘”]hﬁp) . (9.5)

F{" Pbshs — )

The amplitude in the u channel is the same as A, in which the particle labels of the RR
(n — 2)-form field strength and B-field are interchanged, i.e., A, = A4(2 <> 3).

-~ 1 fin—3 [ ~ -~
_ Vheevn_3
A, = <VF1(")b30("*3)) <Gc(n3))m o n <V0(n73)F2("72)h4> . (96)
i

ViVn-3

Similarly, the amplitude in the ¢ channel is the same as A, in which the particle labels
of the external B-field and graviton are interchanged, i.e., A; = A, (3 <> 4).

~ M1 fin41 ~ ~
. V1 Un41
At == (VFl(n)h4C(n+1)) (Gc(n+1) ) e ) n (VC(R+1)F2(n72)b3) . (97)
el

Vi Undd
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Replacing the vertices and propagators in the above amplitudes and then summing
them yields the following result for the couplings of one RR 3-form field strength, one
RR 1-form field strength, one B-field strength and one Riemann tensor

SBF(3)8F(1)(8H)R = _3 22;/{2 /dlox 62(2504 /_G (2FCd6,fFa,bHacg’defeg

+AF T P LI Rygeg — 10F YT FYYH 9 Ry,

—2F, 4¢P H, SI R r + 2, FY H oo/ Ryge s
—2F% F™H "9 Ry — F, ™ H IRy

HAF YT Y H 9 o Rygeq + 2F““T Y Hop9 4 Roetg
+F6de7aFa7bHcfg7def€g) (9.8)

The couplings of one RR 4-form field strength, one RR 2-form field strength, one
B-field strength and one Riemann curvature can be written in the string frame as:

32,2542

_6deeh7gFab,chde,fRagfh o 12deghveFab,chde7fRagfh
+6Fbefh7gFab,cHdef’cRagdh + 12Fbegh7fFab,cHdef76Ragdh
_'_6Fefgh7bFab,cHdef’cRagdh . 12Fbcgh,fFab,cHdef,gRahde

6 Fbefh,c Jrab.c pydef.g Rahdg _19 Fbegh,f Jrab.c pydef.g Rahcd
—Fogefn Jabse prdef.g Rabgh +3 chehj [rabse prdef.g Rabgh

6 Fcefh,b [rabsc prdef.g Ragdh +12 Fcefh,b [ab.c prdef.g Rahdg

—2F e pnp P H* IR ) (9.9)

SBF(4)8F(2)(8H)R = il /dlol‘ €2¢0 V —G (]_2Fdfgh7eFab’cHade’becgh

Finally, we find the couplings of one RR 5-form field strength, one RR 3-form field
strength, one B-field strength and one Riemann curvature in the type IIB theory as:

32,2542

+6Fbcehi,fFabC7deef’gRahgi o 12Fbcghi,fFabC7deef’gRahei
_12Fceghi’fFabc,deef,gRahbi _ 3Fbcfgi7hFabc,dHefngahei
_6Fbcfhi,gFabc’dHefg,dRahei o 6beghi,cFabc’dHefg,dRahei
_3Fbcfgi’dFabc,dHefg,hRaehi + 3Fbcfgi’dFabc,dHefg,hRahei
+6Fbcfhi7gFabc,dHefg,hRaide + 12defgi,cFadeHefg’hRaehi
_6defgi,cFabc’dHefgﬁRahei o 2Fbefgi’cFabc,dHefg,hRahdi
F12F, pgni T HT R e + AF e g PO HTO R ') (9.10)

Sor®ar® @mR = i /d109€ V=G (3Fpesin " Hy 9 R, !

Similar to the previous cases, imposing the self-duality constraint in the above action
leads to a new coupling with structure ¢;0dF®9F® (0H)R. We also find out that there
is another coupling with structure e;o0F ™ 9F ™2 (9H)R which have been not considered
here.

