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Abstract

It has been shown by Marques and Nunez that the first o/-correction to the bosonic and heterotic
string can be captured in the O(D, D) covariant formalism of Double Field Theory via a certain
two-parameter deformation of the double Lorentz transformations. This deformation in turn
leads to an infinite tower of o/-corrections and it has been suggested that they can be captured
by a generalization of the Bergshoeff-de Roo identification between Lorentz and gauge degrees
of freedom in an extended DFT formalism. Here we provide strong evidence that this indeed
gives the correct a’?-corrections to the bosonic and heterotic string by showing that it leads
to a cubic Riemann term for the former but not for the latter, in agreement with the known
structure of these corrections including the coefficient of Riemann cubed.
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1 Introduction

Classical string theory restricted to backgrounds with d abelian isometries features a continuous
O(d,d; R) symmetry [1, 2] which extends to all orders in o/ [3]. This symmetry is closely related
to T-duality. Double Field Theory (DFT) [4, 5, 6] is an attempt to formulate the string effective
action with an O(D, D) symmetry (D = 10 or 26), already before restricting to backgrounds
with isometries. In order to do this one has to double the number of spacetime dimensions from
D to 2D. An O(D, D) invariant “section condition” is then imposed which reduces the number
of physical coordinates down to D. While there is no a priori reason why this should work in
general, DFT does work at the supergravity level and has proven to be a very useful tool.

Remarkably, Marques and Nunez were able to extend DFT beyond the supergravity level
by showing that a certain two-parameter modification of the transformation rules leads to the
first o/-correction to the bosonic and heterotic string effective actions [7], see also [8, 9]. The
modification of the transformation rules of DFT at order o leads to an infinite series of -
corrections. In [10] it was argued that these can all be captured by enlarging the DFT gauge
group and imposing a DFT version of a trick used by Bergshoeff and de-Roo [11] to find «/'-
corrections to the heterotic string.! They dubbed this idea the “generalized Bergshoeff de-Roo
identification”. The construction is somewhat formal since it requires and infinite-dimensional
gauge group, but nevertheless, the identification can be solved recursively order-by-order in
o/, leading to specific corrections to the DFT action and transformation rules at each order.
Unfortunately, the expressions found at order o/? in [13] take a very complicated form and it
was not possible to compare them to the known corrections to the bosonic and heterotic string.

Here we will show that many of the terms in the o/? corrected DFT action of [13] are zero
due to Bianchi identities, or can be removed by field redefinitions. In this way we are able to
show that their expressions give rise to a cubic Riemann term, plus quartic terms which we
don’t determine, in the bosonic string case and no cubic terms in the heterotic case. This is in
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!This idea was previously used in [12] to find the heterotic a/?-correction in DFT.



precise agreement with the known structure of the o/?-correction to the bosonic and heterotic
string (in the NS sector) [14], including the coefficient of the cubic Riemann term.?

We should note that the fact that the DFT formalism seems to correctly capture all the
corrections up to order a’? does not mean it can capture all o’-corrections. In fact, at order o/
all string theories have quartic Riemann terms with coefficient {(3). These cannot be accounted
for by the construction of [10], due to the ((3) coefficient. In fact, a careful analysis [15] shows
that they cannot be captured by the DFT formalism at all (at least not without some drastic
modification of the formalism). Therefore it seems like the DFT formalism can account for the
all-order T-duality completion of the Riemann squared correction at order o/ (which in turn, in
the heterotic case, is needed for the Green-Schwarz anomaly cancellation mechanism [16]), but
not for other o/-corrections. It may seem strange that DFT can account for any o’-corrections at
all, but in our point of view this is because of the existence of the generalized Bergshoeff-de Roo
identification which allows the a/-corrections connected with Riemann squared to be generated
for free from an uncorrected (extended) DFT action.

The rest of this note is organized as follows. In section 2 we give a short summary of the
elements of the flux formulation of DFT which we will need. Then we describe the main steps
in the calculations at order o/? in section 3. We end with some conclusions. Details of the
calculations are provided in the appendix.

