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Abstract

Using the fact that eleven-dimensional supergravity yields type IIA supergravity un-
der dimensional reduction on a circle, we determine higher-derivative terms of eleven-
dimensional supergravity including the R, (0F;)?>R? and (0F;)* terms.
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1 Introduction

The low-energy effective action of M-theory is known as the eleven-dimensional super-
gravity. This theory is described by massless modes of M-theory (the graviton, the
three-form and the gravitino), which contains a membrane as a fundamental object. This
theory also consists of the lowest-order supergravity action [1] plus an infinite number of
higher-derivative terms beyond the leading order.

There exists a variety of methods which can be used to capture these higher-derivative
terms. Let us briefly review some of them. The perturbative analyses of the scattering
amplitudes is one of the important methods to determine the structure of the higher-
derivative corrections to the 11d supergravity [2,3]. Besides the approaches based on the
perturbation analyses, one of the famous methods is the analysis performed by computing
the scattering amplitudes of superparticles [4-11], the superfield method [12-20] and by
applying Noether’s method [21].

Among these approaches, we employ the straightforward dimensional reduction method
to determine the higher-derivative corrections to 11d supergravity. We assume that all
fields are independent of the coordinate z = x'' which we choose to correspond to a space-
like direction ('r]g) = 1) and then we rewrite the fields and action in a ten-dimensional
form.

Let us now consider the dimensional reduction of the bosonic fields of 11d supergravity,
the metric and the three-form [22,23]. The dimensional reduction of the metric gives rise
to the ten-dimensional metric, a vector field, and a scalar (the dilaton). According to
this, the metric of eleven-dimensional theory has to be expressed in terms of the ten-
dimensional one as follows:

gﬁ}) = 6—§<I>gw + G%q)Cluclw 9;(};) = G%q)Clu and ggn = G%q)a (1.1)
whereas the dimensional reduction of the 3-form potential in D = 11 gives rise to a
three-form and a two-form which are the fields of the 10d supergravity theory

03;(11ylp) = C3uup and 03;(}3;2 = Buua (12)
with the corresponding field strengths Fy = dC's and H = dB given by
F4fl,11/1p))\ = F4MVP>\ and F4l(}le)Z - Huyp- (13)

The terms we would like to obtain consist of 4-form field strength and Riemann
tensor. The dimensional reduction of 4-form field strength is given by Eq. (1.3), whereas
the dimensional reduction of the Riemann tensor needs more considerations.

For our intended purposes, it is sufficient to study the dimensional reduction of 11-
dimensional supergravity which involves four massless fields. So we need the transforma-
tions (1.1) at the linear order. Assuming that the massless fields are small perturbations
around the flat background, i.e.,

G = M + 26h,5 @ = ¢o + 2605 Cy, = 2Kcy,. (1.4)

The transformation of g,,, which is introduced in (1.1), takes the following linear form
for the perturbations:

hi) = hy. (1.5)



On the other hand, the linearized Riemann curvature is defined as
R, = k0¥, Y. (1.6)

The Eq. (1.5) implies that the transformation of the linearized Riemann tensor, when
carries no Killing index, is
R\ = Rupr. (1.7)

The requirement of the dimensional reduction is a powerful tool to restrict the form of
an effective action. The procedure of the dimensional reduction method is well known and
quite simple. First we prepare an ansatz for the higher derivative effective action in which
each term has some unknown coefficients. Then we consider the dimensional reduction
of the ansatz by splitting the eleven-dimensional indices into the ten-dimensional ones
and the eleventh index z. Some of the generated terms can be transformed to the known
couplings in ten dimensions under dimensional reduction rules. The comparison of these
terms gives rise simultaneous equations among the unknown coefficients in the ansatz. By
solving these equations and substituting the solutions into the ansatz, one can determine
the possible forms of the higher-derivative effective action.

