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Abstract

The tree-level string effective action reduced from D to D−d dimensions possesses a continuous
O(d, d) symmetry, closely related to T-duality. A necessary condition for a higher derivative
correction to preserve this symmetry is that certain O(d, d) violating terms which appear in
the dimensional reduction have to cancel out. We use this idea to complete the quartic Rie-
mann correction with all terms involving five NS-NS sector fields. The resulting Lagrangian is
considerably simpler than expressions that have previously appeared in the literature.
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1 Introduction

The first correction to the tree-level effective action for the type II string has been known for a
long time to involve a quartic Riemann invariant at order α′3. More explicitly it takes the form
[1, 2, 3]

ζ(3)α′3

211

∫

dDx
√
−g e−2ΦL , L =

1

4!
t8t8R

4 + . . . (1.1)

In fact, a similar correction appears also for the heterotic string [4, 5] and the bosonic string
[6] (D denotes the critical dimension). This R4-term is known to be accompanied by a large
number of terms, but the full expression is not known. Here we confine ourselves to the NS-NS
sector only. In that case we know from four-point string scattering amplitude calculations that
the Riemann tensor should actually be replaced by the torsionful Riemann tensor1

Rab
cd = Rab

S cd − (∇H)abcd , (1.2)

1This is the Riemann tensor computed from the torsionful spin connection ω(−) = ω− 1
2
H (it is related to the

one compute from ω(+) = ω + 1
2
H by sending H → −H or, equivalently, exchanging the first two and last two

indices).
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where

Rab
S cd = Rab

S cd +
1

2
H [a

ceH
b]e

d , (1.3)

is symmetric under exchanging the first two and the last two indices, while

(∇H)abcd = ∇[aHb]
cd (1.4)

is anti-symmetric. Furthermore, it is known from five-point amplitude calculations that there
is also a ε8ε8R4 term, as well as certain H2R3 terms [7]. Terms involving the derivative of
the dilaton and terms quartic in the B-field have so far not been computed from amplitudes.
In principle one could simply continue and compute all the remaining terms from scattering
amplitudes. This would however be very involved for two reasons – (1) one would have to go
up to the eight-point amplitude (to get the H8 terms) and (2) one has to match this to a field
theory calculation involving an ansatz with an enormous number of terms. This approach does
not seem very practical. Another possible approach is to try to use supersymmetry to find the
remaining terms. We will not follow this approach here, instead we refer to [8] for a recent
review of the state of the art. A third possible approach is to try to use duality symmetries to
fix the remaining terms. This is the approach we will take here.

The most straightforward way to do this is to take the most general ansatz for the D-
dimensional action, reduce it on S1, and require the result to be invariant under T-duality. This
calculation has been carried out by Garousi in a series of papers. Due to the ansatz involving
of the order of 1000 terms [9] the calculation was done using symbolic software. He found that
the full NS-NS sector Lagrangian is uniquely fixed by the requirement of T-duality [10]. While
this result is very nice, there is one serious drawback – the resulting Lagrangian contains over
400 terms! While it turns out to be possible to use the previously known structures to simplify
the result [11, 12], the Lagrangian is still too unwieldy, involving just under 200 terms. There
is good reason to think that the result can be cast in a much better form, but it is very hard to
find the right form without some additional hints for what structures should appear. For this
reason we will follow a different approach, where it is easier to recognize which structures must
appear along the way.

We will use the fact that the tree-level string effective action reduced to D − d dimensions
has a continuous O(d, d) symmetry [13, 14, 15]. This symmetry is closely related to T-duality.
The presence of this symmetry in the reduced theory gives very strong constraints on the form
of the unreduced theory. However, carrying out the full dimensional reduction and imposing the
O(d, d) symmetry is even more complicated (for general d) than requiring T-duality of the S1

reduction. But there is a way to simplify the calculations, which was introduced in [16].2 The
idea is to implement only a necessary condition for O(d, d) symmetry. We consider only the
terms quadratic in the KK vectors that arise in the dimensional reduction, with no dependence
on the scalars (except the dilaton). Dimensional reduction of the NS-NS sector fields gives
rise to two vector fields, one coming from the metric and one from the B-field. Taking their
sum and difference we have the two fields Aa

c′ and Âb
d′ , where unprimed/primed indices are

external/internal. Since any internal indices must be contracted in the effective action there are
three possible contractions of these that can appear in the reduced action: Aa ·Ab, Âa · Âb and
Aa ·Âb (actually, due to gauge invariance their fields strengths appear instead of A and Â). Now,
the point is that the KK vectors combine to a single O(d, d) vector, with respect to the internal

2Other approaches to simplifying the use of duality symmetries to constrain higher derivative corrections
include [17] and [18, 19]. These have so far only been applied at the first order in α′. Other works, e.g. [20, 21, 22],
have considered a “cosmological reduction” to one dimension, but in that case the constraints are not strong enough
to fix all terms in the action. Finally, approaches which attempt to make the duality symmetries manifest from
the beginning appear to fail at order α′3 [23].
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index, but there are only two quadratic O(d, d) invariants: the contraction with the constant
O(d, d) invariant metric and the contraction with the so-called generalized metric. One finds
that the contractions Aa · Ab and Âa · Âb respect the O(d, d) symmetry, while Aa · Âb violates
it. Therefore a necessary condition for O(d, d) invariance of the reduced action is that all terms
proportional to Aa · Âb cancel out. This condition turns out to be extremely strong. It fixes the
form of the correction essentially completely.3

In [16] this condition was used to complete the R4 terms up to fifth order in fields, up to
dilaton terms. The H2R3 terms were shown to agree with amplitude calculations [7]. They also
agree with the results of Garousi [12]. Here we revisit this calculation in order to (1) include
also the dilaton terms (2) determine a better form for the H4R terms, whose form in [16], while
simpler than the expressions found by Garousi, did not have a particularly natural form. Taking
into account a similar calculation at order α′2 [24], we are able to reduce the H4R terms by
almost a factor of two compared to [16], as well as find a natural structure for at least some of
these terms. The result is a complete form for the completion of R4 up to fifth order in NS-NS
fields, which is by far the simplest form known to date. Ultimately this result should of course be
completed to include the higher order terms, which have the form H4R2, H6R and H8, either by
the same approach or by comparing to the all order results of Garousi. Both approaches involve
long calculations, but the latter may easily be done with the aid of a computer. However, there
is good reason to expect that these higher order terms will not be too complicated as there are
not as many terms with these structures and also given the result at α′2 in [24], where most of
the higher order terms could be removed (see also the results of [12]). Finally, the RR fields also
need to be included to have the complete correction in the case of the type II string, for some
progress in this direction see [25].

Some words of clarification are in order here. Firstly, note that we are not trying to prove
the full O(d, d) invariance of the reduced action. This was already (indirectly) proven by Sen
in [15]. Instead, we are imposing only a necessary condition for O(d, d).4 Another important
point concerns the uniqueness of the result. As already mentioned the result is not unique

since certain dilaton terms, e.g. ((∇(+)
a ∂bΦ)

2)2, can be added without affecting the results.
Besides these terms, which involve only the dilaton and its derivatives, no other non-uniqueness
is encountered in the calculations. But we did not prove that there is no other source of non-
uniqueness, since this would involve lengthy calculations (and anyway seems very unlikely).
Instead we rely on the results of Garousi mentioned above, which show that there is a unique
Lagrangian compatible with the O(1, 1) symmetry of the circle reduction. The only thing that
remains to do is then to match our H4R terms to those of Garousi (all other terms already
match), which would be straightforward with the aid of a computer. There is very little doubt
that the two will match (up to field redefinitions). Indeed, at order α′2 the two results match
perfectly, as shown in [24]. The point of the present paper is not so much to rederive the results
of Garousi in a different way, but rather to find a more suitable form for those results.

The calculations in this paper are essentially straightforward, but in places very long due to
a large number of integrations by parts and use of Bianchi identities needed. We give a lot of
detail for most steps of the calculation in the bulk of the paper. However, most readers will be
mainly interested in the end result and for this reason we summarize it here.

3Terms involving only the derivative of the dilaton turn out not to be fixed. Such terms are not expected and
indeed they are known not to be present for the correction in question.

4Using our results it would be straightforward (but very tedious) to prove directly the full O(d, d) invariance.
To do this one of course has to carry out the full dimensional reduction, without truncating the scalars. The
argument at the beginning of section 4 of [16] shows that this is guaranteed to work.
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1.1 Summary of results

For ease of presentation we have divided the Lagrangian into seven pieces

L = L1 + L2 + L3 + L4 + L5 + L6 + L7 , (1.5)

where

L1 =
1

4!
t8t8R4 − 1

2(3!)
t8t8H

2R3 +
1

2
t̃8t̃8H

2(∇H)2R+
1

4(4!)
(ε8ε8)

′R4

+
1

2(3!)3
(ε9ε9)

′H2R3 − 1

2(3!)2
H2(ε6ε6)

′R3 +
1

2(3!)3
(ε9ε9)

′[H2]R3

− 1

2(3!)2
(ε9ε9)

′[H2](∇H)2R+ 2ε4H
2ε4R2R− 4ε4H

2ε4(∇H)2R ,

(1.6)

contains the terms with (more or less) familiar structures. In particular it contains the quartic
Riemann terms and all H2R3 terms. With the exception of the H2(ε6ε6)

′R3 term these are the
same as in [16], but written more compactly, and they match with amplitude calculations as
verified there. The former term was not visible in those calculations due to neglecting dilaton
terms (related to this term via the equations of motion), it does match with [12]. We have also
included H2(∇H)2R terms with similar structures. The tensor structures appearing here are
defined as follows

t8M1M2M3M4 = 8 tr(M1M2M3M4)− 2 tr(M1M2) tr(M3M4) + cyclic(2, 3, 4) , (1.7)

which is standard, but we also define another version

t̃8M1M2M3M4 = −8 tr(M1M2M3M4) + 8 tr(M1M3M4M2) + 8 tr(M1M4M2M3)

+ 2 tr(M1M2) tr(M3M4)− 2 tr(M1M3) tr(M4M2) + 2 tr(M1M4) tr(M2M3) ,

(1.8)

which differs from t8 in the sign of the first, fourth and sixth term. The εε structures are defined
as

(ε8ε8)
′R4 = −8!

(

R4
)′a1···a8

[a1···a8] (1.9)

and
(ε9ε9)

′H2R3 = −9!Ha1a2a3H[a1a2a3

(

R3
)′a4···a9

a4···a9] , (1.10)

which is also standard except for the prime, which means that all terms with self-contraction,
i.e. terms involving the (torsionful) Ricci tensor and scalar, are to be removed. Again, this
difference is only seen when dilaton terms are included so it was not seen in [16] or [7], but again
this agrees with [12] where the dilaton terms were included. We similarly have

H2(ε6ε6)
′R3 = −6!H2

(

R3
)′a1···a6

[a1···a6] , (1.11)

where all the indices of the Hs are contracted, i.e. H2 = HabcH
abc. This term simply serves

to remove the term with the Hs completely contracted coming from (ε9ε9)
′H2R3. Finally, we

have the term

(ε9ε9)
′[H2]R3 = −6!2

6
Ha1a2a3Ha4a5a6

(

R3
)′[a4···a9]

[a7a8a9a1a2a3] , (1.12)

where the square brackets mean that H2 should be treated as a single object, i.e. any term
with contractions of the two Hs is also removed. This term simply doubles the corresponding
term coming from (ε9ε9)

′H2R3 (curiously at order α′2 it has the opposite sign and the two
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contributions cancel rather than add up [24]). We have also defined a term with a somewhat
different structure

ε4H
2ε4R2R = −4!Ha

a1a2Hba3a4Rce[a1a2Ra3a4]
edRbd

ac , (1.13)

which was defined slightly differently, with an anti-symmetrization of five indices, in [16].

The remaining terms in the Lagrangian consist of 25 terms of the form H2(∇H)2R, which
seem not to be expressible in terms of the above structures. Of course we can replace R by R,
the usual Riemann tensor, in these terms, since they differ only by higher order terms which we
neglected here. First we have the four terms (H2

abcd = HabeH
e
cd)

L2 = −4!(∇H)abef (∇H)cdefHk[ab∇2Hk
cd] + 4!∇eHfab∇eHf

cdHk[ab∇2Hk
cd]

− 2(4!)H2
[abcd](∇H)abef (∇H)ghefRcdgh

S − 2(4!)H2
[abcd]∇eHfag∇eHf

bhRcd
S gh .

(1.14)

The reason we have written them this way is that the first two terms turn out to be precisely
the same as two terms that appear at order α′2 [24], except for an extra insertion of ∇2. The
last two are also of the same form but with an extra insertion of R. At the moment we don’t
have a deeper understanding of why these terms should appear. Note that using the fact that
∇2Habc = −3Rde

[abHc]de, up to higher order terms and terms proportional to the equations of
motion (which can be removed by a field redefinition), also the first two terms take the form
H2(∇H)2R. Which is the right way to write these terms will only be clear once the higher
order terms are computed (when working to higher order in fields on has to replace ∇2 by
(∇a − 2∂aΦ)∇a in order not to generate extra dilaton terms).

The remaining terms have a less clear structure, but they all have at least two pairs of anti-
symmetrized indices contracted, which we refer to loosely as at least two ‘traces’. First we have
the terms

L3 = 8∇eH
kcd∇eHfcdHabk∇2Habf − 8∇eHkcdH

fcd∇eHabk∇2Habf

+ 8∇eH2
abcdH

agh∇eHfghRbfcd
S − 8HabfHkcd∇eH

abk∇eHfghRcd
S gh .

(1.15)

Their structure is again similar to terms that appear at order α′2, with an extra insertion of ∇2

or R. Note that in these terms all derivatives are contracted among themselves. Next we have
three terms with both derivatives contracted with R

L4 = −16H2
abcd∇eH

agh∇fH
c
ghRbdef

S − 4H2
abcd∇eH

cgh∇fH
d
ghRabef

S

+ 8HabhHkcd∇eH
abg∇fHg

cdRhkef
S .

(1.16)

Then we have five terms whose structure is different

L5 = 64HabcHdef (∇H)ck
gd(∇H)hkabRef

S gh − 16HabcHdef (∇H)dkab(∇H)ckghRefgh
S

+ 16HabeHkcd∇kHegh(∇H)cfghRfdab
S + 16H2

abcd∇fH
abc(∇H)efghRSdegh

+ 4HabcH
def∇dHk

ab(∇H)efghRckgh
S ,

(1.17)

where the last two involve a ‘Chern-Simons like’ combination Hab[c∇eHd]
ab, which also appears

at order α′2. Finally we have terms involving H2
ab = HacdHb

cd

L6 = 4H2
ef∇kH

ecd∇fHkghRScdgh + 8H2
ef∇kH

eab(∇H)abghRkfgh
S

− 8∇kH2
efHabk∇eHa

ghRbfgh
S − 4∇kH

2
efH

kcd∇gHhcdReghf
S

(1.18)
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and terms where two of the Hs have all their indices contracted (H2 = HabcH
abc)

L7 =
1

3
∇eH2

abcd∇eH
2Rabcd

S − 4

3
H2

cd∇aHefg∇bH
efgRacdb

S − 2

3
H2∇cHagh∇dHb

ghRabcd
S

+
4

3
∇hHefg∇kHefgHkcdHabhRcdab

S +
4

3
H2(∇H)abcd(∇H)abghRcd

S gh .

(1.19)

Note that there are no terms involving the derivative of the dilaton, which is consistent with the
results of Garousi.

This Lagrangian was derived from the requirement that the O(d, d) violating terms quadratic
in the KK vectors cancel out upon dimensional reduction. More precisely, they cancel out up
to total derivative terms, which we drop throughout, and terms proportional to the equations
of motion. The latter we keep track of up to first order in the B-field. They are given in (3.42).
The presence of these terms shows that (very complicated) field redefinitions are required in the
reduced theory before it becomes compatible with O(d, d) symmetry. Their form can be directly
read off from (3.42). An interesting question, which we plan to return to, is whether these field
redefinitions can be lifted to D dimensions.