2 Elements of the O(D, D) covariant formulation

Here we will introduce the elements of the O(D, D) covariant formulation of DF'T which we will
need. We will use the so-called flux formulation of [17, 7], see also [18] for a recent review.

The basic object is the generalized vielbein which we parametrize as

1 e(Pa _ eHanp e(H)am
M m nm

The two sets of vielbeins e(®) for the metric G, transform independently as AFe) under
two copies of the Lorentz-group. The standard supergravity fields are recovered by fixing the
gauge et) = (=) = ¢, leaving only the diagonal copy of the Lorentz-group. The dilaton ® is
encoded in the generalized dilaton d defined as

e M =2/ Q. (2.2)

There are two constant metrics, the O(D, D) metric n4® and the generalized metric #42, which

take the form
77 0 1 0
nAB ( ab ,f}ab ) 7 7!AB ( Tab ,f}ab > 7 (23)

where 7 = (—1,1,...,1) is the D-dimensional Minkowski metric. The O(D, D)-metric is used
to raise/lower indices. From these we build the projection operators

1
P{AB — 5 (P £ HAP) . (2.4)

We denote projected indices by over /underlining them and use lower-case letters for non-doubled
indices, e.g.3 B
PBFp » F*,  PAPFp 5 PO, (2.5)

2The first correction to the type II string is at order o’>.

3In expressions where the indices are suppressed we will use the notation

FE = (Pr)aP (Po)s®(Po)e" Foer,  FEE = (Pu)a®(Pe)s®(Pi)c” Fopr.



We define the derivative with a “flat” index as
oa = EsM0yy, (2.6)

where the standard solution to the section condition is Oy = (0, Op,).

The diffeomorphism and B-field gauge transformation invariant information in the general-
ized vielbein is encoded in the basic generalized diffeomorphism scalars

Fapc = 30uE5MEcyy,  Fa=0PEgMEay +204d. (2.7)

These “generalized fluxes” are manifestly O(D, D) invariant and they are the basic building
blocks from which to construct an O(D, D) invariant action. Indeed, the lowest order action
takes the form

S = / dX e R (2.8)
where the generalized Ricci scalar is defined as
— _ — 1 J—
R =40F; — 2F"Fy + F . F* + gF%F“bC . (2.9)

By gauge-fixing e(t) = e(~) = ¢ and imposing the standard solution to the section condition,dy; =
(0,0p,), one recovers the low-energy effective action of bosonic string theory, or the NS sector of
the heterotic string. Note that O(D, D) symmetry and generalized diffeomorphism symmetry
are manifest in this formulation, but the (doubled) Lorentz symmetry is not manifest and must
be checked by hand.

A sequence of higher order «/-corrections to the action (2.8) can be derived using the “gen-
eralized Bergshoeff-de Roo identification”, i.e. extending the duality group and double Lorentz
group and then identifying the new gauge vectors with the generalized spin connection, as de-
scribed in [13]. To the order we are interested in here it takes the form

S = / dX e~ <R(0’0) +aROY 4 pRILO 4 2R O2) L gpRr(ID 4 b27z<270>) : (2.10)

Here RO = R gives the lowest order action and a,b are parameters proportional to o’. The
bosonic string result is recovered by taking a = b = —a’ and the heterotic string result by taking
a=—a' and b= 0. At the first order in o/ we have [19]

ROV = — (& = F7) [(&" ~ F")(FaaaF5) | — R R™ + 07 F Frpg Fy (2.11)

+ PO Fe00 Fyy, — 3P P Fy Py + (P F gy + SF Py ) Foo g F1.
while R(9) takes the same form, but with over and underlined indices exchanged. The first
term is a total derivative, while in the second term we have introduced the “generalized Riemann

tensor”4 B
R%ﬂ = 28[&%@ — F%Fe@ — 2F[a|g|§FE}e_d- (2.12)

