arXiv:2107.07918v1 [hep-th] 16 Jul 2021

SISSA 17/2021/FISI

Perturbative and non-pertrubative trace anomalies

L. Bonora International School for Advanced Studies (SISSA), Via Bonomea 265, 34136 Trieste, Italy

Abstract. We study the definition of trace anomalies for models of Dirac and Weyl fermions coupled to a metric and a gauge potential. While in the non-perturbative case the trace anomaly is the response of the effective action to a Weyl transformation, the definition in a perturbative approach is more involved. In the latter case we use a specific formula proposed by M.Duff, of which we present a physical interpretation. The main body of the paper consists in deriving trace anomalies with the above formula and comparing them with the corresponding non-perturbative results. We show that they coincide and stress the basic role of diffeomorphism invariance for the validity of the approach.

1 Introduction. A perturbative definition of trace anomaly.

Chiral anomalies appear in the divergence of chiral currents as a result of regularizing fermion loops, in the perturbative case, and effective actions, in non-perturbative approaches. No essential ambiguities arise in the process of defining the relevant procedures. The case of trace anomalies is somewhat more involved (for various derivations of trace anomalies see [1]-[18]). As we shall see on examples, a priori several definitions of the trace anomaly are possible in a perturbative approach, definitions that lead to different results. As we shall see, there are in fact several sources of ambiguity. To eliminate these ambiguities, our definition of trace anomaly in the perturbative case will be the one adopted by M.Duff, see for instance [20]. If T_{μν} is the stress-energy tensor of a theory, the trace anomaly is given by the difference g^{μν} ⟨⟨T_{μν} (x)⟩⟩ − ⟨⟨g^{μν} T_{μν} (x)⟩⟩ (1) This formula is not by itself self-explanatory and needs suitable specifications, which will be given in due time below. But, just to make an initial example, when a theory is conformal invariant, the field operator T^μ_μ (x) vanishes on shell, while in the case a theory contains a conformal soft breaking term (a mass term, for instance) T^μ_μ (x) ≠ 0 even on-shell. The second term of (1) is certainly present in such a case and the subtraction is needed in order to exclude this unwanted term from the anomaly. As a matter of fact, as we shall see, this term is non-vanishing in many other instances, and in a subtler way (for more down-to-earth uncertainties, see [19] and references therein) . The purpose of our paper is to discuss the application of formula (1). To study this issue we have to enlarge our vantage point by considering not only odd parity trace anomalies, but also even parity ones. We will focus, in particular, on the anomalies of a free fermion field model coupled to an Abelian vector potential V_μ with curvature F_{μν} . Beside the odd parity anomaly with density ϵ^{μνλρ}F_{μν} F_{λρ} we wish to consider also the even parity anomaly with density F_{μν} F^{μν} . These density can show up as trace anomalies in the form ∫ d^4x √ g ω(x) F_{μν} (x)F^{μν} (x) and ∫ d^4x √ g ω(x) ϵ^{μνλρ}F_{μν} (x)F_{λρ}(x), since they are consistent under the conformal transformations δ_ωg_{μν} = 2ωg_{μν} and δ_ωV_μ = 0. We will consider two examples where these anomalies do appear: the even trace anomaly in the theory of a Dirac fermion, and the odd one in the theory of a Weyl fermion, both coupled to a vector potential V_μ. In both cases we compare the results with the ones obtained via the non-perturbative heat-kernel-like method, which we refer to as the Seeley-DeWitt (SDW) method, in which case the trace anomaly definition is the standard one, i.e. the response of the effective action under a Weyl transformation. In both cases the results coincide.

A pertinent question is why in the perturbative approach there is room for ambiguities. The reason is that the approach based on Feynman diagrams is reasonably viable at the lowest order of the perturbative expansion. Were we able to compute higher order approximations there would be no room for ambiguities. Unfortunately higher order calculations are much less accessible, in general, and we have to make do with the lowest order. Now, at the lowest order, the relevant cohomology is determined by the lowest order of the perturbative cohomology (see Appendix B). The lowest order cohomology is too simple, for instance it contains many more cocycles than the non-perturbative (complete) cohomology. The definition (1) is more balanced than each of the two terms separately, it forces the perturbative calculations in the right non-perturbative direction. It offers also a clear physical interpretation, which we discuss in the conclusive section.

The paper is organized as follows. In section 2 we derive the above-mentioned even trace anomaly for a Dirac fermion coupled to vector potential with a perturbative method (Feynman diagrams plus dimensional regularization). In section 3 we derive the same result via the Seeley-DeWitt method. Section 4 is devoted to the odd parity trace anomaly for a Weyl fermion coupled to a vector potential and section 5 to the same derivation via SDW. In section 2.5 and in section 6 we discuss the conservation of diffeomorphims in presence of a gauge vector field in the two cases, respectively. In section 7 we make some final comments and, in particular, we offer our interpretation of the definition (1) for the trace anomaly. In Appendix A we show that the density F_{μν} F^{μν} can never appear as an anomaly of the divergence of a vector or axial current. In Appendix B we define perturbative cohomology.

2 Even parity trace anomalies due to vector gauge field

We consider the action of a Dirac fermion coupled to a metric and an Abelian vector potential S = ∫ d^4x √ g iψγ^μ ( ∂_μ + 1 2 ω_μ + V_μ ) ψ (2)

where γ^μ = e^μ_a γ^a, and ω_μ is the spin connection, ω_μ = ω^{ab}_μ Σ_{ab} and Σ_{ab} =^1_4 [γ_a, γ_b] are the Lorentz generators. For a uniform treatment with the non-Abelian case where the generators are anti-Hermitean, we use an imaginary vector field V_μ. Eventually one can make the replacement V_μ → −iV_μ. The vector current is j_μ = iψγ_μψ and the stress-energy tensor is T_{μν} = i 4 ψγ_μ^↔∇_ν ψ + {μ ↔ ν} (3) They are both conserved on shell. T_{μν} is also traceless on shell. In this section we use perturbative methods with dimensional regularization and focus on the possibility for F_{μν} F^{μν} to appear as a trace anomaly. As expected such a density cannot appear in the divergence of a current, as we show anyhow, in Appendix A.

Before we start a clarification is in order concerning the definition (3) of the em tensor. There is in fact another definition, which corresponds to the general formula

T_{μν} (x) = 2 √ g δS δg^{μν} (4) and reads ^T_{μν} = i 4 ψγ_μ^↔∇_ν ψ + (μ ↔ ν) − g_{μν} i 2 ψγ^{λ ↔}∇_λψ = T_{μν} − g_{μν} T_λ^λ (5) This ambiguity in the definition of the em tensor gives rise to an ambiguity in the definition of the trace anomaly. Such an uncertainty is in fact resolved by the definition (1): thanks to the latter, the second term of ^T_{μν} drops out. This will be verified later on. For the time being we proceed with (3), which is simpler.

The anomaly we are after can only appear at one-loop in the trace of the em tensor. Therefore we have to compute the correlators that contain one insertion of the latter plus insertions of the vector currents. With reference to the definition (1), at the lowest order we have two possibilities: the correlator η^{μν} ⟨0|T T_{μν} (x)j_λ(y)j_ρ(z)|0⟩ and the correlator ⟨0|T T^μ_μ (x)j_λ(y)j_ρ(z)|0⟩. The first means that we regularize and compute the correlator ⟨0|T T_{μν} (x)j_λ(y)j_ρ(z)|0⟩ and afterwards we contract the two indices μ and ν. The second means that we consider the correlator of T^μ_μ inserted at x and two currents at y and z, regularize and compute it. Generally speaking, the two procedures leads to different results. Notice that T^μ_μ (x) can vanish on shell in conformal invariant theories, but in general does not vanish off-shell. An important remark is that the trace T^μ_μ (x) is an irreducible component of T_{μν} (x). So, the two above-mentioned amplitudes, when regulated, are generally different. This situation is to be contrasted with the case of the three-point current amplitude ⟨0|T j_μ(x)j_λ(y)j_ρ(z)|0⟩, whose divergence (see Appendix) is the same as ⟨0|T ∂^μj_μ(x)j_λ(y)j_ρ(z)|0⟩. In this case there is no regularization ambiguity. Hereafter we shall use the definition (1) for the trace anomaly in the sense just explained. So to the lowest order^1 in the perturbative approach the trace anomaly will be given by: ⟨⟨T^μ_μ (x)⟩⟩ = η^{μν} ⟨0|T T_{μν} (x)j_λ(y)j_ρ(z)|0⟩ − ⟨0|T T^μ_μ (x)j_λ(y)j_ρ(z)|0⟩ (6) In the sequel we compute these two amplitudes by means of Feynman diagrams. The Feynman rule for the vector-fermion-fermion vertex V_{vff} is γ_μ and the graviton-fermion-fermion vertex

1One should consider also the lower order amplitude ⟨t j⟩, but it is easy to show that ⟨0|T T^μ_μ (x)j_λ(y)|0⟩ = η^{μν} ⟨0|T Tμν (x)j_λ(y)|0⟩ = 0

V_{hff} is − i 8 [ (p − p^′)_μγ_ν + (p − p^′)_ν γ_μ ] (7) There are also other vertices, but they are not relevant to the present calculation. The fermion propagator is^i_{/p} . In order to regularize the Feynman integrals (and only to that purpose) we will add, to the ordinary 3+1, δ additional dimensions. The conventions for the gamma matrix traces (in Minkowski background) are

tr(γ_μγ_ν ) = 2^{2+ δ2} η_{μν} , tr(γ_μγ_ν γ_λγ_ργ_5) = −i 2^{2+ δ2} ϵ_{μνλρ} (8)

2.1 The first correlator We start by evaluating the second term in the RHS of (6), i.e. the amplitude schematically denoted ⟨t j j⟩, where t represents the trace of the em tensor,

~F^{(tjj)}_{λρ} (k_1, k_2) = 1 2 ∫ d^4p (2π)^4 tr { 1 /p γ_λ 1 /p − /k_1 γ_ρ 1 /p − /q (2/p − /q) }

reg = 1 2 ∫ d^4pd^δℓ (2π)^{4+δ} tr { /p + /ℓ p^2 − ℓ^2 γ_λ /p − /k_1 + /ℓ (p − k_1)^2 − ℓ^2 γ_ρ + γ_λ /p − /k_1 + /ℓ (p − k_1)^2 − ℓ^2 γ_ρ /p − /q + /ℓ (p − q)^2 − ℓ^2 } (9) In the second line we have regularized the integral by introducing an additional momentum ℓ_μ, with μ = 4, . . . , δ − 1. Then we have rewritten 2/p − /q as /p + /ℓ + /p − /q + /ℓ and simplified. Adding the cross term k_1 ↔ k_2, λ ↔ ρ we get ~F^{(tjj)}_{λρ} (k_1, k_2) + ~F^{(tjj)}_{ρλ} (k_2, k_1)

= 4 × 2^{δ2} ∫ d^4pd^δℓ (2π)^{4+δ} { ℓ^2η_{λρ} + p_λ(p − k_1)_ρ − η_{λρ} p·(p − k_1) + (p − k_1)_λp_ρ (p^2 − ℓ^2)((p − k_1)^2 − ℓ^2) + ℓ^2η_{λρ} + p_λ(p − k_2)_ρ − η_{λρ} p·(p − k_2) + (p − k_2)_λp_ρ (p^2 − ℓ^2)((p − k_2)^2 − ℓ^2) } (10)

Let us deal first with the first line of the last integral. Introducing a Feynman parameter x and shifting p → p + k_1 and Wick rotating (p^0 → ip^0) one gets^2

= 4i × 2^{δ2} ∫ d^4p (2π)^4

∫_1 0 dx ∫ d^4pd^δℓ (2π)^{4+δ} ( ℓ^2 +^{p2}_2 ) η_{λρ} + x(x − 1) ( 2k_{1λ}k_{1ρ} + η_{λρ}k^2_1 ) ( p^2 + ℓ^2 + x(1 − x)k^2_1

)_2 = i 6π^2 ( k_{1λ}k_{1ρ} + η_{λρ}k^2_1 ) (2 δ + γ − 5 3 + log k^2_1 2π )

Adding also the second line we get

~F^{(tjj)}_{λρ} (k_1, k_2) + ~F^{(tjj)}_{ρλ} (k_2, k_1) = i 12π^2 ( k_{1λ}k_{1ρ} + η_{λρ}k^2_1 ) ( 2 δ + γ − 5 3 + log k^2_1 2π )

+ i 12π^2 ( k_{2λ}k_{2ρ} + η_{λρ}k^2 ) ( 2 δ + γ − 5 3 + log k^2 2π ) (11)

2In order to avoid clogging our formulas with the Euclidean label such as p^E , ..., we keep the same symbols for the Wick-rotated momenta p, k1, k2 and q, with the only change represented by the momentum square acquiring the opposite sign.