The remainder of this paper is dedicated to the derivation of the Lagrangian presented above.
In Sec. 2 we briefly review the Kaluza-Klein reduction focusing on the O(d, d)-violating terms
quadratic in the KK vectors. In Sec. 3 we analyze the O(d, d)-violating terms coming from
the terms with the t8-structure. Their cancellation turns out to require many terms of different
structures, whose dimensional reduction and simplification is deferred to the appendix.

2 Kaluza-Klein reduction and O(d, d)

A nice discussion of Kaluza-Klein reduction and O(d, d) symmetry can be found in [26]. Here
we will mostly be interested in how O(d, d) violating contractions of two KK vector fields can
appear. We will summarize this briefly here and refer to [24] for more details.

The starting point is the usual KK ansatz for the vielbein (internal indices are denoted with
a prime)

em
a =

(

em
a A

(1)n′

m en′
a′

0 em′
a′

)

(2.1)

and the B-field

Bmn =

(

B̂mn A
(2)
mn′ +A

(1)k′

m Bk′n′

−A
(2)
nm′ −A

(1)k′
n Bk′m′ Bm′n′

)

, (2.2)

where
B̂mn = Bmn −A

(1)m′

[m A
(2)
n]m′

+A(1)k′
m A(1)l′

n Bk′l′ . (2.3)

Besides the lower-dimensional metric, B-field and dilaton we obtain 2d vector fields A(1)m′

and A
(2)
m′ (we suppress, for the moment, the external vector index) as well as a number of scalar

fields contained in gm′n′ and Bm′n′ . These can be combined into fields that transform simply
under the O(d, d) symmetry: an O(d, d) vector

AM =

(

A(1)m′

A
(2)
m′

)

(2.4)
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and a symmetric O(d, d) matrix, sometimes called the generalized metric,

HMN =

(

gm
′n′ −gm

′k′Bk′n′

Bm′k′g
k′n′

gm′n′ −Bm′k′g
k′l′Bl′n′

)

. (2.5)

What will be important for us is that from two As we can form precisely two O(d, d) scalars,
namely

AMηMNAN and AMHMNAN , (2.6)

where HMN = ηMKHKLη
LN and we introduced the O(d, d) invariant metric

ηMN =

(

0 δm
′

n′

δm′
n′

0

)

. (2.7)

In the following we will simply set the scalars that arise in the dimensional reduction to zero
(this is consistent since we only work up to quadratic order in the KK vectors [24]). In this case
the two O(d, d) scalars constructed from the KK vectors become

A
(1)m′

(m A
(2)
n)m′

and A(1)m′

m A
(1)
nm′ +A(2)m′

m A
(2)
nm′ . (2.8)

We now define the combinations

A = −1

2
(A(1) +A(2)) and Â =

1

2
(A(1) −A(2)) . (2.9)

In terms of these the two O(d, d) invariants are

Am ·An and Âm · Ân , (2.10)

where the · denotes contraction of the internal index. Conversely, the inner product between
the two vectors,

Am · Ân , (2.11)

explicitly violates the O(d, d) symmetry. Such terms arise in the dimensional reduction, but
they have to cancel out (up to total derivatives and equation of motion terms) in the reduced
action, since otherwise O(d, d) symmetry would be violated. This gives a powerful constraint
on the form of the effective action.

The reduction of H, the spin connection and the torsionful Riemann tensor, which all enter
the effective action, is given by

Ha′b′c′ = 0 , Habc′ = −Fc′ab − F̂c′ab ,

Hab′c′ = 0 , Habc = Ĥabc ,
(2.12)

where Ĥabc = Habc +3(Â[a · F̂bc] −A[a · Fbc]) (whose form we will not need since the contraction
of internal indices respects the O(d, d) symmetry),

ωa′b′c′ = 0 , ωa′bc =
1

2
(Fa′bc − F̂a′bc) ,

ωa′b′c = 0 , ωabc′ =
1

2
(−Fc′ab + F̂c′ab) ,

ωab′c′ = 0 , ωabc = ωabc

(2.13)

7



and5

Ra′b′c′d′ = 0 , Rabc′d′ = −2F̂c′[a
eF̂d′b]e , Rabc′d = ∇(+)

d F̂c′ab ,

Ra′b′c′d = 0 , Ra′b′cd = −2Fa′[c
eFb′d]e , Ra′bcd = −∇(−)

b Fa′cd ,

Rab′c′d′ = 0 , Ra′bc′d = F̂c′b
eFa′ed , Rabcd = R̂abcd + F̂ab · Fcd ,

(2.14)

where we defined R̂abcd = Rabcd+2F̂a[c · F̂d]b−Fab ·Fcd, whose form we will again not need since
the contraction of internal indices respects the O(d, d) symmetry. In contrast, the second term
in the last expression violates the O(d, d) symmetry and will therefore be important for us. The
reduction of the torsionful Ricci tensor and scalar can be found in [24].

3 t8-terms

The Lagrangian is known to contain two terms with the t8 structure. Upon dimensional reduction
they give rise to the following O(d, d) violating terms quadratic in the KK field strengths

1

4!
t8t8R4 → 1

6
t8t8F̂ · FR3 ,

− 1

12
t8t8H

2R3 → − 1

12
t8t8(F̂ · F + F · F̂ )R3 + t8HF∇FR2 ,

(3.1)

where the last term is defined as6

t8HF∇FR2 = 4ta1···a8F̂ be · ∇(−)
d Fa1a2Hea3a4Rbca5a6Rcd

a7a8

+ ta1···a8F̂ be · ∇(−)
b Fa1a2Hea3a4Rcda5a6Rcd

a7a8 + (H → −H,F ↔ F̂ ) .
(3.2)

Our strategy will be to try to rewrite these terms as terms without derivatives on F and F̂ , but
still with at most one derivative on H and no derivatives on R. As we will see, this requires
additional terms in the D-dimensional action.

It is convenient to organize the terms according to the number of pairs of contracted anti-
symmetrized indices. We will refer to this loosely as the number of “traces” they contain. We
have

t8HF∇FR2 = [t8HF∇FR2]<2 tr + [t8HF∇FR2]≥2 tr (3.3)

where

[t8H · F∇FR2]<2 tr = 32F̂ bk · ∇(−)
d Fa1a2Rbc

a2a3Hka3a4Rcda4a1

+ 64F̂ (b
k · ∇(−)d)Fa1a2H

ka2a3Rc
da3a4Rbc

a4a1

+ 8F̂ bk · ∇(−)
b Fa1a2Rcda2a3Hka3a4Rcd

a4a1

+ 16F̂ bk · ∇(−)
b Fa1a2Hka2a3Rcd

a3a4Rcd
a4a1 + (H → −H,F ↔ F̂ )

(3.4)

5It is understood that H is everywhere replaced by Ĥ defined below (2.12) in these expressions. To go from
the conventions of [16] to those of the present paper one sets

Fa′,there =
1
√
2
F̂a′,here , F

a
′

there =
1
√
2
F

a
′

here .

6Adding the same terms with the sign of the B-field changed and F and F̂ exchanged enforces the symmetry
of the D-dimensional effective action under B → −B.
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and

[t8H · F∇FR2]≥2 tr = −8F̂ bk · ∇(−)
d F a1a2Hka1a2Rbca3a4Rcda3a4

− 16F̂ (b
k · ∇(−)d)F a1a2Hka3a4Rbca1a2Rc

da3a4

− 2F̂ bk · ∇(−)
b F a1a2Hka1a2Rcda3a4Rcda3a4

− 4F̂ bk · ∇(−)
b Fa1a2Hka3a4Rcda1a2Rcd

a3a4 + (H → −H,F ↔ F̂ ) .

(3.5)

The first step is to get rid of all terms which have a contraction between F̂ (F ) without
derivative and H. We focus first on the terms with fewer than two traces. The first term in
(3.4) we simply integrate by parts to get (dropping a total derivative term)

32F̂ bk · ∇(−)
d Fa1a2Hka3a4Rbc

a2a3Rcda4a1 = −16F̂ bk · Fa1a2Hka3a4∇
(−)
b Rcd

a1a3Rcda4a2

+ 32∇(−)
d F̂ bk · Fa1a2Hka3a4Rbc

a1a3Rcda4a2

+ 32F̂ bk · Fa1a2∇
(−)
d Hka3a4Rbc

a1a3Rcda4a2

+ 32F̂ bk · Fa1a2Hka3a4Rbc
a1a3(∇(−)

d − 2∂dΦ)Rcda4a2

+ 48F̂ bk · Fa1a2Hka3a4∇
(−)
[d Rbc]

a1a3Rcda4a2 .

(3.6)

Using (A.1) and (A.3) the last two terms reduce to terms proportional to the equations of motion
and terms of sixth order in the fields. Ignoring these, only the first term still has a contraction
between the F without derivative and H, but we will see that it cancels against another term.

Consider now the second term in (3.4) which, using the F Bianchi identity, becomes

64F̂ k(b · ∇(−)d)Fa1a2Hk
a1a3Rc

da3a4Rbc
a4a2 = −32F̂ kb · ∇a1Fa2dHk

a1a3Rcd
a3a4Rbc

a4a2

− 32F̂ kd · ∇a1Fa2
bHk

a1a3Rc
da3a4Rbc

a4a2

− 64F̂ k(b · ∇a2F
d)

a1Hk
a1a3Rc

da3a4Rbc
a4a2

+ 64F̂ e(b · Fk[a1H
d)k

a2]He
a1a3Rc

da3a4Rbc
a4a2 .

(3.7)

The last term is of higher order in fields while the third term can be integrated by parts and the
second involves a trace as the indices on F are both contracted with the same R. This leaves
the first term, which can be integrated by parts to give

−32F̂ kb · ∇a1Fa2dHk
a1a3Rcd

a3a4Rbc
a4a2 = 32F̂ kb · Fa2dHk

a1a3Rcd
a3a4∇a1Rbc

a4a2

+ 32F̂ kb · Fa2dHk
a1a3∇a1Rcd

a3a4Rbc
a4a2

+ 32∇a1 F̂
kb · Fa2dHk

a1a3Rcd
a3a4Rbc

a4a2

+ 32F̂ kb · Fa2dRcd
a3a4Rbc

a4a2
B

a3
k .

(3.8)

The last term is proportional to the equation of motion for the B-field (A.5), while the third
does not have a contraction between F and H and the second gives a trace plus higher order
terms. This again leaves the first term, which becomes

32F̂ kb · Fa2dHk
a1a3Rcd

a3a4∇a1Rbc
a4a2 = −32F̂ kb · Fa2dHk

a1a3Rcd
a3a4∇bRca1

a4a2

− 32F̂ kb · Fa2
dHk

a1a3Rcd
a3a4∇cRa1b

a4a2

+ 96F̂ eb · Fa2
dHea1

a3Rcd
a3a4∇[a1Rbc]

a4a2 .

(3.9)
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The last term is of higher order, the second term can be integrated by parts to give terms with
two traces, while the first term gives

−32F̂ kb · Fa2dHk
a1a3Rcd

a3a4∇bRca1
a4a2 = −32F̂ kb · Fa2dHk

a1a3Rcd
a3a4∇bRa4a2

ca1

− 64F̂ kb · Fa2dHk
a1a3Rcd

a3a4∇b(∇H)a4a2ca1

= −16F̂ kb · Fa2dHk
a1a3∇b(Rcd

a3a4Ra4a2
ca1)

− 64F̂ kb · Fa2dHk
a1a3Rcd

a3a4∇b(∇H)a4a2ca1

= 16F̂ kb · ∇bFa2dHk
a1a3Rcd

a3a4Ra4a2
ca1

+ 16F̂ kb · Fa2d∇bHk
a1a3Rcd

a3a4Ra4a2
ca1

− 64F̂ kb · Fa2dHk
a1a3Rcd

a3a4∇b(∇H)a4a2ca1

+ 16(∇b − 2∂bΦ)F̂
kb · Fa2dHk

a1a3Rcd
a3a4Ra4a2

ca1 ,

(3.10)

where the first term becomes

16F̂ kb · ∇bFa2dHk
a1a3Rcd

a3a4Ra4a2
ca1 = −32F̂ kb · ∇dFba2Hk

a1a3Rcd
a3a4Ra4a2

ca1

= 16F̂ kb · Fba2Hk
a1a3Rcd

a3a4∇a1Ra4a2
cd

+ 32∇dF̂
kb · Fba2Hk

a1a3Rcd
a3a4Ra4a2

ca1

+ 32F̂ kb · Fba2∇dHk
a1a3Rcd

a3a4Ra4a2
ca1

+ 32F̂ kb · Fba2Hk
a1a3(∇d − 2∂dΦ)Rcd

a3a4Ra4a2
ca1

+ 48F̂ kb · Fba2Hk
a1a3Rcd

a3a4∇[dRa4a2
ca1]

(3.11)

and finally integrating the first term by parts gives

16F̂ kb · Fba2Hk
a1a3Rcd

a3a4∇a1Ra4a2
cd = −16F̂ kb · ∇bFa1a2Hk

a1a3Rcd
a3a4Ra4a2

cd

− 16F̂ kb · ∇a2Fba1Hk
a1a3Rcd

a3a4Ra4a2
cd

− 16F̂ kb · Fba2Hk
a1a3∇a1Rcd

a3a4Ra4a2
cd

+ 8∇bF̂a1k · Fba2H
ka1a3Rcd

a3a4Ra4a2
cd

− 16F̂ kb · Fba2Rcd
a3a4Ra4a2

cdB
a3

k ,

(3.12)

where the first term cancels the fourth term from (3.4) and the rest are fine.

The only remaining term with H contracted with both F s is the third term in (3.7), which
becomes

−64F̂ kb · ∇a2F
d)a1Hka1

a3Rc
da3a4Rbc

a4a2 + (H → −H,F ↔ F̂ )

= −64Fk(b · ∇a2F̂d)a1H
ka1a3(∇H)a3a4c

dRbca4a2
S

− 64Fk(b · ∇a2F̂d)a1H
ka1a3RSa3a4c

d(∇H)a4a2bc

+ 32∇a2(Fk(b · F̂d)a1)H
ka1a3Rc

d
a3a4Rbca4a2 + (H → −H,F ↔ F̂ ) .

(3.13)

The first two terms cannot be integrated by parts. In fact, the first one also cannot cancel
against other terms since all other terms turn out to involve at least one trace (and so does
the second term above). Instead, it must be canceled by adding additional terms of the form
H2(∇H)2R to the Lagrangian. Consider the term

l1 = (H2)abef (∇H)bc
fgRcd

gh(∇H)da
he , (3.14)
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which involves tracing over the first pair of indices and over the second pair in each factor. Upon
dimensional reduction it gives rise to the O(d, d)-violating terms

l1 → −F̂ab · Fcd(∇H)eacf (∇H)hbdgRSehgf − 2F bk · ∇eF̂cfHk
cd(∇H)hbdgRehgf

S

+O(H3) + (H → −H,F ↔ F̂ ) ,
(3.15)

where we ignored terms qubic and higher in the B-field. The second term has the right form to
cancel the unwanted term above (up to terms with more traces). We see that we need to add
to the Lagrangian a term

+32l1 . (3.16)

To determine the remaining terms that need to be added to the Lagrangian it will be convenient
to first work only to leading order in traces, i.e. we first consider only terms with no contracted
pairs of anti-symmetrized indices.

