arXiv:2405.00528v1 [hep-th] 1 May 2024

EINSTEIN-HILBERT GRAVITY, HIGHER DERIVATIVES AND A
SCALAR MATTER FIELD

KLAUS SIBOLD

ABSTRACT. The present paper extends two previous one’s on pure gravity dealing with
Einstein-Hilbert and higher derivatives by including a massless scalar field as representa-
tive of matter. We study the renormalization to all orders of perturbation theory, provide
the Slavnov-Taylor identity, symmetric partial differential equations and derive finiteness
properties in the Landau gauge. It is shown that beginning with one-loop negative norm
states originating from higher derivatives disappear.
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1. INTRODUCTION

In two previous papers Steffen Pottel and the present author discussed the quantization
of Einstein-Hilbert gravity (EH) in a perturbative framework [PS21,PS23|. The existence
of Green’s functions was ensured by adding higher derivative terms (hds) to the action.
Those introduce negative norm into the state space and require quite some effort to arrive
at meaningful quantities. Although those problems have not yet been fully solved it seems
reasonable to study in addition the effect of matter: gravity and matter have to coexist.
Here we add a scalar field as representative of matter.

For the benefit of the reader we shall take over at appropriate places not only results of
the previous papers, but also main parts of the derivations. Hopefully we arrive in this
way at a reasonable view of the entire subject.

For the scalar field we assume that it is massless and invariant under rigid Weyl trans-
formation. The reason is simple: for such a field Elisabeth Kraus and the present author
studied the behaviour of a specifically defined energy-momentum tensor under all trans-
formations of the conformal group to all orders of perturbation theory [EKKSI|. The
coupling to an external symmetric tensor field h*” was as crucial as the gauging of trans-
lations. It turned out that g = n*” + h*” and its covariant companion g, were the
only solutions of the Ward identity of local translations up to field redefinitions of h* as
a function of itself and had to transform as gravity requires it for a metric. Hence one
arrived just by Noether’s procedure at gravity [EKKSILEKKSITI|. Permitting thereafter
propagation of this gravity field yields by sheer power counting as theory to be studied
not only the Einstein-Hilbert term [ \/=gR, but also [ /—¢gR?* and [ \/—gR" R,,,. Such
a model is power counting renormalizable and closes in itself under renormalization. The
most obvious understanding for this claim is provided by the field equation for ¢g": the
energy-momentum tensor of the scalar field which has canonical dimension four appears
on an equal footing with the pure gravity terms. Hence all of the mentioned one’s have
to be admitted if one thinks in terms of renormalization.
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In the present paper we study the renomalization of this model to all orders of pertur-
bation theory. For this we provide first power counting and convergence of our scheme.
Then we establish the Slavnov-Taylor (ST) identity, derive the symmetric partial differ-
ential equations and prove noteworthy finiteness properties in the Landau gauge. The
Ward identity for rigid Weyl transformations is discussed and seen to replace the Callan-
Symanzik equation of flat spacetime. Important for interpretation and understanding of
the model is the result that beginning with one-loop, the second poles in the propagator
< hh > are absent. This implies that beginning with one-loop negative norm contributions
which had been introduced by the higher derivative terms disappear. Those survive how-
ever at tree level. In the conclusions we speculate on how they might be possibly removed.

2. TREE APPROXIMATION

For a decent perturbative treatment it is mandatory to set up the first orders carefully.
In the present context this refers to the zero-loop order and the first and second order in
the number of fields.

2.1. The model and its invariances. As in the study of pure EH we have also in
the present case with an additional scalar matter field to include invariants under dif-
feomorphisms up to fourth order in the derivatives in order to achieve power counting
renormalizability. Since we restrict our considerations to spacetimes which are topologi-
cally equivalent to flat one’s, it suffices to start with

(21) el — / d'z/—g (cgﬁR R+ clRWRW)

(22 + [((0 B R+ (<950 DD - '),

i.e. we can omit the cosmological term. Its absence in all orders will be guaranteed by a
normalizazion condition. x denotes the gravitational constant, R, , R the Ricci curvature
tensor, resp. scalar. The second line comprises the invariants of dimension four which can
be built with a massless scalar field of canonical dimension one. Their peculiar weight
factors occur because we have given ¢ the s transformation law (2.I1)). That in turn
we introduced in [EKKSI| for local translations such that all transformations under the
conformal group can be obtained via z-moments of local translations. This invariance
under local translations, which is nothing but general coordinate transformations, is to
be translated into Becchi-Rouet-Stora-Tyutin invariance (BRST) with respective gauge

fixing. The field A" is defined via
(2.3) h = gt — nhv.

The propagators of h (s.b.) will tell us that i has canonical dimension 0, hence x must
not show up in its definition.
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The classical action

(2.4) reess = poess L e 4 Ty + Do

(2.5) Ty = _i/gW(ﬁuber&,bu) - %ao/nuﬂ)uby

(2.6) Lo = =5 [ (D) Buc, +010)

(2.7) DY = —g“’\éz&\ — g”’\éﬁ)@)\ + 0,9"

(2.8) ey = /(K,Wdh’w + Lyac? +Yap)

is invariant under the BRST-transformation

(2.9) ag" = KDY ac” = —kA O\’ s¢, =b, sb, =0

(2.10)  spht = —k(D"c” + D) s W = —k(Onc"PN 4 O\ AM — OB

1
(2.11) s = cAﬁ,\<p+18,\c’\g0

In accordance with the expansion in the number of fields we have introduced the transfor-
mations 49, 4; which maintain the number, resp. raise it by one. K, L,, Y are external
fields to be used for generating insertions of non-linear field transformations. The La-
grange multiplier b, couples to Jy h#** and thus fixes eventually these derivatives (deDonder

like gauge fixing).

2.2. Propagators. For later convenience we quote here from paper I the bilinear terms
of T8 and add that of the scalar field, all in Fourier space.

1 T T

(2.12) Phtr = 3 2 L) PEL) g

KLr

1 /1
(2.13) Lo = = <§(9pupv + 0ppu) + WW%)
(2.14) Fbpb(, = —Npo

. 1
(215) Fcpéa = _Zp2 (9P05<p2) +wPU§?7<p2>)
(2.16) L, = —p°

For the h-bilinear terms we introduce projection operators P (see App. A) and general
coefficient functions . Their values read in tree approximation

(2.17) Ve = —plap’ — k)
(2.18) fyé?% = p*((3ca + 1)p® — 2¢3677)

1 0 0 0
(2.19) Y53 = Yww =Yw = Ywr = 0.
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The coefficients of Iy, and I'y, turn out to be fixed, whereas those of I'.z can be very
general with tree values £ =n = 1.

For the (hh)-propagators we introduce like for the 2-point-vertex functions an expansion
in terms of projection operators

(2.20) Ght =4 (WY (P per-

KLr
The gauge parameter independent solutions <hh>§?L turn out to be

l 1

2 0
(2.21) (hh)§) = — (hh)Py = —57
TrT TrT
whereas the “gauge parameter multiplet” is given by
1 4@0[0/62 0 4@0[0/{,2
(2.22) (g = —5—  (h)ww = —
(2.23) (hhYgy = (hh)ir = 0.

The gauge parameter independent part is determined by the coefficient functions ~, which
depend on the model, i.e. by the invariants and by higher orders, whereas the gauge
multiplet is essentially fixed and determined by the specific gauge choice. The remaining
bosonic propagators read

K
(2.24) (bphyw) = 2 ((puBup + PuBiup)b1 + Dpwywba + D0, bs)  and  (byb,) = 0.

In the tree approximation by = by = 1 and b3 = 0. The antighost/ghost propagator has
the general form

~ B —_1 O po Wpor
(2.25) (oea) = (a7 + w0y

The tree approximation values are £ =n =1, s.t.

