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Abstract

Using the assumption that the independent gauge invariant couplings on the world-
volume of the non-perturbative objects in the string theory are independent of the back-
ground, we find the four and the six gauge field strength and/or the second fundamental
form couplings on the world volume of a Dp-brane in the superstring theory at order α′2

in the normalization that F is dimensionless. We have found them by considering the
particular background which has one circle and by imposing the corresponding T-duality
constraint on the independent couplings. In particular, we find that there are 12+146
independent gauge invariant couplings at this order, and the T-duality constraint can fix
150 of them. We show that these couplings are fully consistent with the partial results in
the literature. This comparison also fixes the remaining 8 couplings.
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1 Introduction

The critical string theory is a quantum theory of gravity which reproduces the Einstein theory of
general relativity at the low energy. As in the Einstein theory, one expects the string theory and
its non-perturbative objects at the critical dimension to be background independent. In the low
energy effective action, the background independence means the coefficients of the independent
gauge invariant couplings at each order of α′ should be independent of the background. If one
could fix these coefficients in a particular background in which the effective action has some
symmetries, then that coefficients would be valid for any other background which may have no
symmetry.

The independent couplings at a given order of α′ are given as all gauge invariant and
covariant couplings at that order modulo the field redefinitions, the total derivative terms and
the Bianchi identities. The numbers of independent couplings in the bosonic string theory
involving the metric, dilaton and the B-field at orders α′, α′2, α′3 are 8, 60, 872, respectively [1,
2, 3]. The number of independent world-volume couplings of Op-plane in the superstring theory
at order α′2 involving only NS-NS fields is 48 [4], and involving linear R-R field and the NS-NS
fields is 77 [5]. The background independent coefficients of all these couplings are fixed when
one considers a particular background which includes one circle, and uses the corresponding T-
duality constraints [6, 7, 8, 9, 10]. One may also use the background independence assumption
to find the boundary couplings in the case that the background has boundary [11, 4, 12].

The world-volume gauge invariant couplings of a non-perturbative Dp-brane involving open
string massless gauge-fields/transverse-scalars at long wavelength limit is given by the Dirac-
Born-Infeld (DBI) action [13, 14]

Sp = −Tp

∫

dp+1σ

√

− det(G̃ab + Fab) (1)

where Tp is tension of Dp-brane, Fab is field strength of the gauge field Aa and G̃ab is the
pull-back of the bulk metric onto the world-volume3, i.e.,

G̃ab =
∂Xµ(σ)

∂σa

∂Xν(σ)

∂σb
ηµν ≡ ∂aX

µ∂bX
νηµν (2)

where Xµ(σ) is the spacetime coordinate which specifies the Dp-brane in the spacetime, and ηµν
is the spacetime metric which for simplicity we choose it to be the Minkowski metric. We have
also chosen the B-field to be zero and the dilaton to be a constant. We have normalized the
gauge field Aa to have the same dimension as the world sheet field Xµ. With this normalization,
the above action is at the leading order of α′. The above action includes all even-power of the
gauge field strength Fab. The transverse scalar fields Φi appear in the static gauge where Xa =
σa, X i = Φi(σ). In the static gauge and for Φi = 0, the DBI action reduces to the Born-Infeld
action. The α′ corrections to the Born-Infeld action have been studied in [15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20].

3Our index convention is that the Greek letters (µ, ν, · · ·) are the indices of the space-time coordinates, the
Latin letters (a, d, c, · · ·) are the world-volume indices and the Latin letters (i, j, k, · · ·) are the transverse indices.
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In the superstring theory, the first correction to the DBI action is at order α′2 which involves
some contractions of the second fundamental form Ωab

µ, i.e.,

Ω µ
ab = Da∂bX

µ , (3)

the gauge field strength Fab and their covariant derivatives, e.g.,

DaFbc = ∂aFbc − Γ̃ d
ab Fdc − Γ̃ d

ac Fbd , (4)

where the Levi-Civita connection Γ̃ c
ab is made of the pull-back metric (2). The world volume

indices of these gauge invariant tensors are contracted with the inverse of the pull-back metric
G̃ab, and the spacetime index in the second fundamental form are contracted with the spacetime
metric ηµν . Even though the α′2-order of the couplings, constrains the independent couplings to
have at most the first derivative of Ω and the second derivative of F , however, there are infinite
tower of the gauge field strength, without derivative on it, in the couplings. Hence, for simplicity
we consider only the couplings at order α′2 which involve at most six gauge field strengths
and/or the second fundamental form. Using the background independence assumption, we
are going to find such couplings in this paper. That is, we first find the independent gauge
invariant couplings and then consider a particular background which has one circle. For this
background, the couplings should satisfy the T-duality constraint [21, 22], i.e., the T-duality
transformation of the world-volume reduction of the independent covariant couplings must be
the same as the transverse reduction of the couplings, up to some total derivative terms and
field redefinitions in the base space. This constraint may fix the coefficients of the independent
couplings. This method has been used in [23] to find the corrections to the DBI action in the
bosonic string theory at order α′ which involve at most eight gauge field strengths and/or the
second fundamental forms. The covariant approach has been used in [23] to find the independent
couplings, however, the T-duality constraint has been used in the static gauge. In this paper,
we are going to use the covariant approach for finding the independent couplings as well as for
imposing the T-duality constraint.

The outline of the paper is as follows: In section 2, we find all independent covariant
couplings at order α′2 which involve at most six gauge fields and/or the second fundamental
forms. We find there is no independent couplings at the level of two fields, there are 12
independent couplings at the level of four fields, and there are 146 couplings at the six-field
level. The coefficients of these couplings are independent of the backgrounds in which the
Dp-brane are placed. To fix these 158 background independent coefficients, in section 3, we
consider a background which includes a circle. Then the independent couplings must satisfy
the T-duality constraint. We find that the T-duality constraint fixes the 12 parameters of the
four-field couplings up to five parameters. They are consistent with the couplings that are
found in the literature by the S-matrix method. We use this comparison to fix the remaining
5 parameters. We then find that the T-duality constraint fixes 145 parameters of the six-field
couplings. We show that the couplings which involve only the gauge field are consistent with
the all-gauge-field couplings that are found by Wyllard in [18]. We also fix the remaining 3
parameters by this comparison. In section 4, we extend the all-gauge-field couplings found in
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[18] to covariant form and found their corresponding four-field and six-field couplings involving
the second fundamental form. In section 5, we briefly discuss our results.

2 Independent couplings

In this section we are going to find the independent couplings at order α′2 which involve at
most six gauge-field and/or the second fundamental form. We apply the method used in [2] to
find the independent couplings. The independent couplings are all gauge invariant couplings
modulo the field redefinitions, the total derivative terms, the identities corresponding to the
derivative of the second fundamental form, the Bianchi identity corresponding to the gauge
field

∂[aFbc] = 0 (5)

and the following identity involving the second fundamental form and ∂aX
µ:

Ωab
µ∂cX

νηµν = 0 (6)

The above identity can easily be verified by using (3) and writing the covariant derivative in
terms of partial derivative and the Levi-Civita connection, and then writing the connection in
terms of the pull-back metric (2). Using the above identity, one finds that there is a scheme
in which ∂X can appear only through the pull-back metric (2) and its inverse. For example
the coupling DΩ∂X can be written as −ΩΩ which can easily be verified by taking covariant
derivative of the above identity. Hence, we use the scheme in which the couplings involve only
the contractions of F,Ω and their covariant derivatives, i.e.,

S ′ = −
(2πα′)2

96
Tp

∫

dp+1σ

√

− det G̃ab L
′(F,DF, · · · ,Ω, DΩ, · · ·) (7)

In principle, one can construct all contractions of the gauge-field strength and/or the second-
fundamental form. We call the coefficients of these couplings a′1, a

′
2, · · ·. However, they are not

independent couplings.
To remove the total derivative terms from the gauge invariant couplings in (7), we first

construct a vector Ia at order α′3/2 from F,Ω and their covariant derivatives with arbitrary
coefficients z1, z2, · · ·. Then one is free to add the following total derivative term to (7):

J = −α′2Tp

∫

dp+1σ

√

− det G̃abDaI
a (8)

The total derivative terms may remove some of the structures in (7) completely, e.g., FDDDDF

or ΩDDΩ, and may also remove only some of the couplings in a particular structure in (7).
Hence, in writing the couplings in (7), we do not include the structures that are removed
completely by the total derivative terms.
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One is also free to change the field variables as4

Aa → Aa + α′3/2δAa,

Xµ → Xµ + α′3/2δXµ (9)

where the tensors δAa and δXµ are all contractions of F,Ω and their covariant derivatives at
order α′3/2 with arbitrary coefficients y1, y2, · · ·. If one replaces this field redefinition into the
leading order action (1), it would produces the following couplings at order α′2:

K = −α′2Tp

∫

dp+1σ

√

− det G̃ab

[

−DaF
abδAb − G̃abΩab

νδXµηµν + · · ·

]

(10)

where dots represent the terms which involve all higher orders of F resulting from the linear
perturbation of the leading order action (1) around (9). If one uses the arbitrary parameters
in δAa and δXµ to remove all couplings in (7) which have DaF

ab and GabΩab
ν , then there

would be no residual arbitrary parameters in δAa and δXµ to remove any couplings in (7) that
have the same structure as the couplings in the dots above. Therefore, in the scheme that the
field redefinitions removes the couplings that have DaF

ab or GabΩab
ν , one must ignore the dots

above.
If one adds J ,K to the action (7), they change only the coefficients of the gauge invariant

couplings a′1, a
′
2, · · ·, i.e.,

S ′ + J +K = S (11)

where S is the same action as (7) in which the coefficients of the gauge invariant couplings are
changed to a1, a2, · · ·. One can write the above equation as

∆S + J + K = 0 (12)

where ∆S is the same as (7) in which the coefficients of the gauge invariant couplings are
δa1, δa2, · · · where δai = a′i−ai. If one solves the above equation, one would find some relations
between only δa1, δa2, · · ·. The number of these relations represents the number of couplings
which are invariant under the field redefinitions and the total derivative terms.