3.1 Missing terms: leading order in traces

We know all the H2R3 terms in the Lagrangian from before. We will now determine the
remaining H2(∇H)2R that are needed. To simplify this procedure we will in the following drop
all terms of order H3 or higher, terms of sixth order or higher in the fields, equation of motion
terms and terms without derivatives on F . The latter two will be included later. Finally, we will,
in this first step, also drop terms with one or more traces (contracted pairs of anti-symmetrized
indices). Using integration by parts and Bianchi identities the relevant terms appearing upon
dimensional reduction can be reduced to the following set of F∇FHR2 terms

f1 = Fef · ∇gF̂bkH
k
cdRged

hRcbhf + (H → −H,F ↔ F̂ ) ,

f2 = Fef · ∇gF̂bkH
k
cdRgh

dfRhbce + (H → −H,F ↔ F̂ ) ,

f3 = Fbe · ∇f F̂ bkHkcdRgcehRd
hfg + (H → −H,F ↔ F̂ )

(3.17)

and F∇FH∇HR terms

g1 = F ef · ∇gF̂
bkHkcd∇gHd

heRch
bf + (H → −H,F ↔ F̂ ) ,

g2 = Fef · ∇gF̂
bkHkcd∇gHdheRcf

bh + (H → −H,F ↔ F̂ ) ,

g3 = Fef · ∇gF̂
bkHkcd∇eHdghRcf

bh + (H → −H,F ↔ F̂ ) ,

g4 = Fef · ∇kF̂bgHkcd∇cHeb
hRghdf + (H → −H,F ↔ F̂ ) ,

g5 = Fef · ∇kF̂bgHkcd∇hH
cbeRghdf + (H → −H,F ↔ F̂ ) ,

g6 = Fef · ∇kF̂bgHkcd∇eHbc
hRgfhd + (H → −H,F ↔ F̂ ) ,

g7 = ∇bF̂ gd · ∇eFgfH
2
abcdR

e(ac)f + (H → −H,F ↔ F̂ ) ,

g8 = Fbe · ∇kF̂ bfHkcd∇gH
d
hfRchge + (H → −H,F ↔ F̂ ) ,

g9 = Fbe · ∇f F̂ bkHkcd∇gH
d
hfRchge + (H → −H,F ↔ F̂ ) ,

g10 = Fbe · ∇f F̂ bkHkcd∇gHdheRc
hgf + (H → −H,F ↔ F̂ ) .

(3.18)

In terms of these the terms in the Lagrangian we have discussed so far give

− 1

12
t8t8H

2R3 + 32l1 → 32f1 − 32f2 − 32f3 − 32g1 − 32g6 − 32g9 + 32g10 + . . . , (3.19)

where the ellipsis denotes the terms we are dropping for the moment. We know from [16] that
the Lagrangian also contains the following two terms of the form H2R3 (there are more terms
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of this form but they don’t contribute to the terms we are considering here)

2

3
ε5H

2ε5R3 +
1

2(3!)3
(ε9ε9)

′[H2]R3 (3.20)

where we have defined

ε5H
2ε5R3 = −5!

2
H [a1a2a3Ha4a5]

bRbc
a1eRcda2a3Rde

a4a5 + (H → −H) . (3.21)

Upon dimensional reduction these give the O(d, d)-violating terms

2

3
ε5H

2ε5R3 → 32f2 + 32g3 − 32g6 + . . . ,

1

2(3!)3
(ε9ε9)

′[H2]R3 → −32f1 + 32f3 − 32g1 + 32g2 + 32g3 − 16g4 − 16g5

− 16g6 + 32g9 + . . . .

(3.22)

While the contributions to the f -terms cancel, as they must, it is clear that the contributions to
the g-terms don’t cancel. We need to add additional terms to the Lagrangian in order to cancel
these. It is natural to consider terms of a similar structure as those needed at first order in H,
i.e.

1

8(3!)2
(ε9ε9)

′[H2](∇H)2R → −16g1 + 8g2 + 8g3 − 8g4 − 8g5 − 8g6 + 8g8 + 8g10 + . . . ,

ε5H
2ε5∇HR∇H → −12g4 − 12g5 − 12g6 + . . . ,

ε5H
2ε5R∇H∇H → +12g4 + 12g5 − 36g6 + . . . .

(3.23)

It is easy to see that this is still not enough and it is clear that we need to consider how we
should complete the l1 term we added already (3.14), which did not have a similar structure to
the other terms. This term is in fact part of a term with a familiar structure namely7

t8t8H
2(∇H)2R . (3.24)

Explicitly we have
1

64
t8t8H

2(∇H)2R = l1 + 2l2 + 2l3 + 4l4 + . . . (3.25)

where l1 was defined in (3.14) and

l2 = (H2)abef (∇H)bc
fg(∇H)cdghRda

he ,

l3 = (H2)abef (∇H)cdfg(∇H)daghRbc
he ,

l4 = (H2)abef (∇H)bc
he(∇H)cdfgRSdagh

(3.26)

and the ellipsis denotes terms with more traces. However, it turns out that l4 produces
terms which are of a different structure to the ones we want to cancel, so adding the term
t8t8H

2(∇H)2R to the Lagrangian does not work. Let us nevertheless consider the terms l2 and
l3. Upon dimensional reduction they give the O(d, d)-violating terms

l2 → −1

2
g7 + . . . , l3 → −1

2
g3 −

1

2
g7 −

1

2
g8 + . . . . (3.27)

7A similar term with εε-structure would only give, after integration by parts, terms without derivatives on F

and terms with more traces, both of which we are dropping for the moment.

12



Remarkably, with just these two terms we can cancel the coefficients of all terms but g3 and g6.
A contribution to these terms comes, among others, from the following simple term

l5 = H2
abcd∇gHhae∇gHh

cfRbd
S ef (3.28)

with
l5 → −2g3 + 2g6 − 2g10 + . . . . (3.29)

Finally, the extra g10 contribution can be canceled by the term

l6 = H2
abcd∇eH

agh∇fH
c
ghRbdef

S , (3.30)

with
l6 → −4g10 + . . . . (3.31)

We have found that all the O(d, d)-violating terms we are considering cancel by adding to
the Lagrangian the terms

a

8(3!)2
(ε9ε9)

′[H2](∇H)2R+bε5H
2ε5∇HR∇H+cε5H

2ε5R∇H∇H+dl2+el3+fl5+gl6 (3.32)

for the choice

a = −4 , b =
4

3
, c = 0 , d = 64 , e = −64 , f = 32 , g = −16 . (3.33)

We can cast these terms in a nicer form by defining

t̂8M1M2M3M4 = −8 tr(M1M2M3M4) + 8 tr(M1M4M2M3) + 8 tr(M1M3M4M2) . (3.34)

Note the change of sign of the first term compared to t8 (1.7). Then we have

1

2
t̂8t̂8H

2(∇H)2R = 32l1 + 64l2 − 64l3 , (3.35)

which is precisely the combination of terms we need.

Furthermore we note that the ε5-terms combine to

2

3
ε5H

2ε5R3 +
4

3
ε5H

2ε5∇HR∇H

= 2ε4H
2ε4R2R− 4ε4H

2ε4(∇H)2R

+
16(4!)

3
Ha1a2a3Ha4a5

b(∇H)be
a4c(∇H)cd

[a1a2Ra3a5]de
S ,

(3.36)

where we may drop the last term since it contains more traces and we didn’t fix those terms
yet. The first and second term are defined in (1.13).

We are now ready to repeat the calculations including the terms we dropped, in order to
find the remaining missing terms of fifth order in the fields.

3.2 Determining the remaining H2(∇H)2R-terms

We now repeat the calculation including all terms, expect terms of sixth order and higher in the
fields. Including all terms of the form R4, H2R3 as well as the terms of the form H2(∇H)2R
we have found above the Lagrangian takes the form

L′ + 32l5 − 16l6 , (3.37)
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where

L′ =
1

4!
t8t8R4 − 1

2(3!)
t8t8H

2R3 +
1

2
t̂8t̂8H

2(∇H)2R+
1

4(4!)
(ε8ε8)

′R4

+
1

2(3!)3
(ε9ε9)

′H2R3 − 1

2(3!)2
H2(ε6ε6)

′R3 +
1

2(3!)3
(ε9ε9)

′[H2]R3

− 1

2(3!)2
(ε9ε9)

′[H2](∇H)2R+ 2ε4H
2ε4R2R− 4ε4H

2ε4(∇H)2R .

(3.38)

We will first compute the O(d, d)-violating terms quadratic in the KK field strengths which arise
from dimensional reduction of L′. For the first three terms the calculation follows the same steps
as before. The details are given in appendix B.1. The reduction of the other terms are given in
appendix B.2–B.6. Using these results we have

L′ → 1

2
t8t8F̂ · F (∇H)2RS − 1

8
(ε8ε8)

′F̂ · F (∇H)2RS + k
(F 2H2R)
3 + 2k

(F 2H2R)
5

+ k
(F∇FH∇HR)
4 + k

(F 2(∇H)2R)
4 + k

(e.o.m.)
4 + (H → −H,F ↔ F̂ ) +O(H3) + H.O. ,

(3.39)

where k3 is given in (B.32) and k5 in (B.64) and we have defined

k
(F∇FH∇HR)
4 = 64F ef · ∇gF̂b

kHkcd(∇H)he
bcRgf

dh + 64Fef · ∇gF̂
bkHkcd(∇H)df bhRghce

+ 64Fef · ∇kF̂bgHkcd(∇H)h
becRdhfg + 32Fef · ∇kF̂bgHkcd(∇H)h

ebcRghfd

− 32Fef · ∇kF̂bgHkcd(∇H)fdghRbche + 32Fef · ∇kF̂ ebHkcd(∇H)bgh
dRfhcg

− 32Fef · ∇kF̂ ebHkcd(∇H)gcfhRd
hbg + 32F ef · ∇gF̂

cdHkcd(∇H)be
ghRfh

bk

− 16Fef · ∇gF̂ bkHkcd∇bH
d
hgRefch + 16Fef · ∇gF̂ bkHkcd∇bH

e
hgRhfcd

− 16Fef · ∇eF̂bgHkcd(∇H)bfkhRghcd − 16F ef · ∇eF̂bgHkcd(∇H)bkfhRcdgh

+ 16F ef · ∇eF̂bgHkcd(∇H)ghcdRfh
bk + 16Fef · ∇eF̂bgHkcd(∇H)ghcdRh

kfb

− 16Fef · ∇gF̂
bkHkcd(∇H)hb

cdRghef − 8Fef · ∇hF̂bgHkcd∇kHebgRhfcd

− 16Fef · ∇kF̂ghHkcd(∇H)b
eghRcdbf + 16Fef · ∇kF̂ghHkcd(∇H)b

fcdRghbe

+ 8Fef · ∇bF̂ghHkcd(∇H)ekghRcdfb − 8Fef · ∇bF̂ghHkcd(∇H)fbcdRghek

− 8Fef · ∇kF̂ghHkcd(∇H)b
cefRbdgh − 8Fef · ∇kF̂ghHkcd(∇H)b

dghRefbc

+ 8F ef · ∇kF̂e
bHkcd(∇H)ghbfRcdgh + 8Fef · ∇kF̂ e

bHkcd(∇H)cdghRbf
gh

+ 8Fef · ∇eF̂ghHkcd(∇H)ghbkRb
fcd + 8Fef · ∇eF̂ghHkcd(∇H)bfcdRb

kgh

+ 16Fef · ∇eF̂ghHkcd(∇H)kbghRcdf
b − 16Fef · ∇eF̂ghHkcd(∇H)fbcdRghk

b

+ 8Fef · ∇bF̂
cdHkcd(∇H)bkghRefgh − 8Fef · ∇bF̂ghHkcd(∇H)bkefRcdgh

− 8Fef · ∇bF̂ghHkcd(∇H)cdghRefbk − 4Fef · ∇bF̂ghHkcd(∇H)bkghRcdef

+ 4Fef · ∇bF̂ghHkcd(∇H)efcdRghbk (3.40)

and

k
(F 2(∇H)2R)
4 = −32F̂ab · Fef∇cH

bfg(∇H)hacdRe
Shgd − 32F̂ab · Fef∇cH

bfg(∇H)ehgdRhacd

− 32F̂ab · Fef∇cH
agh(∇H)g

bedRcf
dh − 32F̂ab · Fef∇cH

agh(∇H)cf dhRSg
bed

+ 32F̂ ab · Fef∇cHagh(∇H)bd
fgRcdhe + 32F̂ ab · Fef∇cHagh(∇H)cdheRSbd

fg

+ 32F̂ ae · Feb∇fHacd(∇H)bghcRfhg
d + 32F̂ ae · Feb∇fHacd(∇H)fhg

dRbghc
S

− 16F̂ ab · F ef (∇H)abcd(∇H)eh
gcRfg

hd − 16F̂ ab · F ef (∇H)abcd(∇H)fg
hdRSeh

gc
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− 16F̂ ab · Fef∇cHagh(∇H)deghRbd
fc − 16F̂ ab · Fef∇cHagh(∇H)bd

fcRdegh
S

− 16F̂ ab · Fef∇gHa
cd(∇H)bd

ghRef
ch − 16F̂ ab · Fef∇gHa

cd(∇H)ef chRSbd
gh

+ 16F̂ab · Fef∇hHkcd(∇H)aecdRfhbk + 16F̂ab · Fef∇hHkcd(∇H)fhbkRaecd
S

− 16F̂ab · Fef∇aHkcd(∇H)h
ecdRbfkh − 16F̂ab · Fef∇aHkcd(∇H)bfkhRSh

ecd

+ 8F̂ ab · Fef∇aHkcd(∇H)hecdRbh
fk + 8F̂ ab · Fef∇aHkcd(∇H)bh

fkRhecd
S

+ 8F̂ ab · Fef∇aHkcd(∇H)cdheRfk
bh + 8F̂ ab · Fef∇aHkcd(∇H)fkbhRcdhe

S

+ 8F̂ab · F ac∇eHb
cd(∇H)efghRghfd + 8F̂ab · F ac∇eHb

cd(∇H)ghfdRSefgh

+ 8F̂ab · F a
e∇gHkcd(∇H)hkbeRcdg

h + 8F̂ab · F a
e∇gHkcd(∇H)cdghRhkbe

S

− 8F̂ ab · Fag∇hHkcd(∇H)ghkeRbe
cd − 8F̂ ab · Fag∇hHkcd(∇H)be

cdRghke
S

− 8F̂ ab · Fag∇hHkcd(∇H)keghRcd
be − 8F̂ ab · Fag∇hHkcd(∇H)cdbeRkegh

S

− 16F̂ab · F ef∇aH
k
cd(∇H)bhcdRkhef − 16F̂ab · F ef∇aH

k
cd(∇H)efkhRbhcd

− 4F̂ab · Fef∇hHkcd(∇H)bkefRcdha − 4F̂ab · Fef∇hHkcd(∇H)cdhaRbkef
S

− 12F̂ab · Fef∇hHkcd(∇H)efbkRhacd − 12F̂ab · Fef∇hHkcd(∇H)hacdRefbk
S

− 8F̂ ab · Fef∇gHacd(∇H)ghefRbh
cd − 8F̂ ab · Fef∇gHacd(∇H)bh

cdRghef
S

+ 8F̂ ab · Fef (∇H)abcd(∇H)fcghRdegh + 8F̂ ab · Fef (∇H)abcd(∇H)deghRfc
S gh

+ 8F̂ ab · Fae∇fHbcd(∇H)efghRgh
cd + 8F̂ ab · Fae∇fHbcd(∇H)gh

cdRefgh
S

− 4F̂ab · Fef (∇H)cdgh(∇H)abghRefcd − 4F̂ab · Fef (∇H)cdgh(∇H)efcdRabgh
S ,

(3.41)

while the terms proportional to the lowest order equations of motion, (A.5) and (A.6), are

k
(e.o.m.)
4 = k

(e.o.m.)
3 − 1

4
k
(e.o.m.)
5 +

1

96
k
(e.o.m.)
6 +

1

2(3!)3
k
(e.o.m.)
7

+ 32Fef · F̂bgRh
ebcRfgdh

Bcd − 16Fef · F̂bgRh
becRfhgd

Bcd

+ 16F ef · F̂ebRfhg
cRbgdh

Bcd − 4Fef · F̂ e
bRbf

ghRghcd
Bcd

− 8Fef · F̂bgRefb
hRghcd

Bcd + 4Fef · F̂ghRefc
bRghdb

Bcd

+ 8Fef · ÂbHkcdRhb
ekRfhcd − 16Fef · ÂgHkcdRfgk

hRhecd

+ 8Af · F̂bgHkcdRhbcdRfh
gk − 8Ab · F̂efHkcdRefkhRhb

cd

+ 8Fef · ÂgHkcdRefkhRgh
cd − 32Fef · F̂bgHkcdRfgcd∇[b

G

k]e

+ 32Fef · F̂ ebHkcdRbg
cd∇[g

G

k]f − 16Fef · F̂ beHkcdRhkf
b∇c
G

d
h

+ 32Fef · F̂ghHkcdRefkg∇c
G

dh − 8Fef · F̂ghHkcdRefcd∇g
G

hk +O(H2) ,

(3.42)
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with k3, k5, k6 and k7 given in (B.27), (B.43), (B.46) and (B.51) respectively. In the above
calculation we used the fact that

t8t8F̂ · F∇HR2
S − 1

4
(ε8ε8)