_ : 1 1
(2.26) (Coco) = =i (00 + §w’”)ﬁ'

The propagator of the scalar field is simply
1
(2.27) {pp) = e

2.3. The Slavnov-Taylor identity in tree approximation. Since the s-variations of

h, c, ¢ are non-linear in the fields, they are best implemented in higher orders via coupling
to external fields (cf. (24])), hence the ST identity then reads

S(F)E/(éféf oror  or ér b5F

(2.28) 5—K5—h+5—L%+5—Y%+ %

) = 0.
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Since the b-equation of motion

or N
(2.29) i LM hy,, — b,
is linear in the quantized fields, it can be integrated trivially to the original gauge fixing
term. Thus it turns out to be useful to introduce a functional I" which does no longer

depend on the b-field:

(2.30) [ =Ty +T.
One finds

or T
2.31 1o — =0
(2:31) T
as restriction. Hence I' depends on ¢ only via

1 _ _

(2.32) H, =K, — ﬂ(ﬁucy +0,¢,)

and the ST identity takes the form
1 _
(2.33) ST = §BFF =0
B = /(@i+@i+££+@i+£i+@i)
b SHOh ' 6héH ' 6Ldoc  6coL  6Y 6p  0pdY

This form shows that Br can be interpreted as a variation und thus (233) expresses an
invariance for I'.

(2.34)

2.4. Unitarity in the tree aproximation. The S-operator can be defined via

(2.35) S = :¥:2Z(J)|s=0 ¥ =exp {/dazdy Oy () K (z — y)zli} ,
- 0. (y)

where J denotes the sources J,,,j2, j¢, i1, j, for the fields ", e, c?, b, o, respectively,
and their in-field versions are collected in ®y,. K (x—1y)z"! refers to all in-fields and stands
for the higher derivative wave operator, hence removes the complete (tree approximation)
propagator matrix. : X : would then map onto the respective large Fock space of the
higher derivative model. In order to clarify the structure of the statespace and to identify
first the one of pure EH, we put ¢; = ¢o = 0. Now we study the unphysical degrees
of freedom which go along with that model. They differ slightly from those studied
by [KOT8| because we employ a different field h, but the general structure is the same
(cf. egs. (353)..(356) in [PS21]). Here we follow [Bec85| and would like to show, that the
S-matrix commutes with the BRST-charge () by establishing the equations

(2.36) S,: X2 jm0 = —[Q,: X :]Zy=0 = [Q, 5] =0,

where

B  E S R I B
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The lhs of (2.30) is a commutator in the space of functionals, i.e. of S, the ST-operator,
with the S-matrix defined on the functional level via Z, the generating functional for
general Green functions. Now

(2.38) [S,: X Z=0=0

since the first term of the commutator vanishes because S = 0 for vanishing sources, the
second term of the commutator vanishes due to the validity of the ST-identity.

The rhs of (2:36]) is an equation in terms of (pre-)Hilbert space operators: S-operator and
BRST-charge, both defined on the indefinite metric Fock space of creation and annihila-
tion operators. The claim is that we can find an operator () such that the rhs holds true.
We then know that a subspace defined by @|phys) = 0 is stable under S, hence physical
states are mapped into physical states.

To show that (2.38)) indeed holds, we observe first that the commutator [S,: ¥ :] is of
the form [S,e*]. If [S, X] commutes with X, one can reorder the series into [S,e*] =
[S, X]eX. This has to be evaluated. Since in the tree approximation z = 1, hence
K(x — y)oer = T'oer we define for the explicit calculation

0 0 )

2.39 X = (hwrhh L N7 N
( ) / pvpo 5<]pa + Hvp 5]3 + 5]@

) ) ) )
2.40 proh O perth O epee O gopee )
( ) + pafB 5Ja5 + oo 5]3 +c po 5]3 +C 00 5]§
For the desired commutator one finds

0 0 ) )

2.41 8, X =~ [ (worhh Do - oo — T ),
@) (SX] =~ [ (BT b T T - T

so it clearly commutes with X.
In the next step we have to consider : [S, X]e*X : Z, i.e. terms of the type

(2.42)
_/ . (huurhh ) + @F¢¢i _ CchE i _ EpFEC 0 > : X(]_) .. X(n) . Z(i)uzo

HPT O K ey Y P7640 P76 Ly
le.
(2.43)
o 1 cC 1.0
—/ : (h“”FZ’jpaﬁDi A 4 TP (M Ore + 18,\0)‘@) — c’T50b

—Epl"if,c)‘a)\c") X (1) X(n) - Z(J) 0.

These terms constitute insertions into the functional Z. A closer look in terms of Feynman
diagrams reveals that due to momentum conservation from D{’¢* only terms linear in the
fields survive, neither the matter nor the last term bilinear in ¢ contribute — when going
on mass shell they cannot develop particle poles. We arrive thus at

(2.44) 8, X]: Z = 2[ / (—R*TRE (0% + 07¢™) + P T0b7) |+ - Z () 1—0-

v
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The second factors in the insertion are just the linearized BRST-variations of h®?, resp.
¢?. This suggests to introduce a corresponding BRST operator () which generates these
transformations

5 5
= v v p_ 7
(2.45) Qr = /[H(a ¢4 D) b W]r
57 57 57,
2.4 7. = — pofe | guife 0%c e
(2.46) 0z, / w(0 TS et 5 i)
5 5 5
9.4 7 = — n v 0 1z
(2.47) Q z/[Jw,/i(ﬁ 5j5+8 5jﬁ)+jp5j2] )

and to calculate the commutator [@,: ¥ :]Zj—¢. And, indeed it coincides with the rhs of
(2:44). Following in detail the aforementioned diagrammatic analysis we have a simple
interpretation: in the Green functions G(y; 21, ..., 2,) a field entry has been replaced by
the linearized BRST-transformation of it. Having established (2.36) one can continue
along the lines of [KOT8|, form within the linear subspace of physical states equivalence
classes by modding out states with vanishing norm with the well-known result that these
factor states have non-vanishing norm and the S-matrix is unitary.

It would now be most natural to extend these considerations by taking into account the
additional degrees of freedom going along with the higher derivatives. This requires how-
ever identifying those and understanding their behaviour in higher orders. This will be
done below, Sect. 10.

2.5. Parametrization and gauge parameter independence. It is a necessary prepa-
ration for higher orders to clarify, which parameters the model contains and how they are
fixed. Also a glance at the free propagators, (Z21I)) versus (222), shows that they differ
in their fall-off properties depending from the value of the gauge parameter . Since
Landau gauge oy = 0 simplifies calculations enormously we would like to show that it is
stable against perturbations. Since these two issues are closely linked we treat them here
together. Obvious parameters are the couplings ¢y, ¢1, ¢, ¢3, cgr, A. In the next subsection
we give a prescription, how to fix them by appropriate normalization conditions. Also
obvious is the gauge parameter «g. It will be fixed by the equation of motion for the
b-field. Since this equation is linear in the b-field it also determines its amplitude. Less
obvious is the normalization of the fields h*” ¢” and of the external fields K, L,Y. In
order to fix their amplitudes it is convenient to inquire under which linear redefinitions of
them the ST (2.28)) stays invariant. We define

~

(2.48) =z (a) B ¢ =ty(a) & =y(ag)c?

. 1 A 1 A 1
2.49 K,=— K, V= Ly=— 1,
(249) W e Y ) »= o)

where we admitted a dependence on the gauge parameter because we would like to vary
it and detect in this way ag-dependence algebraically. Clearly, the values for z,t, and
y have to be prescribed. It is also clear that with ap-independent values for z;,tp and



EINSTEIN-HILBERT GRAVITY, HIGHER DERIVATIVES AND A SCALAR MATTER FIELD 9

y the ST-identity is maintained. In order to make changes of oy visible we differentiate
[24) with respect to it, i.e.
0 0 1 1
2.50 — I =—T4g= [(—2)bbn"" =05 | (—)(c.b, + c,b,)n"".
@50) T =T = [(phba” = (-] @b + b

We observe that this is an s-variation and thus, if we introduce a fermionic partner y = say
and perform the change

(251) Ly Tow > Dy Tan+ [ (1(@b, + ey
we have

(2.52) S(T) 4+ x0u, I = 0.

We carry over this extended BRST-transformation to 2

(2.53) SZ =87 + X0ayZ =0,

with the implication
(2.54) 0(SZ)=0 = 0, 7=-80.7

showing that ap-dependence is a BRST-variation, hence unphysical. This last equation
can be easily checked on the free propagators (for propagators connected and general
Green functions coincide).

