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The dimensional reduction of M-theory couplings at order l6
p is known to produce one-loop α03

corrections in type IIA string theory. In this paper, we perform the Kaluza-Klein reduction of the M-theory
Chern-Simons coupling t8ϵ11AR4 at this order. By meticulously accounting for nongauge-invariant total
derivative terms, we derive the complete set of corresponding one-loop, gauge-invariant couplings in the
type IIA effective action. Our results not only reproduce the standard Chern-Simons term t8ϵ10BR4—which
is gauge invariant up to total derivatives—but also unveil a new set of gauge-invariant couplings involving
Ramond-Ramond and Neveu-Schwarz–Neveu-Schwarz field strengths. To validate our findings, we test
their consistency under string dualities. We dimensionally reduce the derived type IIA couplings on a K3
manifold and show that the resulting one-loop α0 corrections in six dimensions transform under S-duality
into the dimensional reduction of the tree-level heterotic string Chern-Simons coupling HμναΩμνα on T4.
This nontrivial agreement provides strong evidence for the correctness of both the M-theory Chern-Simons
term and its reduction to type IIA.

DOI: 10.1103/7wvh-32zx

I. INTRODUCTION

M-theory, the hypothesized nonperturbative unification of
the five superstring theories [1–3], is a parity-invariant theory
[4] that is described at low energies by 11-dimensional
supergravity [5,6]. The leading-order action is well known,
consisting of the Einstein-Hilbert term, a kinetic term for the
odd-parity three-form gauge field Að3Þ, and a crucial cubic
Chern-Simons term,

R
Að3Þ ∧ Fð4Þ ∧ Fð4Þ. However, this

two-derivative action is merely the first term in an infinite
series of higher-derivative corrections. These lp-suppressed
corrections are essential for capturing M-theory’s full non-
perturbative dynamics and are intimately connected to
quantum effects and anomaly cancellation.
The next-order corrections occur at the eight-derivative

(l6
p) level. The effective action at this order receives con-

tributions from several terms, including the well-known
ðt8t8 − 1

4!
ϵ11ϵ11ÞR4 structures [7–10]. A particularly impor-

tant component is the topological Chern-Simons coupling,
schematically denoted t8ϵ11AR4 [10–12]. Like its lower-
order counterpart, this term is gauge invariant only up to a
total derivative and plays a vital role in the generalized

Green-Schwarz mechanism for anomaly cancellation in
M-theory [11]. The precise form of this coupling was
established through two complementary approaches: consis-
tency conditions of M2-brane/M5-brane duality [11] and the
requirement of local supersymmetry for the purely gravita-
tional ðt8t8 − 1

4!
ϵ11ϵ11ÞR4 terms [10,12].

The profound dualities connecting M-theory to string
theories provide a powerful tool for exploring these higher-
derivative terms. The circular reduction of M-theory yields
type IIA string theory [3], and further compactification on a
K3 surface is dual to the heterotic string on T4 [7,13]. The
process of Kaluza-Klein (KK) reduction allows us to derive
the structure of the one-loop type IIA effective action at order
α03 from this M-theory starting point. The reduction of the
pure gravity sector, which produces couplings in the metric-
dilaton-RR (Ramond-Ramond) one-form sector, has been
studied recently [14–16] andhas been shown to be consistent
with string amplitude calculations and heterotic duality.
While it is known that the M-theory Chern-Simons term

t8ϵ11AR4 reduces to its type IIA counterpart t8ϵ10BR4 [11], a
complete classification of all the resulting effective couplings
has been absent. In this work, we perform a detailed KK
reduction of this term. The direct reduction yields 1,173
nongauge-invariant couplings in addition to the expected
t8ϵ10BR4 term. We demonstrate that these extra couplings
can be assembled into a gauge-invariant form by system-
atically accounting for nongauge-invariant total derivatives
in ten dimensions. Constructing a complete basis of 288
gauge-invariant terms—comprising the Riemann tensor,
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dilaton derivatives, and the field strengths Hð3Þ, Fð2Þ, and
F̄ð4Þ (where Hð3Þ and F̄ð4Þ appear linearly)—we find that
only 91 terms in this basis have nonzero coefficients. The
new couplings consist of 11 terms involving the Neveu-
Schwarz–Neveu-Schwarz (NS-NS) field strength Hð3Þ and
80 terms involving the RR field strength F̄ð4Þ.
We observe that symmetry considerations do not allow

M-theory couplings with a linear dependence on the field
strength Fð4Þ. Therefore, the reduction of the Chern-Simons
couplings yields the only couplings in type IIA theory that are
linear inHð3Þ and F̄ð4Þ. This uniquepropertymakes them ideal
for study under string duality. We verify that our resulting
one-loop couplings in type IIA theory satisfy the constraints
imposed by six-dimensional duality with the heterotic string.
Upon compactification on K3, these couplings must match
the tree-level four-derivative couplings of the heterotic string
on T4. We show that this matching occurs exactly, providing
a robust consistency check on our results.
This paper is structured as follows. Section II details the

KK reduction of the M-theory Chern-Simons term at order
l6
p and the subsequent construction of the one-loop, gauge-

invariant type IIA effective action at order α03. In Sec. III,
we explore K3 compactification and S-duality: Sec. III A
analyzes the reduction of the resulting type IIA couplings,
while Sec. III B studies the corresponding tree-level
couplings in the heterotic theory and their reduction on
T4. We demonstrate their precise agreement under duality.
Our conclusions are presented in Sec. IV. All calculations
were performed using the “xAct” package [17].

II. REDUCTION OF M-THEORY ON CIRCLE

The well-known conjectured duality between M-theory
on a circle and type IIA string theory is reflected in their
effective actions: the KK reduction of 11-dimensional
supergravity yields 10-dimensional type IIA supergravity
[5,6], and M-theory’s higher-derivative corrections produce
quantum corrections in type IIA string theory. The nonzero
KK modes are expected to generate stringy corrections to
the effective action at each genus level [18], which are not
the focus of this work.
To establish our conventions, we begin by outlining the

derivationof thebosonic couplings in10-dimensional type IIA
supergravity from the circular reduction of 11-dimensional
supergravity [5,6]. The bosonic sector of the 11-dimensional
theory consists of the following parity-invariant couplings [6]:

S0 ¼ −
2

κ211

�Z
d11x

ffiffiffiffiffiffi
−g

p �
R −

1

2.4!
FabcdFabcd

�

−
1

6

Z
Að3Þ ∧ Fð4Þ ∧ Fð4Þ

�
; ð1Þ

where κ211 ¼ 1
π ð2πlpÞ9. The dimensional reduction of this

action on a circle of radius R11 ¼ g2=3s lp proceeds via the
standard KK ansatz for the metric and three-form:

gab ¼ e−2Φ=3

�
Gμν þ e2ΦCμCν e2ΦCμ

e2ΦCν e2Φ

�
;