′F̂ · F∇HR2
S

= 128F̂ab · Fef∇cH
bfgRe

ShgdRhacd
S + 128F̂ab · Fef∇cH

a
ghRbgf

S dRcedh
S

− 128F̂ab · Fef∇cHa
ghRbdfg

S RScd
he + 64F̂ab · F ef∇cHaghRSdeghRbd

S fc

+ 64F̂ ab · F ef (∇H)abcdRSeh
gcRSfg

hd − 32F̂ab · F ef (∇H)cdefRda
S ghRbcgh

S

− 64F̂ab · Fef∇cHdghRaegh
S Rbcfd

S − 128F̂ab · Fef∇aHcghRSd
eghRbdfc

S

+ 64F̂ab · Fef∇aHcghRdegh
S Rbcf

S d + 64F̂ab · Fef∇gHh
acRdghb

S Ref
S cd

+ 64F̂ab · Fef∇dHcghRdagh
S Rbcef

S + 32F̂ab · Fef∇cHbghRda
S ghRScd

ef

+ 16F̂ab · Fef (∇H)cdghRabgh
S Rcdef

S − 128F̂ ke · Feb∇fHkcdRbghc
S RSfhg

d

+ 64F̂ ab · Fag∇hHkcdRkegh
S RSbe

cd − 32F̂ a
b · Fae∇gHkcdRbehk

S RSgh
cd

− 32F̂ ab · Fa
c∇dHcbeRefgh

S RSdfgh − 32F̂ ak · Fae∇fHkcdRefgh
S Rcd

S gh

+O(H3) + H.O. .

(3.43)

All terms linear in H have now canceled out but we are left with many terms quadratic in
H. The last step is to find the terms we need to add to the Lagrangian for these to cancel. So
far we did this only for the terms without additional traces.

In the next step we use the fact that

1

2
t8t8F̂ · F (∇H)2RS +

1

2
t̂8t̂8F̂ · F (∇H)2RS

= 128F̂ef · F ab(∇H)fgbc(∇H)gh
cdRhe

S da + 64F̂ef · F ab(∇H)hebc(∇H)fgcdRSghda

+ 64F̂ef · F ab(∇H)fgda(∇H)ghbcRhecd
S + 64F̂ef · F ab(∇H)heda(∇H)fgbcRSgh

cd

− 16F̂ef · F ab(∇H)fgab(∇H)ghcdRhecd
S − 16F̂ef · F ab(∇H)heab(∇H)fgcdRSghcd

− 16F̂ef · F ab(∇H)ghab(∇H)hecdRfg
S cd − 16F̂ef · F ab(∇H)fgcd(∇H)ghcdRhe

S ab

− 8F̂ef · F ab(∇H)hecd(∇H)fgcdRSghab − 16F̂ef · F ab(∇H)ef bc(∇H)ghcdRSghda

− 16F̂ef · F ab(∇H)ef da(∇H)ghbcRghcd
S − 16F̂ef · F ab(∇H)efcd(∇H)ghdaRgh

S bc

− 16F̂ef · F ab(∇H)ghbc(∇H)ghcdRef
S da − 8F̂ef · F ab(∇H)ghda(∇H)ghbcRefcd

S

+ 4F̂ef · F ab(∇H)ghab(∇H)ef cdRghcd
S + 4F̂ef · F ab(∇H)ghab(∇H)ghcdRef

S cd

+ 4F̂ef · F ab(∇H)efcd(∇H)ghcdRgh
S ab + 2F̂ef · F ab(∇H)ghcd(∇H)ghcdRef

S ab

(3.44)
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and that

−1

8
(ε8ε8)

′F̂ · F (∇H)2RS

= 32F̂ef · F ab(∇H)fgbc(∇H)hedaRcd
S gh + 64F̂ ef · Fab(∇H)bcdh(∇H)ghceRda

S fg

+ 128F̂ef · F ab(∇H)fdbg(∇H)ghcaRec
S dh − 64F̂ ae · Fef (∇H)fgbc(∇H)hbdaRcd

S gh

+ 64F̂ef · F ab(∇H)fgbc(∇H)cdghRhe
S da − 64F̂ ae · Fef (∇H)cdgh(∇H)hbdaRfg

S bc

− 64F̂ ae · Fef (∇H)fgbc(∇H)cdghRhb
S da − 32F̂ ab · Fef (∇H)cgah(∇H)dhbgRef

S cd

− 64F̂ ab · Fef (∇H)ef cd(∇H)cgahRdh
S bg − 32F̂ ab · Fef (∇H)ecgh(∇H)ghbdRdf

S ac

+ 64F̂ab · F ef (∇H)aced(∇H)ghcfRbd
S gh + 64F̂ae · F ef (∇H)badf (∇H)cdghRgh

S bc

+ 32F̂ ae · Fef (∇H)cbgh(∇H)ghdcRdf
S ba − 32F̂ ab · Fef (∇H)cdgh(∇H)ghdaRef

S bc

− 32F̂ ab · Fef (∇H)ef bc(∇H)ghdaRcd
S gh − 32F̂ ab · Fef (∇H)ef bc(∇H)cdghRgh

S da

− 32F̂ ae · Fef (∇H)fbcd(∇H)cdghRgh
S ba − 16F̂ ae · Fef (∇H)fbcd(∇H)ghbaRcd

S gh

− 16F̂ ab · Fab(∇H)ghce(∇H)cdhfRef
dg + 2F̂ ab · Fef (∇H)cdgh(∇H)ghcdRef

S ab

+ 8F̂ ab · Fef (∇H)ef cd(∇H)cdghRgh
S ab + 4F̂ ab · Fef (∇H)ef cd(∇H)ghabRcd

S gh

+ 4F̂ ab · Fab(∇H)cdef (∇H)ef ghRgh
cd .

(3.45)

We need also the following nontrivial relation, which is proven by first integrating half of the
term by parts,

−64F̂ab · Fef∇cHbfg∇dHa
chRSdg

he = −32F̂ab · Fef∇cHbfg∇dHa
chRSdg

he

− 16F̂ab · Fef∇cHbfg∇dHaehRSchgd

− 32F̂ab · F e
cH

bfg∇f∇hHacdRSehgd

− 32F̂ab · F ecHbfg∇f∇aHc
hdRSehgd

− 32F̂ab · F ecHbfg∇f∇cH
adhRSehgd + . . .

= −16Fab · Fef∇cH
aeg∇dH

bfhRcd
S gh

− 32Fab · Fef∇cH
dga∇cHd

heRbf
S gh + . . . ,

(3.46)

where the ellipsis denotes (many) terms with additional traces, equation of motion terms and
higher order terms in the number of fields. First we must take into account the last two terms
in (3.37) which we did not yet include

32l5 − 16l6 . (3.47)

Their reductions are given in (B.71) and (B.73). After a straightforward but long calculation
one finds that only one more term with less than two traces is needed, namely the term

−32l7 (3.48)

where
l7 = HkcdHaef∇gHhac∇gHhb

dRefkb
S . (3.49)

The reduction of this term is given in (B.78). As for the terms with at least two traces one finds
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that many of these are needed. A relatively minimal set is given by the following 29 terms

l8 = H2
abcd(∇H)acgh(∇H)efghRbdef

S l23 = HabeHkcd∇eHkgh(∇H)cfghRfdab
S

l9 = H2
abcd(∇H)abgh(∇H)efghRefcd

S l24 = ∇eH2
fcH

kcd∇kH
fghRSdegh

l10 = H2
abcd(∇H)begh(∇H)ef

cdRfa
S gh l25 = ∇cH2

efHkcd∇eHd
ghRfkgh

S

l11 = H2
abcd∇eHagh∇eHfghRfbcd

S l26 = H2
ef(∇H)ekcd(∇H)k

fghRScdgh

l12 = ∇e(H2
abcdH

agh)∇eHfghRfbcd
S l27 = H2

ef∇kH
eab(∇H)abghRkfgh

S

l13 = HabfHkcd∇eHabk∇eH
fghRcd

S gh l28 = H2
ef∇eHkcd∇fHkghRcd

S gh

l14 = ∇kH2
ef∇k(H

e
cdH

fgh)Rcd
gh l29 = ∇eH

2
fkH

kcd(∇H)cdghRghef
S

l15 = ∇kHabe∇kHabfHecdH
fghRcd

gh l30 = ∇kH
2
efH

kcd∇gHhcdReghf
S

l16 = H2
abcd∇eH

cgh∇fH
d
ghRabef

S l31 = ∇eH2
abcd∇eH

2Rabcd
S

l17 = HabhHkcd∇eH
abg∇fHg

cdRefkh
S l32 = H2

cd∇aHefg∇bH
efgRacdb

S

l18 = Hab
cHdef (∇H)ckgh(∇H)efghRkdab

S l33 = H2∇cHagh∇dHb
ghRabcd

S

l19 = HabcHdef (∇H)ck
gd(∇H)hkabRef

S gh l34 = H2∇bHkcd∇bHkghRcd
S gh

l20 = HabcHdef (∇H)dkab(∇H)ckghRefgh
S l35 = ∇hHefg∇kHefgHkcdHabhRcdab

S

l21 = HabcHdef (∇H)ef ab(∇H)ckghRdkgh
S l36 = H2(∇H)abcd(∇H)abghRcd

S gh

l22 = HabcH
def (∇H)dk

ab(∇H)efghRckgh
S

(3.50)

and after a long calculation one finds that the remaining O(d, d)-violating terms cancel if we
add to the Lagrangian the combination

L′′ = 32l8 − 8l9 + 32l10 − 8l11 − 8l12 − 8l13 + 2l14 − 4l15 − 4l16 − 8l17 + 16l18 + 64l19

− 16l20 − 16l21 + 8l22 + 16l23 − 8l24 + 8l25 + 16l26 + 8l27 + 4l28 − 4l29 − 4l30

− 1

3
l31 −

4

3
l32 −

2

3
l33 −

2

3
l34 +

4

3
l35 +

4

3
l36 .

(3.51)

To summarize we have found that up to fifth order in fields the NSNS sector Lagrangian should
take the form

L′ + 32l5 − 16l6 − 32l7 + L′′ , (3.52)

with L′ given in (3.38). We can simplify this result, at least a little bit, as follows. First we
define t̃8 as in (1.8), i.e.

t̃8M1M2M3M4 = t̂8M1M2M3M4 + 2 tr(M1M2) tr(M3M4)− 2 tr(M1M3) tr(M4M2)

+ 2 tr(M1M4) tr(M2M3) .
(3.53)

With this definition we have

t̃8t̃8H
2(∇H)2R = t̂8t̂8H

2(∇H)2R− 64H2
abcd(∇H)becd(∇H)ef

ghRfa
S gh

+ 64H2
abcd(∇H)begh(∇H)ef

cdRfa
S gh + 32H2

abcd(∇H)fagh(∇H)beghRefcd
S

− 8H2
abcd(∇H)abgh(∇H)ef

cdRef
S gh + 4H2

abcd(∇H)efgh(∇H)efghRabcd
S .

(3.54)

Furthermore, noting that

∇2Habc = −3Rde
[abHc]de + e.o.m. terms + H.O. (3.55)
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and that we may write

l24 = −H2
fc∇eHkcd∇kH

fghRSdegh −
1

2
H2

fk∇eH
kcd∇eHfghRScdgh

− 1

2
∇eH

2
fkH

kcd∇eHfghRScdgh +∇kH
2
fcH

kcd∇eHfghRSdegh

+ e.o.m. terms + H.O. ,

(3.56)

where we can remove the equation of motion terms by field redefinitions, one finds with a little
bit of work that the Lagrangian up to fifth order in fields can be written as in (1.5).
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A Useful identities

The torsionful Riemann tensor satisfies the following useful identities

∇(+)
[d Ref

ef ] = −H[de
gRef

f ]g , ∇(−)[dRef ]
ef = H [de

gRf ]g
ef , (A.1)

∇(−)[b∇(+)
e F̂ cd] = −R[bc

egF̂
d]g +H [bc

g∇(+)
e F̂ d]g ,

∇(+)
[b ∇(−)eFcd] = −Reg

[bcFd]g −H[bc
g∇(−)eFd]g ,

(A.2)

and

(∇(−)
c −2∂cΦ)Rbc

ef+Hb
cdRcd

ef = −2∇(+)
[e (Rb

f ]+2∇(−)b∂f ]Φ)+Hcef(Rbc+2∇(−)b∂cΦ) , (A.3)

where the RHS is proportional to the lowest order equations of motion since

Rab + 2∇(−)
a ∂bΦ = Gab +

1

2
Bab . (A.4)

The lowest order equations of motion are Gab = 0 and Bab = 0 with

Bab = (∇c − 2∂cΦ)Habc , Gab = Rab + 2∇a∂bΦ− 1

4
H2

ab (A.5)

and in the reduced theory we also have the equations of motion of the KK vectors Aa = 0 and
Âa = 0 with

A

b
a′ = (∇(−)

a − 2∂aΦ)F
ab
a′ , Â

b
a′ = (∇(+)

a − 2∂aΦ)F̂
ab
a′ . (A.6)

We did not introduce a notation for the dilaton equation of motion since it does not enter our
calculations.

B Dimensional reduction and simplification of various terms

In this appendix we collect the calculation of the O(d, d)-violating terms quadratic in the KK
vectors from various terms that we need, using (2.12) and (2.14). We also simplify them as
needed for our calculations.

B.1 t8 and t̂8 terms

Using (3.35), (3.14) and (3.27) the reduction of the t̂8 term gives

1

2
t̂8t̂8H

2(∇H)2R → 1

2
t̂8t̂8F̂ · F (∇H)2RS + t̂8FH∇F∇HR+ t̂8H

2(∇F )2R

+
1

4
t̂8t̂8H

2(∇H)2F̂ · F − 1

4
t̂8t̂8H

2∇HF̂ · FRS

− 1

4
t̂8t̂8H

2F̂ · F∇HRS + (H → −H,F ↔ F̂ ) ,

(B.1)

where the last three terms are of sixth order in fields and will not be needed here, while the
second term is defined as

t̂8FH∇F∇HR = 64F̂ bk · ∇(−)
d F a1a2Hka2a3(∇H)bc

a3a4Rcd
a4a1

+ 64F̂ bk · ∇(−)
d F a1a2Hka2a3(∇H)cda4a1RSbc

a3a4

+ 64F̂ bk · ∇(−)
d F a1a2Hka2a3(∇H)bca4a1(∇H)cda3a4

− 64F̂ b
k · ∇(−)

d F a1a2Hka3a4(∇H)cda2a3RSbca4a1 ,

(B.2)
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and the third as

t̂8H
2(∇F )2R = −32∇(+)f F̂ bc · ∇(−)

h FcdH
2
abefRheda

S + 32∇(+)
h F̂ bc · ∇(−)fFcdH

2
abefRheda

S

− 32∇(+)
d F̂ fg · ∇(−)bF heH2

abef (∇H)dagh .
(B.3)

Rather than simplify these terms by themselves we will first combine them with the t8-terms in
(3.1) and then simplify the result. Firstly, (B.2) combines with (3.4) to give

32F̂ bk · ∇(−)
d Fa1a2Hka3a4Rcda2a3Rbc

a4a1 − 64F̂ bk · ∇(−)
d Fa1a2Hka3a4(∇H)cda2a3RSbc

a4a1

+ 32F̂ bk · ∇(−)
d F a1a2Hka2a3Rcda3a4Rbca4a1 + 32F̂ bk · ∇(−)

d F a1a2Hka2a3Ra3a4
bcRa4a1

cd

+ 64F̂ bk · ∇(−)
d F a1a2Hka2a3(∇H)cda3a4(∇H)bca4a1

+ 64F̂ bk · ∇(−)
d F a1a2Hka2a3(∇H)a3a4bc(∇H)cda4a1 + 8F̂ be · ∇(−)

b Fa1a2Rcda2a3Hea3a4Rcd
a4a1

+ 16F̂be · ∇(−)bFa1a2H
ea2a3Rcd

a3a4Rcd
a4a1 + (H → −H,F ↔ F̂ ) .