10 OF"™OF"29$0H couplings

The last coupling that we aim to obtain is IF™OF "2 9p0H. There are three types of
couplings in this case and those are with n = 3,4,5. When n = 3,4, from the supergravity
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actions (2.1) and (2.2), one can observe that the field-theory amplitudes in the s channel
and contact terms are given by

~ [ 7. - Ap
A= () (), ()"

Ac = V.m

FVF ) gsba

(10.1)

respectively. Here, the vertices that have not been previously introduced are given by:

- pv
<V¢1b2b) — ik (Zkl.b[;kg” - kl.k2b§”> , (10.2)

~ V2ik%(5 — n) .
Vi g g, = TFM...MI)L’“”FQ’“ pnl, (10.3)

The u-channel amplitude A, can now be obtained from the A; by permuting the particles
lines 2 and 3 Similarly, the ¢-channel amplitude A; is obtained by permuting the external
lines 3 and 4

~ M1 pn—1 ~ ~
— ViVn—1
A= (Vg (Gcm_l))mmunl (Ve g2, ) - (10.4)

V1 VUn—1

Similarly, the ¢-channel amplitude A; is obtained by permuting the external lines 3
and 4

~ H1-pn—3 ~ ~
— V1-Un—3
Ay = <VF1(n)b4C(n73)) (Gc(n3))#1_“%_3 <VC(n73)F2(n72)¢3) . (10.5)

V1 VUn—3

The sum of the pole diagrams, after a simple calculation, leads to the following cou-
plings for one RR 3-form field strength, one RR 1-form field strength, one dilaton and
one B-field strength in the type IIB supergravity

S&F(?’)BF(l)quaH = ; 22 5 /dlox e /3 (FCd&meb(ba,bHcdf,e
L2K
_3Fdef,bFa7b¢a7chde,f o che,fFa,b(ba,cHdeﬂb
+2F, WP H g g — 2F, JFP ¢ Hyepy) . (10.6)

The amplitude of one RR 4-form field strength, one RR 2-form field strength, one
dilaton and one B-field strength produces the couplings

~
SaF(4)8F(2)8¢>aH = m/dlo.f 62%\/ -G (12Fcefg7dpab’c(]§a’dHbef’g
L2 KR

F12F gefg 000  Hy 9 — 12F g o F ™ 00 H 9

+12F g  F0C 0 " H A9 — 2F o0y P20 HEY
+12Fpapg. F 0™ HI9 o — OF 0 JF 0 Hy'o

F24F e g v PO Hy 9 o+ 6F g b P9 H,0 ) (10.7)

in the string frame. In particular, when n = 5, as can be seen from type [IB supergravity

action (2.2), the u-channel amplitude as well as contact terms vanishes. On the other
words, the s and ¢ channels are the only two diagrams that contribute to the process.
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Putting these two contributions together, one can obtain the action which reproduce the
corresponding amplitude as

5
SaF<5>aF<3>a¢aH = 32 9 2 /dmx e’V ~G (2chegh,bFCde’fW’bHafg’h
22K

+chegh7chde,f¢a,begh7@ . 3Fadegh7chde,f¢a,begh7c
+4Fbcfgh,dFaCd7e¢a’bHfgh,e + chfgh,bFaCdﬁ(ba’begh,e) ) (108)

The number of terms in (10.6) and (10.8) has been reduced as much as possible. Here
also imposing the self-duality condition yields a coupling with structure ;00 F® 9F® 9poH
which is not considered here because the number of indices is too large to find all possible
contractions of this structure.

We have compared the results of this paper with the corresponding couplings which
have been obtained from string amplitude calculations in RNS [23] and pure-spinor for-
malisms [28] as well as T-duality approach [18,23], and find an exact agreement when we
write both couplings in terms of independent variables.

It is interesting to find the remaining couplings by improving the computer program.
One can also apply the S and T-duality approaches to get these couplings.

Acknowledgement

This work has been financially supported by the research deputy of Sirjan University of
Technology.