The content of our paper is as follows. In Sec. 2, we first construct an ansatz for R*
terms with unknown coefficients in eleven dimensions and then derive them by forcing
the ansatz to match with the known R* terms in ten dimensions. In Sec. 3, we follow the
same procedure to determine the (9F,)?R? terms in eleven dimensions. Finally, in Sec.
4 we will obtain (0F;)* terms. Sec. 5 is devoted to discussion.

2 R* terms

An ansatz for the higher derivative effective action, which includes quartic terms of the
Riemann tensor [21], is parametrized by

Cl RabcdRadeRefghRefgh + CQRabcdRabceRdfghRefgh
_'_CgRabcdRabefRCdghRefgh 4 C4RabcdRaechbfthefgh

+C5 Rabce Rabdg Rcfdh REfgh + CﬁRabce Rabdf RCdghREfgh

+C Rapee Ry RY s RN (2.1)

Note that the terms which include the scalar curvature and Ricci tensor are removed by
using the field redefinition.

Upon dimensional reduction of our ansatz to ten dimensions, it should be possible
to extract the terms in which the Riemann tensor carries no Killing index. These terms
are transformed to ten-dimensional ones according to the rule (1.7). Then, we match
the obtained results, which have the same structure as ansatz but with indices in ten
dimensions, with the known R* terms computed a long time ago by Gross and Sloan [24].
This match of the dimensionally-reduced action provides strong consistency check on our
computations and results in the following relations between the unknown coefficients?:

{CQ — —1601,03 — 201,04 — 1601, 05 — —3201, 06 — =32+ 1601, 07 — 128 — 3201}

2The calculations in this paper have been done with the xAct package of Mathematica [41].



Inserting these conditions into the ansatz leads to the following R* terms in 11 di-
mensions:

671£R4 =32 (4Rabce adchbfthefgh — RabceRabdeCdghRefgh) y (22)

plus some other terms with unknown coefficients which implicitly are zero. The reason
is that they vanishes when we write them in terms of independent variables in which
all symmetries (including mono- and multi-term symmetries), mass-shell and on-shell
conditions as well as conservation of momentum are applied. In the above equation, e
denotes /—g, where ¢ is the determinant of the metric in 11 dimensions.

3 (0Fy)*R? terms

Let us now consider the ansatz of the (0F;)?R? part. By imposing the linearised lowest-
order equations of motion [11], one obtains 24 possible terms in the action

C1Faghi’erdfi’cRabcd Repgn + CzFacgz"erdfi’hRabcdRefgh
+03Facgi’erdhi’fRabcd Regon + C4F6dgh,iFiabe’fRabcdRefgh

+ O F " FIR g Repg® + CgF™ " F19" Ropeq Reyy?
+CLF" " FI"IR peaRepy® + CoFpi® FIM R peaRepy”
—i—Cngghi’chehi’aRabcd Refgd + 010Fabfh’tiegh,iRabcdRefgd
+C11Fabfi,hFcegh’iRabcdRefgd + C12Fbahi’gFefhz"cRabcdRefgd
+ O F i P R g R ¢+ C Ly PP i FI9 Ropea R °
+C15nghi’enghi’bRabcdReafc + Clﬁnghi’bnghi’eRabcdReafc
+Cy Fopi® FI R R 1€ 4 Crg FP" F i Ropea R 5
+C Faegh,infgh’iRabcdRede + Cyy Feghi’anghi’bRabcdRede
+Co F*" T F i RapeaRe ™ + Cog Frgni "F79" Ropeq R
+Cos P 1gn i P17 Rapoa Re™ + Coy F" By o Rupea R, (3.1)

where comma on the 4-form indices refers to a partial derivative with respect to the index
afterwards. To find the unknown coefficients, we impose the following two constraints on
the above ansatz:

1. The terms with structure (0F;)*R? in D = 11 should transform to (0F;)*R? in
D = 10 under dimensional reduction.

2. Upon dimensional reduction rules, the terms with structure (9F;,)?R?* in D = 11
should convert to (0H)?R? in D = 10.

By splitting the indices of ansatz, one may consider the terms with structure (9F,)?R?
in which the 4-form field strength and the Riemann tensor carry no Killing index. One
can shift them to ten dimensions according to the rules (1.3) and (1.7). These terms are
similar to the 11-dimensional ones but with indices in ten dimensions, as was expected.