(B.4)

Apart from the second, fifth and sixth terms this is the same as (3.4), except that the order of
indices on R is swapped in one term. The first term was dealt with in (3.6). Dropping higher
order terms it becomes

32∇dF̂
bk · Fa1a2Hka3a4Rbc

a1a3Rcda4a2 + 8F̂ bk · ∇bFa1a2Hka3a4Rcd
a1a3Rcda4a2

+ 32F̂ bk · Fa1a2∇dHka3a4Rbc
a1a3Rcda4a2 + 8F̂ bk · Fa1a2∇bHka3a4Rcd

a1a3Rcda4a2

+ 32F̂ bk · Fa1a2Hka3a4Rbc
a1a3(∇d − 2∂dΦ)Rcda4a2

+ 8Âk · Fa1a2Hka3a4Rcd
a1a3Rcda4a2 +H.O. .

(B.5)

Similarly, the second term is integrated by parts to give

64∇dF̂
bk · Fa1a2Hka3a4(∇H)cda2a3RSbc

a4a1 + 32F̂ bk · ∇bFa1a2Hka3a4(∇H)cd
a2a3Rcda4a1

S

+ 32F̂ bk · Fa1a2Hka3a4∇b(∇H)cd
a2a3Rcda4a1

S + 64F̂ bk · Fa1a2∇dHka3a4(∇H)cda2a3RSbc
a4a1

+ 32F̂ bk · Fa1a2(∇H)bka3a4(∇H)cd
a2a3Rcda4a1

S

+ 64F̂ bk · Fa1a2Hka3a4(∇d − 2∂dΦ)(∇H)cda2a3RSbc
a4a1

+ 32(∇b − 2∂bΦ)F̂
bk · Fa1a2Hka3a4(∇H)cd

a2a3Rcda4a1
S .

(B.6)

Finally the third term gives, first using the Bianchi identity and then integrating one term by
parts,

32F̂ bk · ∇a2Fa1dHk
a2a3Rcd

a3a4Rbc
a4a1 − 32F bk · ∇a1F̂ a2dHka2a3Rbc

a3a4Rc
da4a1

+ 16F̂ bk · F da2Hka2a3∇a3Rc
da4a1Rbc

a4a1 − 32F̂ bk · F da2∇a1Hka2a3Rc
d
a3a4Rbca4a1

− 32F̂ bk · F da2Hka2a3Rc
d
a3a4(∇a1 − 2∂a1Φ)Rbca4a1 +H.O. ,

(B.7)

where the third term can be further simplified by integrating half of it by parts. Putting this
together and simplifying we find that (B.2) and (3.4) reduce to

k
(F∇F̂HR2)
1 + k

(F F̂∇HR2)
1 + k

(F 2H2R)
1 + k

(F∇F̂H(∇H)2)
1 + k

(e.o.m.)
1 + (H → −H,F ↔ F̂ ) + H.O. ,

(B.8)
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where

k
(F∇F̂HR2)
1 = 32F̂ bk · ∇a2F a1

dHka2a3Rcda3a4Rbca4a1 − 32Fa1a2 · ∇dF̂
bkHka3a4Rcda2a3Rbc

a4a1

+ 16F̂ bk · ∇a2FefHka2a3Ra4
cefRa3a4

bc + 16F̂ bk · ∇bF
a1a2Hka2a3Rcda3a4Rcda4a1

+ 8F̂ bk · ∇dF
a2a3Hka2a3Rbca4a1Ra4a1cd ,

(B.9)

k
(F F̂∇HR2)
1 = −32F̂ bk · Fa1a2∇dHka3a4Rbc

a2a3Rcda4a1 − 32F̂ bk · Fd
a2∇a1Hka2a3Rcda3a4Rbca4a1

− 8F̂ bk · Fa1a2∇bHka3a4Ra2a3
cdRa4a1cd ,

(B.10)

k
(F 2H2R)
1 = 32F̂ bk · Fa1a2Hka3a4∇b(∇H)cd

a2a3Rcda4a1
S

+ 32F̂ bk · Fd
a2Hka2a3∇a3(∇H)a4a1cdRa4a1bc

+ 64Fa1a2 · ∇dF̂
bkHka3a4(∇H)cda2a3RSbc

a4a1

+ 16F̂ bk · ∇a2FefHka2a3∇a4H
cefRa3a4

bc

+ 64F̂ bk · Fa1a2∇dHka3a4(∇H)cda4a1RSbc
a2a3

+ 32F̂ bk · ∇bFa1a2Hka3a4(∇H)cd
a2a3Rcda4a1

S

+ 64F̂ bk · Fa1a2(∇H)bka3a4(∇H)cd
a2a3Rcda4a1

S ,

(B.11)

k
(F∇F̂H(∇H)2)
1 = 64F̂ bk · ∇dF

a1a2Hka2a3(∇H)cda3a4(∇H)bca4a1

+ 64F̂ bk · ∇dF
a1a2Hka2a3(∇H)a3a4bc(∇H)cda4a1

+ 32F̂ bk · ∇dF
a2a3Hka2a3(∇H)bca4a1(∇H)cda4a1

(B.12)

and

k
(e.o.m.)
1 = 16F̂ bk · Fd

a2
Bka2(∇H)bca4a1Rcda4a1 − 8F̂ bk · Fd

a2
Bka2Rcda4a1Rbca4a1

+ 32F̂ bk · Fa1a2Hka3a4Rbc
a1a3(∇d − 2∂dΦ)Rcda4a2

+ 8Âk · Fa1a2Hka3a4Rcd
a1a3Rcda4a2

+ 64F̂ bk · Fa1a2Hka3a4(∇d − 2∂dΦ)(∇H)cda2a3RSbc
a4a1

+ 32Âk · Fa1a2Hka3a4(∇H)cd
a2a3Rcda4a1

S

− 32F̂ bk · Fd
a2Hka2a3Rcda3a4(∇a1 − 2∂a1Φ)Rbca4a1 .

(B.13)

Looking at the F∇F̂HR2 terms we see that the first term is the only remaining term with
a contraction of F and H and no trace. Integrating it by parts gives

− 32F̂ bk · F a1
dHka2a3Rcda3a4∇a2Rbca4a1 + 16F a1

d · ∇bF̂ a2a3Hka2a3Rcdka4Rbca4a1

+ 16F̂ bk · F a1
dHka2a3∇a4Rcda2a3Rbca4a1 − 32F̂ bk · F a1

dBa3kRcda3a4Rbca4a1 +H.O. ,
(B.14)

where the first term can be further rewritten, using the Bianchi identity and integrating by
parts, as

− 16F̂ bk · F a1dHka2a3∇b(Rcd
a3a4Ra4a1

a2c) + 64F̂ bk · F a1dHka2a3∇b(∇H)a2ca4a1Rcd
a3a4

+ 16F̂b
k · ∇a1FcdHka2a3Rcda3a4Rba2

a4a1 + 32∇cF̂b
k · F a1dHka2a3Rcd

a3a4Rba2
a4a1

+ 32F̂b
k · F a1d∇cHka2a3Rcd

a3a4Rba2
a4a1 + 32F̂b

k · F a1dHka2a3(∇c − 2∂cΦ)Rcd
a3a4Rba2

a4a1 ,

(B.15)
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where the first term can be further integrated by parts resulting in one term with the unwanted
structure, which, using the Bianchi identity and another integration by parts, leads to terms
with additional traces. After these steps we obtain

k
(F∇F̂HR2)
2 + k

(F F̂∇HR2)
2 + k

(F 2H2R)
2 + k

(F∇F̂H(∇H)2)
2 + k

(e.o.m.)
2 + (H → −H,F ↔ F̂ ) + H.O. ,

(B.16)
where

k
(F∇F̂HR2)
2 = 32F ef · ∇gF̂b

kHkcdRgf
dhRbc

he + 32Fef · ∇gF̂
bkHkcdRghceRbhdf

+ 32Fef · ∇bF̂ ekHkcdRfhgcRbgh
d + 16Fef · ∇gF̂ cdHkcdRfhbkRghb

e

+ 16F̂b
k · ∇gFefHkcdRefchRbdgh − 16F̂ bk · ∇fFb

cHkcdRefghRghed

+ 16Fef · ∇gF̂
bkHkcdRbh

gfRhecd − 8F̂ bk · ∇gF
efHkcdRbhefRghcd

+ 8F̂ bk · ∇fF
cdHkcdRbeghRghef − 8F̂b

k · ∇cFefHkcdRghefRbd
gh

+ 8Fef · ∇bF̂
ekHkcdRbf

ghRghcd + 8F ef · ∇eF̂
cdHkcdRbfghRghbk

+ 4F̂ bk · ∇bF
efHkcdRefghRghcd ,

(B.17)

k
(F F̂∇HR2)
2 = 32F̂ab · Fef∇cH

bfgRe
hgdRhacd + 32F̂ab · F ef∇cHa

ghRbg
deRcf

dh

− 32F̂ab · F ef∇cH
aghRb

dfgRcd
he − 32F̂ke · F eb∇fH

k
cdRbh

gcRfghd

+ 16F̂ab · F ef∇cHaghRdeghRbd
fc + 16F̂ab · Fef (∇H)abcdReh

gcRfg
hd

− 8F̂ ab · Fef (∇H)abcdRfcghRde
gh + 8F̂ kb · Fbe∇fHkcdRefghRgh

cd ,

(B.18)

k
(F 2H2R)
2 = k

(F 2H2R)
1 + 64F̂ bk · FefHkcd∇b(∇H)cgheRfgh

d

+ 32F̂ bk · ∇bF
ecHkcd(∇H)feghRghdf + 8F̂ bk · ∇cFefHkcd∇dHbghRghef ,

(B.19)

k
(F∇F̂H(∇H)2)
2 = k

(F∇F̂H(∇H)2)
1 , (B.20)

and

k
(e.o.m.)
2 = k

(e.o.m.)
1 + 32F̂b

k · F efHkcdRbc
he(∇g − 2∂gΦ)Rgf

dh

− 32F̂ bk · FefRgf
chRbg

he
Bck + 16Âk · F efHkcdRgf

dhRhe
cg

− 32F̂bk · F beHkcdRefdg(∇h − 2∂hΦ)Rghf
c + 16F̂ bk · FbeRefghRghf

c
Bck

− 16F̂ bk · FefHkcdRgfcd(∇h − 2∂hΦ)Rbg
he

− 8F̂ bk · FbeHkcd(∇f − 2∂fΦ)RefghRgh
cd .

(B.21)

The fifth and sixth terms are the only terms left with the unwanted structure and less than 2
traces. The former can be integrated by parts and for the latter we integrate half of it by parts.

Finally we add in the terms with two or more traces in (3.5) and we get

1

4!
t8t8R4 − 1

12
t8t8H

2R3 +
1

2
t̂8t̂8H

2(∇H)2R → k
(F∇F̂HR2)
3 + k

(F F̂∇HR2)
3 + k

(F 2H2R)
3

+ k
(F∇F̂H(∇H)2)
3 + k

(e.o.m.)
3

+ (H → −H,F ↔ F̂ ) + H.O. ,

(B.22)
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where

k
(F∇F̂HR2)
3 = 32F ef · ∇gF̂b

kHkcdReg
dhRbc

hf + 32Fef · ∇gF̂
bkHkcdRghceRbh

df

+ 32F ef · ∇bF̂e
kHkcdRfh

gcRbg
hd + 16Fef · ∇gF̂ cdHkcdRhebkRghb

f

− 16Fef · ∇gF̂b
kHkcdRefchRbd

gh + 16Fef · ∇gF̂
bkHkcdRbh

egRhfcd

+ 8F ef · ∇eF̂
cdHkcdRbfghRghbk + 8F ef · ∇hF̂ bkHkcdRghefRbgcd

+ 8Fef · ∇bF̂
ekHkcdRbf

ghRghcd − 4F ef · ∇bF̂
cdHkcdRefghRbkgh ,

(B.23)

k
(F F̂∇HR2)
3 = −1

2
t8t8F̂ · F∇HR2 + 32F̂ab · Fef∇cH

bfgReh
gdRh

acd

+ 32F̂ab · Fef∇cH
a
ghRbgdeRfch

d − 32F̂ab · Fef∇cHaghRbdfgRcd
he

− 32F̂ ae · Feb∇fHacdRbhgcRfgh
d + 16F̂ab · Fef∇cH

aghRe
dghRbdcf

+ 16F̂ab · Fef (∇H)abcdReh
gcRfg

hd + 16F̂ab · Fef∇gHa
cdRefchRbd

gh

− 8F̂ab · F bc∇eHa
cdRefghRghdf + 8F̂ab · F ef∇gHa

cdRghefRbhcd

− 8F̂ ab · Fef (∇H)abcdRce
ghRdfgh + 8F̂ ab · Fbe∇fHacdRef

ghRghcd ,

(B.24)

k
(F 2H2R)
3 =

1

2
t̂8t̂8F̂ · F (∇H)2RS + 64Fef · ∇gF̂

bkHkcd(∇H)ghecRSbh
df

+ 64F̂ bk · F efHkcd∇b(∇H)he
cgRfg

dh + 32F̂ bk · FefHkcd∇b(∇H)ecghRghdf
S

+ 32F̂ bk · F c
fHkcd∇d(∇H)efghRghbe − 16F̂ bk · ∇cF efHkcd∇gHhefRhd

bg

− 32∇f F̂ bc · ∇hFcdH
2
abefRheda + 32∇hF̂

bc · ∇fFcdH
2
abefRdahe

S

+ 32F̂ bk · ∇bF
ceHkcd(∇H)efghRghdf + 32F̂ bk · ∇bFefHkcd(∇H)cf ghRghde

S

− 16F̂ bk · ∇eF
cdHkcd(∇H)efghRbfgh + 16F̂ bk · ∇eFb

cHkcd(∇H)efghRghdf

− 16F̂ bk · ∇eFb
cHkcd(∇H)dfghRghef + 8F̂ bk · ∇cFefHkcd∇dHbghRghef

+ 8F̂ bk · F efHkcd∇b(∇H)efghRcdgh − 8F̂ bk · F efHkcd∇b(∇H)cdghRghef

− 64F̂ bk · Fef∇hHkcd(∇H)ghecRSbg
df − 64F̂ bk · Fef (∇H)bkcd(∇H)ceghRdfgh

S

+ 8F̂ bk · F ef (∇H)bkcd(∇H)efghRcdgh ,

(B.25)

k
(F∇F̂H(∇H)2)
3 = k

(F∇F̂H(∇H)2)
1 − 1

6
t8t8F̂ · F (∇H)3 − 32∇f F̂ bc · ∇hFcdH

2
abef (∇H)heda

− 32∇dF̂
fg · ∇bF heH2

abef (∇H)dagh − 16F̂ bk · ∇bF
efHkcd(∇H)efgh(∇H)cdgh

+ 16F̂ bk · ∇cFefHkcd(∇H)ghef∇dHbgh + 4F̂ bk · ∇bF
cdHkcd(∇H)efgh(∇H)ghef

(B.26)
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and

k
(e.o.m.)
3 = k

(e.o.m.)
2 − 2F̂ bk · Fb

cRefghRghef
Bkc + 8F̂ bk · FefHkcd(∇h − 2∂hΦ)RghefRbg

cd

+ 8F̂ bk · FefRefghRbdghB
d
k + 8F̂ bk · Fb

cHkcd(∇f − 2∂fΦ)RefghRghed

− 16F̂ bk · FefHkcdRefc
h(∇g − 2∂gΦ)Rb

dgh + 8Âk · F efHkcd(∇H)efghRcdgh

= −8F̂ab · F efRacghRceghB
b
f − 32F̂ab · Fe

fRcfghRacge
B

bh

+ 16F̂ab · F bcRcdghRghd
eB

ae + 2F̂ab · F bcRefghRghef
B

a
c

+ 16Âk · F efHkcdRgf
dhRhe

cg + 8F̂ab · FefRefghRb
dghB

ad

− 8Âk · FefHkcdRgh
ceRghdf − 64F̂ bk · FefHkcdRbg

ec∇[d
G

f ]g

+ 64F̂ bk · F efHkcdRbc
ge∇[d

G

g]
f + 64F̂ bk · F ecHkcdRe

ghd∇[bGg]h

− 64F̂ bk · FbeHkcdRf
edg∇[f

G

c]
g − 32F̂ bk · FefHkcdRgfcd∇[bGg]

e

+ 16F̂ bk · FbeHkcdRghcd∇gGh
e − 16F̂ bk · F efHkcdRbg

cd∇eGf
g

− 16F̂ bk · Fb
cHkcdRghed∇gGhe − 32F̂b

k · FefHkcdRefch∇[b
G

d]
h

+O(H2) + H.O. .