References

[1] D. J. Gross and E. Witten, Nucl. Phys. B 277, 1 (1986).
doi:10.1016/0550-3213(86)90429-3

[2] E. Kiritsis and B. Pioline, Nucl. Phys. B 508, 509 (1997)
doi:10.1016/S0550-3213(97)00645-7 [hep-th /9707018].

[3] J. G. Russo and A. A. Tseytlin, Nucl. Phys. B 508, 245 (1997)
doi:10.1016/S0550-3213(97)00631-7, 10.1016/S0550-3213(97)80012-0
[hep-th/9707134].

[4] M. B. Green and P. Vanhove, Phys. Lett. B 408, 122 (1997)
doi:10.1016/S0370-2693(97)00785-5 [hep-th /9704145].

[5] M. B. Green, M. Gutperle and P. Vanhove, Phys. Lett. B 409, 177 (1997)
d0i:10.1016/S0370-2693(97)00931-3 [hep-th /9706175).

[6] L. Anguelova, P. A. Grassi and P. Vanhove, Nucl. Phys. B 702, 269 (2004)
d0i:10.1016/j.nuclphysb.2004.09.024 [hep-th/0408171].

[7] S. Stieberger, arXiv:0907.2211 [hep-th].

[8] D. J. Gross and J. H. Sloan, Nucl. Phys. B 291, 41 (1987).
doi:10.1016/0550-3213(87)90465-2

17



[9]

[10]

[11]

[12]

[13]

[14]

[15]

[16]

[17]

[18]

[19]

[20]

[21]
[22]

[23]

[24]

[25]
[26]
[27]

M. T. Grisaru, A. E. M. van de Ven and D. Zanon, Phys. Lett. B 173, 423 (1986).
doi:10.1016,/0370-2693(86)90408-9

M. de Roo, H. Suelmann and A. Wiedemann, Nucl. Phys. B 405, 326 (1993)
doi:10.1016/0550-3213(93)90550-9 [hep-th/9210099)].

M. de Roo, H. Suelmann and A. Wiedemann, Phys. Lett. B 280, 39 (1992).
do0i:10.1016,/0370-2693(92)90769-Z

A. Rajaraman, Phys. Rev. D 72, 125008 (2005) do0i:10.1103/PhysRevD.74.085018
[hep-th/0505155].

M. F. Paulos, JHEP 0810, 047 (2008) doi:10.1088/1126-6708/2008,/10/047
[arXiv:0804.0763 [hep-th]].

E. Cremmer, B. Julia and J. Scherk, Phys. Lett. 76B, 409 (1978).
doi:10.1016/0370-2693(78)90894-8

Y. Hyakutake and S. Ogushi, JHEP 0602, 068 (2006)
doi:10.1088/1126-6708/2006/02/068 [hep-th /0601092].

A. Rajaraman, Phys. Rev. D 74, 085018 (2006) doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.72.125008
[hep-th/0512333].

K. Peeters, P. Vanhove and A. Westerberg, Class. Quant. Grav. 18, 843 (2001)
doi:10.1088/0264-9381/18/5/307 [hep-th/0010167].

M. R. Garousi, JHEP 1306, 030 (2013) doi:10.1007/JHEP06(2013)030
[arXiv:1302.7275 [hep-th]].

H. Godazgar and M. Godazgar, JHEP 1309, 140 (2013)
doi:10.1007/JHEP09(2013)140 [arXiv:1306.4918 [hep-th]].

J. T. Liu and R. Minasian, Nucl. Phys. B 874, 413 (2013)
doi:10.1016//j.nuclphysb.2013.06.002 [arXiv:1304.3137 [hep-th]].

M. R. Garousi, arXiv:1702.00191 [hep-th].

K. Peeters and A. Westerberg, Class. Quant. Grav. 21, 1643 (2004)
doi:10.1088,/0264-9381/21/6,/022 [hep-th/0307298].

H. R. Bakhtiarizadeh and M. R. Garousi, Nucl. Phys. B 884, 408 (2014)
d0i:10.1016/j.nuclphysb.2014.05.002 [arXiv:1312.4703 [hep-th]].