This contains a non-local part. It is a (so-called) semi-local term which is necessary in order to satisfy the conformal Ward identity.

2.2 The conformal Ward identity To find the WI’s for our case we have to start from the effective action that include both the vector current and the energy-momentum tensor, which is born out of the action (2),

W [h, V ] = W [0] + ∞∑ n,r=1 i^{n+r−1} 2^nn!r! ∫_n∏ i=1 dx_i √ g(x_i)h^{μiνi} (x_i) r∏ l=1 dy_l √ g(y_l)e^{λl}_{al} (y_l)V_{λl} (y_l) ·⟨0|T ^T_{μ1ν1} (x_1) . . . ^T_{μnνn} (x_n)j^{a1} (y_1) . . . j^{ar} (y_r)|0⟩ (12) The introduction of the vierbein is dictated by the coupling between the current and the gauge potential in the presence of a nontrivial background metric: V_λ(x)ψ̄(x)e^λ_a (x)γ^aψ(x). Notice that in this definition we have used ^T_{μν} ; this is because, in the subsequent manipulations, we will refer to (5). A remark is in order about the coefficients of this expansion. They must be consistent with the definition of graviton emission vertices. Remember that^{δS}_{δgμν} |_{g=η} =^1_2 ^T_{μν} . This explain the factor 2^n in the denominator of (12).

Differentiating with respect to h_{μν} (x) and setting h = 0 we obtain^1_2 ⟨⟨ ^T_{μν} (x)⟩⟩. Therefore 2 δW δh_{μν} (x) | | h=0 = i ∫ d^4y_2 η_{μν} V_{λ1} (x)V_{λ2} (y_2)δ^{λ1}_{a1} δ^{λ2}_{a2} ⟨0|T j^{a1} (x)j^{a2} (y_2)|0⟩ − i 2 ∫ d^4y_2V_{λ1} (x)V_{λ2} (y_2) ( δ^{λ1}_μ η_{a1ν} + δ^{λ1}_ν η_{a1 μ} ) ⟨0|T j^{a1} (x)j^{a2} (y_2)|0⟩ − 1 2 ∫ d^4y_1d^4y_2V^{λ1} (y_1)V^{λ2} (y_2)⟨0|T ^T_{μν} (x)j_{λ1} (y_1)j_{λ2} (y_2)|0⟩ (13)

Next differentiating with respect to V^λ(y) and V^ρ(z) and setting V_λ = 0 we get δ^2⟨⟨ ^T_{μν} (x)⟩⟩ δV^λ(y)δV^ρ(z) | | | V =0 = iη_{μν} ( δ(x − y)⟨0|T j_λ(x)j_ρ(z)|0⟩ + δ(x − z)⟨0|T j_ρ(x)j_λ(y)|0⟩ )

− i 2 η_{μλ} δ(x − y)⟨0|T j_ν (x)j_ρ(z)|0⟩ − i 2 η_{μρ} δ(x − z)⟨0|T j_ν (x)j_λ(y)|0⟩ − i 2 η_{νλ} δ(x − y)⟨0|T j_μ(x)j_ρ(z)|0⟩ − i 2 η_{νρ} δ(x − z)⟨0|T j_μ(x)j_λ(y)|0⟩ −⟨0|T ^T_{μν} (x)j_λ(y)j_ρ(z)|0⟩ (14) Now we saturate this relation with η^{μν} and notice that ^T_μ^μ = −3T_μ^μ. It is easy to see that the numerical factor 3 factors out and can be dropped from the equation obtained by equating the RHS of (14) to zero. Thus we obtain ⟨0|T T^μ_μ (x)j_λ(y)j_ρ(z)|0⟩ + i ( δ(x − y)⟨0|T j_λ(x)j_ρ(z)|0⟩ + δ(x − z)⟨0|T j_λ(y)j_ρ(x)|0⟩ ) = 0 (15)

This is the appropriate conformal WI for a fermionic system coupled to an external gauge potential V_μ, at level 2, in absence of anomalies. Fourier transforming and Wick rotating it

(under a Wick rotation the two-point function changes sign, the three-point function gets multiplied by −i) we get −i ( ~F_{λρ}(k_1, k_2) + ~F_{ρλ}(k_2, k_1) + ⟨0|T j̃_λ(k_1)j̃_ρ(−k_1)|0⟩ + ⟨0|T j̃_λ(k_2)j̃_ρ(−k_2)|0⟩ ) = 0 (16)

multiplied by δ(q − k_1 − k_2). This is the WI if no anomaly is present.

2.3 The 2-point current correlator In order to verify (15) (or (16)) we need the two-point current correlators. The 2-current correlator is given by a bubble diagram with a fermion propagating in the internal lines and two gluons, one ingoing and the other outgoing, with the same momentum ⟨0|T j̃_λ(k)j̃_ρ(−k)|0⟩ = ∫ d^4p (2π)^4 tr { 1 /p γ_λ 1 /p − /k γ_ρ } = ∫ d^4pd^δℓ (2π)^{4+δ} tr { 1 /p + /ℓ γ_λ 1 /p − /k + /ℓ γ_ρ } (17)

This is equal to the first term in the third line of (9), apart from the coefficient^1_2 . Therefore ⟨0|T j̃_λ(k)j̃_ρ(−k)|0⟩ = − i 12π^2 ( k_λk_ρ + η_{λρ}k^2 ) (2 δ + γ − 5 3 + log k^2 2π ) (18)

in Euclidean background. From this one can see that the WI (16) is satisfied.

2.4 The second correlator As we have seen, replacing (11) and (18) in (16) we see that the WI is satisfied. One could conclude therefore that in this case there is no anomaly. However (11) corresponds to ⟨⟨g^{μν} T_{μν} (x)⟩⟩, and, comparing it with g^{μν} ⟨⟨T_{μν} (x)⟩⟩, whose relevant amplitude is

~F^{(tjj)}_{λρ} (k_1, k_2) = 1 2 ∫ d^4pd^δℓ (2π)^{4+δ} tr { 1 /p + /ℓ γ_λ 1 /p − /k_1 + /ℓ γ_ρ 1 /p − /q + /ℓ (2/p − /q) } , (19)

one finds a difference

Δ ~F^{(tjj)}_{λρ} (k_1, k_2) = 1 2 ∫ d^4pd^δℓ (2π)^{4+δ} tr { 1 /p + /ℓ γ_λ 1 /p − /k_1 + /ℓ γ_ρ 1 /p − /q + /ℓ 2/ℓ } , (20)

which is a local term. Adding the cross term, after a Wick rotation, one finds

Δ ~F^{(tjj)}_{λρ} (k_1, k_2) + Δ ~F^{(tjj)}_{ρλ} (k_2, k_1) = − i 6π^2 [ η_{λρ}k_1 ·k_2 + k_{2λ}k_{1ρ} ] (21)

Beware: here the metric is Euclidean!

The RHS is a local term which violates the conformal WI and corresponds to an anomaly. The definition of the effective energy-momentum tensor is T_{μν} = 2 √ g δW δg^{μν} , (22)

The Weyl variation of g^{μν} is δg^{μν} = −2ωg^{μν} . Therefore δ_ωW = ∫ d^4x δW δg^{μν} = − ∫ d^4x √ g ω ⟨⟨T^μ_μ ⟩⟩ (23) which classically vanishes. We define the integrated anomaly as follows

A_ω = ∫ d^4x √ g ω ( g^{μν} ⟨⟨T_{μν} ⟩⟩ − ⟨⟨T^μ_μ ⟩⟩ ) (24)

We have already remarked that if we use the definition (5) instead of (3), the second piece of the former drops out in eq.(24).

In order to obtain the form of the anomaly in coordinate representation we proceed as follows. We have in general − 1 2 ∫ d^4yd^4z V^λ(y)V^ρ(z)⟨0|T^μ_μ (x)j_λ(y)j_ρ(z)|0⟩ = − 1 2 ∫ d^4yd^4z V^λ(y)V^ρ(z) · ∫ d^4q (2π)^4 d^4k_1 (2π)^4 d^4k_2 (2π)^4 e^{−iq·x+ik2·y+ik2·z}δ^{(4)}(q − k_1 − k_2)⟨0|T̃^μ_μ (q)j̃_λ(−k_1)j̃_ρ(k_2)|0⟩ Inserting (21) in the RHS gives the contribution corresponding to the anomaly in coordinates: − 1 2 ∫ d^4yd^4z V^λ(y)V^ρ(z) ∫ d^4q (2π)^4 d^4k_1 (2π)^4 d^4k_2 (2π)^4 e^{−iq·x+ik1·y+ik2·z}δ^{(4)}(q − k_1 − k_2) · ( − i 6π^2 [ η_{λρ}k_1 ·k_2 + k_{2λ}k_{1ρ} ]) (25) = i 12π^2 ∫ d^4yd^4z V^λ(y)V^ρ(z) ( − η_{λρ}∂_x ·∂_z − ∂^y_ρ ∂^z_λ ) δ^{(4)}(x − y)δ^{(4)}(x − z) = − i 12π^2 ( ∂_λV_ρ∂^λV^ρ + ∂_λV_ρ∂^ρV^λ )

Therefore, after migrating back to Minkowski, the trace anomaly at the (non-trivial) lowest level of approximation is

A_ω = − 1 12π^2 ∫ d^4x ω ( −∂_ν V_λ∂^ν V^λ + ∂_ν V_λ∂^λV^ν ) = 1 24π^2 ∫ d^4x ω F_{νλ}F^{νλ} (26)

This is a (trivially) consistent conformal anomaly because in perturbative cohomology (see Appendix B) at the lowest order, we have

δ^{(0)}_ω ω = 0, δ^{(0)}_ω V_μ = 0 (27) so δ^{(0)}_ω A_ω = 0 (28)

It is clear that the all-order expression of this anomaly is

A_ω = 1 24π^2 ∫ d^4x √ g ω F_{νλ}F^{νλ}, (29) which is invariant both under diffeomorphisms and under gauge transformations. When diffeomorphisms are involved, however, one must pay double attention. It is usually assumed that diffeomorphisms are conserved in 4d. This is due to the fact that consistent chiral diffeomorphism anomalies are uniquely linked to the existence of the third order symmetric adjoint invariant tensor of the relevant Lie algebra, which, in 4d, is the Lie algebra of GL(3, 1) and, thus, the relevant tensor vanishes. But here we are considering the possibility that diffeomorphisms are violated by the coupling of a Dirac fermion to a vector potential, and an anomaly proportional to ∫ d^4x ∂·ξ F_{μν} F^{μν} (where ξ^μ is the general coordinate transformation parameter) is consistent and algebraically not excluded. To cancel it a counterterm ∫ d^4x h F_{μν} F^{μν} would be necessary. Since h = h^μ transforms as δ_ωh = 8ω under Weyl transformations, such a counterterm would generate an anomaly of the same kind as (26) and, thus, modify its coefficient. It is therefore important to verify that such a diffeomorphism anomaly generated by the coupling to a gauge field V_μ is absent in our theory. This is what we intend to show next.