Aμνα ¼ Cμνα; Aμνy ¼ Bμν: ð2Þ

Here,Gμν denotes the 10-dimensionalmetric,Φ represents the
10-dimensional dilaton, Cð3Þ denotes the RR three-form
potential, Cð1Þ denotes the RR one-form potential, and Bð2Þ
represents the NS-NS two-form field of type IIA superstring
theory. Under the parity transformation along the circle,
Cð1Þ; Cð3Þ are odd, while Bð2Þ is even. Using these reduction
rules, one finds the bosonic sector of the parity-invariant 10-
dimensional type IIA supergravity, which is [6]

S0 ¼−
2

κ210

�Z
d10x

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
−G

p
e−2Φ

�
Rþ 4∇μΦ∇μΦ−

1

2
jHj2

−
e2Φ

2
jFð2Þj2− e2Φ

2
jF̄ð4Þj2

�
−
1

2

Z
Bð2Þ ∧Fð4Þ ∧Fð4Þ

�
:

ð3Þ

Here, Fμν ¼ 2∂½μCν�, Hμνα ¼ 3∂½μBνα�, F̄μναβ ¼ 4∂½μCναβ� þ
4C½μHναβ�, and the 10-dimensional gravitational coupling is

given by κ210 ¼ κ2g2s ¼ 1
π ð2πlsÞ8g2s, where ls ¼

ffiffiffiffi
α0

p
defines

the string length. Note that the 10-dimensional Levi-Civita
tensor in the last term has no component along the circle
direction; it is therefore even under the parity transformation.
Hence, the action is invariant. Also note that each RR field is
accompanied by a dilaton factor of eΦ.With the overall dilaton
factor of the action being e−2Φ, this confirms it corresponds to
the sphere-level effective action.
The first nontrivial higher-derivative correction to

11-dimensional supergravity appears at eight-derivative
order [corresponding to Oðl6

pÞ]. While the complete struc-
ture of bosonic couplings at this order remains unknown, the
purely gravitational sector and Chern-Simons term have
been determined and take the form (see e.g., [19])

S6 ¼ −
2

κ211

π2l6
p

211:32

Z
d11x

ffiffiffiffiffiffi
−g

p ��
t8t8 −

1

4!
ϵ11ϵ11

�
R4

−
1

6
t8ϵ11AR4 þ � � �

�
; ð4Þ

where the ellipsis denotes additional couplings involving
higher orders of the three-form field Aabc. The reduction of
the pure gravitational part has been studied in [14,16]. Here
we are interested in reduction of the Chern-Simons term. The
tensor t8 is defined as [1]

tabcdefgh8 ¼ −2gafgbeggdgch þ 8gadgbeggfgch

þ 8gahgbeggdgcf þ 8gahgbcggfgde

− 2gahgbggcfgde − 2gadgbcggfgeh; ð5Þ

MOHAMMAD R. GAROUSI PHYS. REV. D 112, 106019 (2025)

106019-2



and ϵ11 denotes the odd-parity Levi-Civita tensor in 11
dimensions. Using these tensors, the Chern-Simons term can
be expressed as

SCS
6 ¼ −

2

κ211

π2l6
p

211:32

Z
d11x

ffiffiffiffiffiffi
−g

p
ϵabcdefghijk11

× Aabc½RpnhiRpn
jkRqmdeRqm

fg

− 4Rm
nhiRpn

jkRqmdeRq
pfg�: ð6Þ

The Levi-Civita tensor ϵ11 is related to the Levi-Civita
symbol ϵ011 as

ffiffiffiffiffiffi−gp
ϵ11 ¼ ϵ011.

The reduction of the three-form is given in (2), and the
reduction of the Levi-Civita symbol is trivial, as

ffiffiffiffiffiffi
−g

p
ϵyαβγμνκλθδσ11 ¼

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
−G

p
ϵαβγμνκλθδσ10 ; ð7Þ

where ϵ10 denotes the Levi-Civita tensor in 10 dimensions.
The reduction of the Riemann curvature tensor can also be
calculated using the reduction of the metric in (2). However,
it includes many terms that depend on both the RR one-form
potential and its field strength. The reduction of this tensor,
when all indices of the 11-dimensional object are
10-dimensional indices, is