Using for Z(J) the form

(2.55) Z(J) = exp {i/ﬁim(%)}% Zo = exp { /u(qxb)u}

one obtains
(256) aaoz(i) - 80!020 : Z(i) = (8040 /'Ll(@@)@l) - Z.

(Here J stands for the sources of all propagating fields ®.) Hence ap-dependence remains
purely at external lines, if one does not add ap-dependent counterterms, and then vanishes
on the S-matrix where these lines are amputated. It also means that the power counting
for the gauge multiplet is irrelevant because this multiplet shows up only as external lines.

We now step back and analyse ap-dependence more systematically. Equations (2.52),
(253) and the analogous one for connected Green functions

(2.57) SZ:.+ X0uyZe = 0,

where g undergoes the change

(2.58) sop=x ax=0

have to be solved. The rhs of (Z5])) is solution of the extended gauge condition

r 1
(2.59) % =Kk 10N, — aph” — §X5p-
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Acting with 0/00” on the ST (2.52)) we find that the ghost equation of motion has changed
accordingly

) 4]
P = -1 mw___ — o
(2.60) GT = (/{ 0" — 5Cp)r 2Xb

As in (230) and (232) we introduce H,, = K, — 5-(9,¢, + 9,¢,) and T by
- 1 1 1
(2.61) =T+ / ( — éaobﬂbyn‘“’ — ﬁh‘“’(aub,, +0,b,) — ZX(éubv + é,,bu)n‘“’).

The extended ST reads in terms of T’
(2.62) S)y=BT)=0
with

_ or 66U 6" oI'oT ar
(2.63) B(P)E/<5_K5_h+5_§/%+5_L§+XaTO>'
I satisfies the homogeneous ghost equation of motion
(2.64) GT = 0.

We now have to find the most general solution of ghost equation (Z60) and the new ST
[262)). Due to dimension and ¢m-charge neutrality I' can be decomposed as

(2.65) [ = T(h, e, K, LY, a0) + x / (fx(a0) K + fy (a0) Yo + fi(a0) L)

With the choice of linear dependence from h, however, we certainly do not cover the most
general case: due to the vanishing dimension of h* one could replace the linear factor h*”
by an arbitrary function 7*(h) in K, h*. For simplicity we discuss here the linear case,
which continues (2.48), whereas for the non-linear we refer to the discussion in [PS21],
Section VIII.

From ([2.62) and (2.63) we deduce that

_ _ , 6T , oo

206) 0= BO) =Bt [k

6T 6T 6T or
(2.67) —fyp—+ fYY + fLC — fLL ) X7 —

5 8&0
At x = 0 follows first
(2.68) B(T)|y—0 = 0,
and then

6T 6T 6T 6T

_ v mv _
@00) [ (= duh g S~ B Y
5F 5F ar
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([2.68) corresponds to (2.28]), hence we know that the general solution (of the linear case)
is given by

I = é&r2 / V—=gR(z1(ap)h) + & / V=gR" R, (21 (ag)h) + ¢ / V—=gR*(z(ag)h)
@11) +én [ (-9 56 ola0) Rlar{aa)h)

(272) +é, [ (—g) L (DueDup) olen)) + n [ (— 204 z0l00))
2 4!

(2.73)  +éu / (kH 0 ( YL90) (st — 9 ey — yan) (Ore Y — OB + AONH)

1
+t(v)Y (PO, + Zapcpcp) — /{y(ao)Lpa’\cp).

(277) inserted into (2:69) implies after some calculations that all ¢ are independent of ay,
whereas the functions fp ; satisfy the relations

(274) 804021 = fux acmy =—fry acmch - fcpzso

All parameters ¢ can therefore be fixed by normalization conditions independent of ay.
Since we shall work in Landau gauge, ag = 0, the functions fg, f, fy will be independent
of o, as well as z1, 2,, ¥, hence numbers.

2.6. Normalization conditions I. In the tree approximation as studied in this section
the free parameters of the model can be prescribed by the following conditions

0
(2.75) 8— (T%| sy = C3K (coupling constant)

0 0
(2.76) a2 )T 7(2) = —2¢ (coupling constant)

d 0 (o ,
(2.77) 002 07 Y = 2(3ca+ ) (coupling constant)
2.78 Ly = —1npcg=0 coupling constant

n

0? c y . .
(2.79) By Loppuw = ;(5550 + 650, (coupling constant)
2.80 r = —A coupling constant

PP

2.81 0 Cruwe, = —ik(nt70Y 4076t —n'éo amplitude of h and K

8]) P U P n P p
2.82 0 —TI' coer = —ik(0Pnrr — 0PN2e amplitude of ¢ and L

8 A Lo ol 1

(2.83) a—p/\TYCPQO = —if (amplitude of ¢ and Y)
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Imposing the b-equation of motion ([2.29) fixes ap and the b-amplitude. It is worth men-
tioning that the c3-contribution to 7&9% is an implication of the invariance under 4k, hence

must not be postulated via some normalization condition.

3. RENORMALIZATION

At first we have to specify the perturbative expansion in which we would like to treat
the model. Due to the vanishing canonical dimension of the field h*” we have to expand
in the number of this field. Second we expand as usual in the number of loops. Next
we have to choose a renormalization scheme in order to cope with the divergences of
the loop diagrams. We shall use the Bogoliubov-Parasiuk-Hepp-Zimmermann-Lowenstein
(BPHZL) scheme |[LE|] which is based on momentum subtractions and an auxiliary mass
M in order to avoid spurious infrared divergences which otherwise would be introduced
by the subtractions at vanishing momenta when dealing with massless propagators.

The key ingredients of this scheme are the subtraction operator acting on one-particle-
irreducible diagrams (1PI) and the forest formula which organizes the subtractions. The
subtraction operator reads

-1 5
(3.1) (1—7) = (1=t =60
Here ¢¢ ,  denotes the Taylor series about z; = 0 to order d if d > 0 or 0 if d <

0. 7 denotes a 1PI diagram, p” refers to its external momenta, and s? to an auxiliary
subtraction variable to be introduced. p(7y) and 6(7) are the infrared and ultraviolet
subtraction degrees of v, respectively. Those will be specified below. As far as the forest
formula is concerned we refer to the literature (cf. [LE]). For later use we note that

(3.2) (1—7)=01-16")  for p(y)=6(7)+1.

3.1. Auxiliary mass. In the BPHZ subtraction scheme one removes UV divergences by
suitable subtractions at vanishing external momenta. In the massless case those would
introduce artificial (off-shell) IR divergences. Hence in an extension, the BPHZL scheme,
one introduces an auxiliary mass term of type M?(s — 1)? for every massless propagator.
Subtractions with respect to p, s performed at p = 0,s = 0 take care of the UV diver-
gences. Subtractions with respect to p, s — 1 thereafter establish correct normalizations
for guaranteeing poles at p = 0 and vanishing of three-point functions (of massless fields)
at p=0.

For the massless scalar field this auxiliary mass term can simply be taken to read

(3.3) %/MQ(S— 1)%p%.

When trying to introduce such an auxiliary mass term for the massless pole in the double
pole propagators one encounters difficulties. Neither with a naive hh-term nor with a
Fierz-Pauli type mass term can one invert ['y;, to propagators Gy, such that the Lagrange
multiplier field b, remains non-propagating. But its propagation would prevent its use in
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the quartet formalism of [KOTS8|. A glance at the propagators (2Z2I]) and the coefficients

%%)4, (ZI7) suggests to replace the overall factor p? in the 7’s by

(3.4) P —m?=p’— M*(s— 1)

Here m? denotes the auxiliary mass contribution. This Push in p? still maintains restricted
invariance, i.e. under soh, (see Sect. 5.2), and is fairly easy to carry along as we shall see.
Accepting this change of vertices and propagators one has to analyze in some detail what
it implies. For the propagators it is clear that the pole at p?> = 0 is shifted, as desired
to a pole at p> = m?. It affects not only the invariant parts, but also the gauge fixing
dependent propagators (bh) and (¢c). This can be seen when performing Push in I and
having a look at the inversion equations. The +’s (2.I7) then read

(3.5) W = —(p* = m?)(erp? — esr2)

(3.6) Yo = (0 = m?)((Bca + e1)p? — 2c3572)
1 0 0 0

(3.7) TSe = w = =W =0.