The quotation marks are there to emphasize that unlike the usual Riemann tensor this object
does not transform covariantly under double Lorentz transformations. Indeed, going to the usual
supergravity fields one finds

L (g -
_ - - +)eab, (=)
Rape = 3 (BT ea+ 0] (2.13)
4Reversing the projections we get the same object up to a sign, R dat = —Rzpear due to Bianchi identities.



where we have defined the torsionful spin connections w®) = w + %H and R(7) is the curvature
of w(=). This o/-correction to the action agrees with the more complicated original expression
found in [7], which was shown there to reproduce the known o/-correction to the bosonic and
heterotic string.

Expressions for R(*2) R(LD and R0 were found in [13], but the expressions are very long
indeed. Only R(%2) and RV are relevant since R(%0) is simply related to R(®2) by reversing
all projections. They consist of about 280 and 190 terms respectively! For this reason it is very
difficult to compare the expressions of [13] with the known a’?-correction to the bosonic and
heterotic string. However, we will show here that many terms in these complicated expressions
vanish upon field redefinitions and using Bianchi identities so that one eventually finds

1 - __
RO L RED L oFY),  ROLD —gRab@REemeid +O(FY). (2.14)

Since only R(2) enters in the heterotic case one finds no cubic Riemann terms in that case.
This is in agreement with scattering amplitude calculations [14]. For the bosonic string on
the other hand we get a cubic Riemann term from R again in agreement with the known
structure of the a/?-correction to the bosonic string, including the coefficient [14, 20].5 This
provides strong evidence that the expressions derived using the generalized Bergshoeff-de Roo
identification indeed reproduce also the a’?-corrections to the bosonic and heterotic string.

Before we describe the calculations, we give a summary of the identities needed.

2.1 Useful identities

The following identities are used throughout the calculation:

e The section condition

oY Z =0. (2.15)
e Integration by parts
/e_Zd(?AYZ == / e Y (04— Fa) Z. (2.16)
e Commutation of derivatives
[04,05] = Fapc 0. (2.17)
e Bianchi identities
404 Fpop) = 3Fap" Fopie 20,4 Fp = —(0° — F9)Fapc . (2.18)
e Equations of motion (terms involving these are removed by field redefinitions)®
_ _ — 1 -
40" Fy — 2F " Fg + F F* + gFﬁFabc =0, (2.19)
0" Fb 4+ (0¢ — FE)F, — pedapn b —. (2.20)

It follows from these that, up to equations of motion terms,
O"R.q~ OF?), 0°0:Rs,, ~ O(F?), (2.21)
or, equivalently, B -
"0 F* ~ 950" L L O(F?). (2.22)

®The VHV H R-terms can be removed by field redefinitions.
5The same equations with over and underlined indices exchanged also hold.




3 Simplification of o/ terms

Here we will describe the main steps in our calculations. We will use the expressions given in
[13], but it is important to remember that their action differs from ours by an overall factor of
2. Therefore, to get the result in our conventions, we have to multiply their expressions by 2.
The details are relegated to the appendix.

3.1 RO term

It is useful to split the complicated formula for R(*2) from [13] into a number of pieces. Firstly

we split it into REI?’Q) and RigLQ) according to the dilaton dependence which is encoded in the
one index flux F4. Next we use a superscript in parenthesis to denote the powers of F' involved,
dropping all terms of order F'* and higher. Lastly, we use a subscript to distinguish different
types of terms mostly according to the projections involved.

Terms of second order in fields with no Fj:

RG] R %aéaiF@agaiFg g+ FOELL 10,y + %agaéF@agagFg »
+ %aéFgﬁaEagagFg o T ;aéFﬁﬁaaaEagFg of (3.1)

Terms of third order in fields containing F4:
RGP v 200 FIL Py Fy — 200 FPL 0,0, F f Fy — 200 FPL gy P 0 Fy . (3.2)
Terms of third order in fields not containing F4 and with the following projections (up to the

section condition) 9(HaH)§(=) F(=) p(=) p(+).

