arXiv:2207.09834v2 [hep-th] 12 Sep 2022

Couplings of order six in the gauge field

strength and the second fundamental form
on a D,-brane at order o

Mohammad R. Garous and Saman Karimi@

Department of Physics, Faculty of Science, Ferdowsi University of Mashhad
P.O. Box 1436, Mashhad, Iran

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 Dy-brane in the superstring theory at order o’ 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 o’ 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 o’ 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 o/, o, o/ are 8,60, 872, respectively [I]
2,13]. The number of independent world-volume couplings of O,-plane in the superstring theory
at order o/ 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 D,-brane involving open
string massless gauge-fields/transverse-scalars at long wavelength limit is given by the Dirac-
Born-Infeld (DBI) action [13], 14]

S, = -1, / 1o/~ det(Gup + Fun) (1)

where T, is tension of D,-brane, Fy, is field strength of the gauge field A, and Gy is the

pull-back of the bulk metric onto the world-volume?, i.e.,

0XH (o) 0X¥ (o)
0o dob

Gab Nw = &quabenuu (2>
where X* (o) is the spacetime coordinate which specifies the D,-brane in the spacetime, and 7,
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 A, to have the same dimension as the world sheet field X#. With this normalization,
the above action is at the leading order of /. The above action includes all even-power of the
gauge field strength F,;,. The transverse scalar fields ®* appear in the static gauge where X¢ =
0% X' = ®'(0). In the static gauge and for ®* = 0, the DBI action reduces to the Born-Infeld
action. The o/ corrections to the Born-Infeld action have been studied in [I5], 16} 17, 18], 19, 20].

30ur index convention is that the Greek letters (p, v, ---) are the indices of the space-time coordinates, the
Latin letters (a, d, ¢, - - -) are the world-volume indices and the Latin letters (i, j, k, - - -) are the transverse indices.



In the superstring theory, the first correction to the DBI action is at order a/? which involves
some contractions of the second fundamental form Q.*, i.e.,

Q" = D3y X", (3)
the gauge field strength F;, and their covariant derivatives, e.g.,
Danc = aaF’bc - fabdch - 1;acdﬁjbd ) (4)

where the Levi-Civita connection T',,¢ is made of the pull-back metric (). The world volume
indices of these gauge invariant tensors are contracted with the inverse of the pull-back metric
G, and the spacetime index in the second fundamental form are contracted with the spacetime
metric 7, Even though the a/?-order of the couplings, constrains the independent couplings to
have at most the first derivative of €2 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 o’> 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 o’ 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 a’? 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
D,-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 [I8]. We also fix the remaining 3
parameters by this comparison. In section 4, we extend the all-gauge-field couplings found in



[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 o* 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

8[an4 =0 (5)
and the following identity involving the second fundamental form and 9, X*":
Q0. X"y =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 0X can appear only through the pull-back metric (2]) and its inverse. For example
the coupling DQOX can be written as —2 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, {2 and their covariant derivatives, i.e.,

N2 ~
§ = _<27;z) Tp/dp+10'\/TthlbL/(FaDFu"'agaDQf") (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}, a, - - -. However, they are not
independent couplings.

To remove the total derivative terms from the gauge invariant couplings in (7)), we first
construct a vector Z% at order o/3/? from F,Q and their covariant derivatives with arbitrary
coefficients 21, z9, - - -. Then one is free to add the following total derivative term to ([{):

J = —o/sz/deU \/ — det GuD,I* (8)

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




One is also free to change the field variables ad]

A, — A, + P54,
X o XHP 45 XH (9)

where the tensors 0A, and 0 X* are all contractions of F, () and their covariant derivatives at
order a*/? with arbitrary coefficients 41, ys, - - -. If one replaces this field redefinition into the
leading order action (), it would produces the following couplings at order o/*:

K = _O/2Tp / dp+10 \/ — det Gab { - DaFab(;Ab - GaanbuaXMan +o (10)

where dots represent the terms which involve all higher orders of F' resulting from the linear
perturbation of the leading order action (Il) around (). If one uses the arbitrary parameters
in A, and dX* to remove all couplings in () which have D,F @ and G*Q,”, then there
would be no residual arbitrary parameters in §A4, and §X* to remove any couplings in () 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 D,F® or G®(),", one must ignore the dots
above.

If one adds J, K to the action (), they change only the coefficients of the gauge invariant
couplings af, al, - - -, 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 ay, as, - --. One can write the above equation as

AS+T+K = 0 (12)
where AS is the same as (7l) in which the coefficients of the gauge invariant couplings are
day,day, - - - where da; = a, —a;. If one solves the above equation, one would find some relations
between only day,das,---. 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 (I2)), one has to impose the Bianchi identity (Bl and the
identities corresponding to the derivative of the second fundamental form, to write (I2) 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
(@). In the resulting expression, then one has to replace the two 0X in which their spacetime

4One may also consider the change of variables at order a/'/? and consider the second perturbation of the

DBI action which also produces couplings at order o/2. However, such field redefinition would also produce
at the linear order, the couplings at order o’ which is in conflict with the fact that there is no world volume
couplings in the superstring theory at order o’. Hence, there should be no such field redefinition.
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index are contracted with each other, i.e., 9,X"0,X"1,,, by the pull-back metric (2). To
impose the Bianchi identity (Bl), we write the terms that have partial derivative of the gauge
field strength in terms of the gauge potential, e.g., 0,F,. = 0,0yA. — 0,0.A,. The resulting
terms have non-covariant expressions F', J0A, 000A, - - -, and 0X, 00X, 000X, - - -. The world-
volume indices are contracted with the inverse of the pull-back metric (2)) and the spacetime
indices are contracted with 7),,,. In other words, the equation (I2)) is written in the local frame in
terms of non-covariant but independent terms. The coefficients of the independent terms which
involves daq,das, -+, 21,22, **, Y1, Y2, - - -, must be zero. The solution of the resulting linear
algebraic equations, gives 21, 29, +, Zn, Y1, Y2, - - = Ym 10 terms of 2,11, Znao, s Yl Yma2s ©*
and daq, das, - - - in which we are not interested. The solution also gives some relations between
only day, das, - - - in which we are interested. The number of the latter relations gives the number
of independent couplings in (I2).