2.5 Diffeomorphisms are conserved

We have to show that the WI for diffeomorphisms is respected when coupling our Dirac fermion to V_μ. In order to derive the relevant WI we return to subsection 2.2 and, precisely, to eq.(14). We differentiate the RHS of the latter with respect to x^μ, and equate it to zero. The WI we obtain is formulated in terms of ^T_{μν} . The identity simplifies considerably if we express it in terms of T_{μν} , for, using (15), the first line in the RHS of (14) drops out. Therefore we are left with

0 = − i 2 ( ∂^x_λ ( δ(x − y)⟨0|T j_ν (x)j_ρ(z)|0⟩) + ∂^x_ρ (δ(x − z)⟨0|T j_ν (x)j_λ(y)|0⟩) )

− i 2 ( η_{νλ} ∂^μ_x (δ(x − y)⟨0|T j_μ(x)j_ρ(z)|0⟩) + η_{νρ} ∂^μ_x (δ(x − z)⟨0|T j_μ(x)j_λ(y)|0⟩) ) −∂^μ_x ⟨0|T T_{μν} (x)j_λ(y)j_ρ(z)|0⟩ (30) If we denote by ~T_{μνλρ}(k_1, k_2) the Fourier transform of ⟨0|T T_{μν} (x)j_λ(y)j_ρ(z)|0⟩, the Fourier transform of eq.(30) is −iq^μ ( ~T_{μνλρ}(k_1, k_2) + ~T_{μνρλ}(k_2, k_1) ) = 1 2 ( q_ρ⟨0|T j̃_ν (k_1)j̃_λ(−k_1)|0⟩ + q_λ⟨0|T j̃_ν (k_2)j̃_ρ(−k_2)|0⟩

+η_{νρ}q^μ⟨0|T j̃_μ(k_1)j̃_λ(−k_1)|0⟩ + η_{νλ}q^μ⟨0|T j̃_μ(k_2)j̃_ρ(−k_2)|0⟩ ) (31)

where q = k_1 + k_2. Thus we have to compute q^μ ~T_{μνλρ}(k_1, k_2):

q^μ ~T_{μνλρ}(k_1, k_2) = 1 2 ∫ d^4p (2π)^4 tr [ 1 /p γ_λ 1 /p − /k1 γ_ρ 1 /p − /q ( q·(2p − q)γ_ν + (2p − q)_ν /q ) ]

reg = 1 2 ∫ d^4pd^δℓ (2π)^{4+δ} tr [ 1 /p + /ℓ γ_λ 1 /p − /k1 + /ℓ γ_ρ 1 /p − /q + /ℓ ( q·(2p − q)γ_ν + (2p − q)_ν /q ) ] (32)

Using now /q = /p + /ℓ − (/p − /q + /ℓ), and q·(2p − q) = p^2 + ℓ^2 − ((p − q)^2 + ℓ^2) we obtain an easier-to-deal-with expression of the integrand

q^μ ~T_{μνλρ}(k_1, k_2) = 1 2 ∫ d^4pd^δℓ (2π)^{4+δ} [ tr ( (/p + /ℓ)γ_λ(/p − /k_1 + /ℓ)γ_ρ(/p − /q + /ℓ)γ_ν ) (33) · ( 1 ((p − k_1)^2 − ℓ^2)((p − q)^2 − ℓ^2) − 1 (p^2 − ℓ^2)((p − k_1)^2 − ℓ^2) )

+tr ( γ_λ 1 /p − /k_1 + /ℓ γ_ρ 1 /p − /q + /ℓ − 1 /p + /ℓ γ_λ 1 /p − /k_1 + /ℓ γ_ρ ) (2p_ν − q_ν ) ]

This expression contains four integrations, but two of them are copies of the other two. To see it one can proceed by changing variables as follows: p → p + q, followed by p → −p, then k_1 ↔ k_2, λ ↔ ρ; finally using the invariance of the trace under transposition. Next, selecting two independent terms, one works out the gamma matrix algebra, introduces a Feynman parameter and performs a Wick rotation, after which the integrals can be easily calculated. After some algebra the final result is

q^μ ~T_{μνλρ}(k_1, k_2) = i 24π^2 ( k_{1λ}k_{1ν} q_ρ − η_{λρ}k^2_1q_ρ + η_{νρ}(k^2_1 k_{2λ} − k_1 ·k_2 k_{1λ}) ) (2 δ + γ − 5 3 + log k^2_1 2π )

(34)

to which we have to add the cross term with k_1 ↔ k_2, λ ↔ ρ. As a consequence we are left with two semi-local terms, which are exactly what is needed in order to satisfy the WI (31). In conclusion the WI for diffeomorphims is satisfied and there is no anomaly^3. The trace anomaly (29) is therefore confirmed.

3 The Seeley-DeWitt approach

In this section we apply the Seeley-DeWitt approach (see [21]-[25]) to the same theory of Dirac fermions coupled to a vector potential V_μ, (2), where the covariant operator

∇_μ = D_μ + 1 2 ω_μ + V_μ (35)

features.

To apply the SDW method we need the square of the Dirac operator, which is not selfadjoint ( /∇^2 )_† = γ_0 /∇^2γ_0 (36)

To get a self-adjoint operator we apply a Wick rotation, which means: x^0 → x̃^0 = −ix^0, k^0 → k̃^0 = ik^0 and γ^0 → γ̃^0 = −iγ^0, while x^i, k_i, γ^i remain unchanged. From now on a tilde represents a Wick rotated object. In particular we have ( ~/∇^2 )_† = ~/∇^2 (37)

3On the contrary, if we replace Dirac fermions with Weyl fermions this result is not guaranteed.

Therefore we can use ~/∇^2 for the SDW approach and return to the Minkowski metric with a reverse Wick rotation after applying this method. However, as before, we will avoid clogging the formulas with Euclidean symbols. We will use all the time Minkowski symbols, but we will leave the gamma matrix products indicated, without using the gamma matrix algebra to simplify them, before returning to the Lorentz metric with an inverse Wick rotation. This amounts, in practice, to using all the time non-Wick rotated quantities, replacing them in the relations appropriate to their Euclidean counterparts. This is what we will do in the sequel. With this attitude in mind we define the amplitude ⟨x, s|x^′, 0⟩ = ⟨x|e^{iFs}|x^′⟩ (38) which satisfies the (heat kernel) differential equation i ∂ ∂s ⟨x, s|x^′, 0⟩ = −F_x⟨x, s|x^′, 0⟩ ≡ K(x, x^′, s) (39) where F_x is the above-mentioned quadratic differential operator

F_x = ∇_μg^{μν} ∇_ν − 1 4 R + V (40)

where V = Σ^{ab}V_{ab} = Σ^{ab} e^μ_a e^ν_b V_{μν} , and F_{μν} is the curvature of V_μ. Then we make the ansatz ⟨x, s|x^′, 0⟩ = − lim_{m→0} i 16π^2 √ D(x, x^′) s^2 e^i (_{σ(x,x′)} 2s −m^2s ) Φ(x, x^′, s) (41)

where D(x, x^′) is the VVM determinant and σ(x, x^′) is the world function. Φ(x, x^′, s) is a function to be determined. It is useful to introduce also the mass parameter m, which we will eventually set to zero. In the limit s → 0 the RHS of (41) becomes the definition of a delta function multiplied by Φ. More precisely, since it must be ⟨x, 0|x^′, 0⟩ = δ(x, x^′), and

lim_{s→0} i 16π^2 √ D(x, x^′) s^2 e^i (_{σ(x,x′)} 2s −m^2s ) = √ |g(x)| δ(x, x^′), (42) we must have

lim_{s→0} Φ(x, x^′, s) = 1 (43)

Eq.(39) becomes an equation for Φ(x, x^′, s). After some algebra one gets i ∂Φ ∂s + i s ∇^μΦ∇_μσ + 1 √ D ∇^μ∇_μ (√ DΦ ) − ( 1 4 R − V − m^2 ) Φ = 0 (44)

Now we expand Φ(x, x^′, s) = ∞∑ n=0 a_n(x, x^′)(is)^n (45)

with the boundary condition [a_0] = 1. The a_n must satisfy the recursive relations:

(n + 1)a_{n+1} + ∇^μa_{n+1}∇_μσ − 1 √ D ∇^μ∇_μ (√ Da_n ) + ( 1 4 R − V − m^2 ) a_n = 0 (46)

Using these relations and the coincidence limits it is possible to compute each coefficient a_n at the coincidence limit. In particular

[a_2] = 1 2 m^4 − 1 12 m^2R + 1 288 R^2 − 1 120 R_{;μ}^μ − 1 180 R_{μν} R^{μν} + 1 180 R_{μνλρ}R^{μνλρ} (47) − 1 2 V^2 + 1 6 ∇^λ∇^λ (V) + 1 12 ( 1 2 R_{μν} + V_{μν} ) ( 1 2 R^{μν} + V^{μν} )

where R_{μν} = R_{μν}^{ab}Σ_{ab}. In this method let us set W = − 1 2 ∫_∞ 0 ds is e^{iFs} + const ≡ L + const (48)

where L is the relevant effective action L = ∫ d^dx L(x) (49)

It can be written as L(x) = − 1 2 tr ∫_∞ 0 ds is K(x, x^′, s) (50) where the kernel K is defined by K(x, x^′, s) = e^{iF s}δ(x, x^′) (51) Inserted in δ_ωW , under the symbol Tr, it means integrating over x after taking the limit x^′ → x. So, looking at (41), in dimension d, K(x, x, s) = i (4πis)^d2 √ g e^{−im2s}[Φ(x, x, s)] (52) From now on a Wick rotation is understood. Continuing analytically in d one finds L(x) = 1 32π^2 ( 1 d − 4 − 3 4 ) tr ( m^4 − 2m^2[a_1] + 2[a_2] ) √ g (53) + i 64π^2 tr ∫_∞ 0 ds ln(4πiμ^2s) √ g ∂^3 ∂(is)^3 ( e^{−im2s}[Φ(x, x, s)] )

where tr refers to the gamma matrix trace. The last line depends explicitly on the parameter μ and represents a nonlocal part, which cannot give rise to anomalies. Let us take the variation under a Weyl transformation δ_ω g_{μν} (x) = 2 ω(x) g_{μν} (x), δ_ω √ g = d ω √ g, δ_ω (V_{μν} V^{μν} ) = −4 ω V_{μν} V^{μν} (54)

and consider the flat limit √ g → 1 as well as m → 0. Focusing on the V_μ dependence in the d → 4 limit we find δ_ω L(x) = − 1 32π^2 ∫ d^4x 4 3 ω V_{μν} V^{μν} (55) when g_{μν} → η_{μν} . This defines the anomaly

T (x) = 1 24π^2

V_{μν} V^{μν} (56)

which coincides with (26). We remark that the - sign and a factor of^1_2 in the coefficient of (55) comes from the transformation property of /∇ under a Weyl transformation, which is δ_ω /∇ = − 1 2 { /∇, ω} (57) This is due to the presence of √ g in the action (2) and is the complementary in the action (2) of the transformation property of the ‘effective’ field Ψ = g^14 ψ, which transforms as

δ_ωΨ = e^{12 ω}Ψ, (58)

for Weyl transformations.

We have already pointed out that the result (26) is the correct one provided the invariance under diffeomorphisms is preserved. In the perturbative case we have verified it by computing the divergence of the em tensor at least to second order in V_μ. In the case of the SDW method this invariance is imbedded in the method itself because the latter is designed to respect the diffeomorphisms.

4 The case of a right-handed Weyl fermion. Odd parity

The second example we wish to consider is the case of a Weyl fermion coupled to a vector potential and compute its odd parity trace anomaly on the basis of the definition (1). That is we intend now to compute the relation between the (odd parity) trace η^{μν} ⟨0|T T_{Rμν} (x)j_{Rλ}(y)j_{Rρ}(z)|0⟩ and the (odd parity) correlator ⟨0|T T^μ_{Rμ}(x)j_{Rλ}(y)j_{Rρ}(z)|0⟩. Let us start from the following remark. For a right-handed fermion the triangle contribution to the gauge trace anomaly is

~T^{(R)μ}_{μλρ} (k_1, k_2) = 1 2 ∫ d^4p (2π)^4 tr [ 1 /p γ_λP_R 1 /p − /k_1 γ_ρP_R 1 /p − /k_1 − /k_2 (2/p − /q)P_R ] (59) reg = 1 2 ∫ d^4pd^δℓ (2π)^{4+δ} tr [ 1 /p + /ℓ γ_λP_R 1 /p − /k_1 + /ℓ γ_ρP_R 1 /p − /q + /ℓ (2/p + 2/ℓ − /q)P_R ]

= 1 2 ∫ d^4pd^δℓ (2π)^{4+δ} tr { /p p^2 − ℓ^2 γ_λ /p − /k_1 (p − k_1)^2 − ℓ^2 γ_ρ /p − /q + /ℓ (p − q)^2 − ℓ^2 (2/p + 2/ℓ − /q)P_R }

to which the cross term must be added.

In ref.[26] we have already calculated amplitude for ⟨∂·j_R j_R j_R⟩ ~F^{(R,odd)} λρ (k_1, k_2, δ) = ∫ d^4pd^δℓ (2π)^{4+δ} tr { /p p^2 − ℓ^2 γ_λ /p − /k_1 (p − k_1)^2 − ℓ^2 γ_ρ /p − /q (p − q)^2 − ℓ^2 / qP_R }| | odd = 1 24π^2 ϵ_{μνλρ}k^μ_1 k^ν_2 (60)

which, multiplied by 2, gives ⟨0|T ∂^μj_{Rμ}(x)j_{Rλ}(y)j_{Rρ}(z)|0⟩.