However, to solve the equation (12), one has to impose the Bianchi identity (5) and the
identities corresponding to the derivative of the second fundamental form, to write (12) in
terms of independent couplings. To impose the latter identities automatically, one can write the
covariant derivatives in terms of partial derivatives and the Levi-Civita connection. Moreover,
one can go to the local frame in which the Levi-Civita connection is zero but its derivatives are
not zero. Then, one can write the derivatives of the connection in terms of the pull-back metric
(2). In the resulting expression, then one has to replace the two ∂X in which their spacetime

4One may also consider the change of variables at order α′1/2 and consider the second perturbation of the
DBI action which also produces couplings at order α′2. However, such field redefinition would also produce
at the linear order, the couplings at order α′ which is in conflict with the fact that there is no world volume
couplings in the superstring theory at order α′. Hence, there should be no such field redefinition.

4



index are contracted with each other, i.e., ∂aX
µ∂bX

νηµν , by the pull-back metric (2). To
impose the Bianchi identity (5), we write the terms that have partial derivative of the gauge
field strength in terms of the gauge potential, e.g., ∂aFbc = ∂a∂bAc − ∂a∂cAb. The resulting
terms have non-covariant expressions F , ∂∂A, ∂∂∂A, · · ·, and ∂X , ∂∂X , ∂∂∂X, · · ·. The world-
volume indices are contracted with the inverse of the pull-back metric (2) and the spacetime
indices are contracted with ηµν . In other words, the equation (12) is written in the local frame in
terms of non-covariant but independent terms. The coefficients of the independent terms which
involves δa1, δa2, · · · , z1, z2, · · · , y1, y2, · · ·, must be zero. The solution of the resulting linear
algebraic equations, gives z1, z2, · · · , zn, y1, y2, · · · , ym in terms of zn+1, zn+2, · · · , ym+1, ym+2, · · ·

and δa1, δa2, · · · in which we are not interested. The solution also gives some relations between
only δa1, δa2, · · · in which we are interested. The number of the latter relations gives the number
of independent couplings in (12).

Since there can be any number of gauge field strength Fab in the couplings at any order of
α′, there are infinite number of independent couplings at each order of α′. Hence, we have to
classify the independent couplings in sub-structures in which their couplings are independent.
In our choice for the field redefinition that removes all terms that involve DaF

ab and GabΩab
ν ,

the field redefinition does not relate the terms which have different number of the gauge fields,
to each other. The total derivative terms and the Bianchi identities do not relate the couplings
with different number of gauge fields either. Hence, in our choice for the field redefinition, the
number of independent couplings at each level of gauge field is fixed. Moreover, the couplings
that involve only F,Ω modulo the trace of Ω, are not related to the other couplings by the
field redefinitions, by the total derivative terms and by the Bianchi identity. Hence, we choose
all such couplings at each level of gauge field as independent couplings. We use the above
prescription to find all other independent couplings at each level of gauge field.

When Xµ is constant, i.e., Ω = 0, the independent couplings involve only the gauge field
strength Fab and its partial derivatives. The above prescription can be used to find the indepen-
dent couplings in this case. In the case that Xµ is not constant, i.e., Ω 6= 0, there is a scheme
in which the independent couplings classify into two sets of couplings. One set of couplings
is the same as the set of independent couplings in the case that Xµ is constant. The second
set of couplings is the independent couplings which become zero when Xµ is constant. It has
been shown in [2] that in fact there is such scheme for the independent couplings of the bosonic
string theory for metric, B-field and dilaton at order α′2. In particular, it has been shown in [2]
that there are 60 independent couplings at this order. In one particular scheme, the couplings
have been written as two sets. One set which has 20 couplings, includes the dilaton only as
the overall factor e−2φ, and another set which has 40 couplings, includes the derivative of the
dilaton. In this scheme, when the dilaton is constant, the couplings reduce to 20 couplings
which are the independent couplings when dilaton is constant [24]. It has been shown in [2],
that there is also a scheme in which the dilaton appears as overall factor in all 60 independent
couplings. In this scheme, when the dilaton is constant, the number of couplings does not
change, however, the 60 couplings are not independent any more when dilaton is constant. In
this paper we are going to use the scheme in which the independent couplings are such that
when Xµ is constant, they reduce to the independent couplings of only gauge field.
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We begin with the couplings that have zero gauge field at order α′2. There are 4 couplings
involving ΩΩΩΩ modulo the trace of Ω. Apart from this structure, the Lagrangian in (7) has
one structure as

L′ ∼ DΩDΩ (13)

Using the package xAct [25], one finds there are 5 couplings in the above structure. The vector
in the total derivative (8) has one structure as

I ∼ ΩDΩ (14)

The field redefinitions δAa has no structure at this level and δXµ has one structure as

δXµ ∼ DDΩ (15)

Using the package xAct, one can construct all possible contractions in (14) and (15). Then
we replace them in (12) and go to the local frame to write the equation (12) in terms of the
independent structures. However, the coefficients of all resulting independent structures can
not be zero because we have already set aside some of the independent couplings. Since we
have chosen the couplings in the structure ΩΩΩΩ as independent couplings, we have to remove
all independent structures that are reproduced also by ΩΩΩΩ, i.e., remove the terms that have
four and more fields. One finds the resulting linear algebraic equations have no solution that
involves only δa1, · · · , δa5. It means there is no independent couplings at zero gauge field except
the 4 couplings in ΩΩΩΩ, i.e.,

S ⊃ −
(2πα′)2

96
Tp

∫

dp+1σ

√

− det G̃ab

[

b1Ω
cν

a ΩabµΩ d
b νΩcdµ + b2 Ω

c
a µΩ

abµΩ dν
b Ωcdν

+b3Ω
ν

ab ΩabµΩcdνΩ
cd

µ + b4ΩabµΩ
abµΩcdνΩ

cdν
]

(16)

where we have chosen the coefficients of the 4 independent couplings to be b1, · · · , b4.
Next, we consider the couplings at the level of two gauge fields at order α′2. There are

18 independent couplings in the structure ΩΩΩΩFF modulo the trace of Ω. Apart from this
structure, the Lagrangian in (7) has 4 structures as

L′ ∼ DDFDDF +DFDFΩΩ+ FDFΩDΩ+ FFDΩDΩ (17)

Using the package xAct, one finds there are 118 gauge invariant couplings in these structures.
The vector in the total derivative (8) has 4 structures as

I ∼ FFΩDΩ+ FDFΩΩ+DFDDF + FDDDF (18)

The field redefinitions δAa and δXµ in (10) have 3 and 4 structures, respectively, as

δAa ∼ ΩΩDF + FΩDΩ+DDDF

δXµ ∼ ΩDFDF + FDFDΩ+ FΩDDF + FFDDΩ (19)
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Using the package xAct, one can construct all possible contractions in (18) and (19). Then
replacing them in (12), going to the local frame to write the equation (12) in terms of the
independent structures, and removing the the terms that have six and more fields which are
reproduce also by the independent couplings in the structure ΩΩΩΩFF , one finds the resulting
linear algebraic equations has 4 solutions that involve only δa1, · · · , δa118. It means there are
4 independent couplings at four gauge field level on top of the 18 couplings in the structure
ΩΩΩΩFF . One can set all of the coefficients in (7) to zero except 4 of them. However, one
is not totally free to choose the 4 couplings. The correct choices must be such that when
one replaces the non-zero couplings in (12), the linear algebraic equations produces 4 relations
δa1 = δa2 = δa3 = δa4 = 0. For the wrong choices of the independent couplings, the algebraic
equations, would produces less than 4 relations between only δai. There are different ways
(schemes) to choose the 4 independent couplings. One can choose the 4 independent couplings
in the structure DFDFΩΩ. The couplings in a particular scheme are the following:

S ⊃ −
(2πα′)2

96
Tp

∫

dp+1σ

√

− det G̃ab

[

a1DaFbcD
aF bcΩdeµΩ

deµ + a2D
aF bcDdF e

b Ω µ
ae Ωcdµ

+a3D
aF bcDbF

d
a Ω eµ

c Ωdeµ + a4D
aF bcDdF e

b Ω µ
ac Ωdeµ

+f1Ω
eµ

a Ω fν
b ΩceνΩdfµF

abF cd + f2Ω
eµ

a Ω fν
b ΩceµΩdfνF

abF cd

+f3Ω
eµ

a Ω f
b µΩ

ν
ce ΩdfνF

abF cd + f4Ω
eµ

a Ω ν
be Ω f

c µΩdfνF
abF cd

+f5Ω
µ

ac Ω eν
b Ω f

d νΩefµF
abF cd + f6Ω

dµ
b Ω eν

c Ω f
d νΩefµF

c
a F ab

+f7Ω
eν

c ΩcdµΩ f
d νΩefµFabF

ab + f8Ω
dµ

b Ω eν
c Ω f

d µΩefνF
c

a F ab

+f9Ω
µ

ac Ω e
b µΩ

fν
d ΩefνF

abF cd + f10Ω
dµ

b Ω e
c µΩ

fν
d ΩefνF

c
a F ab

+f11Ω
e

c µΩ
cdµΩ fν

d ΩefνFabF
ab + f12Ωbc

µΩd
fνΩde

µΩefνF
c

a F ab

+f13Ω
µ

ac Ω ν
bd ΩefνΩ

ef
µF

abF cd + f14Ω
dµ

b Ω ν
cd ΩefνΩ

ef
µF

c
a F ab

+f15Ω
ν

cd ΩcdµΩefνΩ
ef

µFabF
ab + f16Ω

µ
ac ΩbdµΩefνΩ

efνF abF cd

+f17Ω
dµ

b ΩcdµΩefνΩ
efνF c

a F ab + f18ΩcdµΩ
cdµΩefνΩ

efνFabF
ab
]

(20)

where we have chosen the coefficients of the 4 independent couplings to be a1, · · · , a4. We have
also included in above couplings the 18 independent couplings in the structure ΩΩΩΩFF with
coefficients f1, · · · , f18. Note that the above independent couplings become zero when Xµ is
constant which is consistent with the fact that there is no independent couplings of two gauge
fields at order α′2.