Since there can be any number of gauge field strength F, in the couplings at any order of
o/, there are infinite number of independent couplings at each order of o/. 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 D,F% and G*Q.",
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,{2 modulo the trace of 2, 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 X* is constant, i.e., {2 = 0, the independent couplings involve only the gauge field
strength [, and its partial derivatives. The above prescription can be used to find the indepen-
dent couplings in this case. In the case that X* is not constant, i.e., {) # 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 X* is constant. The second
set of couplings is the independent couplings which become zero when X* 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 /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=2?, 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 X*# is constant, they reduce to the independent couplings of only gauge field.



We begin with the couplings that have zero gauge field at order o’?. There are 4 couplings
involving QOO0 modulo the trace of ). Apart from this structure, the Lagrangian in (7)) has
one structure as

£ ~ DODO (13)

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

T ~ QDO (14)
The field redefinitions 6 A, has no structure at this level and 0 X* has one structure as
0XH ~ DD (15)

Using the package xAct, one can construct all possible contractions in (I4) and (I&). Then
we replace them in (I2)) and go to the local frame to write the equation (I2]) 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 Q2 as independent couplings, we have to remove
all independent structures that are reproduced also by QQ€QX), i.e., remove the terms that have
four and more fields. One finds the resulting linear algebraic equations have no solution that
involves only day, - - -, das. It means there is no independent couplings at zero gauge field except
the 4 couplings in QQQ€, i.e.,

2ma)? -
5 5 - 7;2” T, / @71y — det Giay |12, QP % Qg+ b2 0, Q210

+b3QabVQabM chuQCdu + b4QabM QabuchVQCdu] (16)

where we have chosen the coefficients of the 4 independent couplings to be by, - - -, by.

Next, we consider the couplings at the level of two gauge fields at order /2. There are

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

L' ~ DDFDDF+ DFDFQQ+ FDFQDQ + FFDQDS) (17)

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

T ~ FFQDQ+ FDFQQ+ DFDDF + FDDDF (18)
The field redefinitions d A, and 6 X* in ([I0) have 3 and 4 structures, respectively, as

0A, ~ QOQDF 4+ FQDQ + DDDF
0X" ~ QDFDF+ FDFDOQ+ FQDDF + FFDDS) (19)



Using the package xAct, one can construct all possible contractions in (I8) and (I9). Then
replacing them in (I2), going to the local frame to write the equation (I2)) 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 QQQQF F, one finds the resulting
linear algebraic equations has 4 solutions that involve only daq,---,dai1s. It means there are
4 independent couplings at four gauge field level on top of the 18 couplings in the structure
QOQOQOFF. One can set all of the coefficients in ([7l) 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 (I2)), the linear algebraic equations produces 4 relations
da; = day = daz = day = 0. For the wrong choices of the independent couplings, the algebraic
equations, would produces less than 4 relations between only da;. There are different ways
(schemes) to choose the 4 independent couplings. One can choose the 4 independent couplings
in the structure DFDFQX). The couplings in a particular scheme are the following:

21a’)? ~
( 5 6) T, / dPtroy/ —det Gy [aIDancDaFf’CdeQde“ + ay D F"DF,*Q, F Qe

+a3D*F" DyF, Q" Qge,, + aa D F*DUF,°Q, " Qe

+f Qae,qu fVQCEVQdfM Jrab poed + f2Qa equ fVchqufu Jrab poed
+ 130, Q. Qup FOF 4 £40,Q, Q7 Qup, P F
50,0 QT Qop FF 4 50, 0., Qs FCF®
+ 159, el/chqu fVQefu F,F 4 £ dch Q) quGfV F.e Jrab
+Fo Q0 C QT Qe PO + f10Q, ¥, €, Q7 Qg FLEF
+ 0 QM T Qe Fab P + fra Qe Q% Qg FLEF
+ f130 Qg Qe QT FOF 4 140, Q) Qe Q) FEF
+ F15Q0g LW 1, Q0 Fop ™ + f169Q00 Qg Qe QT FP F

‘l‘fl?Qb duchuQerQerFacFab + f18chuQCdMQerQEfVFabFab (20)

S O -

where we have chosen the coefficients of the 4 independent couplings to be aq, - - -, ay. We have
also included in above couplings the 18 independent couplings in the structure QQQOQF F with
coefficients fi,---, fis. Note that the above independent couplings become zero when X* is
constant which is consistent with the fact that there is no independent couplings of two gauge
fields at order 2.

We now consider the couplings that have four gauge fields at order /2. Apart from the
structure QOQOOQFFFF| the Lagrangian in () has 6 structures as

L' ~ DFDFDFDF+ FDFDFDDF+ FFDDFDDF
+FFDFDFQQ+ FFFDFQDQ + FFFFDQDS) (21)

There are 1124 gauge invariant couplings in these structures. The vector in the total derivative



(8) has 5 structures as

I ~ FDFDFDF+ FFDFDDF
+FFFDDDF + FFFFQDQ + FFFDFQQ (22)

The field redefinitions §A4, and §X* in ([I0) each has 5 structures as

0A, ~ DFDFDF+ FDFDDF + FFDDDF + QQFFDF + FFFQDS)
0X* ~ FFQDFDF + FFFDFDOQ+ QFFFDDF + FFFFDDQ + QQOQFFFF (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
day,---,0a1104. It means there are 68 independent couplings at four gauge field on top of the
independent couplings in QOQOQOQF FFF. We find that there are at least 4 independent couplings
in the structures in the first line of (2I]) and there are at most 64 independent couplings in the
structures in the second line of (2II). Since there are 4 independent couplings for only gauge
field at order a'?, we choose the 4 couplings in structure DFDFDF DF and 64 couplings in the
structures in the second line of (2I). The couplings in a particular scheme are the following:

2 AV ~
: 7;2 : Tp/ dp“O\/KG@.b [ClDanCD“FbCDdFefDdFef + Do P D F* Dy Fye DT Fy,

+c3Do F*D*F* D F.. D! Foy + c4 D F, " D*F** D Fys D°F.7 (24)
+d D F*DYF e F i, FIQ [ Qpep + do D F* Dy F* Fy, FIQ, F Qe
+d3 D F* D FI F " F oy, Qe + daD*F* D F F ) F, F Qs
+ds D F* Dy F“F,) F Q" Qe + dg D*F* D F,* F, FI'Q, M Qg
+d; D*F* D F,°FJ FQ Qe + ds D F* DU F F Fy 0, Qg
+dgD*F* D F F ' Fy o Q,F Qupy + dig DO F* D F Fo F QL Qup,
+dp D*F* D FY Fy F,"Q,Qupy + diy D F* DUF E M EQ FQay,
+digD*F*DYF F  FQ Qg+ dia DUFDUFT Fy F QM Qay,
+dis D F* Do F'F," FIQ, Qg + digD*F* Dy F,'F," FIQ M Qap,
+di7 D F* DA F F By Q" Qs + dig D*F* D P Ey FL QL " Q
+d1gD*F* D, F F  FQ " Qapy + dog D F* DyF, F ; F Q" Qs
+doy D*F*DyF“F I F M ,F ey + doo D*FDUF°F I F Q) F Qe
+dos D F* D F*F, ) F"Q Qe g + doy D F* Dy F“ F F O, Qg
+dys D*F*DyF*F FMQ " Qepyy 4 dog D*FDUFF, F QL Qe
+dpr D F* Do F° B F Q[ Qe + dos D*F* Dy F*F S F Q. Qe
+dpgD*F* D, F*F, F Q" Qepyy + dsg D F* Dy F* Fog F/"Q Qe
+d3 D*F* Dy F*Fyg F7"Q ' Qepyy + dsy D*F* Dy F* F, Fyp Q" Qe

S D —
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+ds D F*DUECF S FpQ MOy, + dsy DOF* D, F FY Fp QM Q,
+d3s D" F* DU F, F"Qu Qepy + dgg D F* D F“ F F Q0 Qe
+dgr D F* Do F Fye F7"Q H Qg + dss D F* Do B F, FI"Q F Qe
+dsgD*F* Dy F,"F*FI"Q F Qe + dag D*F* Dy Foe P FQ M Qe
+dn D*F*DFFEJE Q. Q4 dag D F DU P Eg By Q. Qe
+disDF*DYFF I FQ,  Qpy + daa DO F* Dy FAF, S Q, " Q
+dys D P DU EF B Q" Q4 dag D FP Dy F* Fog F7Q Qg
+dyr DO F* DU FC Fo By Q" Q g + dyg DUFY D, F© By QMO
+dag D F* Dy F, B FQ "y, + dso DO FY DU, F oy FooQ g, Q™
+dsy D*F** D F% Fypg FooQ 1, QM+ dsg DO F Dy F% Fy F Q2 4, QT
+ds3 D" F* D F F Fye Q1 Y + dsy D*F* Dy FL2F, g Q g, Q2
+d5s D*F* Dy Fy o Fye F 5, Q7 + dsg D*F* D F " F."FQ Qe
+ds D*F* D, F®EE Q" Qg 4 dsg DO FY DUFT Fy F2Q, Qi
+dsg D*F*D'F F," Fyy Q. Qg + deo D*F* D F F S FQ Qe
+de1 D" F* D F,* Fog FI"Q, Qg + da D F* D F,° F,/ Fp Q" Qe
+dgs D*QF DO FogFye F," Fyy, + dey D*F*D*QH Fo F Frp Qg + QQQQFFFF]

where we have chosen the coefficients of the 4 independent couplings to be ¢y, - -, ¢4, and the
64 couplings to be dy, - - -, dgs. Since the couplings in the structure QQOQOQF FFF involve eight
fields F’, € in which we are not interested in this paper, we did not write the dependent couplings
in this structure. Note that when € is zero, the above couplings reduces to the independent
couplings of four gauge field at order o/2.

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

L' ~ FFDFDFDFDF+ FFFDFDFDDF+ FFFFDDFDDF
+FFFFDFDFQQ+ FFFFFDFQDQ + FFFFFEFDQDS) (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 X* 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

Ly ~ FFDFDFDFDF+ FFFDFDFDDF + FFFFDDFDDF

There are 2836 gauge invariant couplings in these structures. The vector in the total derivative

9



(8) has 3 structures as

T ~ FFFDFDFDF+ FFFFDFDDF + FFFFFDDDF

The field redefinition 0 A, has 3 structures as

The derivatives are all partial derivatives. In this case, one needs only to impose the Bianchi
identity (B]) to find the corresponding independent structures in (I2). One finds the linear
algebraic equations have 64 solutions that involve only daq, - - -, dasgsgs. It means there are 64
independent couplings at six gauge fields when X* is constant. The couplings in a particular

0A, ~ FFDFDFDF + FFFDFDDF + FFFFDDDF

scheme are the following:

S

(27'('0/)2 p+1 ~ a be de 0 f hu
— 5T [ o = det Gy | e DDy D Fy. D"Fy Fyu P

+e2 D F*DyF*DyF/" D" F oy Fy Fop, + e3D*F* Dy F* Dy F/" D" Fy F F,
+es D F*DyF D FI" D Fpp Fyo Fyy + esD*F* Dy F D FI" D F U FL Fy,
+e¢D*F* Do F, "D F/" Dy Fop F," Fyy + €7 D*F* Dy F*“ DI F oy D" F{“ F Fo,
+es D" F* Dy F*DyFI/" D F, ¢ F,, Fop, + egD*F* D, F*“ D F DI F," F,, F.p,
+e1DF*D,F*DyF,/ D"F*F. Fup, + ey D*F* Dy F,"D°F,! D" F " Fy, F.,
+e1a D*F*DyF“DyF /" D Fyy Foo Foy + €13 D*F** Dy F* D F/" Dy F Fyp, Fe,
+e14 D F* Dy F* Dy FI" D F " Fop oy, + €15 D*F*°Dy F*“ Dy F,f Dy FM™ F, ), F,
+eigD"F*DyF,"D°F,/ D; F"™ F,,F,, + e17D*F** D, F* D F,/ D" F"F,, F.,
+es D" F*DyF,“D*F/ D"F" Fop, F.y + e19D*F* Dy F* D! FoyD"F " Fy F,
+e20 D F* Dy F*DyFI" D" Ft Fyp Fry + €1 D*F* Dy F*“ DI F " D Fy F, F,
+eg D F*DyF* D . FI"DyFp F " Fpy 4 €3 D*F*DyF,*D°F,f D" F " F,, Fy,
+eg D F* Dy FYDyF" DYy F By + €25 D*F* Dy F“DF.) D"F " F s Fy,,
+ey D F*DyF,"D°F.? D¢ F,"F Fy,,, + e2; D*F* Dy F,* D*F.Y D"F,; F," F},,,
+e D F* DyF* D F"DyF " F. ¢ Fiyy + €20 D*F* Do Fye Dy F"™ D FY
+e30 D F*DyF, "D F D FM™F, ¢ Fyyyy + 31 D*F* Dy F.*DyF,* DY F™ F,; Fy,,,
teg D F* D, FDyF,) DME“F, Fyyy + €33 D F* Dy FDyF,f D", F),
+e34 D F* D F* DI FyyD"F,"F; Fyy + €35 D“F*D,F,“"D*F,) D"F " F ; Fy,
+e36 D FDyF, "D F, ! D" " F 4 Fy,, + e3; D“F** D, F% DI Fy  D"F ' F ¢ Fy,
+e3s D FDyF“ D F," D! FyqF," Fiyyy + 39D F* Dy F*“ DI FyyD"F 4 F" F,,,
+eyD"F*D,F*DyF,/ D.F,"F"Fy, + en D°F*D,F,"D.F*/ D.F,"F " F},,
+eD*F*DyF,*D.F D F" F{* Fyy + €43D*F* DyF. D'F D F ' F* Fy,
+euD*F*D,F,' D F"D°F,/ F{* Fy, + es D*F*DyF*DyF,) D" F . F{“ Fy,,
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+e4g D' F* Dy F% D! Fyu D" Foo F* Fry + €7 D*F Do By ' D F D" Fyo Fy Fry
+ess D' F DyF, D F D" Fy F* Fyy + €49 D" F* Do F% DY Fyo D" Fy F Fy,
+es0D*F* Dy F DFY D Fyp Fy,, F™ + €51 D*F** D, F,"D°F,! D Fy Fy, ™™
+e5o D F*DyF, "D F. 7 D Fyo F F™ + 53D F*° D F% D Fy. DY Fy Fy F™
+e54D*F** D, F* D F.. D! FyyFy,, F™ + €55 D*F** D, F* D F" D! F," ... F},,
tese D D"F," Dy Dy Fyp, F.CF Fy F + e5,Dy D Fop, Dy Dy Fyy F°0 FeFed e
+ess D F* Dy F Dy FI" D" gy Fo Fiyyy + €50 D*F* Dy F, "D F" Dy F " Fp, Fy,
+eq D F*DyF, "D F D! F,* F ' Fy, + et D*F* DyF, *DyF,* D' F F{“ Fy,,
+eeaD F*DyF* DI F "D Fyy, Fy Foyy + €63 DyD"F," Dy D, Fop, F,°F F ) Fy,
+eg1 DDy Fry D F* Dy F, F FeFM + QOOOFFFFFF
+FFFFDFDFQQ + FFFFFDFQDQ + FFFFFFDQDQ] (28)

where ey, - - -, egq are some parameters. The couplings in the structures in the last line above
and in the structure QQOQQFFFFFF involve more than six gauge field and/or the second
fundamental form in which we are not interested in this paper. When 2 is zero, the above
couplings reduces to the independent couplings of four gauge field at order o?. Hence, the
derivatives in the above independent couplings are now covariant derivatives.

The parameters of the independent couplings in (I6]), [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

1
a1:§,a2:a3:a4:—2; 61:0, b2:2, 63:—2, b4:O;
1 1 1
01:§70221703:—§7C4:—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 (I0]), (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 M9 =
M® x SM_ The manifold M1 has coordinates z# = (2, y) where z” is the coordinates of
the manifold M®), and y is the coordinate of the circle ™. The world volume action has two
reductions on the circle. When the D,-brane is along the circle, i.e., a = (a,y), the reduction
is called S, and when the D,-brane is orthogonal to the circle, i.e., a = a, the reduction is
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called Sf). These two actions are not identical. However, the transformation of S;’ under the
following T-duality transformations

A, — XY,
A& — A&,
XE X (30)

which is called S¥7), should be the same as S!_;, up to some total derivative terms and field

redefinitions in the base space, i.e.,
AS+T+K = 0 (31)

where AS = Syt — Si_,, the total derivative term J and the field redefinition contributions

are
J = a”T, /d”a /—det §.; D5 Z° (32)
K = o?T,, / dPo /= det g; [ — DaF™5 Ay — Q05X s — G5 X gy + - -

where Z% is a vector which is made of the base space fields F, Q% dX¥ and their covariant
derivatives at order o/*/? with coefficients ji,jo,---. 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 D,_;-brane, i.e.,

Jay = 0aX"OpX "0z (33)

and dots in K represent the terms which involve all higher orders of F' and dXV which are
resulted from inserting in the world volume reduction of (II), the following field redefinitions:

A@ — A@+a’3/25A,~1,
XF = X4 aPsXE
XY = XV 425XV (34)

and using integration by part. The coefficients of the gauge invariant terms in § Az, X#, XY
at order o/*/? are ky, ko, - --. Unlike in K, the dots in K can not be ignored because they have
contribution with some fixed parameters in some of the structures in the constraint ([31I), i.e.,
if one ignores them, then one would find the world volume actions (I6]), ([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 = (a,y) and p = (ji,y). Using the fact that the second
fundamental form is zero when p 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:

éaé = gﬁé i
Q&?)ﬁ - Qagu
Daggéﬂ - ﬁ&@géﬂ
Fy = Iy
F&y - Fay
Fyfz = }jyfz
DaFy; = Daly;
DaFI;y — D&ng
D@Fyl; = D&Fyl;
DiDyFyy = DaDjFy
DaDyFey = 1:)&1:)5F5y
D;D;Fye = DiDiFy: (35)

where Q ” = D, O X#, and the covariant derivatives on the right-hand side are made of the
pull- back metrlc (BZ{I)

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

Gy — Gap + 0aXY0; XY
O — Q= 0: XV X,
1

R —
1— 0:Xvoe XY

@b = Qaéy(l —_ aéXyaéXy)
D = Da — XYY + Q)
Dat — Dafl? — 0OXV(Q 005 + QY Q4Y)
Fayp — Iy
DiFy; = DaFys+ 0"XY(Fgfy — Fase)
DaD;F.; — DaDpF.;— °XY(DeFogQ.:Y — DpFrQad + DpFee, ) (36)

where, for the simplicity in writing, on the right-hand side of the transverse reductions of D2
and DDF', we have not written the results completely in terms of the base space tensors Q) and
D. One can easily replace them from the reductions of Q 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.,

Qi 0: X" = 0 (37)
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and the reductions satisfies the Bianchi identity (). Note that the gauge field in the base space
satisfies its corresponding Bianchi identity

0y =0 (38)

Note also that there is no relation corresponding to (@) for u, v = y. Hence, one can not remove
the term 0; XY from the independent covariant couplings in the base space.

Using the reductions (B5) and (36), one can calculate AS in BI). 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 (B8)) and the identities corresponding to the second fundamental forms must be
imposed into it. Asin 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
([B3). 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 9; X* in
which their spacetime index are contracted with each other, i.e., 9; X*9; X1, 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 Fi;, ;05 Az, - -+, 0aXF,0;0; X", -+ and 9, XY, 0;0; XY, ---. 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 (B2) and the parameters
in the field redefinitions (B4]), 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 ji,ja, -+, jn,, k1, k2, -+, ky, in terms of
the parameters of the effective action and Jnj+1s Jnj+25 % Knyy1, Knyy2, - -+ in which we are not
interested.

Since the T-duality constraint (3I]) at order o’ involve all orders of fields Fi;, 0; XY, it
relates the coefficients of all infinite number of independent couplings at order o/?2. However,
to solve this constraint one has to truncate the independent couplings in the effective action
to a fixed number of F, 2. In the previous section we have found the couplings up to six F| 2.
To find the parameters of these truncated couplings, one has to truncate also the independent
structures in (BI]). If one considers an action at a given order of o/, and at the level of m fields
F,Q, then the independent structures in the constraint (BI]) 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, (), i.e., the couplings with coefficients aq, as, az, as, by, ba, b3, by, 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:

7 ~ DDODXYDXYDXY+QYDOYDXYDXY + QUQYQYD XY
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+FDDDFDXYDXY+ DDFDFDXYDXY + FDDFQYDXY
+DFDFOYDXY + FFQYDQY + FDFQYQY + FDFDQYD XY
+FFDDQYDXY + DXYDXYQF DO + DXYQUQF QY (39)
For the field redefinitions, we consider the following structures:
XY ~ FFDDOQY + FDDDFDXY+ FDFDQY
+FDDFQY + DEFDDFDXY + DFDFQY
+DDQWDXYDXY + QVDOYDXY + QVQYQY
0A* ~ DDDFDXYDXY+ DDQWDXYF +QYDXYDDF
+DQOYDXYDF + QYDQOVF + QVQYDF
56X ~ DDQFDXYDXY+ QYDQOFDXY + QP DO DXY + QFQUQY (40)
Note that all~terms in the reduction AS in the constraint 1) involve, among other things,
0XY and/or Y. 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 (B9) and
(@0). Then replacing them in (3Il), going to the local frame to write the equation (BII) 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:

a as — a 3 a as — as +a a
Cl—>zl 316 4, CQ—>—§CL3+Z4, C3—>¥, C4—>53,
1
bg — —Qy —+ 2()1, bg — a2 1_ 4 — bl, b4 — 1(40,1 + a9 — le) (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, 2. So for studying the constraint (31]) at level of six F, {2, we consider the
parameters (29)) for the four F,Q couplings.

We have found the independent couplings at the level of six F, () in the previous section,
i.e., the couplings with coefficients f1, fo, -, fis, d1,do, -, dgs and ey, e, -+, egq4. To find the
T-duality constraint on these couplings, we consider the following structures for the vector of
the total derivative terms:

T ~ DDOVWDXYDXYDXYDXYDXY+ DQUOWDXYDXYDXYDXY
+QVOWDXYDXYDXY + FDDDFDXYDXYDXYDXY
+FFDDOWDXYDXYDXY+ DDFDFDXYDXYDXYDXY
+FDDFQYDXYDXYDXY + FDFDOYDXYDXYDXY
+FFQYDOYDXYDXY + DEDFQYDXYDXYDXY
+FDFQYQYDXYDXY + FFQYQYQYDXY
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+FFFDDDFDXYDXY 4+ FFFFDDQYDXY
+FFDDFDFDXYDXY + FFFDDFQ'DX"Y
+FDFDFDFDXYDXY 4+ FFDFDFQYDXY
+FFFFQOYDQOY + FFFFDEDOYDXY

+FDFQPQ"DXYDXY + FFQMPQYD XY (42)

For the field redefinitions, we consider the following structures:

0XY ~ DDOWDXYDXYDXYDXY+ QUDOYDXYDXYDXY + QVQYQYDXYDXY

SA

OXH

Y

~

+DDOVWFFFF + FFFDDDFDXY + DQYFFFDF
+FFDFDDFDXY + O FFEFDDF +QVFFDFDF
+FDFDFDFDXY + DDOWDXYDXYFF + FDDDFDXYDXYDXV
+QYDOYDXYFF + DQYDXYDXYFDF + DEDDFDXYDXYDXY
+QWEFDDFDXYDXY + QVOYQYFF + QYOYFDFDXY
+QYDFDFDXYDXY 4+ QFDO’DXYDXYDXY + QVQ*O’DXYDXY
+FFO" DO’ DXY + VO DFDFDXY + QY FDFQM)”
FFDDDFDXYDXY+ FFFDDOYDXY