The difference with (59) apart from the factor^1_2 , is the 2/p − /q factor in the RHS, instead of the /q one. On the other hand, let us remark that the odd part of the expression

Δ ~T^{(R)μ}_{μλρ} (k_1, k_2) = 1 2 ∫ d^4pd^δℓ (2π)^{4+δ} tr [ 1 /p + /ℓ γ_λP_R 1 /p − /k1 + /ℓ γ_ρP_R 1 /p − /q + /ℓ (2/p + 2/ℓ − 2/q)P_R ]

= 1 2 ∫ d^4pd^δℓ (2π)^{4+δ} tr [ γ_λ/pγ_ρ(/p − /k_1)P_R ] (p^2 − ℓ^2)((p − k_1)^2 − ℓ^2)

(61)

vanishes by symmetry. Now, since 2/p + 2/ℓ − /q = 2/p + 2/ℓ − 2/q + /q, it follows that

~T^{(R)μ}_{μλρ} (k_1, k_2) + ~T^{(R)μ}_{μρλ} (k_2, k_1) | |_{odd} = 1 24π^2 ϵ_{μνλρ}k^μ_1 k^ν_2 , (62)

which is the result for ⟨0|T T^μ_{Rμ}(x)j_{Rλ}(y)j_{Rρ}(z)|0⟩. Now, it is easy to compute 1 2 ∫ d^4pd^δℓ (2π)^{4+δ} tr { /p p^2 − ℓ^2 γ_λ /p − /k1 (p − k_1)^2 − ℓ^2 γ_ρ /p − /q + /ℓ (p − q)^2 − ℓ^2 2/ℓP_R } | | |_{odd} = 1 48π^2 ϵ_{μνλρ}k^μ_1 k^ν_2 (63)

Subtracting (63) from (62) we get 1 2 ∫ d^4pd^δℓ (2π)^{4+δ} tr { /p p^2 − ℓ^2 γ_λ /p − /k1 (p − k_1)^2 − ℓ^2 γ_ρ /p − /q (p − q)^2 − ℓ^2 (2/p − /q)P_R } | | |_{odd} + cross = 1 48π^2 ϵ_{μνλρ}k^μ_1 k^ν_2 (64)

which gives gives the odd parity part of η^{μν} ⟨0|T T_{Rμν} (x)j_{Rλ}(y)j_{Rρ}(z)|0⟩. Therefore, we can say g^{μν} ⟨⟨T_{Rμν} (x)⟩⟩ | |_{odd} − ⟨⟨g^{μν} TRμν (x)⟩⟩ | |_{odd} = − 1 96π^2 ϵ_{μνλρ} ∂^μV^ν (x)∂^λV^ρ(x) (65)

5 A heat-kernel derivation. The SDW method for Weyl fermions

We would like now to compare the previous result with the one obtained with a Seeley-DeWitt method. In the sequel we apply this method to a right-handed Weyl fermion to compute the odd-parity trace anomaly. But, as we shall see, and as it should be expected at this point, this calculation is strictly connected to the calculation of the consistent chiral anomaly. It is in fact more convenient to carry out the latter first.

5.1 The consistent chiral anomaly via SDW The general method is the same as in section 3 but for the choice of the appropriate elliptic operator. To put the problem in a suitable framework we consider a Dirac fermion in a non-Abelian (V, A) background, i.e. we use the covariant operator i /∇, defined as follows

∇_μ = ∂_μ + 1 2 ω_μ + ^V_μ (66) where ^V_μ = V_μ + γ_5A_μ and V_μ = V^a_μ T^a, A_μ = A^a_μT^a, and T^a are anti-hermitean Lie algebra generators. Next we take the limit V → V/2, A → V/2. Then the relevant kinetic operator becomes

/D = iγ^μD_μ, D_μ = ∂_μ + P_+V_μ, D_μ = ∂_μ + P_−V_μ, P_± = 1 ± γ^5 2 (67)

As pointed out before, in order to apply the SDW method we need the square of this operator, which, however, as before, is not selfadjoint ( /D^2 )_† = γ_0 /D^2γ_0 (68)

After a Wick rotation this relation becomes ( ~/D^2 )_† = ~/D^2 (69)

Therefore we can use ~/D^2. But, in practice, with the precautions explained in section 2.3, we will work with

/D^2 = −η^{μν} D_μD_ν − Σ^{μν} ( D_μD_ν − D_ν D_μ ) = − (□ + P_+∂·V + V ·∂) − Σ^{μν} (∂_μV_ν − ∂_ν V_μ + γ_5 (V_ν ∂_μ − V_μ∂_ν )) (70)

The consistent chiral anomaly is given by A = ∫ d^4x ( lim_{x′→x} ∫_∞ 0 ds Tr ( 2γ_5 ρ ⟨x, s|x^′, 0⟩ ) ) = ∫ d^4x ( lim_{x′→x} ∫_∞ 0 ds Tr ( γ_5 ρ ⟨x|e^{iFs}|x^′⟩ )) (71)

where ρ = ρ^a(x)T^a is the gauge parameter and F = ~/D^2 and Tr includes all the traces. Expanding F in powers of is this becomes A = i 16π^2 ∫ d^4xTr (γ_5 ρ [a_2(x)]) , [a_2(x)] = lim_{x′→x} a_2(x, x^′) (72)

In order to compute the coefficient a_2 in a flat background we have at our disposal the heat kernel equation i ∂ ∂s ⟨x, s|x^′, 0⟩ = − /D^2⟨x, s|x^′, 0⟩ (73) with ⟨x, s|x^′, 0⟩ = − 1 (4πα)^2 e^{i (x−x} ′)2 4s Φ(x, x^′; s) (74)

Replacing this into (73) and using (70) we get the equation i ∂Φ ∂s + □Φ + V^μ∂_μΦ + i s (x−x^′)^μ∂_μΦ + i 2s (x−x^′)^μV_μΦ + i s γ_5Σ^{μν} (x−x^′)_μV_ν Φ

−2γ_5Σ^{μν} V_μ∂_ν Φ + P_+ ( ∂·V + Σ^{μν} (∂_μV_ν − ∂_ν V_μ) ) Φ = 0 (75)

Using the expansion Φ(x, x^′, s) = ∞∑ n=0 a_n(x, x^′)(is)^n (76)

we arrive at the recursion relation

(n+1)a_{n+1} + □a_n + V^μ∂_μa_n + (x−x^′)^μ∂_μa_{n+1} + 1 2 (x−x^′)^μV_μa_{n+1} + γ_5Σ^{μν} (x−x^′)_μV_ν a_{n+1}

−2γ_5Σ^{μν} V_μ∂_ν a_n + P_+ ( ∂·V + Σ^{μν} (∂_μV_ν − ∂_ν V_μ) ) a_n = 0 (77)

Setting n = −1 we get

(x−x^′)^μ∂_μa_0 + 1 2 (x−x^′)^μV_μa_0 + γ_5Σ^{μν} (x−x^′)_μV_ν a_0 = 0 (78)

Differentiating with respect to x^μ we obtain

∂_μa_0 + 1 2 V_μa_0 + γ_5Σ_μ^ν V_ν a_0 + (x−x^′)^λ∂_μ∂_λa_0 + 1 2 (x−x^′)^λ∂_μV_λa_0 + 1 2 (x−x^′)^λV_λ∂_μa_0 + γ_5Σ^{λν} (x−x^′)_λ∂_μV_ν a_0 + γ_5Σ^{λν} (x−x^′)_λV_ν ∂_μa_0 = 0 (79)

Starting from [a_0](x) = 1 we compute the coincidence limit and obtain, for instance, [∂_μa_0] = −^1_2 V_μ − γ_5Σ_μ^ν V_ν . Then, differentiating (79) with respect to x^λ, contracting λ with μ and taking the coincidence limit we get

[□a_0] = − 1 2 ∂·V − 3 8 V^2 − Σ^{μν} V_μV_ν − 1 2 γ_5Σ^{μν} (∂_μV_ν − ∂_ν V_μ) (80)

where we have used Σ^{μν} Σ_μ^λ = −^5_8 η^{νλ} − Σ^{νλ}. And so on. Similarly, choosing now n = 0 and proceeding the same way we get

[a_1] = − 1 2 ∂·V − 3 8 V^2 + Σ^{μν} V_μV_ν − 1 2 γ_5Σ^{μν} (∂_μV_ν − ∂_ν V_μ) + P_+ (∂·V + γ_5Σ^{μν} (∂_μV_ν − ∂_ν V_μ)) = 3 8 V^2 + Σ^{μν} V_μV_ν + 1 2 (γ_5∂·V + Σ^{μν} (∂_μV_ν − ∂_ν V_μ)) (81)

and, with n = 1,

[a_2] = 1 2 [□a_1] + 1 2 V^λ[∂_λa_1] + γ_5Σ^{λν} V_ν [∂_λa_1] + 1 2 P_+ ( ∂·V + Σ^{μν} C_{μν} [a_1] ) (82)

where C_{μν} = ∂_μV_ν − ∂_ν V_μ. We need to compute [∂_λa_1] and [□a_1], which, in turn, requires the knowledge of [□□a_0], [∂_μ□a_0] and [∂_λ∂_ν a_0]. All these quantities can be computed with a lenghty but straightforward procedure.

Replacing them into (82) we find a long expression, but only few terms can contribute to the odd parity part: they must be proportional to four gamma’s, so it is not hard to figure out the candidates. For [a_2] they are the following ones

[a_2] = 1 6 V^λV^μ[∂_λ∂_μa_0] + 1 3 Σ^{νρ}V_ν V_ρ[a_1] + 2 3 Σ^{λν} Σ^{μρ}V_ν V_ρ[∂_λ∂_μa_0] + 1 3 γ_5Σ^{μν} {V^λ, V_ν }[∂_λ∂_μa_0] + ( 1 4 + 1 12 γ_5 ) Σ^{μν} C_{μν} [a_1] + 1 6 ∂^λV^μ[∂_λ∂_μa_0] + 1 3 γ_5Σ^{μν} ∂_λV_ν [∂_λ∂_μa_0] + 1 4 V^λ[∂_λ□a_0] + 1 2 γ_5Σ^{μν} V_ν [∂_λ□a_0] + 1 12 Σ^{μν} C_{μν} [□a_0] + . . . (83) where ellipses denote terms that cannot contribute to the odd parity part. Using the above expansions to evaluate (72) and tr(γ_5γ_μγ_ν γ_λγ_ρ) = −4iϵ_{μνλρ}, we find that the term with 4 V ’s vanish. The coefficients of the terms ∂V V V, V ∂V V and V V ∂V are all equal, and equal half the coefficient of the term ∂V ∂V . In conclusion we obtain the well-known expression A = i 16π^2 ∫ d^4xTr (γ_5 ρ [a_2(x)]) = − 1 24π^2 ∫ d^4x ϵ^{μνλρ} tr ( ∂_μρ ( V_ν ∂_λV_ρ + 1 2 V_ν V_λV_ρ )) (84)

In the Abelian case we have C_{μν} = V_{μν} and, of course, the second term in the RHS is absent. In view of the following subsection we notice that the result would be the same if, in the mid terms of (84), instead of γ_5 there were 2P_+, for the difference in the two cases vanishes for parity odd terms.

It should be stressed that in the above derivation we have dropped all the even parity terms. They are polynomials of canonical dimension 4 in V and its derivatives, which satisfy the WZ consistency conditions. Since we know there do not exist even parity chiral anomalies, these terms can be canceled by adding suitable counterterms to the effective action. We dispense from that here.

5.2 The odd trace anomaly via SDW

We use the previous calculation as a shortcut to compute the odd trace anomaly for a Weyl fermion coupled to a vector potential V_μ. In this case we need to introduce an axial partner also for the metric, that is we couple the Weyl fermion to a MAT (metric-axial-tensor) background, [28]. The kinetic operator in this case is i/D with

D_μ = ^D_μ + 1 2 ^Ω_μ + V_μ (85)

where ^D_μ is the covariant derivative and ^Ω_μ = Ω^{(1)}_μ + γ_5Ω^{(2)}_μ the spin connection with respect to the metric ^g_{μν} = g_{μν} + γ_5f_{μν} . Here V_μ is an imaginary vector potential in agreement with the notation of section 2 and the previous subsection. In reality, for our present calculation, we will not need the full SDW derivation in a MAT background. A shortcut is as follows. The density of the anomaly we are after is ρ ϵ^{μνλρ}∂_μV_ν ∂_λV_ρ which ‘occupies’ the dimensionally available slots in 4d. The only change that MAT can (and does) bring about is the multiplication by the factor √ ^g ^ω, where ^ω = ω + γ_5η is the extended Weyl parameter.