The corresponding couplings in type ITA supergravity have been previously found
in [25-28]. On the other hand, the terms (0H)?R? in ten dimensions which are obtained
by applying the above second constraint on the terms in which each 4-form field strength



carries one Killing index and the Riemann tensors carry no one, have the following form

_206Ha6f7gHabc’dedgthefh - Cl HabC7dH6fg7hRabdeRcfgh
_ClOHabC,dH@fg,dRabethfgh - 207Ha6f7gHabc’dedehRcfgh
+2019Haef,dHabc’deegthfgh + C3Hab07dHefg’hRaebecgdh
+209Ha6f7gHabc’degehRchdf + C2Habc’dHefg’hRaebechdg
+2013Haef,dHabc’degethhfg + 3021Habe’fHadeRcfghRdegh
+3020Habe’fHadeRceghRdfgh - 208Haef7gHabC7deechRdgfh
+3017Habe’fHabC7dchehRdgfh - 2012Haef’gHadeRbcghRdhef
+3015Hab67fHabC7dchfhRdheg - 3023Habe,dHabC7dRcfghRefgh
_4022 Hab(:’eHabc’defghRefgh + 205Haef’gHadeRbdchRegfh
_2018Hade7fHadeRbgchRegfh + 2014Haef,dHadeRbgchRegfh
+3C16Hap " H* "R Regpn + 3C20Hupa, e ™" Re o, R, (3.2)

It also has been shown that the (0H)*R? terms in the 10-dimensional effective action
can be obtained from the known R* action by extending the Riemann curvature to the
generalized Riemann curvature [24].

By comparing the results obtained from the above two constraints with the corre-
sponding ones in ten dimensions, one observes that both constraints lead to the same
relations between the unknown coefficients as

{Cys — —128 + €y /2, Chg — 256 — C + (2C10)/3 — Cis, Cir — —(512/3) + C
—(2C10) /3, Cyg — 256 — Cy — 204 + 3Ch5, Crg — 128 — Cy /4 + Chy — Ch4/2,

Cy — Cy, Cyg — —128 4 C1/6 — (2C12)/3 + Cha/3 + C15/2, Coy — C1/3 — C1o/3
H(2C13)/3 = Cha/3 + Cl5/2, Cay — 128/3 — C1 /6 + Clo/8 — Cis /4, Cay — 256/3
—C1 /34 C10/6,Chy — 32 — Cy /8 + Cio/12 — C5/8, C5 — —256 — 4C4s, Cy — 128
—C1/4+ Cio/2 + C1y/2,C5 — =512 + 2C) — Ch, Cg — 1024 — 4C, + 2C10 + 8C1a,
C7 — 256 + 4C15, Cs — —1280 + 4C, — 2C19 — 4C1a, Cg — —256 + 2C1 — Cio}.(3.3)

Having had these conditions, one can put them into the ansatz (3.1) to find the
(OF,)?R? terms in 11 dimensions. Here also by doing so, we are left with a coupling with
some determined and undetermined coefficients, but the terms containing undetermined
coefficients vanish when we rewrite them in terms of independent variables. The final
result is summarized as follows:

— 32 eght abc e i ac
e ' Lomypr = 3 (BF9"F Fygni e Rapea R + 8F 41 i FT9" R ypoq R

+A4F i " FI" R opeg R — 12FY ) (PR g R ¢
+24Fbghi’dFefgh,iRabcdReafc - ]-6Feghi’bnghLdRabcdReafc