In the inversion equations one has products of VX)L with its direct counterpart <hh>g)L,
such that this change is not a change there.
For gauge fixing terms we find the effect of Push as follows

7: K 1% v v
(3.8) Fﬁngbh = %('r]p“p,, + npypﬂ)ﬁ(p“ﬁ P+ p" O + pPwh”) (local)
_ P° K ugon o pgue o pp i
(3.9) = 2_(77pupv +npvpu)_2_2(p 07 + p" 0" + pPwi) (local)
K p°p
: 2 2
Push ? p-—m K v v v
(310) — ﬂ(npupy + npypu) p2 p2 — m2 (epup —+ 00 p“ + ppwﬂ )
2
—im
(311 T(m®)y, = W(ﬁp,upu + pwpu)  (non —local),
K .
312) =GV, = m(pﬂep,, + pubpu + Ppwyw) (massive propagator)

i.e. there appears an additional term in '™ and the (bh)-propagator becomes massive
(with the auxiliary mass). In z-space complete gauge fixing term reads

2

1 m %
_ _ 224 I R — e Hy
Ly = 2K /dxdyh () (Fuby + &bu)(?/){a(x y)+ (x — y)z} 2 /7) buby

313) =~ [ dody )00, + 0000 (5 + 02 L} = [,

472
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A suitable Faddeev-Popov (FP) term is then

Ty = —% /d:pdy DY e (z) (0, + 0,¢,)(y){0(r —y) + (xiliyy}
(3.14) = —% /d:pdy DY el (x)(0uc, + 8VCM)(y){(% + m2)r1?/)2}>

because it maintains the BRST-doublet structure within the gauge fixing procedure.

A comment to the “non-local” terms is in order. Our writing is symbolic shorthand
in order to have a simple handling of these terms. Using the explicit form of s9h and
integration by parts one may observe that the actual non-local part is of projector type in
terms of differential operators — quite in line with its first appearance in p-space. There
the projectors lead formally to direction dependent integrals. However Zimmermann’s ¢,
introduced as

(3.15) p* = p* +ie(p® + M?(s — 1)),

guarantees absolute convergence, hence no serious problem will arise once we have reliable
power counting and appropriate correct subtractions. In the limit ¢ — 0 its contribution
vanishes.

We therefore discuss in the next subsection power counting and convergence with positive
outcome, and return thereafter to a discussion of the m?-dependent terms. Before starting
with the presentation of power counting we have to have a look at the basis of naively
symmetric insertions once we have introduced an auxiliary mass term. Obviously we can
introduce the following Shift

1
(3.16) /\/—903/{2}% — /\/—9(030/{_2 + gk im 032§m2)R.

In the tree approximation these terms are invariant (and for s = 1 reduce to the original
term), but in higher orders they represent new and independent elements in the basis of
symmetric normal products with § = p = 4. So, we have to carry them along as vertices
when studying power counting.
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3.2. Power counting and convergence. In the Landau gauge, oy = 0, the only non-
vanishing propagators are the following one’s:

?

3.17 hh)E) =
10 (i (p? —m?)ey (p? — 9£=)
i
(3.18) (h)¥). = _
T - m)Be o) - 32)
1
(3.19) (o) = g b + Py + i)
_ . 1 1
(320) <CpCO—> = —1 (Qpa + §wpg)m
i
(3:21) (pp) = -

In addition to m = M(s — 1) one needs also Zimmermann’s e-prescription (3.I5]). This
will guarantee absolute convergence of diagrams, once power counting is established and
subtractions are correctly performed.
Important note: in all formulas to follow in this section the replacement of c3 by the sum
given in (B.I6]) is to be understood. Relevant for power counting arguments is never a
coefficient in front of a vertex, but the number of lines and derivatives at the vertex and
its associated subtraction degree. The (bh) propagator will be of no relevance for reasons
spelled out after (2.56).

Power counting is based on ultraviolet (UV) and infrared (IR) degrees of propagators
and vertices. The upper degree d—egw gives the asymptotic power for p and s tending to
infinity; the lower degree @p (s gives the asymptotic power for p and s — 1 tending to

) _1)
zero. For propagators they read

(3.22) deg, ((hM)(}) = —4  deg  ((hh){)) =2
(3.23) deg, ((hh)y) = —4  deg  ((hh)7y)=—2
(3.24) deg,,.((cc)) = deg  ((ec)) = =2

(3.25) deg, ,({pp)) = deg  ((pp)) = —2.

As shorthand we write also deg = D, and deg = D;. The degrees of the vertices thus
have the values

(327)Qv(c1) —

V(CR) — 27 ﬁ\/“ﬂ = O
v(er) — 27 chp =0

DV(CS) = Dv(qb‘rr) = Dv(lmn) —
D

S S

Vie3) = Qv(w) = Qv(km) =

In addition to the vertices of the EH theory we have to take into account

o A
(3.28) Ve =2 / (=) R VI = 2 / (=99 DugDup VI = -5 [ 4"
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Let us now consider a one-particle-irreducible (1PI) diagram ~ with m loops, I, internal
lines, a,b = h,c,¢, and V vertices of type V' € {c1, co, c3, ¢m, cr, kin, p} or insertions Q);
as well as N amputated external lines. In the subsequent considerations a more detailed

notation is useful: N, are of type ®,, ng; are of type a and are attached to the i** vertex.
Then with Q;

(3.29) Q) = (o) T @ (),

a

we first find for the UV- and IR-degrees of
(3.30)

d(y) =4m(y)+> Dv+> D

Vey Ley
(3.31)  =dm(y) +4viered) po(ylea) L yom o yler) Ly kimy _4r, — 2(I. + I,),
(3.32)
r(y) =4m(y)+> Dy + > D,

Very Ley
(3.33)  =dm(y) +4viered) po(yles) L yom o yler) oy kingy o[ 4 T+ 1,,).
The topological relations
(3.34) m = I-V+1

(335) Na = Znai 2[aa = Z(Cai - nai) = Z Cai — Na

i

permit to rewrite these degrees as

(3.36) d(7) = 4+ Dy —4)+> (Dp+4)

Vey Ley
(3.37) d(y) = 4—(Ne+ Nz) =2V — N,
(3.38) r(y) = 4+ Y (Dy—4)+> (D +4)
Vey Ley
(3.39) r(y) = 4—2V©) £ or, — (N, + N:+ N,).

The aim is now to associate subtraction degrees to them which are independent of the
detailed structure of the respective diagrams. We chose

(3.40) 6(y) =4— N, p(y) =4 — N,

i.e. make explicit the dependence on the number of external legs N,, because these are
the standard degrees for a massless scalar field in the case where no h-fields contribute.
(A side remark: In a model with additional massless vector and massless spinor fields and
no internal symmetry breaking one would add —Ny — 3/2N,, in the rhs of ([B.40). Hence
the standard model before symmetry breaking would be covered. Symmetry breaking
would however require model dependent, “dedicated” degree prescriptions [EK98].)
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We now have to check, that Lowenstein’s conditions [Lo| are still satisfied. The first one
reads

(C1) 6(7) = d(y) +b(y) and p(y) =r(7) —c(y)
with b(y) and ¢(7y) being non-negative integers. b(y) > 0 is obviously satisfied, but for
(3.41) () = (3) = p() = =2V + Iy — N,

we have to convince ourselves that it is greater or equal to zero. Hence we need the more
detailed information given by the line balances

(3.42)
2 =Y (Cng =) = D (eng) = Ny i € Ve, ylezy ye) yom ylen) ylkin ye))
1€y 1€y
(3.43)
2106 = Z(Cc,i - nc,i) = Z Cei — Nc
1€EPT 1€PT
(3.44)
2l = Z (Cpi — M) = Z (cpi = Np).-
i=cR,k,p i=cR,k,p
We find
(3.45)
c(v) = Z (Chyi — M) + Z(Ch,i —npi—2) + Z(Cé,i —ng; —2) + Z(l — Nhgr)
i€c1,c2 1€c3 1€ i€Qm
(3.46)
+ > (Cuvien —Mpyeen) D (Cuymin — M)+ Y (Chye = Mgy
i€V (cR) icV (kin) i€V ()

If the vertex 7 in question is not present in 7, the respective brackets just vanish. If this
vertex is present in 7y, then (first line) (cp; — nps) > 2 and (cp; — npy —2) > 0 — both
for 1PI . Since ¢z ¢r = 2 the third bracket combines with the fourth such that their sum
is > 0 — again for 1PI v — we find two cases: either n;;, = 1 at vertex i s.t. ng;, = 0
(otherwise 7 is not 1PI) or ny;, = 0 at vertex ig s.t. +1 from here and from nz;, at most
1,i.e. —1 in the sum (otherwise ~ is not 1PI), which together is 0, i.e. non-negative. This
refers to the old result in I. In the second line every bracket is grater or equal to zero if
the respective vertex is in the diagram. Hence equations (CIJ) are valid.