We now consider the couplings that have four gauge fields at order α′2. Apart from the
structure ΩΩΩΩFFFF , the Lagrangian in (7) has 6 structures as

L′ ∼ DFDFDFDF + FDFDFDDF + FFDDFDDF

+FFDFDFΩΩ+ FFFDFΩDΩ+ FFFFDΩDΩ (21)

There are 1124 gauge invariant couplings in these structures. The vector in the total derivative
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(8) has 5 structures as

I ∼ FDFDFDF + FFDFDDF

+FFFDDDF + FFFFΩDΩ+ FFFDFΩΩ (22)

The field redefinitions δAa and δXµ in (10) each has 5 structures as

δAa ∼ DFDFDF + FDFDDF + FFDDDF + ΩΩFFDF + FFFΩDΩ

δXµ ∼ FFΩDFDF + FFFDFDΩ+ ΩFFFDDF + FFFFDDΩ+ ΩΩΩFFFF (23)

In this case, after removing the eight and more fields from the independent structures in the
local frame, one finds the resulting linear algebraic equations have 68 solutions that involve only
δa1, · · · , δa1124. It means there are 68 independent couplings at four gauge field on top of the
independent couplings in ΩΩΩΩFFFF . We find that there are at least 4 independent couplings
in the structures in the first line of (21) and there are at most 64 independent couplings in the
structures in the second line of (21). Since there are 4 independent couplings for only gauge
field at order α′2, we choose the 4 couplings in structure DFDFDFDF and 64 couplings in the
structures in the second line of (21). The couplings in a particular scheme are the following:

S ⊃ −
(2πα′)2

96
Tp

∫

dp+1σ

√

− det G̃ab

[

c1DaFbcD
aF bcDdFefD

dF ef + c2DaF
deDaF bcDfFdeD

fFbc

+c3DaF
deDaF bcDfFceD

fFbd + c4DaF
d

b DaF bcDeFdfD
eF f

c (24)

+d1D
aF bcDdF e

b FfhF
fhΩ µ

ad Ωceµ + d2D
aF bcDaF

deFfhF
fhΩ µ

bd Ωceµ

+d3D
aF bcDdF efF h

b FehΩ
µ

ad Ωcfµ + d4D
aF bcDdF efF h

a FdhΩ
µ

be Ωcfµ

+d5D
aF bcDbF

deF
f

d F h
f Ω µ

ae Ωchµ + d6D
aF bcDdF e

b FfhF
fhΩ µ

ac Ωdeµ

+d7D
aF bcDdF e

b F f
a F h

f Ω µ
ch Ωdeµ + d8D

aF bcDdF efF h
b FehΩ

µ
ac Ωdfµ

+d9D
aF bcDdF efF h

a FbeΩ
µ

ch Ωdfµ + d10D
aF bcDdF efFaeF

h
b Ω µ

ch Ωdfµ

+d11D
aF bcDdF efFabF

h
e Ω µ

ch Ωdfµ + d12D
aF bcDdF efF h

a FbeΩ
µ

cf Ωdhµ

+d13D
aF bcDdF efFaeF

h
b Ω µ

cf Ωdhµ + d14D
aF bcDdF efFabF

h
e Ω µ

cf Ωdhµ

+d15D
aF bcDaF

d
b F h

e F efΩ µ
cf Ωdhµ + d16D

aF bcDbF
d

a F h
e F efΩ µ

cf Ωdhµ

+d17D
aF bcDdF efFaeFbfΩ

hµ
c Ωdhµ + d18D

aF bcDdF efFabFefΩ
hµ

c Ωdhµ

+d19D
aF bcDaF

d
b FefF

efΩ hµ
c Ωdhµ + d20D

aF bcDbF
d

a FefF
efΩ hµ

c Ωdhµ

+d21D
aF bcDbF

deF f
a F h

d Ω µ
ch Ωefµ + d22D

aF bcDdF e
b F f

a F h
d Ω µ

ch Ωefµ

+d23D
aF bcDaF

deF
f

b F h
d Ω µ

ch Ωefµ + d24D
aF bcDbF

deF
f

d F h
f Ω µ

ac Ωehµ

+d25D
aF bcDbF

deF f
a F h

f Ω µ
cd Ωehµ + d26D

aF bcDdF e
b F f

a F h
f Ω µ

cd Ωehµ

+d27D
aF bcDaF

deF
f

b F h
f Ω µ

cd Ωehµ + d28D
aF bcDbF

deF f
a F h

d Ω µ
cf Ωehµ

+d29D
aF bcDaF

deF
f

b F h
d Ω µ

cf Ωehµ + d30D
aF bcDbF

deFadF
fhΩ µ

cf Ωehµ

+d31D
aF bcDaF

deFbdF
fhΩ µ

cf Ωehµ + d32D
aF bcDbF

deF f
a FdfΩ

hµ
c Ωehµ
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+d33D
aF bcDdF e

b F f
a FdfΩ

hµ
c Ωehµ + d34D

aF bcDaF
deF

f
b FdfΩ

hµ
c Ωehµ

+d35D
aF bcDdF e

b F f
a F h

c Ω µ
df Ωehµ + d36D

aF bcDaF
deF

f
b F h

c Ω µ
df Ωehµ

+d37D
aF bcDaF

deFbcF
fhΩ µ

df Ωehµ + d38D
aF bcDaF

d
b F e

c F fhΩ µ
df Ωehµ

+d39D
aF bcDbF

d
a F e

c F fhΩ µ
df Ωehµ + d40D

aF bcDbFacF
deF fhΩ µ

df Ωehµ

+d41D
aF bcDdF e

b F f
a F h

d Ω µ
ce Ωfhµ + d42D

aF bcDdF efFadFbeΩ
hµ

c Ωfhµ

+d43D
aF bcDdF e

b F f
a F h

c Ω µ
de Ωfhµ + d44D

aF bcDbF
d

a F e
c F f

e Ω hµ
d Ωfhµ

+d45D
aF bcDdF e

b FadF
f

c Ω hµ
e Ωfhµ + d46D

aF bcDaF
deFbdF

f
c Ω hµ

e Ωfhµ

+d47D
aF bcDdF e

b FacF
f

d Ω hµ
e Ωfhµ + d48D

aF bcDaF
deFbcF

f
d Ω hµ

e Ωfhµ

+d49D
aF bcDbFacF

f
d F deΩ hµ

e Ωfhµ + d50D
aF bcDdF e

b FadFceΩfhµΩ
fhµ

+d51D
aF bcDaF

deFbdFceΩfhµΩ
fhµ + d52D

aF bcDaF
deFbcFdeΩfhµΩ

fhµ

+d53D
aF bcDaF

d
b F e

c FdeΩfhµΩ
fhµ + d54D

aF bcDbF
d

a F e
c FdeΩfhµΩ

fhµ

+d55D
aF bcDbFacFdeF

deΩfhµΩ
fhµ + d56D

aF bcDaF
d

b F h
e F efΩ µ

cd Ωfhµ

+d57D
aF bcDaF

deF
f

b F h
d Ω µ

ce Ωfhµ + d58D
aF bcDdF efFabF

h
c Ω µ

de Ωfhµ

+d59D
aF bcDdF efF h

a FbhΩ
µ

ce Ωdfµ + d60D
aF bcDdF e

b F f
a F h

d Ω µ
cf Ωehµ

+d61D
aF bcDdF e

b FadF
fhΩ µ

cf Ωehµ + d62D
aF bcDdF e

b F f
a FcfΩ

hµ
d Ωehµ

+d63D
aΩbcµDdΩef

µFadFbeF
h

c Ffh + d64D
aF bcDdΩefµFabF

h
e FfhΩcdµ + ΩΩΩΩFFFF

]

where we have chosen the coefficients of the 4 independent couplings to be c1, · · · , c4, and the
64 couplings to be d1, · · · , d64. Since the couplings in the structure ΩΩΩΩFFFF involve eight
fields F,Ω in which we are not interested in this paper, we did not write the dependent couplings
in this structure. Note that when Ω is zero, the above couplings reduces to the independent
couplings of four gauge field at order α′2.

We finally consider in this section the couplings which have six gauge fields. Apart from
the structure ΩΩΩΩFFFFFF , the Lagrangian in (7) has 6 structures as

L′ ∼ FFDFDFDFDF + FFFDFDFDDF + FFFFDDFDDF

+FFFFDFDFΩΩ+ FFFFFDFΩDΩ+ FFFFFFDΩDΩ (25)

In this case the couplings in the structures in the second line have eight gauge field or the
second fundamental form in which we are not interested in this paper. On the other hand,
in the scheme that we are using in this paper in which the independent couplings should be
reduced to the independent couplings of only gauge field when Xµ is a constant, one can find
the independent couplings in the first line by finding the independent couplings of only the
gauge field. At the end, the partial derivatives are replaced by the covariant derivatives. So we
consider only the six gauge field structures

L′
F ∼ FFDFDFDFDF + FFFDFDFDDF + FFFFDDFDDF

There are 2836 gauge invariant couplings in these structures. The vector in the total derivative
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(8) has 3 structures as

I ∼ FFFDFDFDF + FFFFDFDDF + FFFFFDDDF (26)

The field redefinition δAa has 3 structures as

δAa ∼ FFDFDFDF + FFFDFDDF + FFFFDDDF (27)

The derivatives are all partial derivatives. In this case, one needs only to impose the Bianchi
identity (5) to find the corresponding independent structures in (12). One finds the linear
algebraic equations have 64 solutions that involve only δa1, · · · , δa2836. It means there are 64
independent couplings at six gauge fields when Xµ is constant. The couplings in a particular
scheme are the following:

S ⊃ −
(2πα′)2

96
Tp

∫

dp+1σ

√

− det G̃ab

[

e1D
aF bcDbF

deDfFdeD
hF u

f FauFch

+e2D
aF bcDbF

deDdF
fhDuFefFauFch + e3D

aF bcDbF
deDdF

fhDuFfhFaeFcu

+e4D
aF bcDbF

d
c DeF fhDuFfhFaeFdu + e5D

aF bcDbF
d

a DeF fhDfF
u

h FceFdu

+e6D
aF bcDaF

d
b DeF fhDfFehF

u
c Fdu + e7D

aF bcDbF
deDfFcdD

hF u
f FauFeh

+e8D
aF bcDbF

deDdF
fhDuFcfFauFeh + e9D

aF bcDaF
deDfF

u
d DfF h

b FcuFeh

+e10D
aF bcDaF

deDbF
f

d DhF u
f FcuFeh + e11D

aF bcDbF
d

a DeF f
c DhF u

f FduFeh

+e12D
aF bcDbF

deDdF
fhDuFfhFacFeu + e13D

aF bcDbF
deDcF

fhDdF
u

f FahFeu

+e14D
aF bcDbF

deDdF
fhDfF

u
c FahFeu + e15D

aF bcDbF
deDdF

f
c DfF

huFahFeu

+e16D
aF bcDbF

d
c DeF

f
d DfF

huFahFeu + e17D
aF bcDbF

deDdF
f

c DhF u
f FahFeu

+e18D
aF bcDbF

d
c DeF

f
d DhF u

f FahFeu + e19D
aF bcDbF

deDfFcdD
hF u

f FahFeu

+e20D
aF bcDbF

deDdF
fhDuFcfFahFeu + e21D

aF bcDbF
deDfF h

c DuFdfFahFeu

+e22D
aF bcDbF

deDcF
fhDdFfhF

u
a Feu + e23D

aF bcDbF
d

a DeF f
c DhF u

d FehFfu

+e24D
aF bcDaF

deDbF
fhDuFdeFcfFhu + e25D

aF bcDbF
d

a DeF f
c DhF u

e FdfFhu

+e26D
aF bcDbF

d
a DeF f

c DfF
h

e F u
d Fhu + e27D

aF bcDbF
d

a DeF f
c DhFefF

u
d Fhu

+e28D
aF bcDbF

deDcF
fhDdF

u
a FefFhu + e29D

aF bcDaFbcDdF
huDdF efFefFhu

+e30D
aF bcDbF

d
a DcF

e
d DfF huFefFhu + e31D

aF bcDbF
d

c DdF
e

a DfF huFefFhu

+e32D
aF bcDaF

deDbF
f

d DhF u
c FefFhu + e33D

aF bcDbF
deDdF

f
a DhF u

c FefFhu

+e34D
aF bcDaF

deDfFbdD
hF u

c FefFhu + e35D
aF bcDaF

d
b DeF f

c DhF u
d FefFhu

+e36D
aF bcDbF

d
a DeF f

c DhF u
d FefFhu + e37D

aF bcDaF
deDfFbcD

hF u
d FefFhu

+e38D
aF bcDaF

deDfF
h

c DfFbdF
u

e Fhu + e39D
aF bcDaF

deDfFbdD
hFcfF

u
e Fhu

+e40D
aF bcDaF

deDbF
f

d DeF
h

c F u
f Fhu + e41D

aF bcDaF
d

b DcF
efDeF

h
d F u

f Fhu

+e42D
aF bcDbF

d
a DcF

efDeF
h

d F u
f Fhu + e43D

aF bcDbFacD
dF efDeF

h
d F u

f Fhu

+e44D
aF bcDaF

d
b DeF

h
d DeF f

c F u
f Fhu + e45D

aF bcDbF
deDdF

f
a DhFceF

u
f Fhu
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+e46D
aF bcDaF

deDfFbdD
hFceF

u
f Fhu + e47D

aF bcDaF
d

b DcF
efDhFdeF

u
f Fhu

+e48D
aF bcDbF

d
a DcF

efDhFdeF
u

f Fhu + e49D
aF bcDaF

deDfFbcD
hFdeF

u
f Fhu

+e50D
aF bcDbFacD

dF efDeFdfFhuF
hu + e51D

aF bcDaF
d

b DeF f
c DfFdeFhuF

hu

+e52D
aF bcDbF

d
a DeF f

c DfFdeFhuF
hu + e53D

aF bcDaF
deDfFdeD

fFbcFhuF
hu

+e54D
aF bcDaF

deDfFceD
fFbdFhuF

hu + e55D
aF bcDaF

deDfF
u

d DfF h
b FceFhu

+e56DeD
hF u

c DfDuFdhF
c

a F abF d
b F ef + e57DaDcFehDbDfFduF

abF cdF efF hu

+e58D
aF bcDaF

deDbF
fhDuFdfFceFhu + e59D

aF bcDbF
d

a DeF fhDfF
u

e FchFdu

+e60D
aF bcDbF

d
a DcF

e
d DfF h

e F u
f Fhu + e61D

aF bcDbF
d

c DdF
e

a DfF h
e F u

f Fhu

+e62D
aF bcDbF

deDfF h
c DuFdhFafFeu + e63DbD

hF u
e DfDuFchF

c
a F abF

f
d Fde

+e64DeDhFfuD
aF bcDbFacF

f
d F deF hu + ΩΩΩΩFFFFFF

+FFFFDFDFΩΩ+ FFFFFDFΩDΩ+ FFFFFFDΩDΩ
]

(28)

where e1, · · · , e64 are some parameters. The couplings in the structures in the last line above
and in the structure ΩΩΩΩFFFFFF involve more than six gauge field and/or the second
fundamental form in which we are not interested in this paper. When Ω is zero, the above
couplings reduces to the independent couplings of four gauge field at order α′2. Hence, the
derivatives in the above independent couplings are now covariant derivatives.

The parameters of the independent couplings in (16), (20), (24) and (28) are background
independent parameters which may be found by the appropriate S-matrix elements in flat
spacetime. The couplings of four gauge field and/or the second fundamental form have been
found by the S-matrix element of four open string vertex operators [17, 26]. They are

a1 =
1

2
, a2 = a3 = a4 = −2; b1 = 0 , b2 = 2 , b3 = −2 , b4 = 0;

c1 =
1

8
, c2 =

1

4
, c3 = −

1

2
, c4 = −1 (29)

However, we are going to find the parameters in the next section by imposing the T-duality
constraint.

3 T-duality constraint

We now try to fix the parameters in the actions (16), (20), (24) and (28). The assumption that
the world volume effective action at the critical dimension is background independent, means the
parameters in these actions are independent of the background. Hence, to fix them we consider
a specific background which has a circle. That is, the manifold has the structure M (10) =
M (9) × S(1). The manifold M (10) has coordinates xµ = (xµ̃, y) where xµ̃ is the coordinates of
the manifold M (9), and y is the coordinate of the circle S(1). The world volume action has two
reductions on the circle. When the Dp-brane is along the circle, i.e., a = (ã, y), the reduction
is called Sw

p , and when the Dp-brane is orthogonal to the circle, i.e., a = ã, the reduction is
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called St
p. These two actions are not identical. However, the transformation of Sw

p under the
following T-duality transformations

Ay → Xy,

Aã → Aã,

X µ̃ → X µ̃ (30)

which is called SwT
p−1, should be the same as St

p−1, up to some total derivative terms and field
redefinitions in the base space, i.e.,

∆S̃ + J̃ + K̃ = 0 (31)

where ∆S̃ = SwT
p−1 − St

p−1, the total derivative term J̃ and the field redefinition contributions
are

J̃ = α′2Tp−1

∫

dpσ
√

− det g̃ãb̃D̃ãĨ
ã (32)

K̃ = α′2Tp−1

∫

dpσ
√

− det g̃ãb̃

[

− D̃ãF
ãb̃δAb̃ − g̃ãb̃Ω̃ν̃

ãb̃
δX µ̃ηµ̃ν̃ − g̃ãb̃Ω̃y

ãb̃
δXyηyy + · · ·

]

where Ĩ ã is a vector which is made of the base space fields F, Ω̃µ̃, ∂Xy and their covariant
derivatives at order α′3/2 with coefficients j1, j2, · · ·. In above equations, the world volume
indices are contracted with the inverse of the pull-back of the base space metric onto the world
volume of Dp−1-brane, i.e.,

g̃ãb̃ = ∂ãX
µ̃∂b̃X

ν̃ηµ̃ν̃ (33)

and dots in K̃ represent the terms which involve all higher orders of F and ∂Xy which are
resulted from inserting in the world volume reduction of (1), the following field redefinitions:

Aã → Aã + α′3/2δAã,

X µ̃ → X µ̃ + α′3/2δX µ̃

Xy → Xy + α′3/2δXy (34)

and using integration by part. The coefficients of the gauge invariant terms in δAã, δX
µ̃, δXy

at order α′3/2 are k1, k2, · · ·. Unlike in K, the dots in K̃ can not be ignored because they have
contribution with some fixed parameters in some of the structures in the constraint (31), i.e.,
if one ignores them, then one would find the world volume actions (16), (20), (24) and (28)
satisfy the constraint (31) when all parameters in the actions are zero which is not true.

For the world-volume reduction, a = (ã, y) and µ = (µ̃, y). Using the fact that the second
fundamental form is zero when µ is a world volume index, and the fact that in the dimensional
reduction one assumes field are independent of the y coordinate, i.e., the Kaluza-Klein modes
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are ignored, one finds the following non-zero world volume reductions:

G̃ãb̃ = g̃ãb̃

Ωãb̃
µ̃ = Ω̃ µ̃

ãb̃

DãΩb̃c̃
µ̃ = D̃ãΩ̃

µ̃

b̃c̃

Fãb̃ = Fãb̃

Fãy = Fãy

Fyã = Fyã

DãFb̃c̃ = D̃ãFb̃c̃

DãFb̃y = D̃ãFb̃y

DãFyb̃ = D̃ãFyb̃

DãDb̃Fc̃d̃ = D̃ãD̃b̃Fc̃d̃

DãDb̃Fc̃y = D̃ãD̃b̃Fc̃y

DãDb̃Fyc̃ = D̃ãD̃b̃Fyc̃ (35)

where Ω̃ µ̃

ãb̃
= D̃ã∂b̃X

µ̃, and the covariant derivatives on the right-hand side are made of the
pull-back metric (33).