& elf
= 20004 L0 F g Py — OPOLF L O g — 20°0T FAOPFY g P + 09O FP0 By p 1y,

3) 1, — 3 _ - 3 B _
RG] = OOV FFT o Fypy — SO FAFT o+ SOMOUF0. Y Fy,

fon Tt eden T Lod et odn o 34 aefn ol T
+ OO FALIOF y Fryy — OPOLF O F g Fpy — iadeﬂada;Fgf aFrep — 56¢F“ﬂaaangf aFys

deteff eff

+ 200 P05 F* 407 Fop,

1, ¢ bdeen F 3. aden seeif e e o F
— §ain@aeagFf doFr — 5aiFa@aEaeFf deFogp — 200 FM0°FY y o F
(3.3)

Terms of third order in fields not containing F4 and with the following projections (up to the
section condition) 919+ 9(+) p(=) p(=) (=),

® 1. o -
RG] | = I P By, + 00 0T PR B,y + 30°0"0 Fe R

K I 3 - = _ R
—~ 58636(%Ff P Frop + 53031‘ FPeFe L Fy p — O°0° FI 0 Fe L Fy

* ;aEaEF @Ok ?giF fef
- — o - — 1 5 — - —
+40%0) Fe0° Fe Py, p — 50°0° Fyfed) Fe L Fy  + iadaCFdﬁa;ngiF?e ;= 30°0 0 Fe L Fy
1 o o b o foenE
+ §af O°F O Fe Fy, j — 20" 05 F I  Fe Ly

— 2000 FE90, Fe, " Fy, — 30V F“0cFy, (O FY J 4 40P 0010, oo Fy, — 40P F 9050, F* My,

+ 200 O F 0 Fe  Fy  + M0 P00, ol Py,

+ TP F 99, F Lo Py o (3.4)



Terms of the same type as the previous ones, but which trivially cancel among themselves:

(072)() e nd rcce f d A€ 7cce  f cef ad qh
(RG] =P 0 F ™ 0ol Fy, = O Fo 0l Py + 200 F°L 00" ooy

— IF L 0gF o Py, + 200 F " ORF 1 0a (3.5)
The only term with an F(H) projection:

0
RG] = adeefaeabFf efFar- (3.6)

, reduce to

(2
Using the identities from section 2 one finds that the quadratic terms, [Rﬁgﬁm}

cubic terms upon suitable field redefinitions and integration by parts

RO ~ ¥ . _ptptapeg 04, + PF P 00, By + 1aﬁFgﬁFﬁAaAaQFEe
4 obptet gl (F ( bbAaAFdef) + 3abeef3dab ( b ef]E) + bl < bdAaAFbef>

+ PPN AD Ry, — 20 L0, (FIA0AF ) + 0P FL0, (Forad” F)

— 20LF" 19,0, (F°F; + Fa F%%5) + O(FY). (3.7)

While for the cubic terms one finds

RE) Y~ [R2) < [RO2) oy, [RUA]Y ~ Sohorrisa, i g, + O(FY).
(3.8)

Finally, one finds that

2002) _ [R;?}Q)} 2) n [Rg)g)} ®3) N [Rgf)} ®3) N [Rg){,z)](?’) n [Rgfg)](?’) N [R;?{’Q)} ®3) +O(FY
~O(FY). 1 i ' (3.9)

3.2 RO term

We do a similar splitting for the R(*1 terms from [13]. There are no terms quadratic in fields.
Terms of third order in fields without F4 with projections of the type 81+ g+
FE R RG).

(1,1) ®) e 1 cce f b cce f »  f
[R% ]1 - 8F <0, ;0 Focd — 40P 0.y oy, L (3.10)

Terms of third order in fields without F4 with projections of the type 81+ g
FERE ).