(B.27)

To further simplify the F 2H2R terms we note that the third term in k
(F 2H2R)
3 can be

rewritten as

64F̂ bk · F efHkcd∇b(∇H)he
cgRfg

dh = −32Fef · ∇gF̂
bkHkcd∇bH

cheRfgd
h

+ 16Fef · ∇gF̂
bkHkcd∇bH

cghRefd
h − 16F̂ bk · ∇bFefHkcd∇cHeghRdf

gh

+ 16Fef · ∇eF̂b
kHkcd∇cHfghRbd

gh − 16F̂ bk · ∇cF efHkcd∇dHe
ghRbfgh

+ 16F̂b
k · F efHkcd∇c(∇H)efghRbdgh + 8Fef · ∇bF̂

cdHkcd∇kHeghRbf
gh

+ 8F̂ bk · FefHkcd∇bH
cgh∇dRef

gh − 32F̂ bk · Fef∇gHkcd∇bH
cheRfgd

h

+ 16F̂ bk · Fef∇gHkcd∇bH
cghRefd

h − 16F̂ bk · Fef∇bHkcd∇cHeghRdf
gh

+ 16F̂b
k · F ef∇eHkcd∇cHfghRbdgh − 32F̂ bk · FefHkcd∇bH

che(∇g − 2∂gΦ)Rfgd
h

− 16F̂ bk · FefHkcdRefdh∇bB
c
h + 16Âk · FefHkcd∇cHeghRfd

gh

+ 16F̂b
k ·AeHkcd∇cHeghRbdgh − 16F̂bk · Fef∇cH

eghRfb
ghB

kc +O(H3) + H.O. .

(B.28)

The fourth term in k
(F 2H2R)
3 can be rewritten

32F̂ bk · FefHkcd∇b(∇H)ecghRghdf
S = −16Fef · ∇eF̂ bkHkcd∇bH

c
ghRghdf

S

+ 16F̂ bk · ∇bFefHkcd∇cHe
ghRghdf

S − 16F̂ bk · ∇dF efHkcd∇cHeghRgh
S bf

− 16F ef · ∇eF̂b
kHkcd∇cHfghRghbd

S − 8F̂ bk · F efHkcd∇bH
cgh∇dRSghef

− 8F ef · ∇bF̂ cdHkcd∇kHeghRgh
S bf − 16F̂b

k · F efHkcd∇c(∇H)efghRghbd
S

− 16F̂ bk · Fef∇eHkcd∇bH
cghRdf

S gh − 16F̂b
k · F ef∇eHkcd∇cHfghRghbd

S

+ 16F̂ bk · Fef (∇H)bkcd∇cHe
ghRghdf

S − 16F̂ bk ·AfHkcd∇bH
c
ghRghdf

S

+ 16Âk · FefHkcd∇cHe
ghRghdf

S − 16F̂ bk · F ef∇cHeghRgh
S bfBkc

+ 16F̂ bk ·AeHkcd∇cHeghRghd
S b +O(H3) + H.O. .

(B.29)
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The fifth term in k
(F 2H2R)
3 can be rewritten

32F̂ bk · F c
fHkcd∇d(∇H)efghRghbe = 16F̂ bk · ∇cF efHkcd∇dHeghRgh

bf

− 8F bk · ∇cF̂efHkcd∇dHbghRghef − 16F̂ bk · F cf∇eHkcd∇dHfghRgh
be

+ 8F̂ bk · F ce∇fHkcd∇dHfghRSghbe − 16F̂ bk · F cfHkcd∇dHfgh(∇e − 2∂eΦ)Rgh
be

+ 8F̂ bk · F ceHkcdRgh
S be∇d

Bgh +O(H3) + H.O. .

(B.30)

Finally the seventh and eighth term in k
(F 2H2R)
3 can be rewritten

−32∇f F̂ bc · ∇hFcdH
2
abefRheda + 32∇hF̂

bc · ∇fFcdH
2
abefRdahe

S

= 32Fef · ∇kF̂ beHkcd∇hHab
cRfahd

S + 32Fef · ∇bF̂
keHkcd(∇H)cbghRfdgh

S

+ 32F ef · ∇eF̂bgHkcd(∇H)abcdRgk
S fa − 16Fef · ∇eF̂bgHkcd(∇H)abcdRakfg

S

+ 16Fef · ∇gF̂
beHkcd(∇H)ab

cdRakfg
S + 16Fef · ∇hF̂ beH2

abcd∇hRcdfa

+ 8F ef · F̂egHkcd(∇H)cdab∇fRabgk
S + 16Fef · F̂g

e∇bHkcd(∇H)ab
cdRafgk

S

− 32∇hF̂
bc · ∇fFcdH

2
abef (∇h − 2∂hΦ)Rdahe

S + 32F̂ bc · ∇hFcdHabkRheda
B

k
e

+ 32F̂ be · Fef∇hHabcRfa
S hdB

cd + 32F̂ ke · FefHkcd(∇b − 2∂bΦ)(∇H)cbghRfd
S gh

− 32F̂ be · FefHkcd(∇H)cdab(∇h − 2∂hΦ)Rhkfa
S

+ 16F ef · F̂egHkcd(∇b − 2∂bΦ)(∇H)cdabRSaf
gk

+ 16F̂ be · FefH
2
abcd(∇h − 2∂hΦ)∇hRcdfa +O(H3) + H.O. .

(B.31)

Using these results we get

k
(F 2H2R)
3 =

1

2
t̂8t̂8F̂ · F (∇H)2RS + 64Fef · ∇gF̂

bkHkcd(∇H)ghecRSbh
df

− 32Fef · ∇gF̂
bkHkcd∇bH

cheRfgd
h + 32Fef · ∇kF̂ beHkcd∇hHab

cRfahd
S

+ 32F̂ bk · ∇bF
ceHkcd(∇H)efghRghdf + 32F̂ bk · ∇bFefHkcd(∇H)cf ghRghde

S

+ 16F̂ bk · ∇eFb
cHkcd(∇H)efghRghdf − 16F̂ bk · ∇eFb

cHkcd(∇H)dfghRghef

+ 16F̂ bk · ∇cF efHkcd∇dHeghRgh
S bf − 16F̂ bk · ∇cF efHkcd∇gHhefRhd

bg

+ 16Fef · ∇gF̂ bkHkcd∇bH
c
ghRefdh − 16Fef · ∇eF̂ bkHkcd∇bH

cghRdf
S gh

+ 32F ef · ∇eF̂bgHkcd(∇H)abcdRgk
S fa + 16Fef · ∇bF̂g

eHkcd(∇H)ab
cdRakfg

S

+ 32Fef · ∇bF̂
keHkcd(∇H)cbghRfd

S gh + 16Fef · ∇hF̂
beH2

abcd∇hRcdfa

− 16F̂ bk · ∇eF
cdHkcd(∇H)efghRbfgh + 8F ef · F̂egHkcd(∇H)cdab∇fRabgk

S

+ 8F̂ bk · FefHkcd∇b(∇H)ef ghRcdgh − 8F̂ bk · FefHkcd∇b(∇H)cdghRghef

− 64F̂ bk · Fef∇hHkcd(∇H)ghecRSbg
df − 32F̂ bk · Fef∇gHkcd∇bH

cheRfgd
h

− 64F̂ bk · Fef (∇H)bkcd(∇H)ceghRdfgh
S − 16F̂ bk · Fef∇eHkcd∇bH

cghRdf
S gh

− 16F̂ bk · F cf∇eHkcd∇dHfghRgh
be + 8F̂ bk · F ce∇fHkcd∇dHfghRgh

S be

+ 16F ef · F̂ge∇bHkcd(∇H)abcdRSaf
gk + 8F̂ bk · F ef (∇H)bkcd(∇H)efghRcdgh

+ 16F̂ bk · Fef∇gHkcd∇bH
c
ghRefdh +O(H3) + H.O.+ e.o.m. terms of O(H2) .

(B.32)
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B.2 (ε8ε8)
′R4

The reduction of this term, defined in (1.9), gives rise to the following O(d, d)-violating terms
quadratic in the KK vectors

(ε8ε8)
′R4 → 2(ε8ε8)

′[F̂ · F ]R3 − 24(ε7ε7)
′∇F · ∇F̂R2 + (H → −H,F ↔ F̂ ) . (B.33)

The square brackets in the first term means that no terms with contraction between F̂ and F

are included. It can be written

(ε8ε8)
′[F̂ ·F ]R3 = (ε8ε8)

′F̂ ·FR3+4(7!)F̂ ab ·Fa[b(Rcd
cdRef

efRgh
gh])

′+2(ε6ε6)
′F̂ ·FR3 , (B.34)

where both indices on F and F̂ are understood to be contracted in the last term. The second
term in (B.33) is defined as

(ε7ε7)
′∇F · ∇F̂R2 = −7!(∇(−)bF[bc · ∇

(+)
d F̂ cdRef

efRgh
gh])

′ . (B.35)

We wish to integrate by parts to remove the derivatives from F and F̂ . To do this we have to
take care about the removal of self-contractions. We first write this term as

−7!∇(−)bF[bc(·∇
(+)
d F̂ cdRef

efRgh
gh])

′ + 2(6!)∇(−)bFb[c(·∇
(+)
d F̂ cdRef

efRgh
gh])

′ . (B.36)

The first term can now be integrated by parts yielding

(ε7ε7)
′∇F · ∇F̂R2

= −7!(F[bc · F̂ dkRbc
d|k|Ref

efRgh
gh])

′ + 6!(F[cd · F̂ bkRcd
|bk|Ref

efRgh
gh])

′

+ 7!(F[bc · ∇
(+)
d F̂ dkHbc

|k|Ref
efRgh

gh])
′ + 2(6!)(F[cd · ∇(+)bF̂ kcHd

|bk|Ref
efRgh

gh])
′

+ 2(7!)(F[bc · ∇
(+)
d F̂ cdHbe

|k|Rfk
efRgh

gh])
′ − 8(6!)(F[bc · ∇

(+)
d F̂ cdHb

|ek|Rfke
fRgh

gh])
′

− 4(5!)(F[fc · ∇
(+)
d F̂ cdH|bek|RfkebRgh

gh])
′ − 6!(F[dc · (∇(−)b − 2∂bΦ)∇(+)

|b| F̂
cdRef

efRgh
gh])

′

− 4(6!)(F[ec · ∇
(+)
d F̂ cd(∇(−)b − 2∂bΦ)Ref

|b|fRgh
gh])

′ + 2(6!)(A[c · ∇
(+)
d F̂ cdRef

efRgh
gh])

′

(B.37)

where we used the identities (A.1) and (A.2). Note the need for subtractions of terms with
additional contractions. Next we note that the first term can be rewritten

1

6
(ε8ε8)

′F̂ · FR3 − 7!

3
(F̂ bk · Fk[bRcd

cdRef
efRgh

gh])
′ , (B.38)

while the third and fifth combine to give

8!

2
(F[bc · ∇

(+)
d F̂ bcHdk

kRef
efRgh

gh])
′ . (B.39)

The eighth term becomes

2(6!)(F[cd · ∇c
Â

dRef
efRgh

gh])
′ − 6!(F[cd · F̂ bkRcd

|bk|Ref
efRgh

gh])
′

− 2(6!)(F[cd · ∇(+)bF̂ kcHd
|bk|Ref

efRgh
gh])

′ − 2(6!)(F[cd · F̂ bc(Rd
|b| + 2∇(−)d∂|b|Φ)Ref

efRgh
gh])

′

(B.40)

and finally the ninth term becomes

4(6!)(F[ec · ∇
(+)
d F̂ cd[(∇(+)b − 2∂bΦ)Ref

f |b| −Hbk
fRef

|bk|]Rgh
gh])

′

− 8(6!)(F[ec · ∇
(+)
d F̂ cdHebkRf

|bk|fRgh
gh])

′ +
4(5!)

3
(F[fc · ∇

(+)
d F̂ cd∇fH2Rgh

gh])
′ ,

(B.41)
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where we noted that HbekRf
bek = −1

3H
bek∇(−)fHbek = −1

6∇fH2. In the first term the ex-
pression in square brackets (which is treated as a single object as far as the removal of self-
contractions) is proportional to the equations of motion, see (A.3).

Putting this together we see that most of the terms with extra contractions cancel out and
we are left with

(ε7ε7)
′∇F · ∇F̂R2

=
1

6
(ε8ε8)

′F̂ · FR3 − 7!

3
(F̂ bk · Fk[bRcd

cdRef
efRgh

gh])
′

+
8!

2
(F[bc · ∇

(+)
d F̂ bcHdk

kRef
efRgh

gh])
′ +

2(5!)

3
(F[fc · ∇

(+)
d F̂ cd∇fH2Rgh

gh])
′ + k

(e.o.m.)
5 ,

(B.42)

where we have collected the terms proportional to the equations of motion in the last term

k
(e.o.m.)
5 = 2(6!)(F[cd · ∇c

Â

dRef
efRgh

gh])
′ + 2(6!)(A[c · ∇

(+)
d F̂ cdRef

efRgh
gh])

′

− 2(6!)(F[cd · F̂ bc(Rd
|b| + 2∇(−)d∂|b|Φ)Ref

efRgh
gh])

′

+ 4(6!)(F[ec · ∇
(+)
d F̂ cd[(∇(+)b − 2∂bΦ)Ref

f |b| −Hbk
fRef

|bk|]Rgh
gh])

′ .

(B.43)

Putting this together we have shown that

(ε8ε8)
′R4 → −2(ε8ε8)

′F̂ · FR3 + 4(ε6ε6)
′F̂ · FR3 − 12(8!)(F[bc · ∇

(+)
d F̂ bcHdk

kRef
efRgh

gh])
′

− 16(5!)(F[cd · ∇
(+)
f F̂ cd∇fH2Rgh

gh])
′ − 24k

(e.o.m.)
5 + (H → −H,F ↔ F̂ ) .