For the transverse reduction, a = ã and µ = (µ̃, y). Since the index y is a transverse index,
one finds the following non-zero transverse reductions:

G̃ãb̃ → g̃ãb̃ + ∂ãX
y∂b̃X

y

Ωãb̃
µ̃ → Ω̃ µ̃

ãb̃
− ∂c̃X

y∂ c̃X µ̃Ω̃ y

ãb̃
(

1

1− ∂ẽXy∂ẽXy
)

Ωãb̃
y → Ω̃ y

ãb̃
(

1

1− ∂ẽXy∂ẽXy
)

DãΩb̃c̃
µ̃ → D̃ãΩb̃c̃

µ̃ − ∂d̃Xy(Ωc̃d̃
µ̃Ωãb̃

y + Ωb̃d̃
µ̃Ωãc̃

y)

DãΩb̃c̃
y → D̃ãΩb̃c̃

y − ∂d̃Xy(Ωc̃d̃
yΩãb̃

y + Ωb̃d̃
yΩãc̃

y)

Fãb̃ → Fãb̃

DãFb̃c̃ → D̃ãFb̃c̃ + ∂d̃Xy(Fc̃d̃Ωãb̃
y − Fb̃d̃Ωãc̃

y)

DãDb̃Fc̃d̃ → D̃ãDb̃Fc̃d̃ − ∂ẽXy(DẽFc̃d̃Ωãb̃
y −Db̃Fd̃ẽΩãc̃

y +Db̃Fc̃ẽΩãd̃
y) (36)

where, for the simplicity in writing, on the right-hand side of the transverse reductions of DΩ
and DDF , we have not written the results completely in terms of the base space tensors Ω̃ and
D̃. One can easily replace them from the reductions of Ω and DF . In both world volume and
transverse reductions, one observers that the identity (6) reduces to the corresponding identity
in the base space, i.e.,

Ω̃ãb̃
µ̃∂c̃X

ν̃ηµ̃ν̃ = 0 (37)
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and the reductions satisfies the Bianchi identity (5). Note that the gauge field in the base space
satisfies its corresponding Bianchi identity

∂[ãFb̃c̃] = 0 (38)

Note also that there is no relation corresponding to (6) for µ, ν = y. Hence, one can not remove
the term ∂ãX

y from the independent covariant couplings in the base space.
Using the reductions (35) and (36), one can calculate ∆S̃ in (31). To solve the T-duality

constraint (31), one has to write it in terms of independent couplings in the base space, i.e., the
Bianchi identity (38) and the identities corresponding to the second fundamental forms must be
imposed into it. As in the previous section, we write the covariant derivatives in the base space in
terms of partial derivatives and the Levi-Civita connection which is made of the pull-back metric
(33). Moreover, one can go to the local frame in which the Levi-Civita connection is zero but its
partial derivatives are not zero. Then, one can write the derivatives of the connection in terms
of the pull-back metric (33). In the resulting expression, then one has to replace the two ∂ãX

µ̃ in
which their spacetime index are contracted with each other, i.e., ∂ãX

µ̃∂b̃X
ν̃ηµ̃ν̃ , by the pull-back

metric (33). One also has to write the partial derivatives of the gauge field strength in terms
of the gauge field potential. The final resulting non-covariant expression involves independent
structures made of Fãb̃, ∂ã∂b̃Ac̃, · · ·, ∂ãX

µ̃, ∂ã∂b̃X
µ̃, · · · and ∂ãX

y, ∂ã∂b̃X
y, · · ·. The coefficients

of these independent structures which involve the parameters in the effective action found in
the previous section, the parameters in the total derivative terms (32) and the parameters
in the field redefinitions (34), must be zero. They produces some linear algebraic equations
for these parameters. Solving them, one finds some relations involving only the parameters
of the independent couplings found in the previous section in which we are interested in this
paper. The solution also produce some relations for j1, j2, · · · , jnj

, k1, k2, · · · , knk
in terms of

the parameters of the effective action and jnj+1, jnj+2, · · ·, knk+1, knk+2, · · · in which we are not
interested.

Since the T-duality constraint (31) at order α′2 involve all orders of fields Fãb̃, ∂ãX
y, it

relates the coefficients of all infinite number of independent couplings at order α′2. However,
to solve this constraint one has to truncate the independent couplings in the effective action
to a fixed number of F,Ω. In the previous section we have found the couplings up to six F,Ω.
To find the parameters of these truncated couplings, one has to truncate also the independent
structures in (31). If one considers an action at a given order of α′, and at the level of m fields
F,Ω, then the independent structures in the constraint (31) which have more than m fields
in the local frame must be ignored. The coefficients of the remaining independent structures
must be zero. The resulting linear algebraic equation should be solved to find some relations
between the parameters of the independent couplings in the action.

The independent couplings that we have found in the previous section have 12 couplings at
the level of four F,Ω, i.e., the couplings with coefficients a1, a2, a3, a4, b1, b2, b3, b4, c1, c2, c3, c4.
To find the T-duality constraint on these couplings, we consider the following structures for the
vector of the total derivative terms:

Ĩ ∼ D̃D̃Ω̃yD̃XyD̃XyD̃Xy + Ω̃yD̃Ω̃yD̃XyD̃Xy + Ω̃yΩ̃yΩ̃yD̃Xy
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+FD̃D̃D̃FD̃XyD̃Xy + D̃D̃F D̃FD̃XyD̃Xy + FD̃D̃F Ω̃yD̃Xy

+D̃F D̃F Ω̃yD̃Xy + FF Ω̃yD̃Ω̃y + FD̃F Ω̃yΩ̃y + FD̃FD̃Ω̃yD̃Xy

+FFD̃D̃Ω̃yD̃Xy + D̃XyD̃XyΩ̃µ̃D̃Ω̃ν̃ + D̃XyΩ̃yΩ̃µ̃Ω̃ν̃ (39)

For the field redefinitions, we consider the following structures:

δXy ∼ FFD̃D̃Ω̃y + FD̃D̃D̃FD̃Xy + FD̃FD̃Ω̃y

+FD̃D̃F Ω̃y + D̃F D̃D̃FD̃Xy + D̃F D̃F Ω̃y

+D̃D̃Ω̃yD̃XyD̃Xy + Ω̃yD̃Ω̃yD̃Xy + Ω̃yΩ̃yΩ̃y

+Ω̃µ̃D̃Ω̃ν̃D̃Xy + Ω̃µ̃Ω̃ν̃Ω̃y

δAã ∼ D̃D̃D̃F D̃XyD̃Xy + D̃D̃Ω̃yD̃XyF + Ω̃yD̃XyD̃D̃F

+D̃Ω̃yD̃XyD̃F + Ω̃yD̃Ω̃yF + Ω̃yΩ̃yD̃F

δX µ̃ ∼ D̃D̃Ω̃µ̃D̃XyD̃Xy + Ω̃yD̃Ω̃µ̃D̃Xy + Ω̃µ̃D̃Ω̃yD̃Xy + Ω̃µ̃Ω̃yΩ̃y (40)

Note that all terms in the reduction ∆S̃ in the constraint (31) involve, among other things,
∂Xy and/or Ω̃y. Hence the total derivative terms and the field redefinitions must include these
fields as well. Using the package xAct, one can construct all possible contractions in (39) and
(40). Then replacing them in (31), going to the local frame to write the equation (31) in
terms of the independent structures, and removing the terms that have six and more fields, one
finds the resulting linear algebraic equations have the following solution that involves only the
parameters of the effective action:

c1 →
a1

4
+

a3 − a4

16
, c2 → −

3

8
a3 +

a4

4
, c3 →

a2 − a3 + a4

4
, c4 →

a3

2
,

b2 → −a2 + 2 b1, b3 →
a2 + a4

4
− b1, b4 →

1

4
(4a1 + a2 − 2b1) (41)

The above parameters are consistent with the results from the S-matrix method (29). It turns
out that the unfixed parameters above can not be fixed by studying the T-duality constraint
at the level of six F,Ω. So for studying the constraint (31) at level of six F,Ω, we consider the
parameters (29) for the four F,Ω couplings.

We have found the independent couplings at the level of six F,Ω in the previous section,
i.e., the couplings with coefficients f1, f2, · · · , f18, d1, d2, · · · , d64 and e1, e2, · · · , e64. To find the
T-duality constraint on these couplings, we consider the following structures for the vector of
the total derivative terms:

Ĩ ∼ D̃D̃Ω̃yD̃XyD̃XyD̃XyD̃XyD̃Xy + D̃Ω̃yΩ̃yD̃XyD̃XyD̃XyD̃Xy

+Ω̃yΩ̃yΩ̃yD̃XyD̃XyD̃Xy + FD̃D̃D̃FD̃XyD̃XyD̃XyD̃Xy

+FFD̃D̃Ω̃yD̃XyD̃XyD̃Xy + D̃D̃F D̃FD̃XyD̃XyD̃XyD̃Xy

+FD̃D̃F Ω̃yD̃XyD̃XyD̃Xy + FD̃FD̃Ω̃yD̃XyD̃XyD̃Xy

+FF Ω̃yD̃Ω̃yD̃XyD̃Xy + D̃F D̃F Ω̃yD̃XyD̃XyD̃Xy

+FD̃F Ω̃yΩ̃yD̃XyD̃Xy + FF Ω̃yΩ̃yΩ̃yD̃Xy
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+FFFD̃D̃D̃FD̃XyD̃Xy + FFFFD̃D̃Ω̃yD̃Xy