H. R. Bakhtiarizadeh and M. R. Garousi, Phys. Rev. D 92, no. 2, 026010 (2015)
d0i:10.1103/PhysRevD.92.026010 [arXiv:1502.02853 [hep-th]].

S. Sannan, Phys. Rev. D 34, 1749 (1986). doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.34.1749
B. E. W. Nilsson, Nucl. Phys. B 188, 176 (1981). doi:10.1016,/0550-3213(81)90111-5

P. S. Howe and P. C. West, Nucl. Phys. B 238, 181 (1984).
doi:10.1016/0550-3213(84)90472-3

18



(28] G. Policastro and D. Tsimpis, Class. Quant. Grav. 23, 4753 (2006)
doi:10.1088,/0264-9381/23/14,/012 [hep-th/0603165).

[29] 1. Antoniadis, R. Minasian and P. Vanhove, Nucl. Phys. B 648, 69 (2003)
d0i:10.1016/S0550-3213(02)00974-4 [hep-th,/0209030].

[30] I. Antoniadis, S. Ferrara, R. Minasian and K. S. Narain, Nucl. Phys. B 507, 571
(1997) doi:10.1016/S0550-3213(97)00572-5 [hep-th/9707013].

[31] V. Iyer and R. M. Wald, Phys. Rev. D 50, 846 (1994)
d0i:10.1103 /PhysRevD.50.846 [gr-qc/9403028].

[32] S. de Haro, A. Sinkovics and K. Skenderis, Phys. Rev. D 68, 066001 (2003)
d0i:10.1103 /PhysRevD.68.066001 [hep-th/0302136].

[33] P. Kraus and F. Larsen, JHEP 0509, 034 (2005)
d0i:10.1088/1126-6708,/2005,/09,/034 [hep-th /0506176)].

[34] S. S. Gubser, I. R. Klebanov and A. A. Tseytlin, Nucl. Phys. B 534, 202 (1998)
doi:10.1016,/90550-3213(98)00514-8 [hep-th /9805156].

[35] J. Pawelczyk and S. Theisen, JHEP 9809, 010 (1998)
d0i:10.1088/1126-6708/1998,/09/010 [hep-th /9808126].

[36] S. Frolov, I. R. Klebanov and A. A. Tseytlin, Nucl. Phys. B 620, 84 (2002)
d0i:10.1016/S0550-3213(01)00554-5 [hep-th /0108106].

[37] S. Sannan, Phys. Rev. D 34, 1749 (1986). doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.34.1749

[38] K. Becker, M. Becker, and J. H. Schwarz, “String Theory and M-Theory: A
Modern Introduction,” Cambridge University Press (2007).

[39] J. H. Schwarz, Phys. Rept. 89, 223 (1982). doi:10.1016,/0370-1573(82)90087-4

[40] M. R. Garousi and R. C. Myers, Nucl. Phys. B 475, 193 (1996)
doi:10.1016/0550-3213(96)00316-1 [hep-th /9603194].

[41] M. R. Garousi, JHEP 9812, 008 (1998) doi:10.1088,/1126-6708/1998/12,/008
[hep-th/9805078].

[42] J. M. Mart’in-Garc’ia, “xAct: Efficient tensor computer algebra for Mathematica,”
2002-2016. http://www.xact.es.

[43] T. Nutma, Comput. Phys. Commun. 185, 1719 (2014)
doi:10.1016//j.cpc.2014.02.006 [arXiv:1308.3493 [cs.SC]].

19



	1 Introduction
	2 Brief review of type II supergravity
	3 Field-theory amplitude
	4 (F(n))2 R2 couplings
	5 (F(n))2 ()2 couplings
	6 (F(n))2 ()R couplings
	7 (F(n))2 (H)2 couplings
	8 F(n)F(n-4) (H)2 couplings
	9 F(n)F(n-2) (H) R couplings
	10 F(n)F(n-2) H couplings
	Acknowledgement