(B.44)

Since we will not need terms of sixth order or higher in fields we can easily integrate the third
term by parts to get

−12(8!)(F[bc · ∇
(+)
d F̂ bcHdk

kRef
efRgh

gh])
′ = 12(ε8ε8)

′F̂ · F (∇H)R2 + k
(e.o.m.)
6 +H.O. (B.45)

with

k
(e.o.m.)
6 = −48(7!)(F[bc · F̂ bcHdk

k[(∇(−)
|e| − 2∂|e|Φ)Ref

df −Hf
|el|Rel

df ]Rgh
gh])

′

+ 24(7!)(F[bc · F̂ bc
B

k
kRef

efRgh
gh])

′ + 24(7!)(F[cd · ÂcHdk
kRef

efRgh
gh])

′ .
(B.46)

So that finally we get

(ε8ε8)
′R4 → −2(ε8ε8)

′F̂ · FR3 + 12(ε8ε8)
′F̂ · F (∇H)R2 + 4(ε6ε6)

′F̂ · FR3

− 16(5!)(F[cd · ∇f F̂
cd∇fH2Rgh

gh])
′ − 24k

(e.o.m.)
5 + k

(e.o.m.)
6

+H.O.+ (H → −H,F ↔ F̂ ) .

(B.47)

B.3 H2(ε6ε6)
′R3

Dimensional reduction of this term, defined in (1.11), gives rise to the following O(d, d)-violating
terms quadratic in the KK vectors

H2(ε6ε6)
′R3 → 3(ε6ε6)

′F̂ · FR3 + 12(5!)H2(∇(−)bF[cd · ∇
(+)
b F̂ cdRef

ef ])
′

+
3

2
H2(ε6ε6)

′[F̂ · F ]R2 + (H → −H,F ↔ F̂ ) .
(B.48)

This can be used to cancel the third and fourth term from (B.47). Note that the last term will
not be needed as it is of sixth order in fields.
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B.4 (ε9ε9)
′H2R3

Dimensional reduction of this term, defined in (1.10), gives rise to the following O(d, d)-violating
terms quadratic in the KK vectors

(ε9ε9)
′H2R3 → 9

2
(ε8ε8)

′(F̂ · F + F · F̂ )R3 − 18(8!)F bc · (∇(+)
[e F̂ deHdbcRfg

fgRhk
hk])

′

− 12(8!)HabcH[abc(∇(−)eFfe · ∇(+)
g F̂ fgRhk

hk])
′ +

3

2
(ε9ε9)

′H2[F̂ · F ]R2

+ (H → −H,F ↔ F̂ ) .

(B.49)

The last term is of higher order so we will not need it here. The second term can be integrated
by parts to give

− 18(8!)F bc · (∇(+)
[e F̂ deHdbcRfg

fgRhk
hk])

′

= −36(8!)F bc · ∇eF̂ d
[e(HdbcRfg

fgRhk
hk])

′ + 36(7!)F bc · ∇eF̂
de(H[dbcRfg

fgRhk
hk])

′ +H.O.

= 36(8!)F bc · F̂ d
[e(∇eHdbcRfg

fgRhk
hk])

′ + k
(e.o.m.)
7 +H.O. ,

(B.50)

with

k
(e.o.m.)
7 = −36(7!)F bc · ÂdH[dbc(Rfg

fgRhk
hk])

′ + 108(7!)F bc · F̂ d
[dBbc(Rfg

fgRhk
hk])

′

− 144(7!)F bc · F̂ d
[f (Hdbc(∇e − 2∂eΦ)Rfg

|e|gRhk
hk])

′ .
(B.51)

The first term can be further rewritten

36(8!)F bc · F̂ d
[e(∇eHdbcRfg

fgRhk
hk])

′

= 12(8!)F bc · F̂ d
[e(∇eHdbcRfg

fgRhk
hk])

′ − 48(8!)F bc · F̂ d
[e((∇H)egbc∇(−)fHdfgRhk

hk])
′

+ 36(ε8ε8)
′F · F̂∇HR2 + 72(8!)F b

[d · F̂ d
e((∇H)ecbcRfg

fgRhk
hk])

′ .

(B.52)

The first term has the same form as the LHS. The second term is a total derivative up to terms
of higher order and equations of motion terms of order H2, as can be seen by integrating by
parts twice. The last term gives, due to the symmetry in exchanging F and F̂ ,

−144(8!)F b
[d · F̂ d

e((∇H)ecbc(∇H)fgfgRhk
S hk])

′

= 72(ε8ε8)
′F · F̂ (∇H)2RS − 96(8!)F bc · F̂ d

[e(∇eHdbc(∇H)fgfgRhk
S hk])

′ +H.O. .
(B.53)

Finally we need to deal with the third term in (B.49). Integrating by parts twice it becomes

−12(8!)F̂ fg · F[fe(∇gH
abc∇eHabcRhk

hk])
′ , (B.54)

again plus terms of higher order and equations of motion terms of order H2, which we drop.
But this term can also be rewritten, by using the fact that anti-symmetrizing in one more index
gives zero since the indices are contracted,

− 4(8!)F̂ fg · F[fe(∇gH
abc∇eHabcRhk

hk])
′ + 36(ε8ε8)

′F̂ · F (∇H)2R
− 24(8!)F̂ fg · F[fe(∇gHh

bc∇eHabcRhka
k])

′ − 24(8!)F̂ fg · F a
[e(∇gHf

bc∇eHabcRhk
hk])

′ .
(B.55)

The first term is again of the same form, while the third and fourth vanish up to terms we are
dropping. Putting these results together we have

(ε9ε9)
′H2R3 → 9

2
(ε8ε8)

′(F̂ · F + F · F̂ )R3 − 54(ε8ε8)
′F̂ · F∇HR2

S + 54(ε8ε8)
′F̂ · F (∇H)2RS

+ k
(e.o.m.)
7 + (H → −H,F ↔ F̂ ) + H.O.+O(H3) + e.o.m. terms of O(H2) .

(B.56)
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B.5 (ε9ε9)
′[H2]R3 and (ε9ε9)

′[H2](∇H)2R

Dimensional reduction of these terms, defined in (1.12), give rise to the following O(d, d)-violating
terms quadratic in the KK vectors

1

288
(ε9ε9)

′[H2]R3 − 1

48
(ε9ε9)

′[H2](∇H)2R

→ −5!6!

96
Ha4a5a6F

a2a3 ·
(

∇(+)
[a2

F̂ [a4a5Ra3a7
a6a7Ra8a9]

a8a9]
)′

+
5!6!

48
Ha4a5a6F

a2a3 ·
(

∇(+)
[a2

F̂ [a4a5(∇H)a6a7a3a7(∇H)a8a9]a8a9]

)′

− 5!5!

48
Ha1a2a3Ha4a5a6

(

∇(−)[a4F[a1a2 · ∇(+)
a3

F̂ a5a6(∇H)a7a8]a7a8]

)′

+
1

192
(ε9ε9)

′[H2][F̂ · F ]R2 +
1

48
(ε9ε9)

′[H2][F̂ · F ](∇H)RS

− 1

96
(ε9ε9)

′[H2][F̂ · F ](∇H)2 + (H → −H,F ↔ F̂ ) .

(B.57)

Only the first term will be needed here, since the others are of order H3 or of order six and
higher in fields. We therefore find

1

288
(ε9ε9)

′[H2]R3 − 1

48
(ε9ε9)

′[H2](∇H)2R

→ −48F ef · ∇gF̂bkHkcdRehcgRbfdh + 48F ef · ∇eF̂bkHkcdRfhgcRbgdh

− 24F ef · ∇bF̂cdHkcdRehgbRgfkh + 24F ef · ∇gF̂bkHkcdRebhgRhfcd

+ 24F ef · ∇gF̂bkHkcdRefhcRbhdg − 24F ef · ∇bF̂ghHkcdRegkbRhfcd

+ 24F ef · ∇eF̂bgHkcdRfbhkRghcd − 12F ef · ∇gF̂bkHkcdRefghRbhcd

− 12F ef · ∇eF̂cdHkcdRfbghRghkb + 12F ef · ∇eF̂bkHkcdRfbghRghcd

− 12F ef · ∇eF̂ghHkcdRfbcdRghkb − 6F ef · ∇bF̂cdHkcdRefghRghkb

− 6F ef · ∇bF̂ghHkcdRefkbRghcd − 6F ef · ∇bF̂ghHkcdRefcdRghkb

+ (H → −H,F ↔ F̂ ) +O(H3) + H.O.

(B.58)

30



B.6 ε4H
2ε4R2R and ε4H

2ε4(∇H)2R

From the definition in (1.13) one finds the following O(d, d)-violating terms quadratic in the KK
vectors upon dimensional reduction

ε4H
2ε4R2R− 2ε4H

2ε4(∇H)2R

→ −4!Fa1a2 · ∇
(+)
b F̂ deHea3a4Rbc[a1a2Ra3a4]

cd

− 4(3!)Fea1 · ∇(+)[a1F̂cdHka2a3R|bc|a2a3]Rb
edk

− 4(3!)Fea1 · ∇(+)[a1F̂cdHka2a3R|bc|a2a3]Rb
kde

− 4!∇(−)eF bf · ∇(+)cF̂ [a1a2Hfa1a2Hea3a4R
a3a4]
S bc

+ 2(4!)F̂a1a2 · ∇
(−)
b F deHea3a4(∇H)[a1a2cd(∇H)a3a4]bc

− 8(3!)F̂a2f · ∇(−)[a2FcdHka3a4(∇H)a3a4]bc(∇H)b
fdk

− 8(3!)F̂a2f · ∇(−)[a2FcdHka3a4(∇H)a3a4]bc(∇H)dfkb

+
4!

2
∇(−)

d F [a1a2 · ∇(+)
b F̂ a3a4]Hfa1a2Hea3a4(∇H)bfde

− 4!

2
Hfa1a2Hea3a4F̂b

f · F deRcd
[a1a2Ra3a4]bc

− 4!Hfa1a2Hea3a4F̂b
f · F de(∇H)[a1a2 cd(∇H)a3a4]bc

− 4!Hfa1a2Hea3a4F̂
c
d · F [a1a2Rbc

a3a4]Rbfde

− 2(4!)Hfa1a2Hea3a4F̂cd · F [a1a2(∇H)a3a4]bc(∇H)b
fde

+ (H → −H,F ↔ F̂ ) ,

(B.59)

where the first three terms give

−4!Fa1a2 · ∇
(+)
b F̂ deHea3a4Rbc[a1a2Ra3a4]

cd = −16Fef · ∇(+)
g F̂ bkHkcdRghceRdf

bh

− 4Fef · ∇(+)
g F̂ bkHkcdRghcdRef

hb

− 4Fef · ∇(+)
g F̂ bkHkcdRcd

hbRghef ,

(B.60)

−4(3!)Fea1 · ∇(+)[a1F̂cdHka2a3R|bc|a2a3]Rb
edk = 16Fef · ∇(+)kF̂bgHkcdRh

becRfhgd

+ 8F ef · ∇(+)
e F̂bgHkcdRhf

gkRhbcd
(B.61)

and

−4(3!)Fea1 · ∇(+)[a1F̂cdHka2a3R|bc|a2a3]Rb
kde = 16Fef · ∇(+)kF̂bgHkcdRh

becRhdfg

+ 8F ef · ∇(+)
e F̂ bgHkcdRkh

gfRbh
cd ,

(B.62)

while the fourth term gives

−4!∇(−)eF bf · ∇(+)cF̂ [a1a2Hfa1a2Hea3a4R
a3a4]
S bc = k

(F 2H2R)
5 +H.O.+ e.o.m. terms of O(H2) ,

(B.63)
with

k
(F 2H2R)
5 = −16F ef · ∇gF̂ bkHkcd∇cHhbeRdh

S fg − 8F bk · ∇cF̂ efHkcd∇gHhefRhd
S bg

− 8F ef · ∇gF̂ cdHkcd∇hHgbeRbk
S fh + 8F̂ bk · ∇cF efHkcd∇dHeghRgh

S bf

+ 4Fef · ∇cF̂ ghHkcd∇kHbghRbdef
S − 4F bk · ∇g∇hF̂ cdHhefHkcdRef

S bg

− 4∇bF
cd · ∇gF̂

khHhefHkcdRefbg
S + 4∇bF hk · ∇gF̂ efHbefHkcdRcd

S gh

+ 4∇bF hk · ∇gF̂ cdHbefHkcdRef
S gh − 2Fgh · ∇kF̂ efHkcdHbef∇bRcdgh

S

+ 4F bk · F̂ cg∇hHkcd∇dHhefRef
S bg .

(B.64)
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Finally, putting all this together we have

ε4H
2ε4R2R− 2ε4H

2ε4(∇H)2R
→ −16Fef · ∇gF̂

bkHkcdRghceRdf
bh + 16Fef · ∇kF̂bgHkcdRh

becRfhgd

+ 16Fef · ∇kF̂bgHkcdRh
becRhdfg + 8F ef · ∇eF̂bgHkcdRhf

gkRhbcd

+ 8F ef · ∇eF̂
bgHkcdRkh

gfRbh
cd − 4F ef · ∇gF̂

bkHkcdRghcdRef
hb

− 4Fef · ∇gF̂
bkHkcdRcd

hbRghef + k
(F 2H2R)
5

+ (H → −H,F ↔ F̂ ) +O(H3) + H.O.+ e.o.m. terms of O(H2) .

(B.65)

B.7 l5 term

The term
l5 = H2

abcd∇gHhae∇gHh
cfRbd

S ef (B.66)

gives rise to the following O(d, d)-violating terms quadratic in the KK vectors upon dimensional
reduction

l5 → Fab · F̂cd∇gHhae∇gHh
cfRbd

S ef + 2Fbk · ∇gF̂ehH
k
cd∇gHhcfRbdef

S

+∇gF ae · ∇gF̂
cfH2

abcdRbd
S ef + (H → −H,F ↔ F̂ ) +O(H3) .

(B.67)

The second term can be further rewritten, by using the Bianchi identity and integrating by
parts, as

2Fbk · ∇gF̂ehH
k
cd∇gHhcfRbdef

S

= −2F ef · ∇gF̂b
kHkcd∇eH

cghRbd
S fh − 2Fb

k · ∇gF̂efHkcd(∇H)chefRbd
S gh

− F ef · ∇eF̂b
kHkcd∇fH

cghRbd
S gh − 2F̂b

k · F ec∇cH
fgh(∇H)ghdkRbd

S ef

− F̂b
k · F ef∇eHkcd∇fH

cghRbd
S gh +H.O.+ e.o.m. terms of O(H2) ,

(B.68)

where the first term can be further rewritten as

−2F ef · ∇gF̂b
kHkcd∇eH

cghRbd
S fh

= −6Fef · ∇gF̂b
kHkcd∇eHc

ghRb[dfh]
S + 2Fef · ∇gF̂b

kHkcd∇eHc
ghRbfhd

S

+ 2Fef · ∇gF̂b
kHkcd∇eHc

ghRbhdf
S

= 2Fef · ∇gF̂b
kHkcd∇eHc

ghRbhdf
S + 2Fef · ∇kF̂b

gHkcd∇eHc
ghRbfhd

S

+ 2Fef · ∇bF̂
gkHkcd∇eHc

ghRbfhd
S − 6Fef · ∇gF̂b

kHkcd∇eHc
ghRb[dfh]

S

= 2Fef · ∇gF̂b
kHkcd∇eHc

ghR
bhdf
S + 2Fef · ∇kF̂b

gHkcd∇eHc
ghRbfhd

S

+ 2Fef · ∇eF̂ bkHkcd∇gH
c
bhRgfhd

S + Fef · ∇gF̂
bkHkcd∇gHc

bhRefhd
S

+ 2Fef · F̂ bkHkcd∇gH
c
bh∇gRefhd

S + F̂ bk · Fef∇gHkcd∇gHc
bhRefhd

S

+H.O.+ e.o.m. terms of O(H2) .