&
adadFeefaf FoqF5.p + 0LO°FA LAe o FT g Py

(3)
|:R(171):|2 afadae fdeFddeFeff+ 8d8fae fde dde eff_i_afabFJ)ebaL fef

de nd b rbe
7/ + OLOP oy, Fegp + O°F" y0 O Foe Lr,

+ a@FaeQagFgﬁaf Fg,p + §8iF5@6a—8€F7d_ng o+ OLFMEgE R 3 0

- (3.11)



Terms of the same projection, but with a contraction between the derivatives:

RG] ;3) = iaga@agp@ﬂf_gf‘@ + %abaQaQF@Fﬁf_gFah + %agadF%agF-@ o

+ iadaQF%agFEﬂFg o T %agaiﬁﬂagpﬁ [ Fagn + PO FP AL B Py,

- iagaﬁﬂ@agﬂ soFsan + iaﬁagﬂﬂagﬂ P + PO F L0 F P

- %agaiF@agFgdef of — %aEF@aﬁFaf_gagF@ - %aiFé@agFfdiagFa - (3.12)

Using identities from section 2 one finds that

= ig) ~ —%RE@RMR@Q +O(FY, (3.13)
R ;3) ~ %RJ@R@RWQ +O(F*), (3.14)
Rgf) ;3) ~ O(FYY, (3.15)

so that finally

0 © 0 ; _
ROV = |REN] "4+ [REGV] 7+ [RGV] 7+ 0(F) ~ — Ry, R™ 4+ O(FY).. (3.16)

1
2 6
Recall that due to the difference in conventions compared to [13] the expression in our conven-
tions should be twice this.

4 Conclusions

We have shown that the o/? contributions to the DFT action (2.10) computed in [13] simplify
to (in our conventions)

1 - _
0,2 2,0 4 1,1 bd 4
ROD L RED L oFYy, RO~ —3Ra —EREngiﬁ O(F*Y). (4.1)
Going to the usual supergravity description using (2.13) and retaining only terms involving the
Riemann tensor we get”

_ +b b
L —e 20 (R _ aTRadeRabcd + %RabdeRbcechafd + . > . (42)

This agrees precisely with the known expressions [14] up to cubic order in fields, both for the
bosonic string (a = b = —a’) and the heterotic string (a = —a/, b = 0), since the Gauss-Bonnet
combination appearing there is a total derivative at this order. But we glossed over an important
point here. The supergravity fields G and B are related to those coming from DFT, G and B, by
non-covariant field redefinitions [7]. In particular we have G = G 4 o/GM) + o/2G® plus higher
order terms, where G is quadratic in the spin connection. However, this does not actually
affect the result since these extra terms are only there to make the end result covariant. To see
explicitly that they go away we note that under a variation of the metric the Riemann tensor
changes as

OR;jp = —V;N[Z-&Gj]l + VN[ZéGj]k — 5Gm[iRj]mkl . (4.3)

"To get the signs right one must take into account the extra signs coming from the lower right block of n“%
in (2.3).



It is easy to see from this that since G is quadratic in fields there are no a/2.-terms cubic in
fields generated from terms with two G()’s in the lowest order action. This leaves the terms
coming from the G correction in the lowest order action and those coming from the G()
correction in the order o/ action. Since we ignore terms of fourth order or higher the latter are
just

/Ry R = 202V V,G\) R 4~ 402V VIGY R (4.4)
where the ellipsis denotes higher order terms. Since they are proportional to the Ricci tensor
these terms can be canceled by a term in G® of the form GZ(-JQ») = V@V’“GSL. In fact, such
a term must be present in G since otherwise the action at order /2 would not be Lorentz

invariant.