+FFD̃D̃FD̃FD̃XyD̃Xy + FFFD̃D̃F Ω̃yD̃Xy

+FD̃FD̃FD̃FD̃XyD̃Xy + FFD̃FD̃F Ω̃yD̃Xy

+FFFF Ω̃yD̃Ω̃y + FFFFD̃FD̃Ω̃yD̃Xy

+FFFD̃F Ω̃yΩ̃y + Ω̃µ̃D̃Ω̃ν̃D̃XyD̃XyD̃XyD̃Xy

+Ω̃µ̃Ω̃ν̃Ω̃yD̃XyD̃XyD̃Xy + FF Ω̃µ̃D̃Ω̃ν̃D̃XyD̃Xy

+FD̃F Ω̃µ̃Ω̃ν̃D̃XyD̃Xy + FF Ω̃µ̃Ω̃ν̃Ω̃yD̃Xy (42)

For the field redefinitions, we consider the following structures:

δXy ∼ D̃D̃Ω̃yD̃XyD̃XyD̃XyD̃Xy + Ω̃yD̃Ω̃yD̃XyD̃XyD̃Xy + Ω̃yΩ̃yΩ̃yD̃XyD̃Xy

+D̃D̃Ω̃yFFFF + FFFD̃D̃D̃FD̃Xy + D̃Ω̃yFFFD̃F

+FFD̃FD̃D̃FD̃Xy + Ω̃yFFFD̃D̃F + Ω̃yFFD̃FD̃F

+FD̃FD̃FD̃FD̃Xy + D̃D̃Ω̃yD̃XyD̃XyFF + FD̃D̃D̃FD̃XyD̃XyD̃Xy

+Ω̃yD̃Ω̃yD̃XyFF + D̃Ω̃yD̃XyD̃XyFD̃F + D̃F D̃D̃FD̃XyD̃XyD̃Xy

+Ω̃yFD̃D̃FD̃XyD̃Xy + Ω̃yΩ̃yΩ̃yFF + Ω̃yΩ̃yFD̃FD̃Xy

+Ω̃yD̃F D̃FD̃XyD̃Xy + Ω̃µ̃D̃Ω̃ν̃D̃XyD̃XyD̃Xy + Ω̃yΩ̃µ̃Ω̃ν̃D̃XyD̃Xy

+FF Ω̃µ̃D̃Ω̃ν̃D̃Xy + Ω̃µ̃Ω̃ν̃D̃F D̃FD̃Xy + Ω̃yFD̃F Ω̃µ̃Ω̃ν̃

δAã ∼ FFD̃D̃D̃FD̃XyD̃Xy + FFFD̃D̃Ω̃yD̃Xy

+FD̃FD̃D̃FD̃XyD̃Xy + FFD̃D̃F Ω̃yD̃Xy + FFF Ω̃yD̃Ω̃y

+FFD̃FD̃Ω̃yD̃Xy + D̃F D̃FD̃FD̃XyD̃Xy + FD̃FD̃F Ω̃yD̃Xy

+FFD̃F Ω̃yΩ̃y + D̃D̃D̃F D̃XyD̃XyD̃XyD̃Xy + FD̃D̃Ω̃yD̃XyD̃XyD̃Xy

+D̃D̃F Ω̃yD̃XyD̃XyD̃Xy + D̃F D̃Ω̃yD̃XyD̃XyD̃Xy + F Ω̃yD̃Ω̃yD̃XyD̃Xy

+D̃F Ω̃yΩ̃yD̃XyD̃Xy + F Ω̃yΩ̃yΩ̃yD̃Xy + F Ω̃µ̃D̃Ω̃ν̃D̃XyD̃Xy

+F Ω̃µ̃Ω̃ν̃Ω̃yD̃Xy + D̃F Ω̃µ̃Ω̃ν̃D̃XyD̃Xy

δX µ̃ ∼ D̃D̃Ω̃µ̃D̃XyD̃XyD̃XyD̃Xy + D̃Ω̃µ̃Ω̃yD̃XyD̃XyD̃Xy

+Ω̃µ̃D̃Ω̃yD̃XyD̃XyD̃Xy + Ω̃µ̃Ω̃yΩ̃yD̃XyD̃Xy + D̃D̃Ω̃µ̃D̃XyD̃XyFF

+D̃Ω̃µ̃Ω̃yD̃XyFF + D̃Ω̃µ̃D̃XyD̃XyFD̃F + Ω̃µ̃D̃Ω̃yD̃XyFF

+Ω̃µ̃D̃XyD̃XyFD̃D̃F + Ω̃µ̃Ω̃yΩ̃yFF + Ω̃µ̃D̃XyD̃XyD̃F D̃F

+Ω̃µ̃Ω̃yD̃XyFD̃F + Ω̃µ̃Ω̃ν̃Ω̃yD̃XyD̃Xy (43)

Using the package xAct, one can construct all possible contractions in (42) and (43). Then
replacing them in (31), using the parameters (29) for the four F,Ω couplings, going to the local
frame to write the equation (31) in terms of the independent structures, and removing the
terms that have eight and more fields, one finds the resulting linear algebraic equations have
the following solution that involves only the 146 parameters of the effective action:

d2 →
1

4
(8 + 6d1 − d16), d3 →

5

2
− 2d1, d4 → −

17

4
− d1 − d16, d5 → 1− 4d1,
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d6 → −1− d1, d7 → −8, d8 →
3

2
+ 2d1, d9 → −4, d10 → −1− 4d1,

d11 → 1 + 4d1, d12 → 4, d13 → 1 + 4d1, d14 → −1− 4d1, d15 → −1,

d17 → 1 + 4d1, d18 → −
1

2
− 2d1, d19 → 1 + 2d1, d20 →

2− d16

4
,

d21 → −1 + 4d1 + 2d16, d22 →
27

2
+ 6d1 − 5d16, d23 → −

3

2
− 2d1,

d24 → 7 + 4d1, d25 → 13 + 8d1 − 2d16, d26 → −8, d27 → −21− 12d1 + 4d16,

d28 → −7− 4d1 + 2d16, d29 →
3

2
+ 2d1, d30 → 2(6 + 6d1 − d16),

d31 → −4(1 + d1), d32 → 2(−2 + d16), d33 → 1, d34 → 1− 4d1,

d35 → −13− 4d1 + 4d16, d36 →
1

2
− 6d1 − d16, d37 →

17

4
+ 6d1 −

d16

2
,

d38 → −9− 20d1, d39 → 4 + 12d1, d40 → 2 + 4d1 −
d16

2
,

d41 → −17− 4d1 + 6d16, d42 → 5 + 4d1, d43 → 5 + 4d1, d44 → 6 + 8d1 − 2d16,

d45 → 0, d46 → −4 − 8d1, d47 → 0, d48 → 2 + 4d1, d49 → −
3

2
,

d50 → −
5

4
− d1, d51 →

5

8
+

3

2
d1, d52 → −

5

16
−

3

4
d1, d53 → −

5

2
,

d54 →
5

4
+ d1, d55 → −

d1

2
, d56 → 1, d57 → 0, d58 → 5 + 4d1,

d59 → −6− 4d1 + 2d16, d61 → −
1

2
− 2d1 − d16 + d60, d62 → −1,

d63 → −2 + d16, d64 → 0,

e1 →
1

16
(−7 + 4d1 + 2d16 + 2d60), e2 →

3

8
(1 + 4d1 − 2d16 + 2d60),

e3 →
1

8
(7− 4d1 − 2d16 − 2d60), e4 → −d1 +

5

4
(−3 + d16),

e5 →
1

8
(−7 + 4d1 + 2d16 + 2d60), e6 →

1

16
(19 + 12d1 − 14d16 + 6d60),

e7 → 0, e8 → 0, e9 →
1

4
(−13 +−4d1 + 8d16 − 2d60),

e10 →
1

4
(−7 + 4d1 + 2d16 + 2d60), e11 → 2(−2 + d16),

e12 → −2 + d16, e13 → 0, e14 →
1

8
(−67− 12d1 + 38d16 − 6d60), e15 → 0,

e16 → d1 +
1

4
(−23 + 10d16 + 2d60), e17 →

1

8
(−15 + 4d1 + 6d16 + 2d60),

e18 → −6(−2 + d16), e19 →
1

4
(−9− 4d1 + 6d16 − 2d60),

e20 →
1

8
(1 + 4d1 − 2d16 + 2d60), e21 → 2(−2 + d16),
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e22 →
1

8
(17 + 4d1 − 2d16 + 2d60), e23 → 2(−2 + d16), e24 → 0,

e25 →
1

8
(15− 4d1 − 6d16 − 2d60), e26 →

1

8
(−49− 4d1 + 10d16 − 2d60),

e27 → 6− d16, e28 → 2(−2 + d16), e29 →
1

128
(1 + 4d1 − 2d16 + 2d60),

e30 →
1

8
(9 + 4d1 − 6d16 + 2d60), e31 →

1

16
(1 + 4d1 − 2d16 + 2d60),

e32 →
1

2
+ 2d1 − d16 + d60, e33 →

1

8
(−11 + 20d1 − 2d16 + 10d60),

e34 →
1

8
(15− 4d1 − 6d16 − 2d60), e35 →

1

2
(−2 + d16),

e36 →
5

4
+ d1 − d16 +

d60

2
, e37 →

1

16
(33 + 4d1 − 18d16 + 2d60),

e38 →
1

8
(−17− 4d1 + 10d16 − 2d60), e39 →

1

8
(−33− 4d1 + 18d16 − 2d60),

e40 → −2 + d16, e41 →
1

8
(−149− 20d1 + 34d16 − 10d60),

e42 → d1 +
1

4
(41− 10d16 + 2d60), e43 →

1

8
(−1− 4d1 + 2d16 − 2d60),

e44 →
1

8
(83 + 12d1 − 14d16 + 6d60), e45 →

1

8
(−63 + 4d1 + 30d16 + 2d60),

e46 →
1

16
(15− 4d1 − 6d16 − 2d60), e47 →

1

8
(51 + 12d1 − 14d16 + 6d60),

e48 →
1

4
(−33− 4d1 + 6d16 − 2d60), e49 →

1

32
(−51− 12d1 + 14d16 − 6d60),

e50 → 0, e51 → −
1

2
, e52 → 0, e53 →

1

8
, e54 → 0,

e55 → 0, e56 → −2 + d16, e57 → −2 + d16, e58 → 0, e59 → 0,

e60 →
1

8
(−1− 4d1 + 2d16 − 2d60), e61 →

1

8
(51 + 12d1 − 14d16 + 6d60),

e62 → −
1

2
− 2d1 + d16 − d60, e63 → 1−

d16

2
, e64 → 0,

f1 → −4 + 3d16, f2 →
1

2
(7 + 4d1 − d16),

f3 →
1

4
(9 + 4d1 − 6d16 + 2d60), f4 →

1

4
(1 + 4d1 + 2d16 + 2d60),

f5 → 4(−2 + d16), f6 → 2, f7 → 0, f8 → −2, f9 → 8− 2d16,

f10 → −2, f11 →
1

2
, f12 → −2, f13 → −2 + d16, f14 → 6,

f15 → −
1

2
, f16 → −1, f17 → −1, f18 → 0. (44)

where the parameters, d1, d16, d60 remain unfixed. We have also imposed the T-duality con-
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straint (31) in the static gauge [23] and found exactly the same result.
To check the above result, we compare them with the correction at order α′2 to the Born-