+FDFDDFDXYDXY + FFDDFQYDXY + FFFQYDQY
+FFDFDOWDXY + DFDFDFDXYDXY + FDFDFQYDXY
+FFDFQQY + DDDFDXYDXYDXYDXY + FDDQYDXYDXYDXY
+DDFQYDXYDXYDXY + DEDQYDXYDXYDXY + FQ'DQWDXYDXY
+DFQYOYDXYDXY + FQYQYQYDXY + FOPDO’DXYDXVY
DDO*DXYDXYDXYDXY + DMWY DXYDXYDXY
+QPDQOYDXYDXYDXY + QRO DXYDXY + DDOFDXYDXYFF
+DQOFYDXYFF + DOQFDXYDXYFDF + Q"DQWDXYFF
+QFDXYDXYFDDF + Q"OYQYFF + Q" DXYDXYDFDF
+OPQYDXYFDE + QFOPOYDXYD XY (43)

Using the package xAct, one can construct all possible contractions in ([@2) and (43]). Then
replacing them in (31]), using the parameters (29) for the four F, Q2 couplings, going to the local
frame to write the equation (3I)) 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:

) 17

1
d2—> Z(8+6d1_d16>’ d3—> 5—2d1, d4—>—z—d1—d16, d5—>1—4d1,
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3
d¢ —» —1—dy, d;y— =8, dg— §—|—2d1, dy = —4, dyg — —1 —4dy,
d11 — 1+ 4d1, d12 — 4, d13 — 1+ 4d1, d14 — —1- 4d1, d15 — —1,

1 2—d
d17—> 1—|—4d1, d18—> —5 —2d1, d19—> 1+2d1, d20—> 16

4 )
27 3
d21 — —1+ 4d1 + 2d16, d22 — ? + 6d1 — 5d16, d23 — —5 — le,

d24 — 7+ 4d1, d25 — 13+ 8d1 — 2d16, d26 — —8, d27 — =21 — 12d1 + 4d16,
3
dgg — =7 — 4d1 + 2d16, d29 — 5 + 2d1, dgo — 2(6 + 6d1 — d16),

dgl — —4(1 + dl), d32 — 2(—2 + dlﬁ), d33 — 1, d34 —1-— 4d1,
1 17 d
d35 — —13 — 4d1 + 4d16, d36 — 5 — 6d1 — d16, d37 — Z + 6d1 — g,
d
d38—>—9—20d1, d39—>4—|—12d1, d40—>2+4d1—¥,

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

3
d45—>0, d46—>—4—8d1, d47—>0, d48—>2—|—4d1, d4g—>—§,
5 5 3 5 3 5
d50—>—1—d1, ds1 — §+§d1, d52—>—1—6—1d1> d53—>—§,
5 d
d54—> Z+dl’ d55—>—51, d56—> 1, d57—>0, d58—)5—|—4d1,

1
d59 — —6 — 4d1 + 2d16, d61 — —5 — 2d1 - d16 + d607 d62 — _17
dez — =2+ dis, des — 0,

1 3
er = 76 (=T +4di + 2dis + 2deo), €2 = o1+ ddy — 2di + 2deo),

e5 = %(7 — ddy — 2drg — 2dgo), es — —dy + %(—3 +dig),

es — %(—7 + 4dy + 2di6 + 2dgo), €6 — 11—6(19 + 12d; — 14d16 + 6dgp),

er =0, eg—0, eg— %(—13 + —4d; + 8d16 — 2dgp),

€10 = %(—7 +ddy + 2dis + 2go), €11 — 2—2+ du),

e1a > —2+dyg, ez —0, ey — %(—67 — 12d; + 38d16 — 6dgp), €15 — 0,
e1g — di + i(—23 + 10d16 + 2dgo), €17 — %(—15 + 4d; + 6d16 + 2dg),

ers = —6(=2 + dho), 19— 3(~9 — Ady + sy — 2d),

€20 — %(1 + 4dy — 2d16 + 2dgo), €91 — 2(—2 + dip),
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1
€99 —> 5(17 —+ 4d1 — 2d16 + 2d60), €93 — 2(—2 + d16)7 €24 — O,
1 1
€95 — 5(15 — 4d1 — 6d16 — 2d60), €26 — g(—49 - 4d1 + 10d16 - 2d60)>

1
o7 —» 6 — d16, €28 — 2(—2 + dlﬁ), €29 — @(1 + 4d1 — 2d16 + 2d60>,

1 1
es30 — §(9 + 4dy — 6di + 2dgo), €31 — 1_6(1 + 4dy — 2d16 + 2deo),

€32 — % +2dy — dig + deo, €33 — %(—11 +20d; — 2d16 + 10dgp),

N %(15 — ddy — Gdig — 2dgo), €35 — %(—2 + dig),

€36 — Z +dy —dig + %, €37 — 11—6(33 + 4dy — 18d46 + 2dg0),

es — %(—17 — ddy + 10dyg — 2dgo), €30 — %(—33 — ddy + 18dyg — 2dgo),
e = —2+dig, € — %(—149 — 20d, + 34dy5 — 10dep),

e — di + %(41 — 10dy6 + 2dgo), €43 — %(—1 — 4dy + 2dy16 — 2dgp),

ea — é(&% +12dy — 14dsg + 6dgy),  es5 — %(—63 + 4d; + 30dy6 + 2dgo),
e5 — %(15 _ ddy — 6dyg — 2dg0), e4r — %(51 +12dy — 14dyg + Gdgy),

eas — i(—33 — 4dy + 6d1g — 2dg0), e — 3—12(—51 — 12d, + 14dys — 6dgp),
eso =0, es51 — —=, es0— 0, es3 — 1, esy — 0,