Therefore, giving for granted a derivation analogous section 3 and 5.1, and using the ζ-function regularization as in [29], we can simply replace the symbols in the final formula. The variation of the effective action under an extended infinitesimal Weyl transformation

δ_{^ω} ^L = −iTr (^ω ζ(x, 0))_c (86)

= i Tr ( √ ^g 2(4π)^2 ^ω ( 2[a_2(x)] − 2m^2[a_1(x)] + m^4 ) ) c where Tr denotes spacetime integration and gamma matrix trace and [a_1], [a_2] are those of the previous subsection, and the subscript_c denotes the chiral limit. The terms proportional to m^2 drop out because of the limit m → 0. It remains for us to compute the chiral limit of √ ^g ^ω. To this end let us recall √ ^g = √ det(^g) = √ det(g + γ_5f) (87)

Using the formula det = e^{tr log} this gives

tr ln(g + γ_5f) = P_Rtr ln(g + f) + P_L tr ln(g − f) (88)

For Weyl fermions we have to take the chiral limit. In the right-handed chiral limit we have not only V_μ → V_μ/2, A_μ → V_μ/2 but also h_{μν} → h_{μν} /2, f_{μν} → h_{μν} /2, and ω → ω/2, η → ω/2. Therefore √ ^g ^ω →^1_2 P_R √ g. An additional factor^1_2 is due, as explained in section 2, to the fact that the kinetic operator we are working with transforms under a Weyl transformation in a way complementary to (58), i.e. with a parameter −^1_2 ω. Therefore we obtain δ_ωL = − i 32π^2 ∫ d^4x √ g ω tr (P_R[a_2](x)) (89)

Recalling now the remark in last paragraph of the previous section, tr (P_R[a_2](x)) produces precisely the density ϵ^{μνλρ}∂_μV_ν ∂_λV_ρ. Therefore (89) yields

A_ω = − 1 96π^2 ∫ d^4x √ g ω ϵ^{μνλρ}∂_μV_ν ∂_λV_ρ, (90) wich coincides with eq.(65).

In [26] this anomaly was tagged with the label^{(cs)}, which stand for consistent^4. The origin of this label is better explained starting from an Abelian V − A background. If we compute the trace anomaly due to such a background for a Dirac fermion we can take two limits: either the vector limit A → 0 or the chiral limit V → V/2, A → V/2. In the two cases the trace anomaly has the same form but different coefficients, which we distinguish by labeling the first with^{(cv)}, the second with^{(cs)}.

6 Anomalies and diffeomorphisms

As already noticed, in order to validate the above results, it is necessary to verify the invariance under diffeomorphisms in presence of a gauge field V , for we cannot exclude a priori an anomaly of the type ∫ d^4x √ g ∂·ξ ϵ^{μνλρ}∂_μV_ν ∂_λV_ρ. This means that we need to analyze amplitudes ⟨∂·T J, J⟩, where T and J are the appropriate em tensor and currents. The proof in the case of (absence of) odd parity anomalies can be given in a general form, applicable also to a V − A background. For this reason we consider amplitudes that involve T_{μν} and j_μ, but also T_{5μν} and j_{5μ}, where the last two are obtained by inserting γ_5 in the former.

6.1 The amplitude ⟨∂·T_5 j j⟩

Let us start from the amplitude ⟨∂·T_5 j j⟩, given by

q^μ ~T^{(5V V )} μνλρ (k1, k2) = 1 4 ∫ d^4p (2π)^4 tr [ 1 /p γ_λ 1 /p − /k_1 γ_ρ 1 /p − /q ( q·(2p − q)γ_ν + (2p − q)_ν /q ) γ_5 ]

= 1 4 ∫ d^4pd^δℓ (2π)^{4+δ} tr [ 1 /p + /ℓ γ_λ 1 /p − /k_1 + /ℓ γ_ρ 1 /p − /q + /ℓ ( q·(2p − q)γ_ν + (2p − q)_ν /q ) γ_5 ] (91)

4In fact in [26] only the second term in the RHS of (65) was computed, which explains the different coefficients.

We call ~A_{νλρ}(k_1, k_2) the piece proportional to q·(2p − q)γ_ν , and ~B_{νλρ}(k_1, k_2) the rest, and write q·(2p − q) = p^2 − ℓ^2 − ((p − q)^2 − ℓ^2). Then

~A_{νλρ}(k_1, k_2) = 1 4 ∫ d^4pd^δℓ (2π)^{4+δ} { −2^{2+ δ}2 iϵ_{μνλρ}ℓ^2(p + k_1 − k_2)^μ + tr ( (/p + /k_1)γ_λ/pγ_ρ(/p − /k_2)γ_ν γ_5 ) (p^2 − ℓ^2)((p − k_2)^2 − ℓ^2) + 2^{2+ δ}2 iϵ_{μνλρ}ℓ^2(p − k_2)^μ − tr ( /pγλ(/p − /k1)γρ(/p − /q)γν γ5 ) (p^2 − ℓ^2)((p − k_1)^2 − ℓ^2) } (92)

where the first line has been obtained with a shift p → p + k_1. To this we have to add the cross contribution λ ↔, k_1 ↔ k_2. Now, since the trace of a matrix equals the trace of its transpose we get tr ( /pγλ(/p − /k_1)γρ(/p − /q)γν γ5 ) = tr ( γ_5γ_ν (/p − /q)γ_ρ(/p − /k_1)γ_λ/p ) (93)

Next, one can prove that, when integrated, tr ( γ_5γ_ν (/p − /q)γ_ρ(/p − /k_1)γ_λ/p ) (p^2 − ℓ^2)((p − k_1)^2 − ℓ^2) = tr ( (/p + /k_1)γ_λ/pγ_ρ(/p − /q)γ_ν γ_5 ) (p^2 − ℓ^2)((p − k_2)^2 − ℓ^2) This is obtained, once again, with the exchanges λ ↔ ρ, k_1 ↔ k_2, followed by the shift p → p + k_2 and p → −p. Therefore, since eventually we have to add the cross contribution, we see that the second term in the second line of (92) cancels the second in the first line. In a similar fashion one can prove that, upon integration, (p − k_2)^μ (p^2 − ℓ^2)((p − k_1)^2 − ℓ^2) = (p + k_1 − k_2)^μ (p^2 − ℓ^2)((p − k_2)^2 − ℓ^2) by shifting p → p + k_1 and changing p → −p, followed by the cross exchange λ ↔ ρ, k_1 ↔ k_2. It follows that the first term in the first line of (92) cancels the first term of the second line. Therefore ~A_{νλρ}(k_1, k_2) + ~A_{νρλ}(k_2, k_1) = 0 (94)

Now let us consider ~B:

~B_{νλρ}(k_1, k_2) = 1 4 ∫ d^4pd^δℓ (2π)^{4+δ} tr [ 1 /p + /ℓ γ_λ 1 /p − /k1 + /ℓ γ_ρ 1 /p − /q + /ℓ (2p − q)_ν /qγ_5 ]

= 1 4 ∫ d^4pd^δℓ (2π)^{4+δ}

−2^{2+ δ}2 iϵ_{μσλρ}ℓ^2(p + k_1)^μq^σ + tr ( (/p + /q)γ_λ(/p + /k_2)γ_ρ/p/qγ_5 ) (p^2 − ℓ^2)((p + k_2)^2 − ℓ^2)((p + q)^2 − ℓ^2)

(2p + q)_ν (95)

after a shift p → p + q. Now using transposition inside the trace tr ( (/p + /q)γ_λ(/p + /k_2)γ_ρ/p/qγ_5 ) = −tr ( /pγρ(/p + /k_2)γλ(/p + /q)/qγ5 ) The cross contribution λ ↔ ρ, k_1 ↔ k_2 is

~B_{νρλ}(k_2, k_1) = 1 8 ∫ d^4pd^δℓ (2π)^{4+δ}

2^{2+ δ}2 iϵ_{μσλρ}ℓ^2(p + k_2)^μq^σ − tr ( /pγλ(/p + /k_1)γρ(/p + /q)/qγ5 ) (p^2 − ℓ^2)((p + k_1)^2 − ℓ^2)((p + q)^2 − ℓ^2)

(2p + q)_ν = 1 4 ∫ d^4pd^δℓ (2π)^{4+δ}

2^{2+ δ}2 iϵ_{μσλρ}ℓ^2(p − k_2)^μq^σ − tr ( /pγλ(/p − /k1)γρ(/p + /q)/qγ5 ) (p^2 − ℓ^2)((p − k_1)^2 − ℓ^2)((p − q)^2 − ℓ^2)

(2p − q)_ν (96)

Therefore

~B_{νλρ}(k_1, k_2) + ~B_{νρλ}(k_2, k_1) = 0 (97)

Therefore

⟨∂·T_5 j j⟩ = 0 (98)

Remark. For later use it is important to remark that the amplitude (91) vanishes separately for the ℓ^2-dependent and the ℓ^2-independent parts.

6.2 The amplitude ⟨∂·T_R j_R j_R⟩ The triangle contribution is q^μ ~T^{(RRR)} μνλρ (k1, k2) = 1 4 ∫ d^4p (2π)^4 tr [ 1 /p γ_λP_R 1 /p − /k1 γ_ρP_R 1 /p − /q ( q·(2p − q)γ_ν + (2p − q)_ν /q ) P_R ] (99) = 1 4 ∫ d^4pd^δℓ (2π)^{4+δ} tr [ /p p^2 − ℓ^2 γ_λ /p − /k_1 (p − k_1)^2 − ℓ^2 γ_ρ /p − /q (p − q)^2 − ℓ^2 ( q·(2p − q)γ_ν + (2p − q)_ν /q ) 1 + γ_5 2 ]

It is evident that the odd part is half the ℓ^2 independent part of (91), thus it vanishes.

6.3 The amplitude ⟨∂·T_5 j_5 j_5⟩ The amplitude is

q^μ ~T^{(555)}_{μνλρ} (k_1, k_2) = 1 4 ∫ d^4p (2π)^4 tr [ 1 /p γ_λγ_5 1 /p − /k_1 γ_ργ_5 1 /p − /q ( q·(2p − q)γ_ν + (2p − q)_ν /q ) γ_5 ]

= 1 4 ∫ d^4pd^δℓ (2π)^{4+δ} tr [ 1 /p + /ℓ γ_λγ_5 1 /p − /k_1 + /ℓ γ_ργ_5 1 /p − /q + /ℓ ( q·(2p − q)γ_ν + (2p − q)_ν /q ) γ_5 ] (100)

The ℓ^2-independent part is the same as before, and vanishes. The ℓ^2-dependent part is

q^μ ~T^{(555)}_{μνλρ} (k_1, k_2) (101)

= 2^{δ2 −2}i ∫ d^4pd^δℓ (2π)^{4+δ} ℓ^2 ϵ_{μνλρ}(3p−2k_1 −k_2)^μq·(2p−q) + ϵ_{μσλρ}(3p−2k_1 −k_2)^μq^σ(2p−q)_ν ) (p^2 − ℓ^2)((p − k_1)^2 − ℓ^2)((p − q)^2 − ℓ^2)

If we shift p → p + q, change p → −p and make the exchange λ ↔ ρ, k_1 ↔ k_2 we obtain the same expression with opposite sign. Therefore the amplitude ⟨∂·T_5 j_5 j_5⟩ vanishes too.

6.4 The amplitudes ⟨∂·T j j_5⟩ and ⟨∂·T j_5 j⟩

The amplitudes ⟨∂·T j j_5⟩ and ⟨∂·T j_5 j⟩ are nonvanishing, but in fact, due to the bosonic symmetry we have to compute the average ⟨∂·T j j_5⟩ + ⟨∂·T j_5 j⟩, that is q^μ ( ~T^{(V V 5)} μνλρ (k1, k2) + ~T (V 5V ) μνλρ (k1, k2) )

= 1 4 ∫ d^4pd^δℓ (2π)^{4+δ} tr [ 1 /p + /ℓ γ_λ 1 /p − /k_1 + /ℓ γ_ργ_5 1 /p − /q + /ℓ ( q·(2p − q)γ_ν + (2p − q)_ν /q )

+ 1 /p + /ℓ γ_λγ_5 1 /p − /k1 + /ℓ γ_ρ 1 /p − /q + /ℓ ( q·(2p − q)γ_ν + (2p − q)_ν /q )]

= −2^{δ2} i ∫ d^4pd^δℓ (2π)^{4+δ} ℓ^2 ϵ_{μνλρ}(p − k_1)^μ q·(2p−q) + ϵ_{μσλρ}(p − k_1)^μq^σ(2p − q)_ν (p^2 − ℓ^2)((p − k_1)^2 − ℓ^2)((p − q)^2 − ℓ^2)

(102)

Now if we shift p → p + q, change p → −p and make the exchange λ ↔ ρ, k_1 ↔ k_2 we obtain the same expression with opposite sign. Therefore (102) vanishes.