Infeld action that has been found by Wyllard by the boundary state method [18]. This correc-
tion which involves all levels of the gauge field strength is the following:

S
(2)
BI = −Tp

∫

dp+1σ
√

− det hab[1 +
(2πα′)2

96
(−hdahbchfehuzSeuabSzfcd +

1

2
hfehuzSeuSzf)] (45)

where

Seuab = ∂e∂uFab + 2hcd∂eF[a|c∂u|Fb]d

Seu = habSeuab

hab = ηab + Fab (46)

and hab is inverse of hab. The above action can be expanded to find the gauge field couplings at
all levels of gauge field stength. The couplings at the level of four and six gauge field, should
be related to the corresponding couplings in (24) and (28) with the parameters (29) and (44),
up to some total derivative terms and field redefinitions. Note that, since the parameters in the
two actions are fixed, in order to compare the two actions, one should use all terms in the field
redefintion K, i.e., the dots in (10) should not be ignored. It has been verified in [18] that up
to field redefinitions and total derivative terms, the two gauge field couplings are zero and the
four gauge field couplings are the same as the corresponding couplings in (24) with parameters
(29). We have compared the six gauge fields in the action (45) with the couplings in (28) with
the parameters in (44). We have found they are the same up to some total derivative terms
and field redefinitions provided that the unfixed parameter to be the following:

d1 =
1

4
, d16 = 4, d60 = −1 (47)

To perform this calculation, we insert the six gauge field coupling of (45) on the right hand
side of (11), and the six independent gauge field couplings of (28) with the parameters (44) on
the left hand side of (11). Then after imposing the Bianchi identity, one finds for some total
derivative terms in J and field redefinitions in K, the two sets of couplings are exactly the
same if there is the above values for the unfixed parameters. This confirms that the couplings
involving F,Ω that are fixed by the T-duality constraint (31) are consistent with the couplings
involving F that are fixed by the boundary state method. Note that, neither the couplings in
the action (45) nor the independent couplings in our scheme, include terms that have DaF

ab.
However, since the total derivative terms include terms that have DaF

ab, in the comparison
(11), one must include the field redefinition K.

Hence, the six gauge field strengths and/or the second fundamental forms are fixed in the
particular scheme that we have chosen in the previous section for the following parameters:

d2 →
11

8
, d3 → 2, d4 → −

1

2
, d5 → 0, d6 → −

5

4
,
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d7 → −8, d8 → 2, d9 → −4, d10 → −2, d11 → 2,

d12 → 4, d13 → 2, d14 → −2, d15 → −1, d17 → 2,

d18 → −1 d19 →
3

2
, d20 → −

1

2
, d21 → 8, d22 → −5,

d23 → −2, d24 → 8, d25 → 7, d26 → −8, d27 → −8,

d28 → 0, d29 → 2, d30 → 7, d31 → −5, d32 → 4,

d33 → 1, d34 → 0, d35 → 2, d36 → −5, d37 →
15

4
,

d38 → −14, d39 → 7, d40 → 1, d41 → 6, d42 → 6,

d43 → 6, d44 → 0, d45 → 0, d46 → −6, d47 → 0,

d48 → 3, d49 → −
3

2
, d50 → −

3

2
, d51 → 1, d52 → −

1

2
,

d53 → −
5

2
, d54 →

3

2
, d55 → −

1

8
, d56 → 1, d57 → 0,

d58 → 6, d59 → 1, d61 → −6, d62 → −1, d63 → 2, d64 → 0,

e1 → 0, e2 → −3, e3 → 0, e4 → 1, e5 → 0,

e6 → −
5

2
, e7 → 0, e8 → 0, e9 → 5, e10 → 0,

e11 → 4, e12 → 2, e13 → 0, e14 → 11, e15 → 0,

e16 → 4, e17 → 1, e18 → −12, e19 → 4, e20 → −1,

e21 → 4, e22 → 1, e23 → 4, e24 → 0, e25 → −1,

e26 → −1, e27 → 2, e28 → 4, e29 → −
1

16
, e30 → −2,

e31 → −
1

2
, e32 → −4, e33 → −3, e34 → −1, e35 → 1,

e36 → −3, e37 → −
5

2
, e38 → 3, e39 → 5, e40 → 2,

e41 → −1, e42 → 0, e43 → 1, e44 → 3, e45 → 7,

e46 → −
1

2
, e47 → −1, e48 → −2, e49 →

1

4
, e50 → 0,

e51 → −
1

2
, e52 → 0, e53 →

1

8
, e54 → 0, e55 → 0,

e56 → 2, e57 → 2, e58 → 0, e59 → 0, e60 → 1,

e61 → −1, e62 → 4, e63 → −1, e64 → 0,

f1 → 8, f2 → 2, f3 → −4, f4 → 2,

f5 → 8, f6 → 2, f7 → 0, f8 → −2, f9 → 0,

f10 → −2, f11 →
1

2
, f12 → −2, f13 → 2, f14 → 6,

f15 → −
1

2
, f16 → −1, f17 → −1, f18 → 0. (48)

The independent couplings at order α′2 in the previous section with the parameters (29) and
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(48) include only four and six gauge field strengths and/or the second fundamental forms. It
would be interesting to extend these couplings to all levels of the gauge field strength. In the
next section we study this extension.

4 Towards all gauge field couplings

Using the fact that the corrections to Born-Infeld action at order α′2 and at all levels of Fab

are known [18], one can easily extend these couplings to the covariant form by extending the
partial derivatives in these couplings to the covariant derivatives and by extending the world
volume flat metric to the pull-back of the bulk flat metric (2), i.e.,

Sp ⊃ −Tp

∫

dp+1σ
√

det hab[1 +
(2πα′)2

96
(−hdahbchfehuzSeuabSzfcd +

1

2
hfehuzSeuSzf)](49)

where

Seuab = DeDuFab + 2hcdDeF[a|cDu|Fb]d

Seu = habSeuab

hab = G̃ab + Fab (50)

and hab is inverse of hab.
One can expand the above action to find the four and six gauge field couplings with known

coefficients. Then one can use them, and the couplings which involve Ω with the unknown
coefficients that we have found them in a particular scheme in section 2, as the starting point
for imposing the T-duality constraint (31), to find the unknown coefficients. We have done this
calculation and found the following couplings for ΩΩΩΩ and ΩΩΩΩFF :

Sp ⊃ −
(2πα′)2

96
Tp

∫

dp+1σ

√

− det G̃ab

[

2Ω c
a µΩ

abµΩ dν
b Ωcdν − 2Ω ν

ab ΩabµΩcdνΩ
cd

µ

+9Ω eµ
a Ω fν

b ΩceνΩdfµF
abF cd − 8Ω eµ

a Ω f
b µΩ

ν
ce ΩdfνF

abF cd

+3Ω eµ
a Ω ν

be Ω f
c µΩdfνF

abF cd + 8Ω µ
ac Ω eν

b Ω f
d νΩefµF

abF cd

+3Ω dµ
b Ω eν

c Ω f
d νΩefµF

c
a F ab − 5Ω dµ

b Ω eν
c Ω f

d µΩefνF
c

a F ab

−10Ω µ
ac Ω e

b µΩ
fν

d ΩefνF
abF cd − 3Ω dµ

b Ω e
c µΩ

fν
d ΩefνF

c
a F ab

+
1

2
Ω e

c µΩ
cdµΩ fν

d ΩefνFabF
ab − Ωbc

µΩd
fνΩde

µΩefνF
c

a F ab

+2Ω µ
ac Ω ν

bd ΩefνΩ
ef

µF
abF cd + 5Ω dµ

b Ω ν
cd ΩefνΩ

ef
µF

c
a F ab

−
1

2
Ω ν

cd ΩcdµΩefνΩ
ef

µFabF
ab −

1

2
Ω µ

ac ΩbdµΩefνΩ
efνF abF cd

−
1

2
Ω dµ

b ΩcdµΩefνΩ
efνF c

a F ab
]

(51)
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Note that the ΩΩΩΩ terms above are exactly the second fundamental form correction that
have been found in [28] up to terms that involve the trace of the second fundamental form, (see
[20]), which are removed in our scheme.