There is therefore little doubt that the expressions found in [13] will reproduce the full o/?-
corrections. In fact the latter has been shown to be uniquely fixed by requiring invariance under
T-duality on a circle [20]. However, to show this will require an enormous amount of work
due to the complicated form of the expressions in [13]. However, as we have seen here, these
expressions are highly redundant and we believe there should exist much simpler expressions for
the a’?-correction to the DFT action. We plan to report on this in the near future.
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A Calculation

Here we give the details of the calculations described in section 3. Throughout this section we
use “~” to mean equality up to total derivative terms, equation of motion terms and terms

quartic and higher in fields.

A1 RO term

2)
We start with showing how to eliminate O(F?) contributions from [Rigf)] in (3.1). Using
the section condition we combine —%8984F5ﬂ8g3¢Fl—)gh + %BEBQFEQQ;@FEE 7 and then integrate
by parts and get B T o
L Fh0c0,0,4 F, oh OLFPM e, F; oh (A1)

The first term will combine with other terms from (3.1) and the second we keep for O(F?) terms.
We have three terms left from (3.1)

. v 1y bef nd 3 b bef o
O°PFLLO O F, ; + iaéFbﬁadagagFg + iathdagadaQFg ef

ef

- ; ~ 1 -
~ P FELF O Oy Py, + OPFEL (adag + §ng“‘a,4> O F5

- (A.2)



We rename dummy indices and we have now only two terms left at order O(F?),
LF 00,0, F,  + OPF " 000, Fy, (A.3)
We commute derivatives and use the Bianchi identity (2.18) in the second term to get
P 00,0, Fy,  + PF" 0" 050, Fy, ; + PP L0 0 Reg, ;= PO Rg, . (A

by using the section condition. The last remaining term can be shown to be zero at leading
order as follows

0O Ry = ~2000" 0, F s = ~2040, (O Fy + 07 pp5q) + 20,01,0p) F — 20, (F7e 04 F ) -
(A.5)
Collecting all the O(F3) terms generated so far we get the expression in (3.7). We now want to
simplify this and then compare with other terms of order O(F?). First we can notice that

3L 9%, (Figg Fopyre) ~ 30°0,0°F"! (FiggFupyp) ~ ;agaﬁRdbﬁ (F" Fup) ~ 0.
(A.6)
due to the fact that >R ~ 0, (2.21). Then we use equations of motion to eliminate all the terms
with F, these are

— OUFYFO,04F,, + P00 Fy,  + 0MF L0, (Fupad® Fy) — 200" 0,0, (F°F ;) -
(A.7)
The first term is zero after integration by parts and using the equations of motion 0. F¢ = O(F 2.
The other terms can be put into the following form

OF UL P Fy 1, 0 Fy + 200" Pyl 9T R Fipe (A.8)

using the identities (2.18), (2.20) and (2.22). Now we have eliminated all F4 terms. We split the
remaining terms into types depending on their projections. First we can show that the terms
with projections dH ()9 F() F(5) F(-) vanish, these terms are

b 17b d b 1b d b 1b d
PFLO (Fyt0uFy,, ) + PFLOT (Fig 00 F, ) + PP P20, Rz,

— OOPFYL Fy 20, Fy e+ LFYLE, 0%04F,, e/
~ PP B 0*R g, + OLFe P09, R ey ~ 0. (A.9)

+ PR e, Ry e

The terms with projection 999+ F(-) () F(+) also vanish,
20°F*<Lo, <F 10F, }bd) + 2010 F L F gy,
~ 20000 P B “OaF 5 + 2070 L 9° F,° ol ~ —20%050" FL F,™ “Fy5~0. (A.10)
Now we have 9 terms left, but these are not as easy to simplify,
PP Fy ™ 050, Fy,y + la@FEﬁFg@agabF@ + 0P Rl (Fgfac—LFa g>

b 1b d
+ ML (Fy, 0 F,

b rbef 1od @ b be d a
ey ) + OPFLF 0 Ry + 200, (FY 20, F g )

+23beefabaf< cdeFdC)—l—@—Fdef@b Fogal Pl + 5 L gpptel g 0, 7 Fiy- (A.11)



Using Bianchi identities and integration by parts we can combine and simplify these into the
following form

— N 1 — — J— _ 1 — N
— F*9,R™ p o5 F s + —aﬁFbﬁF—dﬂaaang ~ PR R, + §Fbﬁa;R“dﬁagFa%

I a_Fdefa FbefacFabc _ —8beefF da&ab def (A.12)

Now we turn to the O(F3) terms and then combine the result with these six terms we have left.