The next requirements refer to reduced diagrams A = A/)y,...\,, which are obtained
from A by contracting mutually disjoint, non-trivial 1PI subdiagrams A; to points (reduced
vertices) V' (\;) assigning (for the sake of power counting) the unit polynomial of momenta
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to each V()\;). For 1PI  one has the relations

(3.47) d(v) = d(y/M.A +Zd

(3.48) r() = r(y/ A +Z

Their analoga are also valid for connected dlagams. Now one can formulate further
conditions for convergence, i.e.

(C2) 5(y) = d(y/ M.\ +Z<5
(C3) p(7) < v/ M) + Z p(A
(C4) p(y) <6(v) +

for arbitrary reduced 1PI subdiagrams v/ {)\@} of T'. In order to verify (C2|) one just inserts
the values for the respective degrees.

( ) = 4N
(3.50) ) No()

(351) ) = —2v<03 () = (Ne+ No)(3) = Ny(0)
(352) i) = 4=2V00) = (et N)() = Nofo)
(353) ) = e
(3.54) ) = 4—2vE() -

gl
(355)  d() =4—Ny(y) > 4-2V(F) — (Ne+ No)(7) — No(7)

The last inequality was to be proved.

For the proof of (C3) one can use literally the proof of (C2) in the opposite direction
since N,(7) = N, (3).
([@]) is satlsﬁed by definition of p, d.

We can now refer to [Lo|, (theorem 4) in which it is shown that these conditions being
satisfied, Green’s functions exist as tempered distributions, whereas for non-exceptional
momenta (Euclidean sense) vertex functions exist as functions. Due to a theorem of
Lowenstein and Speer [LS] in the limit ¢ — 0 Lorentz covariance is also satisfied. An
important improvement concerning Lorentz covariance has been provided by [CL]. If one
introduces Zimmermann’s € via a change of metric ), — diag(1, —(1—ie), —(1—ie), —(1—
i€)) in additon to multiplying each mass-square by (1—i¢) then Lorentz covariance already
holds for the rhs of ZI’s before establishing the e — 0 limit. This is quite helpful for actual
work with ZI’s.
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The above proof of convergence refers to diagrams constructed out of vertices with
vanishing Faddeev-Popov (FP) charge. For installing the ST-identity in higher orders one
needs however diagrams which once contain the vertex V(=) of types

3 for V(*)zfcﬁﬁﬁh---h
5 for V(_)2f088888h~-h

i.e. of FP-charge —1. Matter field contributions to V(=) have the form

— o [ 5 for VO~ [cOddpph---h
(3.57) D<V( ))_{ 5 for V(*)zfcagbgbgbgbh---h

The UV- and IR-degrees become resp.

(3.56) D(V)) = { D(VE) =DV,

D(V) =DV,

(3.58) d(y) = 4m(y)+ Y Dv+> D+ Dy
Vey Ley

(3.59) r(7) = 4m(7)+> Dy +> Dy +Dyc.
Very Ley

With (3.34) this results into (V(7) € 7)
(3.60) d(7) = 4+ Dy —4)+> (Dp+4)

Vey Ley
(3.61) = 4— (N:+N,) =N, -2V 1 (D) — 4)
(3.62) r(v) = 4+ (Dy -4+ > (D, +4)
Vey Ley
(3.63) = 4N, -2V VO™ 1 (Dy. ) —4) + 2@y, + 2L
As subtractions degrees we define
0 if VIO ¢ny
360 o) = -n,+{ ] VOE?
0 if VIO ¢y
(3.65) o) =i -m+{ § VO ET
(3.66) ie.  p(y)=46(7)
The line balances read now
(3.67) 2Ly = > (Cni—nni)
1€y
(3.68) = D> i N i€ {(a), (), (cs), (¢7), (cr), (kin), (¢), (=)}
1€y
(3.69) 2Ie = Y (coi—mei) = cei—No i€ {(¢m), (=)}
1€y 1€y

(370) 2[%,, = Z<C‘p’ci - n(p,i) = thp,i - Nap (S {(CR>7 (/{:m), (90)7 <_>}

1€y 1€y
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We just added the vertex V() to the original line balances (3.42).
In order to verify (CIl) we have to show that b(y) = d(vy) — d(vy) > 0.

(3.71) b(y) = 5—N,—d(v)
—yv (=)
(3.72) = 54+ 2(V® 4 Ve (D" —4) 21,
(3.73) = 142V — 14 “nggr — (1= neye)
iEPT
(374) = QV(CS) + Z Negn — (1 - nc,V(*))'
1€

In the transition from first to second line the -line contributions cancel and we have used
the line balance for I (8:42))and chosen the more dangerous case ﬁv(f) =5 1If Neyi-) =0,
there must a +1 coming from the ¢m-sum, because the FP-charge is conserved. This is
true for the V(-)-vertices depending on field ¢ as well. Hence the inequality holds.

The control of
(3.75)

c(v) =r(v) = p(v)
(3.76)

=4 —2(Ves) 4 yOm pylen) 4y Eimy gy @) 4oL Lo+ 1,) + (D(VE) —4) — 5
(3.77)

=2V _ovl™ L o5, + 21+ (D(VT)) —4) -1

(3.78)
S Qv(%)) _ Qv(dﬁf)) + 20, + 20+ { —1for Dy =3 > 0.

+1 for Qv(f) =5 =

is similar. In the difference r(v) — p(7) the contribution from -lines drops out. The effect
of the y-contributions to V(~)-vertices is taken along by their D-value. The continuity of
cc-lines is maintained. Hence one falls entirely back to the analysis of the pure EH-model,
with the same result, that indeed ¢(y) is non-negative.

When checking (C2) and (C3) we encounter the same situation: the ¢-lines and their

contributions just go through the estimates since N,(v) = N,(7) and the decisive steps
are those of the underlying pure EH-model: it is the conservation of the Faddeev-Popov-
charge, i.e. the contingency of the cc-lines which is relevant and not the specific form of
the vertices V(=) depending on ¢.
From here on the discussion of [PS21] can be literally taken over with the result that
one has convergence for all insertions needed in the sequel. Again, the limiting case
p(7) = (%) + 1 can not be used: The subtractions must be performed with the above
indicated degreees 6(7), p(7y)-
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3.3. Slavnov-Taylor identity. The ST identity which we have to establish to higher
orders takes the same form as in tree approximation, (2Z28)), supplemented however by
the m?-dependent gauge fixing, (3.I3), and Faddeev-Popov-terms, (3.14), i.e.

_ [/6D6T  TOD  SDOT TN
(3.79) S(F):/(é—Ka—thé—L%”—Y%er%) —0

(3.80) Ty = —% / dxdy b (2)(9,b,, + aybﬂ)(y){(%2 +m?) @ _1 y)Q}
(3.81) - / %nﬂ”bﬂby

(3.82) Tyr = —% /dxdya W (2)(0,, + aycu)(y){(% +m?) @ _1 e }
The b, e-field equations of motion take now the form

(3.83) % - f@1/@8#@,,@){(4&7r2 +m2)ﬁ} — agb,
(3.84) 52@) = —/dy/{_lﬁA%j(y){(%+m2)ﬁ}.