+24 % P FIE R g R 4+ 12F gy i FPT9 Ry g R s

o 12Feghi,anghi,bRabcd Refcd o 24Fbghi,fFcehi,aRabcdRefgd

+24 0 IR g Re g — 120F 3,7 FI9O Ry Re gy
_'_96Fbehi,anghi,cRabcdRefgd o 48Fbchi,anghi,eRabcdRefgd
—24Fa6gi’erdhi’fRabcd Refgh + 12F€dgh,iFmbe’fRabcdRefgh) (34)



4

(0F,)* terms

The basis for the (0F,)* terms (at linearised on-shell level) [11] is given by

o) [Jrachg,i Frede Fcfgh’b ngij,f + O, Fafgh’b Fiede.a FCdfj,i [reghisj
+CsFpeien FP g FY i FM9 4 CuF 07 Fpogeq F€pop M
+C5Fyedea F o FY4 i FM 4 Cg F* 1o By o FY 15 PO
+C7FpedeaF* 1y " FY i 1y FM 4 CyFyoge o Y P F99 Fpopi®
+CoF " By o F5 T Fron® + Cro "™ Fygge o P57 Froni®
+011Fa0dj7becde,a Fehij’gnghi’b + CiaFpedeq begh’aFCdeNnghi’j
+C13Fpeae,a P Froni® 19" % + ClaF® 1y Fyege o B3 n F197
+C15Fbedea F g FMIUFI95¢ 4 Cro FO Fypege o P pgn® F19557
+C17F 14" FiogeaFnig ' F797" + Cig Fyege o F 1 “F"79 F7 1507
+C19Fhede,a F 1 F i g FIM9 + Cog F*% Fyge o Frgni® F 1
+C21 Ficde,a beghﬂFCdEJ,ithij’f + O Fbcde,ancfg’aFehz‘j’nghij’f
+093 Foede a1 Fypig® FIF 4 Oy Fooge o % Fypij p FIMIT

(4.1)

In order to determine the coefficients of these linear combinations of terms in the
effective action, it is necessary to consider three following constraints:

1.

3.

The (0Fy,)* terms in D = 11 should produce (9H)?* couplings in D = 10.

The terms in the form (9F;)* with no Killing index in D = 11 should transform to
(OF,)* couplings in D = 10.

. The terms with structure (9F;)?(0F,,)? in D = 11 should convert to the terms
(0F,)*(0H)* in D = 10.

Let us first focus on the terms with structure (0F;)* in 10 dimensions. To obtain
the 10-dimensional version of these couplings, we first put the above basis under dimen-
sional reduction and then select the terms (9F;)* in the dimensionally-reduced theory
in which none of the 4-form field strengths contains any Killing index. These terms ac-
quire the same form as 11-dimensional ones but with indices in ten dimensions using
the transformation (1.3). The corresponding 10-dimensional couplings are also obtained

in [25,29)].

On the other hand, the (9F;)*(0H)? couplings in ten dimensions can be found by ap-
plying dimensional reduction on the above ansatz and choosing the terms in which two of
the 4-form field strengths carry one Killing index while the two other ones carry no Killing
index. These terms are then transformed to (0F;)?(0H)?, using the compactification rule



(1.3), and take the following explicit form:

8Cou Fopon i P19 Hoype g H 4 & Cog Fy? I gy s Hope'® H?
+6Co0 F " Froni e Hapa®H®" + 6C19 FS 9 Fypop i Hop® g H™
+3Co3Ffgnie FIM (Hyp® gH + 3018, 19" Fygn i Hap®! H™?
—6C13F M Fygnip Hap™ H 4 3Co0 Fog?™ F, g i H o™ H*
+3Co Fog™ Fogi  Hap™ H" — 6Co ™"  Frgni e Hap™' H*®
+6C12F" 4 Fronie Hap™ H®P" — 20, Fy 7" Fogpi o Hog™' H?
HACS Fy ™ Frgi g Hog™  H® 4+ 2017 Fy 9™ F g5 p Hog®! H®
205 By Fognip Haa™  H® — 2011 Foo™" Fgpi o Hog™ H®?
+2C7 Fbegh’tifgz,hHaef,dHabc’d + 2022Fbghi,cFeghi,f H, g
+2C18 Fy " Fpgni o Ho® gH® 4+ 205 By Fppi g H, 9 HO
+4C3 Fy " 4 F o pnig Hy I H™ — 2016 Fyey™" Feni p Ho 9 H®4
+2C10Fpy" o Fgenip Ho 9 H® 4+ 2C 15 Fype™ Fypgn i Ho 9 HO
—2016F" o Fypgni Hy 9 H® " 1 4Cy Fy)" o Fyppi o Ho 9 HO
+2015 Fyo" Fyppi g Ho 9 H 4 2017 Fyog™ Fogni p Ho, 9 HP
HAC1 Fy i o Fognip Hy 9 H™ o 4 2C Fogo™ Fioni o Hy 9 HO
+2C10Fpd™ o Frgnie Hy 9 H® 4 O Fy 9" Fopon H Hy
+2C5 Fbegh’tifgz,hHabc’dHdef,a + 2014 Fy M F g g n H Hy
—Cir " o fHO U H 4+ AC Fooy " Fy s o O H o9
_C4Faehi,beghi,c Hebed f el 4 C4Fabgh’i Fcehz,fHabc’deef’g
+C5Fabeh’tifgh,zHabc’d Hy 9 — 015Fabhi,e Fcfhi,gHabc’deef’g
—Cs Fo " 4 F o ppi g HP O Hy 9 4 Oy Fope™ Fp g i H H g9
+2C10F g™ Fopnie HPUH 9 — Ci6Fo" y Foppi e H Hy 9
—2Co9 Fope " Fopps g H Hy ™ — ChaFy™ o Fogni p HO O H g
+Cy Fope Frgni e H Hy 9 4 Oy Fp™ o F i o H H g9
+2C3 F o Frpgns HUMH9 y — CF o™ Fcfhi,gHabc’dHefg,d
+O1 F™ o Foppi g H HY9 g+ ChoF oy Fopgin H®H9
—Cor Eope" Foppi g HP H § — 2C) Foao’ f Fygni JH® HEI9H
_C5Fabei,hchfi,g Hebed pefoh 4 C4Fabei,f chgh,iHabc’dHefg’h
—Ch5 Fpe s Fragin H HI9M 4 Cy Fopan Frepi g H HET9M
—208F g pnFreig HPTHTOM 4 CgF e Fpon i HO HET9"
+2C3 Fupe’ 1 Fopgi a O HOM 4 407 Fope’ g F iy H®CHET9"
HAC Fpae’ pFopni g H® HYIOM — CoF ot 1 Fognig HOH9N
+Ci3Fapen Faeggi HPHIIM 420y Fyp! o Fpgi e HO" HET9M
—2C18Fupe’ Fapgin Hebed eI9h 4 20 9 Fope’ 4 F,poin HO T IO
+C11 Fapae™ Froni H ™ HET9M, (4.2)
As already mentioned above, the corresponding 10-dimensional couplings in type ITA
supergravity can be found in [25-28]. Imposing the first two constraints with this re-

quirement that the couplings derived from dimensional reduction on a circle should be
consistent with the corresponding 10-dimensional ones, leads to the same relations be-

7



tween the unknown coefficients as

{C11 — 0,C16 — —128 + Cp — 2C14, C19 — 64/9 + C14/9, Cy — 128 — Cg + 3C14,
Coy — —(128/9) + 2015 — C13 — C14/9 + Cis/3, Cay — 128 — (2C10) /3 — 3C12