(3)
The {R(O 2)} terms in (3.2) are quite simple,

— 2L 670, Frp y Py — 20PF°L 9,0, F O Py — 200 F°L 9,7, ;0 F

~ 200 9y F L, 1Oy — 200 Pl 9y F Y p0cFy ~ 0. (A.13)
: 02)]® - : 021 s |
We have split the [7?, % ] fields into four. First we show that the {R % L terms in (3.5)

actually vanish. The first two cancel after commutation of the derivatives. The other three are

20LF LI Faey Py, — 200F "L 00" Fy ), + 2007 L F? 0, Py,

~ 23@6%3(9@@%% 099 Fael g ghpd, fpagh ~ PR, Fy, (A.14)

— QIR OLF ) ~ IR O, ~ — 09T F IR By ~ —agndaefn ~0.

daef daef daef daef

The last step gives zero via integration by parts and using the equations of motion 02F;, = O(F?).

®3)
Using integration by parts and commutation of derivatives we can reduce the {Rﬁgf)} . terms
n (3.3) down to three

_ - _ _ - 3 _ =
20°0c0LFME P  Fege — 20L0°05 "4 Fage Fy + SOMOSF 90,1 py Py, (A.15)
- - 3 _ — 3 _ —
~ 2Fage oy (050107 F7% — 0 o V) 4 20l FELog, bl Py ~ S 0M0F o190, F % Py

3)
Analogously the [Rigf)} ) terms in (3.4) become, after using integration by parts and commu-

tation of derivatives,

acafFece&FeciF — macaechea;Fer o T 123503Fﬂ&ﬁci L 894°F cff’afFWFfE ;
~ = 80P I 0cFe Ly, + 4050 0. FT Py + 4007 0P P F.s
~ 80 Fy, 0°OcFe F; f+4acadF o f+48d8fF O P fFfef
d d
~ =40 Feop P! By, + 4% Fpeot B By
~ — 40 PO F Py~ 40°0 Lo P T L Ff,s
~ =40 F 0 0T LFy,  — 40P 0 Py 0e T Ly ~ 40 R0 FT L0 Py ~ 0. (A.16)
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Having simplified these let us combine them with the terms (A.12) from the previous calculation.

®3)
We have six terms left from O(F?) and just two terms from [Rgiz)] . We have

— PR, R 5o + SO 0,0, PR TR PR, 0, P
+ 0gF L0, By " Fy + ahaCFcfga Flp Fyy ~ 5W%a;zrbﬁagﬁi
- %Fgﬁagnadﬁagwm ~ FbﬁﬁgR“dﬁagF“% — PRPLFY R oy ~ —OPRPLE, TR,
- %agFgﬁagR@ﬁFam - %FEQ%REQ%F“% ~ PR 9By, Py — PRV F, Faey
+ FYLgRY 0, o — %F’ﬁaﬁ@ﬁa@wm ~ PRML 9 Py, Py, — PR 03 Fy, " Faey
T (a;FE% + 20[31?5}) - %F@@R@g@ﬁ%

~ PR 9, Ty — FPLORY, 1075 — ngﬁaaRWe ey OF
~ Rebef &Rbdef jol a_ pefg Radef OFe— — SR ef 5 bea et

~ RILGRY P ~ —§Rcbd7zadjagF% ~0. (A.17)

The last step is due to the Bianchi identity (2.18). This completes the proof that R(>0) ~ O(F*).