Again the b-field equation can be integrated trivially back to (3.80) and therefor the
functional I' be introduced as in the tree approximation

(3.85) [=Tg+T.
[231) is changed into
5T O 1 or
-1 —_ 2 — =
(386) K /dy a>\ 5KM>\(?/) { (477'2 +m ) (x — y)Q} + 56# O’
whereas (2.32) becomes
_ 1 C. C |:| 2 1
(3.87) H () = Ky (@) + 5 / dy (0, + @w)(?/){(m +m?) @y }

The relations (2.33]) are unchanged:
1 _
(3.88) S(I) = §Bfr =0
[, o S5 a5 dd oy
OHOh ~ 6hoH  6Y dp dpdY  O6Léc  ocdL/)
In the BPHZL renormalization scheme the starting point for establishing equations like

the above one’s to all orders is a 'y with which one calculates accordingly subtracted
Feynman diagrams. Here we choose

(3.90) Dot =I5 + Dyp + Ty + Lep. + Tt

mv

In addition to (2.10),(2.4),([3.80), and (B.82) one has to take into account the changes
caused by the auxiliary mass term (B.4) in (8.5) and ([B.6]). I'c; will collect counterterms

(3.89) Br =
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as needed. All these expressions are to be understood as normal products, i.e. insertions
into Green functions with power counting degrees § = p = 4.

Starting from Z, the generating functional for general Green functions, and from the
definition of S in (235) we postulate

(3.91) SZ =0.
Then the action principle yields

where Az = [Az]2 is an integrated insertion with Q4(Az) = +1. Again, by invoking the
action principle one can realize the b-field equation of motion ([B.83)), with (8.86), now on
the renormalized level, as a consequence of (B.79). This admits (B.88)) as a postulate and
results into

(3.93) ST) = AT
(3.94) %Bpf = A+ O(RA).

Here A = [A]2 with Qy-(A) = +1 does not dependent on b and é. These relations admit
a cohomological treatment, since

(3.95) BB =0, BBy =0,

the latter being true as a necessary condition, if (3.88]) is to be satisfied. Since in the tree
approximation (B.88) holds one has

(3.96) 6A=0 for 6=Bp,  with 6°=0

as the final consistency condition to be solved. The standard way to solve this cohomology
problem is to list contributions to A by starting with terms depending on external fields
and then those consisting of elementary fields only, i.e.

(397 A= / (K A (hy¢) + LA (hy¢) + Y A (0, 1, €)) + AR, 0, €).

All terms are insertions compatible with [...]2 and Q?" = +1. (Recall that Q*"(K) =
Q™ (Y) = —1,Q%" (L) = —2.) In [BBHa,[BBHD] it is shown, that all these contributions
eventually are 6-variations. This is true even for the A-term. This means that also in the
present case no anomalies arise, the solution reads:

(3.98) A =6A

with a A which can be absorbed into I'eg. In the quoted references the algebra leading to
this result has been performed by using cohomological methods. Without power counting
and convergence and not within a concrete renormalization scheme, this represents a clas-
sical consideration. In the present context we have, however, supplied it with “analytic”
information, i.e. assured the existence of the relevant quantities as insertions into existing
Green functions. The result is thus that we have indeed a ST-identity which holds as
inserted into general Green’s functions of elementary fields, at non-exceptional momenta
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and s = 1.

In principle one would now like to prove unitarity of the S-matrix along the lines given
in the tree approximation. This is however not directly possible. If ¢; and ¢, are different
from zero, the <hh>-propagator has two poles which have to be disentangled and associ-
ated with respective fields. Then one has to study carefully the norm properties of their
particle states and give a prescription for handling the “dangerous” one’s. This will be
done in section 9 below.

3.4. Normalization conditions II. The normalization conditions ([2.76])-(2.82]) have to
be modified such that they are compatible with higher orders of perturbation theory: they
have to be taken at values in momentum space which are consistent with the subtraction
procedure. They read

(3.99)

(3.107)

Imposing the b-equation of motion (229

0
op? 'TTIZ]
0 0
op? 0p? 1 p=—p
p~ op TT] s=1
o 0
op? op? TrTiw=p
p~ op TT] s=1
Fhuu

2

2

62
aF huv [P=Psym(—p?)
Oprdp® #¢ Al

wawwlp:psyﬁ_’ﬁ)

0
p, Krel

0

a—p)\rysocqp:pszg(flﬂ)

0

—7I _ 2
ap)\ LPCUCT|p—pSg:§ B?)

2

-2

= C3k

= —201

= 2(302 + Cl)
ey —’rh“/co fry O

c v v
= 5(5550 + 650,)

= -\

= —ik(n"7 0y + 076k —no7)
— s

= —ik(6PNrr — 6 Mo )

still fixes ag and the b-amplitude.

4. INVARIANT DIFFERENTIAL OPERATORS AND INVARIANT INSERTIONS

Here we develop the concept of BRST-invariant differential operators and their one-to-
one counterparts, BRST-invariant insertions. One can essentially follow the paper [PS2]
and translate from YM to gravity.
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Suppose a model satisfies the WI of a linear transformation
or
4.1 W' = | §%— =0
(1) [ 503
and ) is a parameter of the theory (e.g. coupling, mass, normalization parameter) of which
the Wl-operator W% does not depend. Then A0\, commutes with W?, i.e.

(4.2) [ADy, W9 = 0.

Then the action principle tells us that

(4.3) A=A, -T.

Applying W to (43]) and using ([4.2]) we find

(4.4) WA, -T)=W*A, + O(hA) =0,

which expresses the invariance of A, under the symmetry transformation W% A\d, and
A, are called symmetric with respect to the symmetry W®.

For the ['-non-linear BRST-symmetry one has to proceed slightly differently. We shall
call an insertion A BRST-symmetric if to first order in €

(4.5) S(T) = 0O()
(4.6) for 'k = I'+eA-T with S =o.

If A is generated by a differential operator (4.3)), this differential operator will be called
BRST-symmetric. Writing (4.3]) explicitly we have

(4.7) S(T) +eSrA-T = O(e?)
(48) S:/ 5_Pi+5_ri+5_ri+5_ri+5_ri+5_ri+bi + i
©) 0= [ \GKoh " 6hoK | oLdc | ocoL | oY op  spoy | oc)  Ysap’

i.e. the symmetry condition reads
(4.9) SrA-T'=0.

A comment is in order. Although later we shall exclusively work in Landau gauge, we
carry here the gauge parameter o along as preparation for the general solution with
arbitrarily many parameters z,,. This facilitates the formulation of the general version.
Actually relevant at the end are only the formulae with ag = x = 0. The explicit form
of Sr precisely defines how to perform the variation of the fields. [ The operator Sr is
helpful for rewriting the gauge fixing and ¢m-contributions to the action (B.80):

(4.10)

1

Tyt Tor = St (—ﬂ / W (@) (0, + 0, (1) (% + m2)(x_71y)2} - / %n“”cuby) |

(Note: the last term creates a contribution which has not been taken into account in
(B80), however in (250).) When going over to Z, the generating functional for the general

IThis formula shows that it is not the demand “linearity in I’ which determines its form, but rather
the demand “correct transformation of an insertion ”.
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Green functions, it is clear, that gauge fixing and ¢7-term vanish between physical states,
because they are a BRST-variation.
A necessary condition for insertions to be BRST-symmetric is obtained by acting with

d/db on (AH):

(4.11) B
0A-T ) or U 1
Aros AT G S T = R . -
“ 5 Y m " / Vo i T Ty
For b-independent insertions A one must ensure the homogeneous ghost equation
(4.12) GA-T =0.
Using the gauge condition
or O 1
4.1 — = —aan™ -1 pp { = 2 }
(4.13) 5%, aon b, + K /dyaﬂh (y) (47r2 +m )(3; — 0
one can reduce (ELIT) to
(4.14) BrA-T =0.

In the tree approximation we have called this operator 6.