Rαβγδ ¼ e−2Φ=3Rαβγδ þ
1

4
e4Φ=3FαδFβγ −

1

4
e4Φ=3FαγFβδ −

1

2
e4Φ=3FαβFγδ þ

1

4
e10Φ=3Fβ

μFδμCαCγ

−
1

4
e10Φ=3Fα

μFδμCβCγ −
1

4
e10Φ=3Fβ

μFγμCαCδ þ
1

4
e10Φ=3Fα

μFγμCβCδ −
1

2
e4Φ=3Cγ∇αFβδ

−
1

2
e4Φ=3Cβ∇αFγδ − e4Φ=3FγδCβ∇αΦ −

1

2
e4Φ=3FβδCγ∇αΦþ 1

2
e4Φ=3FβγCδ∇αΦ

þ 1

2
e4Φ=3Cγ∇βFαδ þ e4Φ=3FγδCα∇βΦþ 1

2
e4Φ=3FαδCγ∇βΦ −

1

2
e4Φ=3FαγCδ∇βΦ

−
1

2
e4Φ=3Cδ∇γFαβ þ

1

2
e4Φ=3Cα∇γFβδ þ

1

2
e4Φ=3FβδCα∇γΦ −

1

2
e4Φ=3FαδCβ∇γΦ

− e4Φ=3FαβCδ∇γΦþ 1

9
e−2Φ=3Gβδ∇αΦ∇γΦ −

8

9
e4Φ=3CβCδ∇αΦ∇γΦ

−
1

9
e−2Φ=3Gαδ∇βΦ∇γΦþ 8

9
e4Φ=3CαCδ∇βΦ∇γΦþ 1

3
e−2Φ=3Gβδ∇γ∇αΦ

−
2

3
e4Φ=3CβCδ∇γ∇αΦ −

1

3
e−2Φ=3Gαδ∇γ∇βΦþ 2

3
e4Φ=3CαCδ∇γ∇βΦ −

1

2
e4Φ=3Cα∇δFβγ

−
1

2
e4Φ=3FβγCα∇δΦþ 1

2
e4Φ=3FαγCβ∇δΦþ e4Φ=3FαβCγ∇δΦ −

1

9
e−2Φ=3Gβγ∇αΦ∇δΦ

þ 8

9
e4Φ=3CβCγ∇αΦ∇δΦþ 1

9
e−2Φ=3Gαγ∇βΦ∇δΦ −

8

9
e4Φ=3CαCγ∇βΦ∇δΦ

−
1

3
e−2Φ=3Gβγ∇δ∇αΦþ 2

3
e4Φ=3CβCγ∇δ∇αΦþ 1

3
e−2Φ=3Gαγ∇δ∇βΦ

−
2

3
e4Φ=3CαCγ∇δ∇βΦ −

1

6
e4Φ=3GβδFγμCα∇μΦþ 1

6
e4Φ=3GβγFδμCα∇μΦ

þ 1

6
e4Φ=3GαδFγμCβ∇μΦ −

1

6
e4Φ=3GαγFδμCβ∇μΦ −

1

6
e4Φ=3GβδFαμCγ∇μΦ

þ 1

6
e4Φ=3GαδFβμCγ∇μΦþ 1

6
e4Φ=3GβγFαμCδ∇μΦ −

1

6
e4Φ=3GαγFβμCδ∇μΦ

þ 1

9
e−2Φ=3GαδGβγ∇μΦ∇μΦ −

1

9
e−2Φ=3GαγGβδ∇μΦ∇μΦþ 2

9
e4Φ=3GβδCαCγ∇μΦ∇μΦ

−
2

9
e4Φ=3GαδCβCγ∇μΦ∇μΦ −

2

9
e4Φ=3GβγCαCδ∇μΦ∇μΦþ 2

9
e4Φ=3GαγCβCδ∇μΦ∇μΦ: ð8Þ

Note that we have used the same symbol for both the 11-dimensional and 10-dimensional Riemann curvature. The
reduction of the Riemann curvature, when three indices are 10-dimensional indices and one of them is the Killing index y,
becomes
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Rαβγy ¼ −
1

4
e10Φ=3Fβ

δFγδCα þ
1

4
e10Φ=3Fα

δFγδCβ þ
1

2
e4Φ=3Fβγ∇αΦ −

1

2
e4Φ=3Fαγ∇βΦ

þ 1

2
e4Φ=3∇γFβα − e4Φ=3Fαβ∇γΦ −

8

9
e4Φ=3Cβ∇αΦ∇γΦþ 8

9
e4Φ=3Cα∇βΦ∇γΦ

−
2

3
e4Φ=3Cβ∇γ∇αΦþ 2

3
e4Φ=3Cα∇γ∇βΦþ 1

6
e4Φ=3GβγFαδ∇δΦ −

1

6
e4Φ=3GαγFβδ∇δΦ

−
2

9
e4Φ=3GβγCα∇δΦ∇δΦþ 2

9
e4Φ=3GαγCβ∇δΦ∇δΦ: ð9Þ

The reduction of the Riemann curvature, when two indices
are 10-dimensional indices and two of them are the Killing
index y, becomes

Rαyγy ¼
1

4
e10Φ=3Fα

βFγβ þ
2

9
e4Φ=3Gαγ∇βΦ∇βΦ

−
8

9
e4Φ=3∇αΦ∇γΦ −

2

3
e4Φ=3∇γ∇αΦ; ð10Þ

which does not contain the RR one-form potential. If one
considers the above reductions, then the reduction of the
action (6) can, in principle, be calculated. However, given
that the reduction of the Riemann curvature with all indices
in the 10-dimensional space has 56 terms, the reduction of
four Riemann curvature tensors produces too many terms to
be analyzed with an ordinary computer. Nevertheless, by
using the fact that the final result must be gauge invariant
up to total derivative terms, one can remove the terms that
would cancel each other in the end, before performing the
explicit calculation.
Similar complications arise when one attempts to cal-

culate the KK reduction of the pure gravity sector in (4). In
this case, the final result must be gauge invariant without
relying on any total derivative terms. Consequently, one can
simplify the calculation significantly by initially setting all
RR one-form potentials—which appear in the curvature
reduction—to zero. This approach is justified because any
such terms would ultimately need to cancel in the final
10-dimensional action after a lengthy computation. By
implementing this simplification, the calculation becomes
tractable and can be performed using an ordinary com-
puter [16].
In the reduction of the Chern-Simons term, however, the

result must be gauge invariant only after incorporating
appropriate nongauge-invariant total derivative terms.
Hence, the RR one-form potentials cannot be removed
from the Riemann curvature reduction. Using the fact that
the final result—after incorporating nongauge-invariant
total derivative terms—must be gauge invariant and be
written linearly in terms of the NS-NS field strength Hð3Þ

and the RR field strength F̄ð4Þ ¼ dCð3Þ þ Cð1Þ ∧ Hð3Þ, the
RR one-form potential must appear only linearly in the
reduction of the coupling (6). This allows us, during the
reduction process, to remove all terms that have two or

more factors of the RR one-form potential, which greatly
simplifies the calculation.
Through the application of the dimensional reduction

described above, we arrive at the following couplings in the
string frame of type IIA theory:

SCS6 ¼ −
2

κ2
π2l6

s

211:32

Z
d10x

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
−G

p
ϵαβγμνκλθδσ10

× ½3BαβRγμ
ηϵRλθρωRνκηϵRδσ

ρω

− 12BαβRγμ
ηϵRλθωϵRνκρηRδσ

ρω þ Lαβγμνκλθδσ�: ð11Þ

The absence of an overall dilaton factor indicates that the
reduced action SCS6 corresponds to the torus-level effective
action of type IIA theory. Lαβγμνκλθδσ represents 1,173
couplings involving the Riemann tensor, along with first
and second derivatives of the dilaton and the RR one-form
field strength. They also include many terms that involve
the RR three-form and one-form potentials as well as the
NS-NS two-form potential. While the RR three-form and
the NS-NS two-form potential naturally appear in the
reduction only linearly, we removed second and higher
orders of the RR one-form potential, as we argued in favor
of this approach in the previous paragraph. To ensure that
this assumption is legitimate, we performed a similar
calculation in six dimensions which involved two
Riemann tensors, and found that all nonlinear one-form
potential terms canceled after using the Bianchi identities:

∇½μFνα� ¼ 0; Rμ½ναβ� ¼ 0: ð12Þ

Each RR field in (11) appears with a dilaton factor eΦ, as
expected.
Terms in the KK reduction of (6) that contain the RR

one-form potential appear in conjunction with the NS-NS
two-form potential. In fact, terms where the RR one-form
and three-form potentials appear together are canceled
upon applying the aforementioned Bianchi identities.
The reduction (11) contains no such terms. Furthermore,
in all these terms, the RR one-form potential contracts
exclusively with the Levi-Civita tensor. This property
allows the terms to satisfy the RR gauge invariance
condition after appropriate nongauge-invariant total deriva-
tive terms are included. While the reduction of (6) produces
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many terms where the RR one-form potential does not
contract with the Levi-Civita tensor, all such terms cancel
when the Bianchi identities are applied. Crucially, if the RR
one-form potential were to contract with another tensor, the
resulting terms would violate RR gauge invariance, even
after the addition of nongauge-invariant total derivative
terms. The reduction (11) contains no terms of this kind.
Since the original Chern-Simons term is invariant under

the three-form gauge transformation up to total derivative
terms, one expects the reduced terms in (11) to satisfy the
RR and NS-NS gauge transformations up to some total
derivative terms. In other words, if one adds some appro-
priate nongauge-invariant total derivative terms to the 10-
dimensional couplings in (11), the result should be written
in terms of the RR and NS-NS field strengths, which are
gauge invariant. This is except for the two BR4 terms in
(11), which cannot be written in terms of the Riemann
curvature and the NS-NS field strength. However, all other
1,173 terms can be written in terms of the Riemann
curvature and the RR and NS-NS field strengths.
Having found the reduction of the Chern-Simons cou-

pling in (11), one must now add some nongauge-invariant
total derivative terms to rewrite the result in a gauge-
invariant form. We consider the following total derivative
terms:

J ¼ −
2

κ2
π2l6

s

211:32

Z
d10x

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
−G

p ∇μIμ; ð13Þ

where the vector Iμ is constructed from all seven-derivative
contractions of the Riemann tensor, the first and second
derivatives of the dilaton, Fμν and its first derivative, and
the linear terms of Cð3Þ, Bð2Þ, Cð1Þ, and Bð2ÞCð1Þ. The
potentials must contract with the 10-dimensional Levi-
Civita tensor. All vectors constructed in this way contain
arbitrary coefficients.
If one adds the above total derivative terms to the

reduction (11), then by choosing the appropriate values
for the arbitrary coefficients of the total derivative terms,
one may be able to write the nongauge-invariant couplings
(11) in a gauge-invariant form. However, to perform this
step, it is appropriate to find a basis for gauge-invariant
couplings in order to write the resulting gauge-invariant
couplings in terms of this basis. To find this basis, we
consider

SBasis6 ¼ −
2

κ2
π2l6

s

211:32

Z
d10x

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
−G

p
LBasis; ð14Þ

where LBasis contains all eight-derivative contractions of
the Riemann curvature tensor, the first and second deriv-
atives of the dilaton, Fμν and its first derivative, and linear

terms of the field strengths Hð3Þ and F̄ð4Þ that contract with
the 10-dimensional Levi-Civita tensor. We remove terms
that involve the Ricci tensor and Ricci scalar, as well as
terms involving ∇μFμν and ∇μ∇μΦ. Removing also the
terms that are related by the Bianchi identities (12), one
finds the basis consists of 288 couplings with coefficients
a1;…; a288. Note that we did not remove terms in the basis
which are related by total derivative terms. This means that
not all 288 terms in the basis are independent. If one
removes all total derivative terms from the basis, one would
find 249 independent terms. However, for reasons that we
explain in the next paragraph, we prefer to consider the
basis with 288 terms.
We then equate the above basis with the reduction in

(11), to which the nongauge-invariant total derivative terms
have also been added, i.e.,

SCS6 þ J ¼ Sbasis6 : ð15Þ

To solve the above equation, we move to the local frame
and express the field strengths in terms of potentials. This
approach ensures the Bianchi identities are satisfied [20].
We then derive an algebraic equation involving the fixed
numbers in the reduction (11), the coefficients a1;…; a288,
and the parameters from the total derivative terms. This
equation yields 249 relations among the 288 parameters in
the basis. If we had considered a basis with only 249
couplings, this equation would have fixed all 249 param-
eters, resulting in 171 nonzero terms. However, with the
288-term basis, the equation allows us to solve for 39 of the
parameters, enabling the final Lagrangian to be written with
fewer than 171 couplings. We fix the remaining parameters
by imposing the constraint that the couplings contain no
second derivative of the dilaton. This fixes 28 parameters.
With 11 parameters still undetermined, we set them to zero.
The final result is a Lagrangian with only 93 nonzero
couplings. They are

SCS6 ¼ −
2

κ2
π2l6

s

211:32

Z
d10x

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
−G

p
ϵαβγμνκλθδσ10 ½BαβLB

γμνκλθδσ

−HαδσLH
βγμνκλθ − F̄αθδσLF̄

βγμνκλ�; ð16Þ

in which two standard terms of LB
γμνκλθδσ are

LB
γμνκλθδσ ¼ 3Rγμ

ηϵRλθρωRνκηϵRδσ
ρω

− 12Rγμ
ηϵRλθωϵRνκρηRδσ

ρω: ð17Þ

The Lagrangian LH
βγμνκλθ comprises 11 terms. They are
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LH
βγμνκλθ ¼ −16e4ΦRλθτωFγ