+3C43 + (4C14)/3 — Cig, Cae — —(448/3) + (2C10) /3 + 3C12 — 3C13 — 2C4 + Chs,
Cys — —(32/9) — Ci3/4 — C14/18 + C15/12, Coy — —(2/9) + C12/32, C3 — —64 + C1y
—2C14,C5 — 512 — 8Ch + 16C14 — 2C15 4+ Cy, Cg — =768 + C1/2 + 6C + 18C1»
—18C13 — 16C14 — 2C17,Cr — 192 — 9C15 + 9C13 + 2C14 + C15 + Crr — Cy /2,

Cs — 128 + 20, — 3C15, Cy — —(128/9) + C15 — C13}. (4.3)

Now, we are going to impose the third constraint. To this end, among other couplings
in dimensionally reduced theory, we select the terms in which each 4-form field strengths
carries one Killing index. They convert to (0H)?* in the compactified theory due to the
transformation (1.3). They read:

—205Hog® T H® My 9" Hopy py + 4C5H, gH " Hy 9" Hepy

+2C7 H, ' gH™ Hy 9" H, gy, g — ACs Hoq™ H Hy 9" Hegp, 4

+6C 18 H o™ H® H 19" Hyoy  + 2C15 Hop™ HVH 9" Hypy

—206Hop™  HH " | Hypyp + (405 + Co) H, 9 HU Hy"  Hoyph .

+(2C16 + Co) Hyp™ H* Ho 19" Hygn o + 2C15Hop™ H** H,. 9" Hygp, s
—9C 3 H ™ H" H " \Hygp p — C1Hog™ HP H" . Ho gy

+6C Hop™ H Ho g% Ho gy + 9C190Ho® g H H I H 4y

+(=Cig + Cag + 12C93) Hupe *H Hy! 9" H 1y y, — 2017 Hupg *H™*H /9" H, gy,
+2C7 Hy® gH" H I Ho gy g+ 2(2C14 + Cg) Hog® yHO H 9" H gy,

—2(Cy + 2010) Hog™ H Hy %" Heopgpy o — CsHop™ H* H 49" Hoyp 4
+CsHyp T H* HI" i Hogp g + (—6Co1 — Cs) Hyp™ H™ Hoq"" oy, s

+ O3 Hoyp ™ H HI" yHogp ¢ + (Crg + 16C%4) Hupe a H H, 1 5 HET9"

+ 2201 + Cy)Hog™ H™ Hy 9" Hygp o + (—Cho — 9Co) Hp ™' H* U H " . Hyop o
—~9C9 Hapg “H" HS 9" Hypop, o + 2017 Hop™' H U H g% H e
—CsHopa* H™ ™ H 9" H o o+ 9C1 Hop™ H* H " JH o

+C91 Hope® H Hy' 9" H o o + (Cra + Co) Hp™ H® Hy" (H tgp, . (4.4)

The associated couplings in type II theories can be obtained from the known R*
action by substituting the Riemann curvature by the generalized Riemann curvature [24].



Matching these couplings leads to the following relations between the unknown coefficients

{Ca — 32— C19/9 — (2C11)/9 — 3C1a + 2C13 — Ch4/2 + (2C16) /9 — (2C18) /3
—(3C19)/24 Cy/3 + Cop — (4C51) /3, Ca3 — —(64/9) + C11 /18 + C12/4 — C43/2
+C14/18 — C16/18 4+ Ci5/6 — C/9 4 C91/12,Coq — 1/9 + C12/32 + C14/192
—(3C19)/64,C3 — 32+ C14/2 4 (9C19) /2 — Cy, C5 — —384 4 4C1; — 2C14 — 2Ch5
—4C6 — 18C19 + 4C5 + Cy, Cg — —128 + C1/2 + 2C4; + 18C15 — 18C13 + 2C,
—2C16 — 2C17 + 18C19 — 8Cy, C7 — 128 + C/3 — (7C11) /3 4+ 3C13 + C15 + (7C16) /3
+C17 4+ 2018 — 9C19 + 205 — 3Co + Co1 — C4/2,Cs — —96 — Cp/3 4 (4C11)/3
+18C19 — 12C15 + (7C14) /2 — (4C16) /3 + Cis + (27Ch9) /2 — 3Cy — 6Co0 + 2C4,