This is enough to conclude that the WI’s for diffeomorphims concerning odd amplitudes are conserved. The odd parity 2pt correlators vanish, therefore the odd parity WI’s reduce to the vanishing of the divergence of 3pt functions containing one em tensor insertion. These 3pt correlator divergences must vanish, up to anomalies. And this is what we have just proven. In conclusion, diffeomorphisms are conserved as far as the gauge fields are concerned: no odd parity anomalies appear.

7 Conclusion

We can now draw some conclusions concerning the formula (1). On the basis of the above results we have the following situation: the WI (14) and (15) says that perturbative ⟨⟨g^{μν} T_{μν} (x)⟩⟩ is not anomalous, while g^{μν} ⟨⟨T_{μν} (x)⟩⟩ is anomalous because of (26). In the odd parity case the situation is different. Since all odd two-current correlators vanish, the WI reduces to the vanishing of the three-point functions em-tensor-current-current, that is ⟨0|T T^μ_{Rμ}(x)j^λ_R(y)j^ρ_R(z)|0⟩ in the right-handed fermion case, and ⟨0|T T^μ_μ (x)j^λ_5 (y)j^ρ(z)|0⟩, ⟨0|T T^μ_{5μ}(x)j^λ(y)j^ρ(z)|0⟩ and ⟨0|T T^μ_{5μ}(x)j^λ_5 (y)j^ρ_5 (z)|0⟩ in the V-A case. In the right-handed fermion case we have seen that both g^{μν} ⟨⟨T_{Rμν} (x)⟩⟩ and ⟨⟨T^μ_{Rμ}(x)⟩⟩ are anomalous with different anomalies (the same is true for the ⟨0|T T^μ_{5μ}(x)j^λ(y)j^ρ(z)|0⟩ case, which has not been reported here). To complete the panorama, we should add that, in the gravitational trace anomaly case for a right-handed Weyl fermion, the η^{μν} ⟨0|T_{Rμν} (x)T_{Rλρ}(y)T_{Rστ} (z)|0⟩ vanishes, while ⟨0|T^μ_{Rμ}(x)T_{Rλρ}(y)T_{Rστ} (z)|0⟩ is anomalous, [27, 28, 29]. We would like now to spend a few words to interpret these results.

7.1 A discussion about g^{μν} ⟨⟨T_{μν} (x)⟩⟩ − ⟨⟨g^{μν} T_{μν} (x)⟩⟩

The gauge and diffeomorphism anomalies are violations of the classical conservation laws ∂^μj_μ(x) = 0 and ∇^μT_{μν} (x) = 0, respectively. The trace anomaly is a violation of the classical tracelessness condition T^μ_μ (x) = 0. The basic point here is that these equations are all valid on-shell, while off-shell they do not hold in general (except possibly in dimension 2). Another important point to be kept in mind is that, in terms of representations of the Lorentz group, T_{μν} (x) is a reducible tensor of which the trace T^μ_μ (x) is an irreducible component. In the expression of the effective action the latter is coupled to the field h(x) = h^μ(x). The amplitude ⟨0|T T^μ_μ (x)Φ(y)Ψ(z)|0⟩, where Φ and Ψ are generic fields, is an irreducible component of ⟨0|T T_{μν} (x)Φ(y)Ψ(z)|0⟩. We have seen several examples where, when calculated with Feynman diagrams, the amplitudes ⟨0|T T^μ_μ (x)Φ(y)Ψ(z)|0⟩ and η^{μν} ⟨0|T_{μν} Φ(y)Ψ(z)|0⟩ are generally different. In the face of it, one possible attitude is to declare that the true value of the amplitude is given by the latter and ignore the former, considering their difference to be an oddity of the regularization. After all the (semi-classical, i.e. without anomaly) conformal WI is satisfied also in this way. However there is a difficulty on the way of such a cavalier solution. On the one hand we have seen that the definition (1) for the trace anomaly coincides with the nonperturbative way of defining the trace anomaly. On the other hand we have seen on several examples, see also [30], that the amplitudes of the type ⟨0|T T^μ_μ (x)j_λ(y)j_ρ(z)|0⟩ are related to the Adler-Bell-Jackiw anomalies, and, moreover, it is possible to prove that the amplitude ⟨0|T T^μ_μ (x)T_{λρ}(y)T_{στ} (z)|0⟩ are rigidly related to the Kimura-Delbourgo-Salam anomaly, [31, 32]. Therefore if we decide to ignore ⟨0|T T^μ_μ (x)j_λ(y)j_ρ(z)|0⟩ and ⟨0|T T^μ_μ (x)T_{λρ}(y)T_{στ} (z)|0⟩, the calculation of KDS and ABJ anomalies becomes problematic, to say the least^5.That is unacceptable. Therefore we have to live with the trace anomaly (perturbatively) defined by the difference η^{μν} ⟨0|T T_{μν} (x)Φ(y)Ψ(z)|0⟩ − ⟨0|T T^μ_μ (x)Φ(y)Ψ(z)|0⟩ (103) This difference means in particular that the (regularized) effective action has discontinuities: differentiating it with respect to h_{μν} and then saturating the result with η_{μν} is not the same as differentiating it with respect to h(x) = h^μ(x), which is the conjugate source of T^μ_μ (x). Like in many other situations in quantum theories we are not allowed to make a choice such as ignoring the second term in (103). We have to let the theory speak and keep all the information provided by it and, eventually, interpret it. A model of the situation we are facing is given by the formula □ 1 x^2

∼ δ^{(4)} (x) . (104)

valid in distribution theory in a Euclidean 4d space. The derivatives ∂_μ of^1_{x2} or^{xν}_{x4} are well defined for x^μ ≠ 0 where □^1_{x2} = 0 , but they are ill-defined at x^μ = 0. On the other hand the derivation with respect to r = √ x^2 makes sense even at r = 0, and gives rise to the formula (104). In our case the analog of x^μ is h_{μν} , the analog of r is h^μ and the analog of x = 0 is the classical on-shell condition T^μ_μ = 0 (for a closer analogy one should actually consider □^1_{(x2+a2)2} which becomes a delta function when a → 0). We are therefore forced to take into account this discontinuity of the effective action. Indeed, in the perturbative approach, we are obliged to refine the naive definition of the trace anomaly as follows: g^{μν} (x)⟨⟨T_{μν} (x)⟩⟩ − ⟨⟨g^{μν} (x)T_{μν} (x)⟩⟩ = −T [g](x). (105) 5For the connection between chiral trace and ABJ anomaly, see [26]; for the connection between chiral trace and Kimura-Delbourgo-Salam anomaly, see for instance ref.[30]. In both cases the connection is visible at the level of the corresponding lowest order Feynman diagrams. But also in the non-perturbative approach of section 5, this link is clear. It should be added that this connection does not hold for even trace anomalies, and, in any case, although a link is undeniable, it certainly deserves a deeper analysis.

After verifying that this definition works properly, one may ask what its physical meaning is. It is clear that the reason for taking the difference in the LHS of (105) is that two correlators may in general contain extra terms which have nothing to do with the anomaly. These terms are

• possible soft terms that classically violate conformal invariance;

• the term iη^{μν}ψ̄ /∂ψ in the modified definition of the e.m. tensor;

• the semilocal terms in the conformal WI;

• possible off-shell contributions to the anomaly: contrary to the example above where □ applied to the argument yields 0 for x ≠ 0, the derivative with respect to h_{μν} contracted with η^{μν} , or the derivative with respect to h^μ, do not automatically vanish off-shell. In fact the operator T^μ_μ identically vanish on shell, therefore its contribution can only be off-shell. This means that in formula (105) the off-shell contributions to the anomaly are subtracted away. In other words the trace anomaly (105) receives only on-shell contributions.

All these terms cancel out in (105).

Let us expand a bit on the last point. First of all let us notice that T^μ_μ (x) ∼ ψ̄ ↔ /∇ ψ (106)

Therefore ⟨0|T T^μ_μ (x)Φ(y)Φ(z)|0⟩ is proportional to the LHS of the equation of motion. So it

represents a contribution to the quantum object ⟨⟨ψ̄ ↔ /∇ ψ⟩⟩ off-shell (because on-shell it vanishes) On the other hand η^{μν} ⟨0|T T_{μν} (x)Φ(y)Φ(z)|0⟩ represents the contribution coming from the differentiation of the effective action with respect to h^{μν} (x), which we know does not coincide with the differentiation with respect to h(x) (there is a discontinuity). Therefore we interpret

it as the on-shell plus off-shell contribution to ⟨⟨ψ̄ ↔ /∇ ψ⟩⟩. The difference (103) measures the one-loop violation to the equation of motion. It represents so to speak the quantization of 0, a genuine quantum effect, and supports formula (1). We call this violation the trace anomaly. This has to be compared (and contrasted) with the other anomalies (gauge and diff). For instance, in the case of gauge anomalies we have, similarly to the trace case, ∂_μj^μ(x) ∼ ∂_μ (¯ ψγ^μψ ) (107)

which is proportional to the LHS of the Dirac eoms. However in this case the amplitude ⟨0|T ∂^μj_μ(x)j_ν (y)j_λ(z)|0⟩ gives the same result as ∂^μ_x ⟨0|T j_μ(x)j_ν (y)j_λ(z)|0⟩. Which is not surprising because ⟨0|T ∂^μj_μ(x)j_ν (y)j_λ(z)|0⟩ is not an amplitude independent of ⟨0|T j_μ(x)j_ν (y)j_λ(z)|0⟩. This is reflected in the fact that in the effective action ⟨0|T ∂^μj_μ(x)j_ν (y)j_λ(z)|0⟩ is not coupled to an independent source field. There is no way to disentangle the on-shell from the off-shell part, if any. Therefore we simply set

∂_μ⟨⟨j^μ(x)⟩⟩ = ⟨⟨∂_μj^μ(x)⟩⟩ = anomaly (108)

To conclude let us make a comment on the definition (1). As we said at the beginning, it has a clear meaning in a perturbative framework. It is not applicable to a non-pertrubative approach, like the SDW one, in which case the definition of trace anomaly is simply the response of the effective action to a Weyl transformation. Therefore the natural question is: what is the meaning of the two terms in the LHS of (1) in relation to the non-perturbative case? An explanation has been suggested in the introduction. The perturbative approach is based on the lowest order of the perturbative cohomology, which is a much looser mathematical structure than the full BRST cohomology (whose non-trivial cocycles are very limited in number). The definition (1) is taylored to channel the lowest order perturbative results in the direction of a coincidence with the non-perturbative approaches.In a more forbished language one could say the each term of (1) is unstable in terms of perturbative cohomology, while their difference is stable.

Acknowledgements. I would like to thank Roberto Soldati for several stimulating and clarifying discussions and Adam Schwimmer for a useful exchange of messages.

A Appendix A. Even gauge current correlators

In this Appendix we show that in a theory of Dirac or Weyl fermions the integrated anomaly ∫ d^4x √ g α(x) F_{μν} (x)F^{μν} (x) cannot appear in the divergence of a gauge current, i.e. from regularizing an amplitude ⟨∂·J J_λ J_ρ⟩ (with an even number of j_5). We recall that, in order to reproduce the anomaly proportional to ∫ d^4x √ g α(x) F_{μν} (x)F^{μν} (x), the Fourier transform of the amplitude must contain a local term of the form ∼ (k_{1ρ}k_{2λ} − η_{λρ}k_1 ·k_2).