Our next task is to construct a basis for all symmetric insertions of dimension 4, ¢n-
charge 0, and independent of b, — first in the tree approximation and then to all orders.
A systematic way to find them is to solve the cohomology problem

(4.15) 6A =0
for A satisfying
0A
(4.16) 5 = 0, GA=0
(4.17) dim(A) = 4, Qu(A) =0.
Here 6 = Br___, hence

(4.18) 6 = o on all elementary fields

0Ly oL
(419) EH/.U/ = 5hMV = W — H(H)\“a,,CA + HA,,@LC)‘ + 8)\<H/,U/C)\))

0Tq  OD¢lass v 3 A
42 Y = _ % gy 2y
( O) 5@ 5()0 8)\ C 1 8)\0

5fc / ’
(4.21) 6L, = (50; = k(20" H,, + 205 (H N + Hyn9,hM))
(4.22) —k(LA0,c* + Or(L,cM))

1

(4.23) +Y 0, — Z@,,(ng).

In order to proceed we first separate the ap-dependence
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We now define

(4.25)

S

R on h,c,H LY
10 on

and note that

(4.26) Ouy (69) =0 for ¢Y=h,c,H, LY
with 62=0, since 'y is independent of ap. ([AIH) implies

(4.27) BA_ — 00yAo =0  6A;=0,
hence

(4.28) A =6A_+A,.

Here A, is ao-independent and 6-invariant. Since ¢ does not occur, a negative ¢r-charge
can only be generated by external fields, hence

(4.29) A= /(fH(Ofo)HWhW + fy(a)Y o + frlao)L,c”)

which is the precise analogue of (4.19) in [PS23], is certainly a solution. However in the
present case the field A*” has canonical dimension zero, whereas its counterpart in Yang-
Mills theory, the vector field A, has dimension one. So every function F*”(h) is also a
solution. For the time being we continue with (£29) and refer for the discussion of the
general solution to papl.

It is worth solving the subproblem

(4.30) dayAo=0  6Ag=0

explicitly. We start listing the contributions to Ay ordered by their external field depen-
dence, i.e.

(4.31) Ay = fy(0) /Yc)‘go + -+ (indep. of Y),

where fy(0) is an arbitrary number independent of . With (£23]) this can be rewritten
as

(4.32) Ay = fy(O)B(/ Y)+---(indep.of Y)
(4.33) Ay = 6 / (fy(0)Yg) + - - - (indep. of Y)

It is to be noted that to the 6-variation of Y the invariant kinetic term for ¢ contributes,
hence will turn ot to be a variation.
The analogous procedure for the L terms leads to

(4.34) Ay = —fL(O)/{/ch’\&\cp + -+ (indep. of L),
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where fr(0) is an arbitrary number independent of ay. With (4.22) this term can be

rewritten as

(4.35) = f1(0)6 (/L )+ --- (indep. of L)

(4.36) Ay =6 / (fL(0)L,c”) + - - - (indep. of L).

We next make explicit the H-dependence

(4.37) Ay = 6/(fL( 0)L,c’) /H F“" h,c)+--- (L, H) — indep.
The postulate ([A30) reads

(4.38) 0 = 6A)= / (%F(“ — HEF<+>) + (L, H) — indep.
(4.39) = — / HCF™ 4 (L, H) — indep.

and defines a transformation C as the coefficient of H in (437):
(4.40) CFly = 6F) 4 k(0r FY) + O6"Fl) — CONFY).

This transformation is nilpotent and satisfies, due to (£38)),

(4.41) CF4) =0

One solution is

(4.42) FEY = C(fu(0)n).
Since

(4.43) C(h") = r(=0"c" — 0"c"),

it fits correctly to the H-dependent part of (4.19) in (4.38). One thus arrives for this

solution at

(4.44) 6 / fr(0)H, h = / Hy C(fu(0)R*),

i.e. the H-dependent part in Ay is also a variation. As mentioned above this is not the
most general solution, but the outcome is analogous. The details can be found in papl.

The remaining contributions to Ag depend only on h and must not depend on ay.

class
inv

The only invariants are those terms appearing in I

which come with the couplings:
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c1, ¢, c36 2, cp, . They are not variations, but constitute obstruction terms to the 6-
cohomology. Altogether we thus have

(4.45) Ay = 5/(fY(O)Y<P+fL(O) o’ + fu(0) Whuy>

2

(The factors ¢ are independent of «p.) In tree approximation we end up with eight
invariant insertions of dimension 4 and ¢m-charge 0, which are independent of b, and
satisfy the ghost equation:

4108y = 6( frlan) [v)

(448) A/L =6 (fL<Oéo)/LpCp)
(4.49)A’H = 6 (fH(ao)/HWh””)
@508, = an? [VEIRPR A= [ VIR Ry A= [ VR

A
(451) Ay = %R (~9)""@R A, =T / o
(Here we renamed the couplings of the non-variations.)
In higher orders we may define easily invariant insertions for those which come with the
couplings:

1 A
(449 4 [ {W/0ear 2Rt R Ry B2 + (0] LR~ S6)

0
(4.52) A, = cia—T (1=1,2,3, R,\ no sum),
however it is clear that the (s — 1)-dependent normal products ¢z [ 'm [ \/=gR]} and
c321/2[m? [ \/=gR]} also belong to the basis in higher orders and make part of I'y. Hence
we define them also as invariant by the respective derivation with respect to their coupling

0 0
4. A.., i=c33—7T A.., = c3a—1.
( 53) c31 C31 6031 c32 C32 8032

Accordingly we change the notation c3 — c39. The other terms we also try to represent
as symmetric differential operators acting on I'.
We rewrite A’ :

(4.54) A} =6 <fL(a0)(a0)/chp> = Xfi/LcﬂLfL/(CS;CCl +L55I‘Lcl)
(4.55) — Xfi/LC+fL/ (—05(?;1 +L551“Lcl)

(456) - —fLNLFC1+Xf£/LC
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where A denote a leg-counting operator. This suggests defining Ay, to all orders by

(457) AL I = fL(OéQ)NLF — Xofi/LC,
(4.58) Ny = / <c& - L(S—L) — N.— N,

It is to be noted that the y-dependent term in ({57 is well defined since L is an external
field, hence the expression is linear in the quantized field (¢). Ay does obviously not
depend on b, it satisfies the ghost equation and it fulfills (414), since it can be written
as

(4.59) AT =—Bp (fL/Lc) ,

and since By is nilpotent. Hence it is a BRST-symmetric operator to all orders.
Analogously

(460) Ay -T :Bf (fy(Oéo) /Y(p) = fy(O&o)NyF — XOf)I/ /YC
) )
(4.61) Ny E/(gp@ - Ya—Y) — N, - Ny

Finally we have to extend A’;. We first rewrite it in the form

(462) AIH =6 <fH(Q0) /Huyhll”) = fHNchl - fHNHFcl + Xfllq/Huthj.

Next we go over to I'; in the variables K and ¢:

(463) A}{ = fH(Nh — NK — Nb — NE + 20(080{0 + 2X8X)FCI
, 0y 0
(4.64) +y fH< / (Kh o ) + 2a0afd>.
This suggests as definition of Ay to all orders
(4.65) AH -T SZfHNKF
, 0l 0

(4.66) +XfH(/ (Kh—c 5 ) +2aoaf‘>,
(467) NK ENh — NK — Nb — NE + 2a08a0 + 2X8X
Or else

_or ar
In view of

(4.69) SrSp =0
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for all I' with S(I') = 0, Ay is BRST symmetric once we have verified that it is indepen-
dent of b, and satisfies the ghost equation.

(4.70) %(AH I)=0

is readily checked in the form (4.65]).

(4.71) G(Ay-T)=0

is best checked in the form (A.68) by observing that

(4.72) G(/ (k0 - 655—1;) + 2aog—£) —0,
and

(4.73) {G,S5r} =0

(this latter property being due to GI' = —1/2xb).
To summarize in compact notation we denote the above symmetric differential operators

by
(4.74) Vi € {¢10c1, €20cy, €300e305 3104 5 C320e55 5 CROegy NOx, N, Ni, Ny }
and have with (4.52),([@53), ([A57), ([A60) and ([A65) defined a basis of symmetric inser-

tions to all orders by
(4.75) V.l = A, T.

In parentheses we note that the kinetic term of the scalar field ¢ does not explicitly appear
in this basis. It is taken care of via Ny and the respective normalization condition for
Yep.