A.2 RO term

(3
We start with [Ri;’l)} in (3.12). We can use only commutation of derivatives and integration
by parts to simplify these as follows,
— LI Ft 10 ey, — 00T PO R gy, ~ 0V FE0s R j0 s,

1
— OFL P 1oL Py, ~ —589F6@Rcfef8 Flge~0. (A.18)
®3)
Next we consider [Rgil)} ) in (3.10). We have
4 - —
gachce(aLFfe faf Foel — 40" Fe“0.F/ 057 L

1 _ B - _
N 386Fccea_Ffef <(95Ff£i _ Rgfci> _ 4ach&a_Ffef6§ngi

8 _

- —aeFC%%Ff orOeFs L achceéLFf erReged

4

g30176’067236 f(%F g - —66F“6&Ffe s Rege!

4 _

~ 3 Rees fa;Ff L(0°F — 9°F®e) ~ —Reccenge SR (A.19)

1,1)]® : L
Lastly the [Rﬂ{ L terms in (3.11) simplify to

d d ) d ) d d d
QOLFeT 10 Pyt 7P + 5 Ly FI 0L o Py, — 2Feff8 FFIEQLE,, + 0P joc 2ol Fy,

d d ) d
—~ 50 FI 10:0L e Fy, — 2Fe F T PIOLE, (A.20)
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To show that these two terms are actually proportional to R3 it is simpler to work in the opposite
direction, by taking Rab@RE ngid and showing that it is equal to the two terms at this order
of fields. We have

1_ _ I _
§Rab@REcha id ~ aC_L FEcdRaeg Rbgﬁ deRaec acTRbEﬁ
Fbcdac F™0"Rael — §F@aipéﬁagnﬁﬁ. (A.21)
Taking the first term here and integrating by parts we get
1 —.7 1 —.7
5O FroFy O R — S Fypy Fy ™0 R (A.22)
The the second term here is
1 —.7 1.7 — 1
ZF?,@FiaeabaiRaecd ~ —ZabF@FiaeaiRaecd — D Fy P Ff 0 R (A.23)

The second term here is precisely one of the two that we wanted, and we have two terms
unaccounted for:

SO Fiu Py 0 Rt — L0 oy Fy ™0 R (A.24)
We also have
%Fg O PO R ~ %aiFg P R ~ ia;FMF@aER@ﬁ - iagFg g PO R
(A.25)
The second term here is the same as the second term we wanted, namely — ;F of fadaeF Jdep! P2, dde
However, we have three terms left over which have to cancel

1 —.F 1.5 _ 1 — =
iaﬁFg o Fr 0" Rae — Zang P 0 R + Za;FMFéaeabR@ﬂ (A.26)

The second term becomes after, using the Bianchi identity,

1.3 e 1 e 1 e
10 Frea Py 0T Razt ~ 08 Fioa Fy ™ 0T Rz + S 0cFuFy ™ 0! Rz (A.27)

The second term here combines with the first term from (A.26),

a Fy g Fr 0" R + = a FyFy " 0T Rz ~ —a L FyF "0 Raz + ;a FyFy™ 0! Rz
~ %%FdFi“e@Q@iF% ~ 5@@@“6%@% - iangFiaeaiadeW + %angFiﬁaiaiF%
~ %agFiFfainﬁi ~ —%FiagFfaiRﬁi ~ —iFQRQ@BQRﬁQ ~0. (A.28)
And we have two terms which are left,
iaéF@FﬁaiRmd abchch 2Oy R™Y ~ _Zbeda bz 0SR™LE 4 4chd6bF ORI
~ - iFwaéF@aﬁRaeﬁ + ZFMaQFWaER@M ~ gFQ fdRebae0“R™4
~ - %8£F9ﬁRc_b@Rﬁﬁ =0, (A.29)

where we used the Bianchi identity 0 Fyzq = O(F 2.
Putting this together we have shown that

2 - 1z — 1z —
RUD ~ = SRR RILe 4 SRRy, RO, + O(FY) = — e R Ry, Ry + O(FY).
(A.30)
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