ρFμ
τFνκFρ

ω∇βΦ − 4e6ΦFβ
ρFγμFνκFρ

τFτ
ω∇θFλω

− 4e6ΦFβ
ρFγ

τFκλFμνFρ
ω∇θFτω þ 6e4ΦRλθτωFβ

ρFγ
τFμ

ω∇κFνρ

þ 2e4ΦRλθτωFβ
ρFγμFτω∇κFνρ − 8e4ΦRλθτωFβ

ρFγ
τFμν∇κFρ

ω

þ 8e4ΦRλθτωFβγFμνFρτ∇κFρ
ω − 4e2ΦRλθτωRνκ

τωFβ
ρ∇μFγρ

þ 8e2ΦRλθτωRνκρ
ωFβ

ρ∇τFγμ þ 2e4ΦFβ
ρ∇θFλτ∇μFγρ∇τFνκ

þ 12e4ΦRλθτωFβ
ρFγμFρ

τ∇ωFνκ; ð18Þ

and LF̄
βγμνκλ contains 80 terms. They are

LF̄
βγμνκλ ¼ −

1

2
e4ΦRκλωηRμν

ωηFβ
ρFγ

τFρτ þ
3

2
e6ΦRκλωηFβ

ρFγ
τFμ

ωFν
ηFρτ

− 4e2ΦRβγρ
ωRκλωηRμντ

ηFρτ þ e2ΦRβγρτRκλωηRμν
ωηFρτ

−
1

4
e4ΦRκλωηRμν

ωηFβγFρτFρτ − 2e6ΦRκλωηFβ
ρFγ

τFμνFρ
ωFτ

η

− e6ΦRκλωηFβγFμνFρ
ωFρτFτ

η −
3

8
e8ΦFβ

ρFγ
τFκλFμ

ωFν
ηFρτFωη

þ 1

2
e8ΦFβ

ρFγ
τFκλFμνFρ

ωFτ
ηFωη þ

1

8
e8ΦFβγFκλFμνFρ

ωFρτFτ
ηFωη

−
1

2
e4ΦRκλρτRμνωηFβ

ρFγ
τFωη þ 1

2
e6ΦRκλωηFβ

ρFγ
τFμνFρτFωη

−
1

2
e4ΦRκλωηRμνρτFβγFρτFωη þ 3e4ΦRκλτηRμνρωFβγFρτFωη

þ 1

4
e6ΦRκλωηFβγFμνFρτFρτFωη þ 1

4
e6ΦRκλρτFβ

ρFγ
τFμνFωηFωη

−
1

8
e8ΦFβ

ρFγ
τFκλFμνFρτFωηFωη −

1

32
e8ΦFβγFκλFμνFρτFρτFωηFωη

þ e6ΦFγ
ρFμνFτωFτω∇βΦ∇λFκρ þ 6e6ΦFγ

ρFμ
τFν

ωFρτ∇βΦ∇λFκω

− 8e6ΦFγ
ρFμνFρ

τFτ
ω∇βΦ∇λFκω − 12e6ΦFγ

ρFμ
τFνκFρ

ω∇βΦ∇λFτω

− 2e6ΦFβ
ρFγ

τFμν∇κFρ
ω∇λFτω − 8e4ΦRκλτωFγ

ρFμ
τ∇βΦ∇νFρ

ω

þ 16e4ΦRκλτωFγμFρτ∇βΦ∇νFρ
ω þ 4e2ΦRκλτωRμν

τωFγρ∇βΦ∇ρΦ

− 16e2ΦRκλτωRμνρ
ωFγ

τ∇βΦ∇ρΦ − 12e4ΦRκλτωFγρFμ
τFν

ω∇βΦ∇ρΦ

þ 8e4ΦRκλτωFγ
τFμνFρ

ω∇βΦ∇ρΦþ 6e6ΦFγρFκλFμ
τFν

ωFτω∇βΦ∇ρΦ

− 4e6ΦFγ
τFκλFμνFρ

ωFτω∇βΦ∇ρΦþ 8e4ΦRκλρωFγ
τFμνFτ

ω∇βΦ∇ρΦ

− 4e4ΦRκλτωFγρFμνFτω∇βΦ∇ρΦþ e6ΦFγρFκλFμνFτωFτω∇βΦ∇ρΦ

− 4e2ΦRκλτωRμν
τω∇γFβρ∇ρΦ − 2e6ΦFβ

τFγ
ωFμνFτω∇λFκρ∇ρΦ

− e6ΦFβγFμνFτωFτω∇λFκρ∇ρΦ − 4e6ΦFβ
τFγ

ωFμνFρτ∇λFκω∇ρΦ

− 4e6ΦFβρFγ
τFμνFτ

ω∇λFκω∇ρΦ − 4e6ΦFβγFμνFρ
τFτ

ω∇λFκω∇ρΦ

þ 4e4ΦRκλτωFβ
τFγ

ω∇νFμρ∇ρΦþ 4e4ΦRκλτωFβγFτω∇νFμρ∇ρΦ

− 16e4ΦFγ
τ∇βΦ∇λFκτ∇νFμρ∇ρΦ − 8e4ΦRκλρωFβ

τFγ
ω∇νFμτ∇ρΦ

− 8e4ΦRκλρωFβγFτω∇νFμτ∇ρΦ − 2e2ΦRκλτωRμν
τωFβγ∇ρΦ∇ρΦ

þ 2e4ΦRκλτωFβ
τFγ

ωFμν∇ρΦ∇ρΦ − e6ΦFβ
τFγ

ωFκλFμνFτω∇ρΦ∇ρΦ

þ 2e4ΦRκλτωFβγFμνFτω∇ρΦ∇ρΦ −
1

2
e6ΦFβγFκλFμνFτωFτω∇ρΦ∇ρΦ
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− 8e4ΦFγ
τFμν∇βΦ∇λFκτ∇ρΦ∇ρΦþ 8e2ΦRκλτωRμνρ

ω∇ρΦ∇τFβγ

þ 2e4ΦRκλρωFβ
ρ∇νFτ

ω∇τFγμ þ 4e4ΦRκλτωFβ
ρ∇γFρ

ω∇τFμν

− 4e4ΦFγρ∇βΦ∇λFκτ∇ρΦ∇τFμν þ 4e4Φ∇γFβρ∇λFκτ∇ρΦ∇τFμν

þ 2e4ΦFβγ∇λFκτ∇ρΦ∇ρΦ∇τFμν þ 4e4ΦRκλρωFβγ∇νFτ
ω∇τFμ

ρ

þ 8e2ΦRκλτωRμνρ
ωFβγ∇ρΦ∇τΦ − 8e4ΦRκλτωFβρFγ

ωFμν∇ρΦ∇τΦ

− 8e4ΦRκλτωFβγFμνFρ
ω∇ρΦ∇τΦþ 4e6ΦFβρFγ

ωFκλFμνFτω∇ρΦ∇τΦ

þ 2e6ΦFβγFκλFμνFρ
ωFτω∇ρΦ∇τΦ − 16e4ΦFγρFμν∇βΦ∇λFκτ∇ρΦ∇τΦ

þ 8e4ΦFβγ∇λFκτ∇νFμρ∇ρΦ∇τΦ − 8e4ΦFγτFκλFμν∇βΦ∇ρΦ∇ρΦ∇τΦ

þ 8e4ΦFβγFμν∇λFκτ∇ρΦ∇ρΦ∇τΦþ 2e4ΦFβγFκλFμν∇ρΦ∇ρΦ∇τΦ∇τΦ

þ 2e6ΦFβ
ρFγ

τFρ
ω∇νFμτ∇ωFκλ þ

1

2
e4ΦRκλρτFρτ∇νFμω∇ωFβγ

þ 2e6ΦFβ
ρFγμFρ

τ∇νFτω∇ωFκλ þ 16e4ΦRκλτωFγ
ρFρ

τ∇βΦ∇ωFμν

− 2e4ΦRκλτωFρτ∇γFβρ∇ωFμν þ 4e4ΦRκλτωFβρFγ
τ∇ρΦ∇ωFμν

þ 4e4ΦRκλτωFβγFρ
τ∇ρΦ∇ωFμν −

1

4
e6ΦFβ

ρFγ
τFρτ∇ωFκλ∇ωFμν

−
1

8
e6ΦFβγFρτFρτ∇ωFκλ∇ωFμν þ 4e4ΦRκλτωFβγ∇τFμ

ρ∇ωFνρ

− 4e4ΦRκλρωFβγ∇τFμ
ρ∇ωFντ þ 2e4ΦRκλτωFβ

ρ∇μFγρ∇ωFν
τ: ð19Þ

The action in Eq. (16) is, in fact, equivalent to the action in
(11), up to nongauge-invariant total derivative terms. While
the first term in (16) represents the standard Chern-Simons
couplings in type IIA theory—previously found in [11] from
M2-brane/M5-brane duality—the remaining terms are new
couplings that have not appeared in the literature. These
couplings all vanish in the absence of RR field strength Fμν.
Note that there is an even number of RR fields in (16). The
Levi-Civita tensor and the B-field have even parity, while the
RR field strengths Fð1Þ and F̄ð4Þ have odd parity. Hence, the
couplings in (16) are invariant under parity. This is expected
because the original 11-dimensional Chern-Simons coupling
is also invariant under parity.
Note that all indices of the RR field strength F̄ð4Þ and the