Co — —(64/9) — C10/9 + Cia — Ci3 + (2C14) /9 + C1g — C3/9}. (4.5)

By substituting the conditions (4.3) into the basis (4.1), one finds the following couplings
between four 4-form field strengths in 11 dimensions:

6_1'6(8F4)4 = § (576Fafgh’becde,aFCdfj,i Feghz,j - 288Fbcde,anfgh7aFCdfj7i Feyhj’l

+2304 Fyee o P pgn® FY ¢ FeME — 3456 F 1" Fyge o Y 1. 997
864 Fpege o P 1 FY 15 FO9M35 4 576y oY P FEIIF, | o0
—GAF* " Fyeqe o P! Fygni® = ST6F V" Fice o g " F1735

+ 32F e FY O Fe s (IS _ GAFecded By Fy PRI S

+ 576Fbcde,anfgh’aFCdej,ithij’f _ 672Fbcde7ancfg7aFehij,nghij,f
—16Fyode.a Py F e FOMi0 — By Fbedea, pohii f) . (4.6)

plus some other terms with unknown coefficients which are zero for the reasons already
mentioned. This coupling which has been obtained from the above constraints 1 and 2,
automatically satisfies the constraint 3. But the conditions (4.5), which are obtained by
applying the constraint 3, do not fix all the unknown coefficients and consequently lead to
an incorrect coupling that does not satisfy the other two constraints. This indicates that
each of the above constraints alone is necessary but not sufficient to obtain the correct
coupling.

5 Discussion

In this paper we have presented a systematic derivation of the modifications to the eleven-
dimensional supergravity. In contrast to existing approaches, our analysis is based on
the dimensional reduction of eleven-dimensional supergravity. Given the complexity of
higher-derivative supergravity actions, it is most encouraging that the use of dimensional
reduction information has enabled us to find these corrections.

One may also use the algorithm introduced in [29] to reduce the tensor polynomials
and rewrite the couplings in their minimal-term forms. We observe that the coupling
(2.2) is in its minimal-term form. On the other hand, the reduced (relativity normalized)



form of the (OF;)*R?* terms can be written as

64 ‘ 4
671£(8F4)2R2 = ? (12Faghi’edefz’cRabcdRefgh + 12F’0chi’eF’bde’hRabcdRefgh

+12Fbghi,chehi,aRabcdRefgd _ 3Fbahi,gFefhi,cRabcdRefgd
_'_2Fbghi,fFeghi,aRabcdRefcd o 2Feghi,anghi,bRabcdRefcd
_24Fbehi’anghi’cRabcdRefgd + 4F€ghi7bnghi’dRabcdReafc
+3F  F T RopeaReggn) - (5.1)

In the other words, they are different presentations that are equivalent up to symmetries
of the various tensors. Furthermore, the (relativity normalized) (0F;)* terms are given
by the following economical form

128

671£(8F4)4 = _? (72Fabfg,eFade,chdij,thgij,h _ 36Fabfg,iFade’chdjh@'ngjh’e
_64Fabcf,gFade’eFdijh,eFfijh’g _ Fabcd,eFade’engijﬁngij’h
6 Fypea, FO Fyj, f F99°) (5.2)

Our findings in the present paper agree with the results that have been obtained in [11]
using superparticle vertex operator correlators in the light-cone gauge, up to an overall
factor. We also check our results by calculating the scattering amplitude of massless
states in 11 dimensions and find an exact agreement.

As a next future work, it is also interesting to consider higher-derivative corrections
to supergravity in twelve dimensions [30-34], whose dimensional reduction on a circle
and on a torus yields 11-dimensional and type IIB supergravity, respectively. This also
provides the effective field theory of F-theory [35]. Applications to black hole physics [36],
brane solutions [37-39] and cosmology [40] are also important directions.
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