We have also found the following couplings for the structures that include DF or DΩ:

Sp ⊃ −
(2πα′)2

96
Tp

∫

dp+1σ

√

− det(G̃ab)
[1

4
DaFbcD

aF bcΩdeµΩ
deµ +DaF bcDdF e

b Ω µ
ae Ωcdµ

−2DaF bcDbF
d

a Ω eµ
c Ωdeµ − 5DaF bcDdF e

b Ω µ
ac Ωdeµ

−DaF bcDdF e
b FfhF

fhΩ µ
ad Ωceµ +

3

2
DaF bcDaF

deFfhF
fhΩ µ

bd Ωceµ

−DaF bcDdF efF h
b FehΩ

µ
ad Ωcfµ −

1

2
DaF bcDdF efF h

a FdhΩ
µ

be Ωcfµ

−2DaF bcDbF
deF

f
d F h

f Ω µ
ae Ωchµ − 16DaF bcDdF e

b F f
a F h

f Ω µ
ch Ωdeµ

+5DaF bcDdF efF h
b FehΩ

µ
ac Ωdfµ + 4DaF bcDdF efF h

a FbeΩ
µ

ch Ωdfµ

−6DaF bcDdF efFaeF
h

b Ω µ
ch Ωdfµ − 2DaF bcDdF efFabF

h
e Ω µ

ch Ωdfµ

−4DaF bcDdF efF h
a FbeΩ

µ
cf Ωdhµ + 6DaF bcDdF efFaeF

h
b Ω µ

cf Ωdhµ

+2DaF bcDdF efFabF
h

e Ω µ
cf Ωdhµ + 6DaF bcDaF

d
b F h

e F efΩ µ
cf Ωdhµ

+4DaF bcDbF
d

a F h
e F efΩ µ

cf Ωdhµ −
5

2
DaF bcDaF

d
b FefF

efΩ hµ
c Ωdhµ

+3DaF bcDbF
d

a FefF
efΩ hµ

c Ωdhµ + 10DaF bcDbF
deF f

a F h
d Ω µ

ch Ωefµ

−7DaF bcDdF e
b F f

a F h
d Ω µ

ch Ωefµ + 3DaF bcDaF
deF

f
b F h

d Ω µ
ch Ωefµ

+10DaF bcDbF
deF

f
d F h

f Ω µ
ac Ωehµ + 4DaF bcDbF

deF f
a F h

f Ω µ
cd Ωehµ

−2DaF bcDaF
deF

f
b F h

f Ω µ
cd Ωehµ − 2DaF bcDbF

deF f
a F h

d Ω µ
cf Ωehµ

−11DaF bcDaF
deF

f
b F h

d Ω µ
cf Ωehµ + 6DaF bcDbF

deFadF
fhΩ µ

cf Ωehµ

−2DaF bcDaF
deFbdF

fhΩ µ
cf Ωehµ − 2DaF bcDdF e

b F f
a FdfΩ

hµ
c Ωehµ

+2DaF bcDdF e
b F f

a F h
c Ω µ

df Ωehµ − 5DaF bcDaF
deF

f
b F h

c Ω µ
df Ωehµ

+4DaF bcDaF
deFbcF

fhΩ µ
df Ωehµ − 14DaF bcDaF

d
b F e

c F fhΩ µ
df Ωehµ

+6DaF bcDbF
d

a F e
c F fhΩ µ

df Ωehµ + 3DaF bcDbFacF
deF fhΩ µ

df Ωehµ

+6DaF bcDdF e
b F f

a F h
d Ω µ

ce Ωfhµ + 6DaF bcDdF e
b F f

a F h
c Ω µ

de Ωfhµ

−4DaF bcDdF e
b FadF

f
c Ω hµ

e Ωfhµ + 4DaF bcDaF
deFbdF

f
c Ω hµ

e Ωfhµ

+12DaF bcDdF e
b FacF

f
d Ω hµ

e Ωfhµ − 10DaF bcDaF
deFbcF

f
d Ω hµ

e Ωfhµ

−4DaF bcDbFacF
f

d F deΩ hµ
e Ωfhµ +

5

2
DaF bcDdF e

b FadFceΩfhµΩ
fhµ

−
11

4
DaF bcDaF

deFbdFceΩfhµΩ
fhµ +

11

8
DaF bcDaF

deFbcFdeΩfhµΩ
fhµ

+2DaF bcDaF
d

b F e
c FdeΩfhµΩ

fhµ −
5

2
DaF bcDbF

d
a F e

c FdeΩfhµΩ
fhµ
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+
3

4
DaF bcDbFacFdeF

deΩfhµΩ
fhµ − 6DaF bcDaF

d
b F h

e F efΩ µ
cd Ωfhµ

+8DaF bcDaF
deF

f
b F h

d Ω µ
ce Ωfhµ + 2DaF bcDdF efFabF

h
c Ω µ

de Ωfhµ

−10DaF bcDdF efF h
a FbhΩ

µ
ce Ωdfµ +DaF bcDdF e

b F f
a F h

d Ω µ
cf Ωehµ

−8DaF bcDdF e
b FadF

fhΩ µ
cf Ωehµ + 8DaF bcDdF e

b F f
a FcfΩ

hµ
d Ωehµ

+2DaΩbcµDdΩef
µFadFbeF

h
c Ffh − 4DaF bcDdΩefµFabF

h
e FfhΩcdµ

]

(52)

One may extend the above calculations to find the covariant couplings involving Ω at the higher
levels of gauge fields that are correspond to the action (49). It then rises the question that
is it possible to find a compact expression for the covariant couplings involving Ω in terms of
hab, as in (49)? We have checked that the couplings in (51) can not be written in terms of
ΩΩΩΩhhhh. The reason my be related to the particular scheme that we have used for the
independent couplings in section 2. Even though the couplings with the structure ΩΩΩΩ and
ΩΩΩΩFF are independent of the scheme, but their coefficients that are fixed by the T-duality
are scheme dependent because the T-duality relates these parameters to the parameters of the
couplings involving DF or DΩ which are scheme dependent.

5 Conclusion

In this paper we have found the independent world volume couplings at order α′2 involving four
and six F,Ω and their covariant derivatives, in the normalization that F is dimensionless. We
have found that there are 12 couplings at four-field level and 146 couplings at the six-field level.
The assumption that the effective action of the Dp-brane at the critical dimension is background
independent is then used to find the parameters of the above independent couplings. That is, we
have considered a particular background which has one circle. In this background, the effective
action should satisfy the T-duality constraint (31). This constraint fixes all parameters in terms
of only 8 parameters. We have shown that these parameters are consistent with the all-gauge-
field corrections to the Born-Infeld action that have been found in [18]. This comparison also
fixes the remaining 8 parameters. We have found the couplings in a particular scheme which is
different from the scheme that has been used in [18].

We then considered the couplings that have no second fundamental form to be the same
as the couplings found by Wyllard in [18] in which the partial derivatives are extended to the
covariant derivatives and the flat world volume metric to the pull-back of the bulk flat metric.
We have found the covariant couplings involving four and six F,Ω that are consistent with
these couplings under the T-duality, i.e., (51) and (52). We could not succeed to extend them
to all levels of F . The independent couplings (51) and (52) are in the particular scheme that
we have considered in the section 2. That may be the reason the covariant couplings (51) and
(52) could not be written in a closed form in terms of hab to include all levels of F .

To find the covariant couplings at all levels of F , one may first need to find the independent
covariant couplings involving Ω, in terms of hab. That is, one should consider all gauge invariant
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couplings involving DF,Ω and their covariant derivatives at order α′2

S ′ = −
(2πα′)2

96
Tp

∫

dp+1σ
√

− det hab L
′(DF, · · · ,Ω, DΩ, · · ·) (53)

where the spacetime index of Ω is contracted with the spacetime metric ηµν and the world
volume indices are contracted with hab. Then one adds to this action the total derivative terms
and field redefinitions

J = −α′2Tp

∫

dp+1σDa

[

√

− det hab I
a

]

(54)

K = −α′2Tp

∫

dp+1σ
√

− det hab

[

−
1

2
(hab − hba)DaδAb +

1

2
(hab + hba)∂aX

µDbδX
νηµν

]

In this case, one has to use the identity (6) to write the field redefinition terms produced by
the last terms above, in terms of Ω. Doing the same steps as in section 2, one can find the
independent couplings in terms of hab. Then one may expand them and impose the T-duality
constraint (31) to find the parameters of the independent couplings. It would be interesting
to find these covariant couplings in terms of hab, if they exist. We have done this calculation
for the covariant couplings at order α′ in the bosonic string theory that have been found in
[23] up to eight-field level, and found that there is no such covariant couplings in terms of
hab. It is in accord with the observation that in the bosonic string theory, the world volume
gravity couplings on the Dp-brane in the presence of constant B-field, in terms of inverse of
hab = G̃ab +Bab + Fab can not be written in a covariant form at order α′ [29].

The Dp-brane action in type II superstring theory has also the Wess-Zumino coupling that
at the lowest order of α′ involves the R-R potential and Fab [30]. The α′2 corrections to this
action involving only F and its covariant derivatives, have been found in [18]. The corrections
that involve only Ω have been found in [28]. It would be interesting to use the T-duality
constraint to find the correction that involve F,Ω and their covariant derivatives at order α′2,
as we have done in this paper for the DBI action.

We have used the field redefinitions to remove the couplings that have DaF
ab or GabΩab

ν .
These couplings are not produced by the disc-level S-matrix elements of massless open string
vertex operators either. However, the second fundamental form in non-trivial bulk background
has gravity contribution as well as the transverse scalar contributions. If one uses the bulk field
redefinitions to write the bulk effective action in a fixed scheme, then one would not be allowed
to use the field redefinitions to remove the trace of the second fundamental form from the world
volume effective action of the Dp-brane. Hence, the world volume couplings involving the trace
of the second fundamental form should be reproduced by the disc-level S-matrix elements of
massless closed string vertex operators. In fact such couplings have been found in the bosonic
string theory at order α′ in [31] and in the superstring theories at order α′2 in [28]. Similarly, the
couplings involving DaF

ab have closed string contribution through the standard replacement
of F by F + B in the world volume effective actions. If one uses the bulk field redefinitions
to write the bulk effective action in a fixed scheme, then one would not be allowed to use the
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field redefinitions to remove DaB
ab from the world volume effective action of the Dp-brane.

Hence such couplings may be reproduced by the disc-level S-matrix elements of massless closed
string vertex operators. Alternatively, one may find the couplings involving DaB

ab and the
second fundamental form by studying the T-duality constraint on the world volume couplings
of massless closed string states [32].
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