A.1 A preliminary calculation

As a starting calculation we want to prove that the even triangle diagram contribution q^μ ~T^{(even1)} μλρ (k_1, k_2) = ∫ d^4pd^δℓ (2π)^{4+δ} tr { /p p^2 − ℓ^2 γ_λ /p − /k_1 (p − k_1)^2 − ℓ^2 γ_ρ /p − /q (p − q)^2 − ℓ^2 / q }

(109)

vanishes. Using (/p − /q)/q/p = (2p·q − q^2)/p − p^2/q , the integrand becomes q^μ ~T^{(even1)} μλρ (k_1, k_2) = ∫ d^4pd^δ ℓ (2π)^{4+δ}

(2p·q − q^2)tr ( /pγλ(/p − /k1)γρ ) − p^2tr ( /qγλ(/p − /k1)γρ ) (p^2 − ℓ^2)((p − k_1)^2 − ℓ^2)((p − q)^2 − ℓ^2)

(110)

Evaluating traces:

= 2^{2+ δ2} ∫ d^4pd^δ ℓ (2π)^{4+δ} [ −(p − q)^2 ( p_λ(p − k_1)_ρ − η_{λρ}p·(p − k_1) + p_ρ(p − k_1)_λ )

+p^2 ( (p − q)_λ(p − k_1)_ρ − η_{λρ}(p − q)·(p − k_1) + (p − q)_ρ(p − k_1)_λ )] × 1 (p^2 − ℓ^2)((p − k_1)^2 − ℓ^2)((p − q)^2 − ℓ^2)

(111)

To this we have to add the cross contribution k_1 ↔ k_2, λ ↔ ρ q^μ ~T^{(even2)} μρλ (k_2, k_1) = 2^{2+ δ2} ∫ d^4pd^δℓ (2π)^{4+δ} [ −(p − q)^2 ( p_λ(p − k_2)_ρ − η_{λρ}p·(p − k_2) + p_ρ(p − k_2)_λ )

+p^2 ( (p − q)_λ(p − k_2)_ρ − η_{λρ}(p − q)·(p − k_2) + (p − q)_ρ(p − k_2)_λ )] × 1 (p^2 − ℓ^2)((p − k_2)^2 − ℓ^2)((p − q)^2 − ℓ^2)

(112)

Now shift p → p + q and change p → −p, then (112) becomes q^μ ~T^{(even2)} μρλ (k_2, k_1) = 2^{2+ δ2} ∫ d^4pd^δℓ (2π)^{4+δ} [ −p^2 ( (p − q)_λ(p − k_1)_ρ − η_{λρ}(p − q)·(p − k_1)

+(p − q)_ρ(p − k_1)_λ ) + (p − q)^2 ( p_λ(p − k_1)_ρ − η_{λρ}p·(p − k_1) + p_ρ(p − k_1)_λ )] × 1 (p^2 − ℓ^2)((p − k_1)^2 − ℓ^2)((p − q)^2 − ℓ^2)

(113)

which is the opposite of (111). Therefore q^μ ~T^{(even1)} μλρ (k_1, k_2) + q^μ ~T^{(even2)}_{μρλ} (k_2, k_1) = 0 (114)

Now we can look at the various cases

A.2 Even part of ⟨∂·j_R j_R j_R⟩

The three point function ⟨∂·j_R j_R j_R⟩ is

q^μ ~T^{(R)}_{μλρ}(k_1, k_2) = ∫ d^4pd^δℓ (2π)^{4+δ} tr { 1 /p + /ℓ 1 − γ_5 2 γ_λ 1 /p + /ℓ − /k_1 1 − γ_5 2 γ_ρ 1 /p + /ℓ − /q 1 − γ_5 2 / q }

= ∫ d^4pd^δℓ (2π)^{4+δ} tr { /p p^2 − ℓ^2 γ_λ /p − /k_1 (p − k_1)^2 − ℓ^2 γ_ρ /p − /q (p − q)^2 − ℓ^2

1 − γ_5 2 / q }

≡ ~F^{(R)}_{λρ} (k_1, k_2, δ) (115)

The even part thereof is 1/2 of (109), therefore it vanishes.

In view of an application to the V − A system, let us consider other even 3pt correlator.

A.3 Even part of ⟨∂·j j j⟩

Let us consider the correlator q^μ ~T^{(V V V )} μλρ (k_1, k_2) = ∫ d^4p (2π)^4 tr { 1 /p γ_λ 1 /p − /k_1 γ_ρ 1 /p − /q /q }

= ∫ d^4pd^δℓ (2π)^{4+δ} tr { /p + /ℓ p^2 − ℓ^2 γ_λ /p − /k1 + /ℓ (p − k_1)^2 − ℓ^2 γ_ρ /p − /q + /ℓ (p − q)^2 − ℓ^2 / q } (116)

Using (114), this reduces to q^μ ~T^{(V V V )} μλρ (k_1, k_2) = ∫ d^4pd^δℓ (2π)^{4+δ} ℓ^2 tr [ γ_λγ_ρ(/p − /q)/q + γ_λ(/p − /k_1)γ_ρ/q + /pγ_λγ_ρ/q ] (p^2 − ℓ^2)((p − k_1)^2 − ℓ^2)((p − q)^2 − ℓ^2) = 4 ∫ d^4pd^δ ℓ (2π)^{4+δ} ℓ^2 η_{λρ}(p − k_2)·q + q_λ(p − 2k_1 − k_2)_ρ + q_ρ(p + k_2)_λ (p^2 − ℓ^2)((p − k_1)^2 − ℓ^2)((p − q)^2 − ℓ^2)

(117)

Introducing x, y Feynman parameters and shifting p → p + (x + y)k_1 + yk_2, and integrating over p and ℓ, one gets q^μ ~T^{(V V V )} μλρ (k_1, k_2) = − 8i (4π)^2

∫_1 0 dx ∫_{1−x} 0 dy [ η_{λρ}((x + y)k_1 + (y − 1)k_2)·q

+q_λ((x + y − 2)k_1 + (y − 1)k_2)_ρ + q_ρ((x + y)k_1 + (y + 1)k_2)_λ ]

= i 12π^2 [ η_{λρ}(k_1 − k_2)·q − q_λ(2k_1 + k_2)_ρ + q_ρ(k_1 + 2k_2)_λ ] (118)

Adding the cross term (k_1 ↔ k_2, λ ↔ ρ) one gets 0.

A.4 Even part of ⟨∂·j j_5 j_5⟩

Let us write down the triangle contribution to ⟨∂·j j_5 j_5⟩. It is q^μ ~T^{(V AA)} μλρ (k_1, k_2) = ∫ d^4p (2π)^4 tr { 1 /p γ_λγ_5 1 /p − /k_1 γ_ργ_5 1 /p − /q /q }

= ∫ d^4pd^δℓ (2π)^{4+δ} tr { /p + /ℓ p^2 − ℓ^2 γ_λγ_5 /p − /k_1 + /ℓ (p − k_1)^2 − ℓ^2 γ_ργ_5 /p − /q + /ℓ (p − q)^2 − ℓ^2 / q } (119)

Using (114), this reduces to q^μ ~T^{(V AA)} μλρ (k_1, k_2) = ∫ d^4pd^δℓ (2π)^{4+δ} ℓ^2 tr [ −γ_λγ_ρ(/p − /q)/q + γ_λ(/q − /k_1γ_ρ/q − /pγ_λγ_ρ/q ] (p^2 − ℓ^2)((p − k_1)^2 − ℓ^2)((p − q)^2 − ℓ^2)

(120) = 4 ∫ d^4pd^δℓ (2π)^{4+δ} ℓ^2

−η_{λρ}(3p − 2k_1 − k_2)·q + q_λ(p + k_2)_ρ + q_ρ(p − 2k_1 − k_2)_λ (p^2 − ℓ^2)((p − k_1)^2 − ℓ^2)((p − q)^2 − ℓ^2) Introducing x, y Feynman parameters and shifting p → p + (x + y)k_1 + yk_2, and integrating over p and ℓ, one gets q^μ ~T^{(V AA)} μλρ (k_1, k_2) = − 8i (4π)^2

∫_1 0 dx ∫_{1−x} 0 dy [ η_{λρ}((3x + 3y − 2)k_1 + (3y − 1)k_2)·q

+q_λ((x + y)k_1 + (y + 1)k_2)_ρ + q_ρ((x + y − 2)k_1 + (y − 1)k_2)_λ ]

= i 12π^2 [ − k_{1λ}k_{1ρ} + k_{2λ}k_{2ρ} ] (121)

Adding the cross term (k_1 ↔ k_2, λ ↔ ρ) one gets 0.

A.5 Even part of ⟨∂·j_5 j j_5⟩ and ⟨∂·j_5 j_5 j⟩

Let us consider next the triangle contribution to ⟨∂·j_5 j j_5⟩. It is q^μ ~T^{(AV A)} μλρ (k_1, k_2) = ∫ d^4p (2π)^4 tr { 1 /p γ_λγ_5 1 /p − /k_1 γ_ρ 1 /p − /q γ_5/q }

= ∫ d^4pd^δℓ (2π)^{4+δ} tr { /p + /ℓ p^2 − ℓ^2 γ_λγ_5 /p − /k_1 + /ℓ (p − k_1)^2 − ℓ^2 γ_ρ /p − /q + /ℓ (p − q)^2 − ℓ^2 γ_5/q } (122)

Using (114), this reduces to q^μ ~T^{(AV A)} μλρ (k_1, k_2) = ∫ d^4pd^δℓ (2π)^{4+δ} ℓ^2 tr [ −γ_λγ_ρ(/p − /q)/q − γ_λ(/q − /k_1γ_ρ/q + /pγ_λγ_ρ/q ] (p^2 − ℓ^2)((p − k_1)^2 − ℓ^2)((p − q)^2 − ℓ^2)

(123) = 4 ∫ d^4pd^δℓ (2π)^{4+δ} ℓ^2 η_{λρ}(p + k_2)·q − q_λ(3p − 2k_1 − k_2)_ρ + q_ρ(p − k_2)_λ (p^2 − ℓ^2)((p − k_1)^2 − ℓ^2)((p − q)^2 − ℓ^2)

Introducing x, y Feynman parameters and shifting p → p + (x + y)k_1 + yk_2, and integrating over p and ℓ, one gets q^μ ~T^{(AV A)} μλρ (k_1, k_2) = − 4i (4π)^2

∫_1 0 dx ∫_{1−x} 0 dy [ − η_{λρ}((x + y)k_1 + (y + 1)k_2)·q

+q_λ((3x + 3y − 2)k_1 + (3y − 1)k_2)_ρ + q_ρ((x + y)k_1 + (y − 1)k_2)_λ ]

= i 4π^2 [ − 1 3 η_{λρ}(k_1 + 2k_2)·q + 1 3 q_ρ(k_1 − k_2)_λ ] (124)

Adding the cross term one gets q^μ ~T^{(AV A)} μλρ (k_1, k_2) + q^μ ~T^{(AV A)}_{μρλ} (k_2, k_1) = i 4π^2 [ − η_{λρ}q^2 + 2 3 (k_{1λ}k_{2ρ} − k_{2λ}k_{1ρ} ] (125)

The even part of ⟨∂·j_5 j j_5⟩ and ⟨∂·j_5 j_5 j⟩ are nonvanishing, but opposite, for repeating the calculation of q^μ ~T^{(AAV )} μλρ (k_1, k_2) = ∫ d^4p (2π)^4 tr { 1 /p γ_λ 1 /p − /k_1 γ_ργ_5 1 /p − /q γ_5/q }

= ∫ d^4pd^δℓ (2π)^{4+δ} tr { /p + /ℓ p^2 − ℓ^2 γ_λ /p − /k_1 + /ℓ (p − k_1)^2 − ℓ^2 γ_ργ_5 /p − /q + /ℓ (p − q)^2 − ℓ^2 γ_5/q } (126)

we find q^μ ~T^{(AAV )} μλρ (k_1, k_2) + q^μ ~T^{(AAV )}_{μρλ} (k_2, k_1) = i 4π^2 [ η_{λρ}q^2 − 2 3 (k_{1λ}k_{2ρ} − k_{2λ}k_{1ρ} ] (127)

Thus 1 2 (⟨∂·j_5 j j_5⟩ + ⟨∂·j_5 j_5 j⟩) = 0 (128)

A.6 Result in coordinate space

Inserting the above results and, in particular, (125) into the formula for the effective action

W [V, A] = W [0, 0] + ∞∑ n,m=1 i^{n+m−1} n!m! ∫_n∏ i=1 d^dx_i V_{μi} (x_i) m∏ j=1 d^dy_j A_{νj} (y_j )

×⟨0|T j_{μ1} (x_1) . . . j_{μn} (x_n)j_{5ν1} (y_1) . . . j_{5νm} (x_m)|0⟩_c (129)

from which one can extract the effective vector current ⟨⟨j_μ(x)⟩⟩ = δW [V, A] δV_μ(x) = ∞∑ n,m=0 i^{n+m} n!m! ∫_n∏ i=1 d^dx_i V_{μi} (x_i) m∏ j=1 d^dy_j A_{νj} (y_j )