2’ 8
ess — 0, es6 — —2+dig, es7 — —2+dis, es3 — 0, es9 =0,

ego — %(—1 — 4dy + 2dy6 — 2dgo), €61 — %(51 + 12dy — 14d46 + 6dg),
€62 — —% — 2dy + dig — dgo, €63 — 1 — %, ees — 0,

fi = —4+3dy, fo— %(7+4d1 — dig),

fs — 2(9 + 4dy — 6dyg + 2dgo), f1— i(l + 4dy + 2dy6 + 2dg),

fs = 4(—2+d), fo—2, fr—=0, fs— =2, fo—8—2ds,

1
fio = —2, f11—>§, fi2 = =2, fis = —2+4+dis, fia —6,

1
f15—>—§, fie = =1, fir = -1, figs—0. (44)

where the parameters, di, dig, dgo remain unfixed. We have also imposed the T-duality con-
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straint (B1) in the static gauge [23] and found exactly the same result.

To check the above result, we compare them with the correction at order a/? to the Born-
Infeld action that has been found by Wyllard by the boundary state method [I§]. This correc-
tion which involves all levels of the gauge field strength is the following;:

ona’)’ 1
51(32} — _Tp dp-l-lo. /— det hab[l + %(_hdahbchfehuzseuabszfcd + §hfehuz5«eu5«zf)] (45)

where

Seuab = a681LF’tzl) + 2h6daeF[a|08u|Fb}d
Seu = habSeuab

and h® is inverse of hy. 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 KC, i.e., the dots in (I0) should not be ignored. It has been verified in [I§] 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:

1
dl = Z’ dlﬁ = 4, d@o =-1 (47)

To perform this calculation, we insert the six gauge field coupling of (45) on the right hand
side of (1), and the six independent gauge field couplings of (28) with the parameters (44]) on
the left hand side of (II). Then after imposing the Bianchi identity, one finds for some total
derivative terms in J and field redefinitions in C, 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, Q) that are fixed by the T-duality constraint (BI]) are consistent with the couplings
involving F' that are fixed by the boundary state method. Note that, neither the couplings in
the action (@) nor the independent couplings in our scheme, include terms that have D,F.
However, since the total derivative terms include terms that have D,F°, in the comparison
(II), one must include the field redefinition A.

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:

11 1 5
d2—>§, ds — 2, d4—>—§, ds — 0, d6—>—1,
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d7 — —8, dg — 2, dg — —4, d10 — —2, dll — 2,

dlg — 4, dlg — 2, d14 — —2, d15 — —1, d17 — 2,

3 1
dig = =1 dig — o dyy — 5 do1 — 8, dy — —5,

d23 — —2, d24 — 8, d25 — 7, d26 — —8, d27 — —8,
dgg — 0, dgg — 2, dgo — 7, dgl — —5, d32 — 4,
15

dss =1, dsq =0, dss =2, dsg— —5, d37—>Z,

dgg — —14, dgg — 7, d40 — 1, dy — 6, dyo — 6,
d43 — 6, d44 — 0, d45 — O, d46 — —6, d47 — O,

3 3 1
dag — 3, d49—>—§, d50—>—§7 dsi — 1, dsy — o
5 3 1
d53—>—§, d54—>§> dss — s ds¢ — 1, ds7 — 0,

dss — 6, dsg — 1, dgg — —6, dgo — —1, dgz — 2, dgs — 0,
ep >0, eg——3, e3s—0, eg—1, es—0,

66—)—2, 67—)0, 68—>O, 69—)5, 610-)0,

el =4, enn—2, e3—0, ey — 11, ez —0,

elg =4, eir—1, eg——12, e —4, ey — —1,

€1 =4, ey — 1, ey3—4, ey — 0, eg5 = —1,

eo6 = —1, e =2, e —4, ey — — ez — —2,

16’
1
€31 — _5’ ez — —4, e33 — —3, ey — —1, ez — 1,

5
€36 —> —3, e3r — o ez —> 3, €39 — D, €492,

eq1 = —1, e —0, ey —1, ey —3, ey5—T,

1 1
€46 — o esr — —1, ess = —2, ey — 1 eso — 0,

es1 — —%, es0 — 0, es3 — %, esqy — 0, es5 — 0,
es6 — 2, esr =2, essg >0, es0—>0, eg— 1,
egr — —1, egp — 4, eg3— —1, eg — 0,

Ji—=8 fa—=2, fs——4, fi—2,

f5_>87 f6_>27 f7_>07 f8_>_27 f9_>07

1
fio = —2, f11—>§, fi2 = =2, fis—2, fia—6,

1
f15—>—§7 fie =+ =1, fir = -1, fig—0. (48)

The independent couplings at order o’? in the previous section with the parameters (29) and
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(4]) 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 o/? and at all levels of F,
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.,

—— (27a’)’ 1
SP ) _TP dp+10. det hab[l + %(_hdahbchfehuzseuabSchd + §h'feh'uzseu52f)] (49)
where

Seuab = D.D,Fy + 2thDeF[a\cDu|Fb]d
Seu = h'abSeuab

h'ab GNab + Fab (5())

and A% is inverse of hyp.

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 2 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 (B1]), to find the unknown coefficients. We have done this
calculation and found the following couplings for 20 and QOQOQOQFF":

2 N2 ~
s 5 ( 7;%) T, / dp+1a\/TtGab[29acHQabmdeQm — 20,7 Qe 2,

+9Qa6“Qb fVchquf,uFabFCd - SQaeququcedequabFCd
+30, 0, 0, Qupy FF 4 80,0, 0,7 Qg PP

d ev ¢ ma d ev cma
+30, 7,0, Qe FE P — 50, "0, Q7 Qop FAF™

—109,.42,°, Q" Qup, FPF — 30, 7Q,¢,Q, 7 Qe FAF

1 e C v a v € C a
+59.%.9 WO Qo Fa F — QH Q077 0% Qg FLEFY
200, Qg Qe QF  FPF 4+ 50, MO Qe Q) FLEF