NS-NS field strength Hð3Þ in (16) are contracted with the
Levi-Civita tensor. One may speculate that other couplings
could exist where these field strengths are also contracted
with other tensors. Such terms might originate from other
gauge-invariant couplings in M-theory where the three-
form field strength dAð3Þ appears linearly in the effective
action. We have verified that if one considers all possible
contractions of a single 11-dimensional Levi-Civita tensor
with dAð3Þ and the Riemann curvature tensor at eighth
derivative order, then, after applying the 11-dimensional
Bianchi identities, no such coupling survives. Conse-
quently, the couplings in Eq. (16) represent the complete
set of one-loop couplings in type IIA theory that include the
RR field strength F̄ð4Þ and the NS-NS field strength Hð3Þ
linearly.

It is also worth noting a key difference in the dimensional
reduction of the 11-dimensional couplings based on the
number of the three-form Að3Þ: couplings with an even
number of Að3Þ can produce direct, analogous couplings in
ten dimensions—as well as many others—particularly in
cases where no tensor carries the Killing index y (see [16]
for the reduction of the pure gravity part); in contrast,
couplings with an odd number of Að3Þ, which must be
accompanied by the 11-dimensional Levi-Civita symbol,
cannot produce direct analogs of the original 11-dimen-
sional coupling. In fact, none of the resulting ten-dimen-
sional couplings is an analog of the original, since the Levi-
Civita symbol always contributes the Killing index y during
reduction. This index is subsequently removed, transform-
ing the symbol into its ten-dimensional counterpart and
altering the structure of the coupling. For instance, in (16),
there is no coupling involving one three-form and four
Riemann curvatures, whereas such a coupling exists in the
11-dimensional theory.

III. REDUCTION OF TYPE IIA ON K3 AND
S-DUALITY IN 6D

Type IIA string theory compactified on a K3 surface is
known to be dual to heterotic string theory on T4 (see, e.g.,
[6]). Each theory contains 81 scalars; however, we are
interested in only one specific scalar from each—the
dilaton. Similarly, while there are 24 vector fields in each
theory, we focus on two vectors from each. In type IIA
theory, these are the RR one-form and the gauge field

DIMENSIONAL REDUCTION OF THE M-THEORY CHERN- … PHYS. REV. D 112, 106019 (2025)

106019-7



arising from the Hodge dualization of the RR four-form. In
the heterotic theory, the relevant vectors are one from a
component of the metric along one circle of the T4, and
another from a component of the B-field along the same
circle. The field content of both theories also includes a
metric and a Kalb-Ramond field (H-field).
For this duality to hold, it must map the specific fields of

the six-dimensional type IIA theory to their heterotic
counterparts, ensuring their effective actions match at every
derivative order. The dilaton’s sign reverses under this map
[21], identifying the duality as S-duality. Because the
dilaton sets the coupling constant, this sign reversal means
the duality connects a weakly coupled theory to a strongly
coupled one. Therefore, studying the effective action under
S-duality requires including all loop and nonperturbative
corrections at each derivative order before the symmetry
can be imposed. An exception occurs when a coupling has
an exact dilaton dependence, which allows for its direct
study under S-duality [22].
The Chern-Simons coupling at order l6

p in M-theory is
unique; hence, the corresponding one-loop coupling in type
IIA theory (see (16) is exact. The K3 reduction of these
couplings produces four-derivative and higher-order cou-
plings in six dimensions. The four-derivative couplings are
expected to be exact (see, e.g., [23]). On the other hand, the
heterotic theory has tree-level couplings at four-derivative
order in the NS-NS sector that receive no loop corrections
[24,25]. The T4 reduction of these couplings is also exact.
Therefore, the four-derivative couplings in the type IIA
theory should map to the four-derivative couplings in the
heterotic theory under the duality.
In the next subsection, we find the six-dimensional four-

derivative couplings corresponding to the type IIA cou-
plings in (16) and determine their S-duality transforma-
tions. In Sec. III.2, we consider the reduction of the
heterotic coupling HμναΩμνα on T4 and compare it with
the S-dual of the type IIA couplings.

A. Type IIA reduction on K3

The K3 reduction of the eight-derivative couplings in
(16) generates both the four-derivative couplings in which
we are interested and higher-derivative couplings in which
we are not. To isolate the four-derivative couplings, we
consider an ansatz where the metric takes the block-
diagonal form:

ds2 ¼ G6
μνðxÞdxμdxν þ g4abðyÞdyadyb; ð20Þ

with ya denoting the K3 coordinates. In this section, we use
the indices μ; ν; � � � for the 10-dimensional and 6-dimen-
sional spaces and the indices a; b; � � � for the compact 4-
dimensional space. For the block-diagonal metric, the 10-
dimensional Levi-Civita symbol can be written as the
product of the 6-dimensional and 4-dimensional Levi-
Civita symbols. In terms of the Levi-Civita tensor, this
is expressed as

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
−G

p
ϵ10 ¼

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
−G6

p
ϵ6

ffiffiffiffiffi
g4

q
ϵ4: ð21Þ

The nonflatness of the K3 surface introduces nonvanishing
curvature contributions. In particular, the integral of the
first Pontryagin class over K3 is (see e.g., [23])

1

32π2

Z
K3

d4y
ffiffiffiffiffi
g4

q
ϵabcd4 RabefRcd

ef ¼ 48: ð22Þ

This topological constraint plays a key role in producing
the four-derivative couplings when applied to the eight-
derivative couplings in (16).
Using the above constraint, the K3 reduction of the ten-

dimensional, one-loop gravity couplings in (16) produces
the following four-derivative term in six dimensions:

S6D ¼ −
2

κ2
π4l6

s

12

Z
d6x

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
−G6

p
ϵαβγμδσ6

�
6BαβRγμ

ρτRδσρτ þ
1

2
e4ΦF̄γμδσFα

ρFβ
τFρτ

− e2ΦF̄γμδσRαβρτFρτ þ 1

4
e4ΦF̄γμδσFαβFρτFρτ − 4e2ΦHμδσFα

ρ∇γFβρ

− 4e2ΦF̄γμδσFβρ∇αΦ∇ρΦþ 4e2ΦF̄γμδσ∇βFαρ∇ρΦþ 2e2ΦF̄γμδσFαβ∇ρΦ∇ρΦ
�
: ð23Þ

To convert the first term into the one that appears in the heterotic theory, we use the following identity:

1

4
ϵαβγμδσ6 RκλαβRκλ

γμ ¼ ϵαβγμδσ6 ∇μΩαβγ; ð24Þ

where Ωμνα is the Lorentz Chern-Simons three-form in six dimensions, defined as

Ωμνα ¼ ω½μμ1
ν1∂νωα�ν1

μ1 þ 2

3
ω½μμ1

ν1ωνν1
α1ωα�α1

μ1 ; ωμμ1
ν1 ¼ eνμ1∇μeνν1 ; ð25Þ
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where μ1; ν1; � � � represent indices in the flat tangent space,
and eμμ1eνν1ημ1ν1 ¼ G6

μν. Then the first term in (23) can be

written in terms of ϵαβγμδσ6 HαβγΩμδσ up to a total deriva-
tive term.
We now transform the six-dimensional one-loop

theory (23) under S-duality. It has been observed in [26]
that S-duality in type I/heterotic theory requires Ω
to be invariant. We expect the same to hold for the six-
dimensional case. The S-duality transformations are as
follows:

Hμνα ¼ e−2Φ
0

3!
ϵμναβγλ6 H̄βγλ; F̄μναβ ¼ 1

2
Wγλϵ

γλμναβ
6 ;

Fαβ ¼ Vαβ; Gαβ ¼ e−2Φ
0
G0

αβ;

Φ ¼ −Φ0; Ωαβγ ¼ Ω̄αβγ; ð26Þ

where H̄;W; V;Φ0; G0; Ω̄ are fields in the dual theory.
Under the above transformation, one finds the six-dimen-
sional action (23) transforms to the following dual action:

Sdual6D ¼ −
2

κ2
π4l6

s

12

Z
d6x

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
−G0p

e−2Φ
0
h
48H̄αβγΩ̄αβγ

− 12Vα
γVαβVβ

μWγμ − 6VαβVαβVγμWγμ

þ 24R0
αβγμV

αβWγμ þ 24H̄βγμVαβ∇μVα
γ

− 48H̄βγμVα
βVγμ∇αΦ0 − 96Wβγ∇αΦ0∇γVαβ

þ 96VαβWα
γ∇γ∇βΦ0

i
: ð27Þ

Note that the overall dilaton factor e−2Φ
0
indicates the dual

action is at the sphere level. Note also that the above action
is linear in the field strengths H̄ and W, so it should
correspond to couplings in the heterotic theory that are
linear in the NS-NS antisymmetric tensor field strength. In
the next subsection, we consider such couplings in the
heterotic theory.

B. Heterotic reduction on T4

The heterotic string theory features 496 massless vector
fields in the adjoint representation of the SOð32Þ or
E8 × E8 gauge group, as well as NS-NS fields that are
singlets under these groups. For the purposes of this paper,
we consider the 10-dimensional vector gauge fields to
be zero. In this case, the nonstandard local Lorentz

transformation for the B-field requires a specific field
strength in the effective action, as described in [27]:

Ĥμνα ¼ H0
μνα −

3

2
α0Ω0

μνα: ð28Þ

Here, H0
μνα ¼ 3∂½μB0

να�, and Ω0 is the 10-dimensional

Chern-Simons three-form defined in (25).
The leading-order effective action for the heterotic

theory, with Yang-Mills fields set to zero, is

S0 ¼ −
2

κ0210

Z
d10x

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
−G0

10

q
e−2Φ

0

×

�
R0 þ 4∇μΦ0∇μΦ0 −

1

12
Ĥ2

�
; ð29Þ

where the 10-dimensional gravitational coupling is given
by κ0210 ¼ 1

π ð2πl0
sÞ8g02s , with l0

s being the heterotic string
length scale. This action produces the following four-
derivative coupling that is linear in the H0-field:

S0
HΩ ¼ −

2

κ0210

l02
s

8

Z
d10x

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
−G0

10

q
e−2Φ

0 ½2H0αβγΩ0
αβγ�: ð30Þ

The circular reduction of this classical coupling and its
symmetry under T-duality have been studied in [28].
To study the KK reduction of this coupling on T4 for

zero moduli and with only two KK vectors—resulting from
the metric and the B-field along a single circle—we
decompose T4 ¼ S1 × T3, where T3 has a constant diago-
nal metric, and write the 10-dimensional metric as follows:

ds02 ¼ G0
MNðxÞdxMdxN þ g0ijðzÞdzidzj; ð31Þ

where zi are the coordinates of T3, and xM denotes both the
circle coordinate of Sð1Þ and the six-dimensional spacetime
coordinates. Performing the KK reduction on the seven-
dimensional metric using the ansatz

G0
MN ¼

 
G0

μν þ R−2
1 gμgν gμ

gν R2
1

!
; ð32Þ

where R1 represents the radius of the circle coordinate y,
while indices μ, ν label the six-dimensional spacetime
directions orthogonal to y. The dimensional reduction then
yields the following effective action in six dimensions:

S0HΩ ¼ −
2

κ0210

l02
sV 0

8

Z
d6x

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
−G0p

e−2Φ
0
�
−
1

2
Vα

γVαβVβ
μWγμ −

1

4
VαβVαβVγμWγμ

þ RαγβμVαβWγμ þ 2H̄αβγΩ̄αβγ þ
1

2
H̄γμσVαβVγμω̄σ

αβ þ VαβWγμω̄γα
σω̄μβσ

− 2Wαβω̄α
γμ∇μVβγ þ H̄βγμVαβ∇μVα

γ

�
; ð33Þ
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where ω̄μνα is related to the six-dimensional spin connec-
tion as ω̄μνα ¼ ω̄μμ1ν1e

μ1
ν eν1α . In the above equation, V 0 ¼R

Sð1Þ R1dy
R
T3 d3z

ffiffiffiffi
g0

p
represents the T4 volume. This re-

duction is identical to the circular reduction found in [28]
for a fixed radius. There are terms in the above reduction
that involve the spin connection. These terms are not
invariant under local Lorentz transformations and should
be removed by field redefinitions that include the spin
connection.
To study the field redefinition, we must consider the

reduction of the leading-order, two-derivative terms to six
dimensions. The KK reduction of the two-derivative terms
in (29) for a fixed circle radius uses the metric reduction in
(32) and the following B-field reduction ansatz from [29]:

BMN ¼
 
b̄αβ þ 1

2
bαgβ − 1

2
bβgα bα

−bβ 0

!
: ð34Þ

This reduction produces the following two-derivative
action in six dimensions:

S0 ¼ −
2V 0

κ0210

Z
d6x

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
−G0p

e−2Φ
0
�
R0 þ 4∇μΦ0∇μΦ0

−
1

4
WμνWμν −

1

4
VμνVμν −

1

12
H̄μναH̄μνα

�
; ð35Þ

where Wμν ¼ ∂μbν − ∂νbμ, Vμν ¼ ∂μgν − ∂νgμ, and the
three-form H̄ is defined as H̄μνα ¼ H̃μνα − gμWνα −
gαWμν − gνWαμ. Here, the three-form H̃ is the field strength
of the two-form b̄μν þ 1

2
bμgν − 1

2
bνgμ in (34). The three-

form H̄ is not the field strength of a two-form and satisfies
the following Bianchi identity [29]:

∂½μH̄ναβ� ¼ −
3

2
V ½μνWαβ�: ð36Þ

The field redefinition is constrained by the requirement that
it must satisfy the above Bianchi identity.
In general, one may consider field redefinitions for all

six-dimensional fields. However, for the purposes of this
paper, we only need to consider the field redefinition for the
vector field bα, i.e.,

bα ¼ bα þ l02
sΔbα; ð37Þ

where Δbα consists of fields at the two-derivative order.
The Bianchi identity (36) indicates that the field redefini-
tion of H̄ is related to this field redefinition by ΔH̄μνα ¼
−3V ½μνΔbα�. This redefinition then produces the following
couplings at the four-derivative order:

ΔS0 ¼ −
2l02

sV 0

κ0210

Z
d6x

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
−G0p

e−2Φ
0

×

�
1

2
H̄αβγVβγΔbα þWαβ∇βðΔbαÞ

�
: ð38Þ

The action (33) for the field in (37) then includes the four-
derivative couplings S0HΩ þ ΔS0.
To remove the terms in (33) that involve the spin

connection, we consider the following field redefinition:

Δbα ¼ −ω̄αβγVβγ: ð39Þ

The corresponding ΔS0 is

ΔS0 ¼ −
2l02

sV 0

κ0210

Z
d6x

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
−G0p

e−2Φ
0
�
−
1

2
H̄γμνVαβVγμω̄ν

αβ

−Wαβω̄α
γμ∇βVγμ − VαβWγμ∇μω̄γαβ

�
:

Adding this term to (33) results in the removal of the spin
connection terms. That is

S0HΩ þ ΔS0 ¼ −
2

κ0210

l02
sV 0

8

Z
d6x

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
−G0p

e−2Φ
0
�
−
1

2
Vα

γVαβVβ
μWγμ −

1

4
VαβVαβVγμWγμ

þ 2RαγβμVαβWγμ þ 2H̄αβγΩ̄αβγ −
1

2
H̄βγμVαβ∇αVγμ

�
; ð40Þ

where we have used the following relation between the
Riemann curvature and the spin connection:

Rαβγμ ¼ −ω̄γβ
νω̄μαν þ ω̄γα

νω̄μβν þ∇γω̄μαβ −∇μω̄γαβ: ð41Þ

As expected, the action in (40) does not include the spin
connection, other than that within the Chern-Simons three-
form, and is consistent with local Lorentz gauge trans-
formations. In fact, the H̄ Ω̄ term can be combined with the

H̄2 term in the leading action to express H̄ in terms of the
generalized field strength H̄ − 3α0Ω̄=2, as in (28).
The couplings in (40) are now identical to those in the

first two lines of (27), up to an overall factor. This overall
factor also matches using the fact that the NS5-brane of
heterotic theory, when wrapped on T4, transforms under
S-duality into the fundamental string of type IIA theory
(see e.g., [6]). The equality of their tensions yields the
relation
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2πV 0

ð2πl0
sÞ6g02s

¼ 1

2πl2
s
: ð42Þ

Using this relation, one finds that (40) produces exactly the
couplings in the first two lines of (27).
The couplings in the last line of (27) are also reproduced

by (38) if one uses the following covariant field redefinition:

Δbα ¼ 4Vαβ∇βΦ0: ð43Þ
Hence, our calculations confirm that the two actions (23) and
(33) are indeed S-dual to each other when appropriate field
redefinitions are included. This provides a nontrivial veri-
fication of S-duality between type IIA theory on K3 and
heterotic theory on T4. It also confirms the eight-derivative
couplings in (16) that were found from the Chern-Simons
term in M-theory at order l6

p.

IV. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we have employed circular reduction of the
Chern-Simons term t8ϵ11AR4 in the effective action of
M-theory at order l6

p to derive the corresponding one-loop
couplings at order α03 in type IIA string theory. These
include the standard Chern-Simons term t8ϵ10BR4, along
with 1,173 additional couplings expected to be gauge
invariant up to total derivative terms. By incorporating
appropriate nongauge-invariant total derivative terms, we
successfully rewrote the 1,173 couplings in terms of 91
gauge-invariant couplings, as presented in (16). These
couplings exhibit linear dependence on the NS-NS field
strength Hð3Þ and the RR field strength F̄ð4Þ. Furthermore,
explicit calculation verifies that no other couplings linear in
the three-form Að3Þ exist in M-theory at this order beyond
the Chern-Simons term itself. This confirms that the new
couplings we have found constitute the complete set of
couplings in type IIA theory linear in Hð3Þ and F̄ð4Þ at
this order.

We also investigated the behavior of these new couplings
under six-dimensional S-duality between type IIA theory on
K3 and heterotic theory on T4. Our results show that the
four-derivative one-loop couplings in type IIA on K3
transform precisely under S-duality into the corresponding
four-derivative tree-level couplings in heterotic theory on T4.
It is well established that the tree-level effective action of

string theory is invariant under T-duality at each order in α0
[30,31]. Unlike S-duality, T-duality maps the tree-level
action at a given order in α0 to a tree-level action at the same
order. A natural question is whether the one-loop effective
action similarly transforms under T-duality into the one-
loop action of the dual theory. By examining the pure
gravity couplings in type IIA theory at one-loop order,
given by ðt8t8 − 1

8
ϵ10ϵ10ÞR4, and their counterparts in type

IIB theory, given by ðt8t8 þ 1
8
ϵ10ϵ10ÞR4, it appears unlikely

that these satisfy T-duality in a straightforward manner
[32]. To systematically investigate T-duality at the one-loop
level, one could perform a circular reduction of the type IIA
couplings in (16) to derive the corresponding nine-dimen-
sional couplings. Applying T-duality to these results would
then test whether the transformed couplings can be repro-
duced via circular reduction of gauge-invariant couplings in
10-dimensional type IIB theory. While Chern-Simons-like
terms are generally forbidden in type IIB theory [7], it has
been argued that T-duality may necessitate their existence
[33]. Resolving this apparent contradiction represents a key
challenge in understanding one-loop T-duality. We leave a
detailed investigation of this calculation for future work.
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