(B.69)
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Finally, the third term in (B.67) can be rewritten as

∇gF ae · ∇gF̂
cfH2

abcdRbd
S ef

= ∇eF a
g · ∇f F̂ cgH2

abcdRbd
S ef −∇aF

e
g · ∇cF̂ fgH2

abcdRbd
S ef

+∇aF
ge · ∇gF̂

cfH2
abcdRbd

S ef +∇gF
ae · ∇cF̂ gfH2

abcdRbd
S ef

= ∇eF a
g · ∇f F̂ cgH2

abcdRbd
S ef −∇aF

e
g · ∇cF̂ fgH2

abcdRbd
S ef

+ F̂ ef · ∇eF
acHkcd∇gHabkRbd

S gf + F ef · ∇eF̂
acHkcd∇gHabkRbd

S gf

− F̂ ef · ∇eF
agHkcd(∇H)abcdRbk

S gf − F ef · ∇eF̂
agHkcd(∇H)abcdRbk

S gf

+
1

2
F̂ef · ∇eF a

g∇fH2
abcdR

cdgb
S +

1

2
Fef · ∇eF̂ a

g∇fH2
abcdR

cdgb
S

+
1

2
F̂ef · ∇eF ag∇gH

2
abcdR

cdbf
S +

1

2
Fef · ∇eF̂ ag∇gH

2
abcdR

cdbf
S

+
1

2
∇gF̂ef · ∇eF agH2

abcdR
cdbf
S +

1

2
∇gFef · ∇eF̂ agH2

abcdR
cdbf
S

+
1

4
∇gF̂ ef · ∇gF

acH2
abcdRbd

S ef +
1

4
∇gF

ef · ∇gF̂ acH2
abcdRbd

S ef

+H.O.+ e.o.m. terms of O(H2) .

(B.70)

Putting this together we have

l5 → 2Fef · ∇gF̂b
kHkcd∇eHc

ghRbhdf
S + 2Fef · ∇kF̂b

gHkcd∇eHc
ghRbfhd

S

+ 2Fef · ∇eF̂ bkHkcd∇gH
c
bhRgfhd

S + 2F̂ ef · ∇eF
acHkcd∇gHabkRbd

S gf

+∇eF a
g · ∇f F̂ cgH2

abcdRbd
S ef −∇aF

e
g · ∇cF̂ fgH2

abcdRbd
S ef

+ Fef · ∇gF̂
bkHkcd∇gHc

bhRefhd
S − 2Fb

k · ∇gF̂efHkcd(∇H)chefRbd
S gh

− F ef · ∇eF̂b
kHkcd∇fH

cghRbd
S gh − 2F̂ ef · ∇eF

agHkcd(∇H)abcdRbk
S gf

+ 2Fef · F̂ bkHkcd∇gH
c
bh∇gRefhd

S + F̂ef · ∇eF a
g∇fH2

abcdR
cdgb
S

+ F̂ef · ∇eF ag∇gH
2
abcdR

cdbf
S +∇gF̂ef · ∇eF agH2

abcdR
cdbf
S

+
1

2
∇gF̂ ef · ∇gF

acH2
abcdRbd

S ef + Fab · F̂cd∇gHhae∇gHh
cfRbd

S ef

+ F̂ bk · Fef∇gHkcd∇gHc
bhRefhd

S − 2F̂b
k · F ec∇cH

fgh(∇H)kdghRbd
S ef

− F̂b
k · F ef∇eHkcd∇fH

cghRbd
S gh + (H → −H,F ↔ F̂ ) +O(H3)

+ H.O.+ e.o.m. terms of O(H2) .

(B.71)

B.8 l6 term

The term
l6 = H2

abcd∇eH
agh∇fH

c
ghRbdef

S (B.72)

gives rise to the following O(d, d)-violating terms quadratic in the KK vectors upon dimensional
reduction

l6 → Fab · F̂cd∇eH
agh∇fH

c
ghRbdef

S + 2∇eF̂
a
g · ∇fF

cgH2
abcdR

bdef
S

+ 2F̂b
k · ∇gFefHkcd∇hH

cefRbdgh
S + (H → −H, F ↔ F̂ ) +O(H3) .

(B.73)
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B.9 l7 term

The term
l7 = HkcdHaef∇gHhac∇gHhb

dRefkb
S (B.74)

gives rise to the following O(d, d)-violating terms quadratic in the KK vectors upon dimensional
reduction

l7 → F̂ef · ∇gF bkHkcd∇gHhb
cRefdh

S − F̂ef · ∇gF bkHkcd∇gHhb
fRhecd

S

+ F̂ef · ∇hFbgHkcd∇hHkbeRfgcd
S +∇gF̂

ac · ∇gFb
dHkcdHaefRefkb

S

+ (H → −H, F ↔ F̂ ) +O(H3) .

(B.75)

The second term can be rewritten as

−F̂ef · ∇gF bkHkcd∇gHhb
fRhecd

S

= −F̂ef · ∇kF ghHkcd(∇H)f bghRbecd
S − 1

2
F bk · ∇gF̂efHkcd∇bHh

efRghcd
S

+
1

2
F̂ef · F bkHkcd∇bHgh

f∇eRghcd
S + F̂ef · F bk∇gHkcd∇bHh

gfRhecd
S

+H.O.+ e.o.m. terms of O(H2) ,

(B.76)

while the third can be rewritten as

1

2
∇h(F̂ef · Fbg)Hkcd∇hH

kbeRfgcd
S

=
1

2
F̂ef · ∇eFbgHkcd∇hH

kbfRghcd
S +

1

2
Fef · ∇eF̂bgHkcd∇hH

kbfRghcd
S

− 1

2
F̂ef · FbgHkcd∇h(∇H)kbefRghcd

S − 1

2
Fef · F̂bgHkcd∇h(∇H)kbefRghcd

S

− 1

2
F̂ef · Fbg∇fHkcd∇hH

kbeRghcd
S − 1

2
Fef · F̂bg∇fHkcd∇hH

kbeRghcd
S

− 1

2
F̂ef · Fbg∇hHkcd∇hH

kbeRfgcd
S +H.O.+ e.o.m. terms of O(H2) .

(B.77)

Putting this together we have

l7 → F̂ef · ∇gF bkHkcd∇gHhb
cRefdh

S − F̂ef · ∇kF ghHkcd(∇H)f bghRbecd
S

+ F̂ef · ∇eFbgHkcd∇hH
kbfRghcd

S − F̂ef · FbgHkcd∇h(∇H)kbefRghcd
S

+∇gF̂
ac · ∇gFb

dHkcdHaefRefkb
S − 1

2
F bk · ∇gF̂efHkcd∇bHh

efRghcd
S

+
1

2
F̂ef · F bkHkcd∇bHgh

f∇eRghcd
S − F̂ef · Fbg∇fHkcd∇hH

kbeRghcd
S

− 1

2
F̂ef · Fbg∇hHkcd∇hH

kbeRfgcd
S + F̂ef · F bk∇gHkcd∇bHh

gfRhecd
S

+ (H → −H, F ↔ F̂ ) +O(H3) + H.O.+ e.o.m. terms of O(H2) .

(B.78)

B.10 l8–l36 terms

Finally, the terms with at least two traces defined in (3.50) give rise to the following O(d, d)-
violating terms quadratic in the KK vectors upon dimensional reduction

l8 →
1

2
∇gF̂ ac · ∇gFefH

2
abcdR

bdef
S − F̂b

k · ∇cF efHkcd(∇H)ghefRbdgh
S
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+ (H → −H, F ↔ F̂ ) +O(H3) (B.79)

l9 → F̂ab · Fcd(∇H)abgh(∇H)efghRefcd
S + F̂ bk · ∇bF

efHkcd(∇H)efghRghcd
S

+
1

2
∇gF̂ ab · ∇gFefH

2
abcdR

efcd
S + (H → −H, F ↔ F̂ ) +O(H3) (B.80)

l10 → F̂ab · Fcd(∇H)begh(∇H)ef
cdRfa

S gh −
1

2
F̂ka · ∇eF ghHkcd(∇H)efcdRfa

S gh

− F̂ kc · ∇cFefHabk(∇H)beghRfa
S gh −

1

4
∇bF̂ gh · ∇fF

cdH2
abcdR

fa
S gh

+ (H → −H, F ↔ F̂ ) +O(H3) (B.81)

l11 → F̂ab · Fcd∇eHagh∇eHfghRfbcd
S + F̂bk · ∇eF gh∇eHfghH

kcdRfb
S cd

+ 2∇eF̂ ha · ∇eFhfH
2
abcdR

fbcd
S + (H → −H, F ↔ F̂ ) +O(H3) (B.82)

l12 → ∇e(F̂ab · FcdH
agh)∇eHfghRfbcd

S +∇e(F̂bk · F ghHkcd)∇eHfghRfb
S cd

+ 2∇eF̂hf · ∇e(F haH2
abcd)R

fbcd
S + (H → −H, F ↔ F̂ ) +O(H3) (B.83)

l13 → 2F̂bf · ∇eF bkHkcd∇eH
fghRcd

S gh + F̂ab · ∇eF ghHkcd∇eH
abkRcd

S gh

+ F̂cd · ∇eF abHabf∇eH
fghRcd

S gh + (H → −H, F ↔ F̂ ) +O(H3) (B.84)

l14 → 2∇k(F̂ be · Fbf )∇k(HecdH
fgh)Rcd

S gh + 2∇k(Habf F̂
ab) · ∇k(F̂cdH

fgh)Rcd
S gh

+ (H → −H, F ↔ F̂ ) +O(H3) (B.85)

l15 → 2∇kF̂ be · ∇kFbfHecdH
fghRcd

S gh + 2F̂cd · ∇kF abHfgh∇kHabfRcd
S gh

+ (H → −H, F ↔ F̂ ) +O(H3) (B.86)

l16 → F̂ab · Fcd∇eH
cgh∇fH

d
ghRabef

S + 2∇eF̂
gh · F dkHabk∇fHdghRabef

S

+ 2∇eF̂
cg · ∇fF

d
gH

2
abcdR

abef
S + (H → −H, F ↔ F̂ ) +O(H3) (B.87)

l17 → 4F̂bh · ∇eF
bgHkcd∇fHg

cdRefkh
S +∇eF̂

ab · ∇fF
cdHabhHkcdRefkh

S

+ (H → −H, F ↔ F̂ ) +O(H3) (B.88)

l18 → −1

2
F̂ab · ∇fFghHkcd(∇H)cdghRfkab

S − F̂ dk · ∇dFghHabe(∇H)efghRab
S fk

+
1

2
∇gFef · ∇gF̂ cdHab

eHkcdRfkab
S + (H → −H, F ↔ F̂ ) +O(H3) (B.89)

l19 → F̂bc · ∇bF
hkHdef (∇H)ck

gdRef
S gh −

1

2
F̂ab · ∇kF

gdHdef (∇H)hkabRef
S gh

− 1

2
F̂ef · ∇gFckH

abc(∇H)hkabRef
S gh +

1

4
∇cF̂

gd · ∇hFabH
abcHdefRef

S gh

+ (H → −H, F ↔ F̂ ) +O(H3) (B.90)

l20 → F̂ bc · ∇bF
dkHdef (∇H)ckghRefgh

S − 1

2
F̂ab · ∇kFghHdef (∇H)dkabRefgh

S

− 1

2
F̂ef · ∇kFabH

abc(∇H)ckghRefgh
S +

1

4
∇dF̂ab · ∇cFghH

abcHdefRefgh
S

+ (H → −H, F ↔ F̂ ) +O(H3) (B.91)

l21 → F̂ bc · ∇bF
efHdef (∇H)ckghRdkgh

S − 1

2
F̂ab · ∇kFghHdef (∇H)efabRdkgh

S

+ F̂de · ∇eFabH
abc(∇H)ckghRdkgh

S + (H → −H, F ↔ F̂ ) +O(H3) (B.92)

l22 → F̂bc · ∇bFdkH
def (∇H)efghRckgh

S + F̂ de · ∇eFghHabc(∇H)dk
abRckgh

S

− 1

2
F̂ ef · ∇kF

abHabc(∇H)efghRckgh
S + (H → −H, F ↔ F̂ ) +O(H3) (B.93)

35



l23 → F̂cd · ∇eF ghHabe(∇H)cfghRfdab
S − 1

2
F̂dk · ∇fFghHabe∇eHkghRfdab

S

+∇eF̂ hk · ∇hF
c
fHkcdHabeRfdab

S + (H → −H, F ↔ F̂ ) +O(H3) (B.94)

l24 → 2∇e(F̂ fb · Fcb)H
kcd∇kHfghRgh

S de +∇e(HabcF̂
ab) · ∇kF

ghHkcdRSdegh

+∇e(HfabF̂
ab) · F dk∇kH

fghRSdegh + (H → −H, F ↔ F̂ ) +O(H3) (B.95)

l25 → 2∇c(F̂ ea · Ffa)Hkcd∇eH
d
ghRfkgh

S + F̂kc · ∇eFgh∇cH2
efR

fkgh
S

+ (H → −H, F ↔ F̂ ) +O(H3) (B.96)

l26 → 2F̂eb · F fb(∇H)ekcd(∇H)kfghRgh
S cd − F̂ab · ∇kFcdH

fab(∇H)kfghRcdgh
S

− 1

4
∇eF̂cd · ∇fFghH

2
efR

cdgh
S + (H → −H, F ↔ F̂ ) +O(H3) (B.97)

l27 → 2F̂ ec · Ffc∇kHeab(∇H)abghRkf
S gh + F̂ cd · ∇kF

abHfcd(∇H)abghRkfgh
S

+∇kF̂
ea · ∇aFghH

2
efR

kfgh
S + (H → −H, F ↔ F̂ ) +O(H3) (B.98)

l28 → 2F̂ eb · Ffb∇eHkcd∇fHkghRcd
S gh +∇eF̂cd · ∇fFghH

2
efR

cdgh
S

+ (H → −H, F ↔ F̂ ) +O(H3) (B.99)

l29 → 2∇e(F̂ fa · Fka)H
kcd(∇H)cdghRgh

S ef + F̂ cd · ∇e(F
abHfab)(∇H)cdghRghef

S

− F̂ dk · ∇dFgh∇eH
2
fkR

ghef
S + (H → −H, F ↔ F̂ ) +O(H3) (B.100)

l30 → 2∇k(F̂e
b · Ffb)H

kcd∇hHgcdReghf
S + 2F̂ kc · ∇hFgc∇kH

2
efR

eghf
S

+ (H → −H, F ↔ F̂ ) +O(H3) (B.101)

l31 → ∇e(F̂ab · Fcd)∇eH
2Rabcd

S + 3∇g(F̂ef · F ef )∇gH2
abcdRabcd

S

+ (H → −H, F ↔ F̂ ) +O(H3) (B.102)

l32 → 2F̂c
h · Fdh∇aHefg∇bH

efgRacdb
S + 3∇aF̂

ef · ∇bFefH
2
cdRacdb

S

+ (H → −H, F ↔ F̂ ) +O(H3) (B.103)

l33 → 3F̂ ef · Fef∇cHagh∇dHb
ghRabcd

S + 2∇cF̂a
g · ∇dFbgH

2Rabcd
S

+ (H → −H, F ↔ F̂ ) +O(H3) (B.104)

l34 → 3F̂ ef · Fef∇bHkcd∇bHkghRcd
S gh +∇bF̂cd · ∇bFghH

2Rcdgh
S

+ (H → −H, F ↔ F̂ ) +O(H3) (B.105)

l35 → 3∇hF̂ef · ∇kF efHkcdHabhRabcd
S + (H → −H, F ↔ F̂ ) +O(H3) (B.106)

l36 → 3F̂ ef · Fef (∇H)abcd(∇H)abghRcd
S gh +

1

2
∇aF̂cd · ∇aF

ghH2Rcd
S gh

+ (H → −H, F ↔ F̂ ) +O(H3) . (B.107)
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