1 v C e a 1 ejv a C
—524"Q W Qe QT Fop F® — 5" Dot Qe 0 fv prab pred

1
_§Qb duchuQEfVQefyFacFab (51>
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Note that the QQQQ 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 Df):

Sp

(2ma/

)2 ~ 1 a be e, a 1be e
s Ty [ o= det(Ga) [ZDanCD FY00, Q% 4+ DOFY* DA, eQ), M Qe

—2D*F* Dy F, Q0+ Qgepy — 5D F* DUF,Q, Qe

3
—DF*DF Fp, FIQ, Qe + 5D“FbcDaFdeththde“ch
1

—D*F*DFI M F Qg — 5D“FbCDdFefFahFthbe“chu
—2D*F*DyF*F, F"Q, " Qep, — 16D F*DF,°F S F " Q) F Qe
+5D F* D B Q  Qap + ADF DA FEMEQ P Qs
—6D*F*DF F, ", Qg — 2D F* DR Fy O, Qs
—ADF*DFIF," FpeQ, ' Qapy + 6D F* D F Fo B QM Qap,,

+2D F* D F Fou F,"Q, " Qqpy + 6D F* Do FyF," FIQ, M Qay,
5
+AD*F*DyF,"F,"FQ, " Qpy — §D“FbcDandFefFefQC PR Qi
+3D*F*DyF A FIQ, " Oy + 10D F* Dy F*FE T F QL Qe
—~TD*F*D!F F F Q" Qg + 3D F* D, F@F F QL Q0
+10D*F* Dy F* F F"Q, M Qepy + AD*F* Dy F*“ F,/FQ, Qe
—2D“F* D, F*F,) F'Q Qe — 2D F* Dy F*F ) FQ Qe
—11D*F*D, F*“F,  F Q' Qepyy + 6D F* Dy F“ Foy FI'Q Qe
—2D"F* Do F* Fyg FI"Q, M Qopyy — 2D F* D F F FipQ, Qe
+2DF* D F F,JF Q" Qeny — 5D F* Do F© F FQ Qe
+AD F* Do F* Fy F"Q M Qe — 14D F* Dy F, FIQ Qo
+6D*F* DyF, F, FI"Q " Qepy + 3D F Dy Fo o P FI"Q Qe
+6D*F*DEFIF Q. Qi + 6D F*DUFF I FQ, Qi
—AD*F* D EF g F. Q. " Qppy + ADF" Dy F“ Fy g FLI Q" Q g,
+12D°F*DUECF, F,/ Q. ", — 10D F* D, F® Ry F/ QM0
5
—4DF* Dy F, . F) F4Q Q.. + 5D”FbchFbeFacheQ PO
11 11
—ZD“FbCDaFderdFCEQ sS4 §D“FbcDaFdercheQ a2
5
+2D*F* D F,  F, FyeQ gy, Q2 — §D“FbcDbFacheFdeQ Frp
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3
+ZD“FbCDbFacheFdeQ s — 6D F* D, F A E FIQ

+8DF* D, F*F Q" + 2D F* D P F W FPQ, Qe
—10D*F* D FF, FypQ,. Qg + D F*DFF E Q" Qo
—8D*F*DF, Fog F"Q, Qg + 8D F* D,/ FLy Q" Qe

+2D°Q" DO FyFy F," Fy, — AD*F* D'/ “FabFeththdu] (52)

One may extend the above calculations to find the covariant couplings involving €2 at the higher
levels of gauge fields that are correspond to the action ([@9). It then rises the question that
is it possible to find a compact expression for the covariant couplings involving €2 in terms of
h as in ([@9)? We have checked that the couplings in (5Il) can not be written in terms of
QQOQQhhRh. 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 Q20 and
QOQOOFF 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 D) which are scheme dependent.

5 Conclusion

In this paper we have found the independent world volume couplings at order o/ involving four
and six F, ) 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 D,-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 [I8]. 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 [I8].

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,€) that are consistent with
these couplings under the T-duality, i.e., (1)) and (52). We could not succeed to extend them
to all levels of F'. The independent couplings (5II) and (52) are in the particular scheme that
we have considered in the section 2. That may be the reason the covariant couplings (5II) and
(52) could not be written in a closed form in terms of A% 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 €, in terms of h%. That is, one should consider all gauge invariant
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couplings involving DF, € and their covariant derivatives at order a/?

2
5= ‘(27;? T, [ &0 /= dethy £'(DF,---,9,DQ,- ) (53)

where the spacetime index of ) is contracted with the spacetime metric 7, and the world
volume indices are contracted with h®. Then one adds to this action the total derivative terms
and field redefinitions

J = —d*T, / d"*'o D, [\/—det habza] (54)
K = —a?T, [ &' /—dethy [ — %(h“b — WD, 6 A, + %(h“b + R*)0, X Dyd X 1y

In this case, one has to use the identity (@) to write the field redefinition terms produced by
the last terms above, in terms of 2. Doing the same steps as in section 2, one can find the
independent couplings in terms of h%. Then one may expand them and impose the T-duality
constraint (BI) to find the parameters of the independent couplings. It would be interesting
to find these covariant couplings in terms of h?%, if they exist. We have done this calculation
for the covariant couplings at order o’ 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
he. It is in accord with the observation that in the bosonic string theory, the world volume
gravity couplings on the D,-brane in the presence of constant B-field, in terms of inverse of
hap = Gap + Bap + Flpy can not be written in a covariant form at order o [29].

The D,-brane action in type II superstring theory has also the Wess-Zumino coupling that
at the lowest order of o involves the R-R potential and Fy, [30]. The o’ corrections to this
action involving only F' and its covariant derivatives, have been found in [I8]. The corrections
that involve only  have been found in [28]. It would be interesting to use the T-duality
constraint to find the correction that involve F, ) and their covariant derivatives at order a/?,
as we have done in this paper for the DBI action.

We have used the field redefinitions to remove the couplings that have D,F% or G%Q,;".
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 D,-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 o in [31] and in the superstring theories at order o/ in [28]. Similarly, the
couplings involving D,F% 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 D,B% from the world volume effective action of the D,-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 D,B% 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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