×⟨0|T j_μ(x)j_{μ1} (x_1) . . . j_{μn} (x_n)j_{5ν1} (y_1) . . . j_{5νm} (x_m)|0⟩_c (130)

and axial current ⟨⟨j_{5μ}(x)⟩⟩ = δW [V, A] δA_μ(x) = ∞∑ n,m=0 i^{n+m} n!m! ∫ n∏ i=1 d^dx_i V_{μi} (x_i) m∏ j=1 d^dy_j A_{νj} (y_j )

×⟨0|T j_{5μ}(x)j_{μ1} (x_1) . . . j_{μn} (x_n)j_{5ν1} (y_1) . . . j_{5νm} (x_m)|0⟩_c (131) one finds ∂^μ⟨⟨j_μ(x)⟩⟩ = − ∫ d^4yd^4z ( 1 2 V^λ(y)V^ρ(z)⟨0|∂^μj_μ(x)j_λ(y)j_ρ(z)|0⟩ (132) + V^λ(y)A^ρ(z)⟨0|∂^μj_μ(x)j_λ(y)j_{5ρ}(z)|0⟩ + 1 2 A^λ(y)A^ρ(z)⟨0|∂^μj_μ(x)j_{5λ}(y)j_{5ρ}(z)|0⟩ ) = 0 and ∂^μ⟨⟨j_{5μ}(x)⟩⟩ = − ∫ d^4yd^4z ( 1 2 V^λ(y)V^ρ(z)⟨0|∂^μj_{5μ}(x)j_λ(y)j_ρ(z)|0⟩ (133)

+ V^λ(y)A^ρ(z)⟨0|∂^μj_{5μ}(x)j_λ(y)j_{5ρ}(z)|0⟩ + 1 2 A^λ(y)A^ρ(z)⟨0|∂^μj_{5μ}(x)j_{5λ}(y)j_{5ρ}(z)|0⟩ ) = 0 These are the gauge Ward identities to order two in the potentials^6. Of course there are no anomalies. The basic remark here is that there is no ambiguity in passing from the regularization of ⟨0|j_μ(x)j_λ(y)j_ρ(z)|0⟩ to the regularization of ⟨0|∂^μj_μ(x)j_λ(y)j_ρ(z)|0⟩, in other words ∂^μ⟨0|j_μ(x)j_λ(y)j_ρ(z)|0⟩ is the same as ⟨0|∂^μj_μ(x)j_λ(y)j_ρ(z)|0⟩. As we have seen the situation is different for trace anomalies.

Appendix B. Perturbative cohomology

In this Appendix we define the form of local cohomology which is needed in a perturbative approach. Let us start from the gauge transformations. δA = dλ + [A, λ], δλ = − 1 2 [λ, λ]_+, δ^2 = 0, λ = λ^a(x)T^a (134)

To dovetail the perturbative expansion it is useful to split it by considering A and λ infinitesimal (and the latter anticommuting) and define the perturbative cohomology

δ^{(0)}A = dλ, δ^{(0)}λ = 0, (δ^{(0)})^2 = 0

δ^{(1)}A = [A, λ], δ^{(1)}λ = − 1 2 [λ, λ]_+ δ^{(0)}δ^{(1)} + δ^{(1)}δ^{(0)} = 0, (δ^{(1)})^2 = 0 (135)

The full coboundary operator for diffeomorphisms is given by the transformations

δ_ξ g_{μν} = ∇_μξ_ν + ∇_ν ξ_ν , δ_ξ ξ^μ = ξ^λ∂_λξ^μ (136)

with ξ_μ = g_{μν} ξ^ν . We can introduce a perturbative cohomology, or graded cohomology, using as grading the order of infinitesimal, as follows

g_{μν} = η_{μν} + h_{μν} , g^{μν} = η^{μν} − h^{μν} + h^μ_λh^{λν} + . . . (137)

The analogous expansions for the vielbein is

e^a_μ = δ^a_μ + χ^a_μ + 1 2 ψ^a_μ + . . . , Since e^a_μη_{ab}e^b_ν = h_{μν} , we can choose χ_{μν} = 1 2 h_{μν} , ψ_{μν} = −χ^a_μχ_{aν} = − 1 4 h^λ_μh_{λν} , . . . (138) 6One can easily prove that the WI are satisfied also to order 1 in the potential, i.e. for two-point correlators.

Inserting the above expansions in (136) we see that we have a grading in the transformations, given by the order of infinitesimals. So we can define a sequence of transformations δ_ξ = δ^{(0)}_ξ + δ^{(1)}_ξ + δ^{(2)}_ξ + . . .

At the lowest level we find immediately δ^{(0)}_ξ h_{μν} = ∂_μξ_ν + ∂_ν ξ_μ, δ^{(0)}_ξ ξ_μ = 0 (139) and ξ_μ = ξ^μ. Since (δ^{(0)}_ξ )^2 = 0 this defines a cohomology problem. At the next level we get δ^{(1)}_ξ h_{μν} = ξ^λ∂_λh_{μν} + ∂_μξ^λh_{λν} + ∂_ν ξ^λh_{μλ}, δ^{(1)}_ξ ξ^μ = ξ^λ∂_λξ^μ (140) One can verify that (δ^{(0)}_ξ )^2 = 0 δ^{(0)}_ξ δ^{(1)}_ξ + δ^{(1)}_ξ δ^{(0)}_ξ = 0, (δ^{(1)})^2 = 0 (141) Proceeding in the same way we can define an analogous sequence of transformations for the Weyl transformations. From g_{μν} = η_{μν} + h_{μν} and δ_ωh_{μν} = 2ωg_{μν} we find δ^{(0)}_ω h_{μν} = 2ωη_{μν} , δ^{(1)}_ω h_{μν} = 2ωh_{μν} , δ^{(2)}_ω h_{μν} = 0, . . . (142) as well as δ^{(0)}_ω ω = δ^{(1)}_ω ω = 0, ....

Notice that we have δ^{(0)}_ξ ω = 0, δ^{(1)}_ξ ω = ξ^λ∂_λω. As a consequence we can extend (141) to (δ^{(0)}_ξ + δ^{(0)}_ω )(δ^{(1)}_ξ + δ^{(1)}_ω ) + (δ^{(1)}_ξ + δ^{(1)}_ω )(δ^{(0)}_ξ + δ^{(0)}_ω ) = 0 (143) and δ^{(1)}_ξ δ^{(1)}_ω + δ^{(1)}_ω δ^{(1)}_ξ = 0, which together with the previous relations make (δ^{(0)}_ξ + δ^{(0)}_ω + δ^{(1)}_ξ + δ^{(1)}_ω )^2 = 0 (144)

References

[1] D. M. Capper and M. J. Duff, Trace Anomalies in Dimensional Regularization, Nuovo Cim. 23 A (1974) 173. Conformal anomalies and the renormalizability problem in quantum gravity, Phys. Lett. 53 A (1975) 361.

[2] S. Deser, M. J. Duff and C. J. Isham, Non-local conformal anomalies, Nucl. Phys. B 111 (1976) 45.

[3] C. Bernard and A. Duncan, Regularization and renormalization of quantum field theory in curved space-time, Ann.Phys. 107 (1977) 201.

[4] L. S. Brown, Stress-tensor trace anomaly ina a gravitational metric: scalar fields, Phys.

Rev. D 15 (1977) 1469.

[5] L. S. Brow and J. P. Cassidy, Stress-tensor trace anomaly in a gravitational metric:

General theory, Maxwell field, Phys. Rev. D 15 (1977) 2810. Stress tensors and their trace anomalies in conformally flat space-time, Phys. Rev. D 16 (1977) 1712.

[6] S. M. Christensen, Vacuum expectation value of the stress tensor in an arbitrary curved background: The covariant point-separation method, Phys. Rev. D 14 (1976) 2490.

[7] S. L. Adler, J. Lieberman, Y. J. Ng, Regularization of the stress-energy tensor for vector and scalar particles propagating in a general background metric, Ann.Phys. 106 (1977) 209.

[8] M. J. Duff,Observations on conformal anomalies, Nucl.Phys. B125 (1977) 334.

[9] J. S. Dowker and R. Critchley. Stress-tensor conformal anomaly for scalar, spinor, and vector fields, Phys. Rev. D 16 (1977) 3390.

[10] H. -S. Tsao, Conformal anomaly in a general background metric, Phys.Lett. 68B (1977) 79.

[11] S.M.Christensen and M.J.Duff Axial and conformal anomalies for arbitrary spin in gravity and supergravity, Phys.Lett. 76B (1978) 571.

[12] A. Vilenkin, Pauli-Villars Regularization and Trace Anomalies Nuovo Cim. A44 (1978) 441.

[13] R. M. Wald, Axiomatic renormalization of the stress tensor of a conformally invariant field in conformally flat spacetimes, Ann. Phys. 110 (1978) 472. Trace anomaly of a conformally invariant quantum field in curved spacetime, Phys. Rev. D 17 (1978) 1477.

[14] S. M. Christensen and M. J. Duff, New gravitational index theorems and super theorems, Nucl.Phys. B154 (1979) 301

[15] M. J. Duff and P. van Nieuwenhuizen, Quantum inequivalence of different field representations, Phys.Lett. 94B (1980) 179.

[16] L. Bonora, P. Pasti and M. Tonin, Weyl cocycles Class.Quantum Grav. 3 (1986) 635. The anomaly structure of theories with external gravity, J. Math. Phys. 27 (1986) 2259.

[17] T. Eguchi and P. G. O. Freund, Qauntum Gravity and World Topology, Phys.Rev.Lett. 37 (1976) 1251.

[18] L. Parker, Aspects of Quantum Field Theory in Curved Space-Time: Effective Action and Energy Momentum Tensor, in *Cargese 1978, Proceedings, Recent Developments In Gravitation*, 219-273

[19] L. Bonora, R. Soldati, On the trace anomaly for Weyl fermions, [arXiv:1909.11991]

[20] M. J. Duff, Twenty years of the Weyl anomaly, Class. Quant. Grav. 11 (1994) 1387 [hep-th,9308075].

M. J. Duff, Weyl, Pontryagin, Euler, Eguchi and Freund , Jour. Phys. A: Mathematical and Theoretical, 53 (2020) 301001 [arXiv:2006.03574].

[21] B. S. DeWitt, Dynamical theory of groups and fields, Gordon and Breach, New York, 1965.

[22] R.T. Seeley, Complex powers of an elliptic operator, Proc. Sympos. Pure Math. 10, Amer.

Math. Soc. (1967) 288-307; The resolvent of an elliptic boundary value problem, Am. J. Math. 91 (1969) 889-920.

[23] S.W. Hawking, Zeta function regularization of path integrals in curved space-time, Commun. Math. Phys. 55 (1977) 133-162.

[24] K. Kirsten, Heat kernel asymptotics: more special case calculations, Nuclear Physics B (Proc. Suppl.) 104 (2002) 119-126;

D.V. Vassilevich, Heat kernel expansion: user’s manual, Phys. Rep. 388 (2003) 279-360.

[25] B.S. DeWitt, Global approach to quantum field theory, Oxford University Press (2003) vol.

I and II.

[26] L. Bonora, R. Soldati and S. Zalel, Dirac, Majorana, Weyl in 4d, Universe 6 (2020) 8, 111. [arXiv:2006.04546[hep-th]]

[27] L. Bonora, S. Giaccari and B. Lima de Souza, Trace anomalies in chiral theories revisited, JHEP 1407, 117 (2014) [arXiv:1403.2606 [hep-th]].

[28] L. Bonora, M. Cvitan, P. Dominis Prester, A. Duarte Pereira, S. Giaccari and T. Štemberga, Axial gravity, massless fermions and trace anomalies, Eur. Phys. J. C 77 (2017) 511 [arXiv:1703.10473 [hep-th]].

[29] L. Bonora, M. Cvitan, P. Dominis Prester, S. Giaccari, M. Paulisic and T. Stemberga, Axial gravity: a non-perturbative approach to split anomalies, Eur. Phys. J. C 78 (2018) 652 [arXiv:1807.01249].

[30] L. Bonora, A. D. Pereira and B. L. de Souza, Regularization of energy-momentum tensor correlators and parity-odd terms, JHEP 1506, 024 (2015) [arXiv:1503.03326 [hep-th]].

[31] T. Kimura, Divergence of Axial-Vector Current in the Gravitational Field, Prog. Theor.

Phys. 42 (1969) 1191.

[32] R.Delbourgo and A.Salam PCAC anomalies and Gravitation preprint IC/72/86.