The fact that symmetric differential operators and symmetric insertions are in one-to-one
correspondence just means that adding symmetric counterterms A; to I' is renormalizing
the corresponding quantity ¢ indicated by V; of the theory. Fixing the arbitrary param-
eters in the symmetric insertions (A47) is again performed by satisfying normalization
conditions and the present analysis shows that the conditions (3:99) are appropriate. In
higher orders the Euclidean point —pu? is relevant. Once one has satisfied these normal-
ization conditions the theory is completely fixed. ap = 0 and y = 0 will be chosen at the
end (Landau gauge).

5. REMOVING AUXILIARY MASS DEPENDENCE VIA ZIMMERMANN IDENTITIES

Above we have introduced amongst the symmetric insertions several which depend on
the auxiliary mass. Here we study to which extent they can be effectively removed by
using ZI’s.
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5.1. Shift. In (3.I6) we replaced c3x2within vg)L, r=2K=L=Thbyck?—
csok 2 + mrleg + %m2C32, where m = M(s — 1). On the level of symmetric insertions
this replacement corresponds to enlarging the basis of naively BRST-invariant insertions
with p = 6 = 4 by csymrx™" [ /=gR and 032%m2 [ v/=gR, which are to be taken into
account in Iy .

Then the question is, whether one can via ZI's eliminate the m-terms and maintain
invariance. The sought invariant [...]1 insertions are defined to all orders as symmetric
insertions via the invariant derivatives

(5.1) [/{—2/\/—_9}%};‘ ~ 9r

6030

(5.2) [ﬁl/\/—_ngE = if

Jcg
1 4 0
53) [ v=azmeR]; -
and the symmetric counting operators Ny y 1. The relevant ZI's have the form

Oczo
(5.[44)_2/\/——5]5’}1 _ [K—2/¢——gm§+[...ﬁ

1
with []i = [/ (\/ —g<H72U0R + Uglm/iilR + u32§m2R + UlR‘uVR“,, + U2R2)
(5.5) (=) ur® R + uy0")
(5.6) +up Ny + unNy + uc Nl
(I&ﬂ/\/—ng]i = m[/ﬁl/\/—gﬁalREjL .3
1
(5.8)  with [.]} = [/ (vV=9(k?v3oR + vomk ' R + v3; émQR + v R* R, + va R?)
(5.9) +(=9) orp* R + v,0")
(5.10) +v, Ny + op N + v Nij

and

(frwragmt Ry = ml [ VEgymR]; L

1
with []i = [/ (\/ —g(FLingoR + wglmmflR + woémQR + wlR“”RW + w2R2)
(5.12) +(=9) " wre® R 4w,
(5.13) +uwy Ny + wy, N + we Ni ]}

All coefficients u,v,w are of order h. The terms multiplied by ug, vy, wy resp. will be
absorbed on the resp. lhs and then the resp. line divided by 1 — ug, 1 — vy, 1 — wy, such
that the normal products on the rhs have the factors (1 — ug)™%, (1 — vg) ™%, (1 — wp)™?
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in the resp. line. From this representation it is then obvious that all [...]3 insertions on
the rhs are symmetric, because all other insertions are symmetric. Since the relevant
determinant in this linear system of equations is clearly non-vanishing, one can solve
for all hard insertions [[ /=gR(k %, mr™!,im?)]} in terms of the soft one’s together
with (Cl,CQ,CR,CSD,NKH,L)-JCGTIHS. But those soft insertions which contain the factor m
vanish at s = 1, hence all hard m-dependent insertions have been eliminated. And the
hard insertion [k~2 [ y/—gR]} has been effectively replaced by its soft counterpart. These
considerations are crucial for deriving the parametric differential equations in symmetric
form and without dependence from the auxiliary mass M at s = 1.

5.2. Push. Next we consider the problem of removing Push by using appropriate ZI’s.
First we treat the contributions of Push to 't (cf. ([B.H)). They occur in the second

mv

power of h and have the form (see (3.1)),([3.09))

(5.14) () = [ 1705 2LPE + 3P e

In higher orders we have just the same terms, but now to be understood as normal
products [...]] in Teg. We use the ZI

v 2 2 0 0 o
615) [ WG PR + AP o1 T
= M(s — 1) / B (AT PR+ mASE P oo b T3 - Ty + [corrs] - D).

Here the 4’s are interpreted as differential operators and m = M (s — 1) is to be recalled.
The corrections comprise first of all the starting term from the lhs with a coefficient
g = O(h). We bring it to the lhs and divide by 1 — ¢. This yields

(5.16) [/ h%(m%(Tz%PgT) + m27”(191)“PTT)uVPUhp0] ) F(hh)

M(s—1 1
R I B s R

l—gq

As correction terms appear the hh-vertex functions with all [...]j-insertions. We now

can demand dgg-invariance because this is a linear transformation. Amongst the 7(7")
contributions precisely those with r = 2,0; K = L = T are sg-invariant, hence they
have been absorbed already. The other contributions go with the symmetric differential
operators Ny p 1. These are however BRST-variations and thus vanish between physical
states. Therefore this part of Push does at s = 1 not contribute to physical quantities.
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The second (and last) appearance of Push is within gauge fixing and ¢m-terms.

1

Tt D)) = =3 [ (FH@)0ub + b))

m2

(z —y)?

DY) (Ou + D) () )
) = 2 [o(r@e ae) )
2 (x —y)?
The product in the last line is point split in (z <> y). Divergences can be developed at
coinciding points in such a way that they can be controlled by a ZI

(5.18) [ (2)(0,e + 0,6)(w)mLL - T = mll (2)(,2, + 9,2, (y)ml3 - T + [eorrsl} T

Amongst the corrections, again, appears the normal product of the lhs, which can be ab-
sorbed there, such that on the rhs only all other insertions of dimension 4 and ¢nr-charge
—1 show up. These are Y, K, h*", L,c” which are all naively defined because they are
linear in the quantized fields. At s = 1 they are the only surviving terms which contribute
in (5.I7) and then eventually vanish after integration between physical states.

5.3. Auxiliary mass of the scalar field. Since the respective term is not s invariant,
it has to be treated separately. Relevant is the Zimmermann identity

M(s—1)
5.19 M?(s = /M s— 1) + COIT.S
(5.19) [ s - v =
Here the correction terms consist of all [- - -]] which form the respective basis. These are
first of all the symmetric terms [(v/=g(R" Ry, R?), [(—9)"*¢*R, [ 44" and the differ-
ential operators Ny 1 y; however also all non-symmetric counterterms which contribute
to Te. They all come with coefficients of order O(h).

6. THE INVARIANT PARAMETRIC DIFFERENTIAL EQUATIONS

6.1. The Lowenstein-Zimmermann equation. Green functions must be independent
of the auxiliary mass M at s = 1, so one has to know the action of Md,; on them. Since
the ST-identity does not depend on M, M0y, is a BRST-invariant differential operator
and can be expanded in the basis provided by (£.74). In fact with the ZI's (5.7)) and (5.11])
and the discussion there we can consider the basis of symmetric differential operators to
be given by ¢300cs,, C10c,; €20cy, CROf, A0y complemented with the symmetric counting
operators Ny g 1. Furthermore we have shown that the contributions coming from Push
(516) and the contributions from Shift go at most into the symmetric counting operators.
Hence

(6.1)
MOyT = (=55 ¢300e5 = B1 106, =857 200, = Brp Oy — BX O+ Ny +7 N+ N )T
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The coefficient functions 5“4, 7y%* can be determined by testing on the normalization
conditions. The test on (6.1]) involving external fields

0 :
(6:2) dp AL Verer lpmpagm(—u2) = ~lpo
s=1
implies
(6.3) MOy 9y e \p:psym(l_w — 7570, y e |p:psym(1_ug)) =0.
Since the M-derivative in the first term is not in conflict with going to the argument of
[, the first term vanishes and hence 7LZ =0.
The test on

0 :
(64) WPLPCUCT ‘p:psym(—;ﬂ) = —’l/i(égn)\T - 5577)\(7)

p s=1
implies
(65) MaM apFLcc |p:psy2(17,u,2) - ng(apFLcc |p:psy2(17ﬂ2)) = O

Since the M-derivative in the first term is not in conflict with going to the argument of
I the first term vanishes and hence v“4 = 0. Quite analogously we may proceed for

0

(6.6) o — T guve, |2 it = —ik(n"7 0, + 1”70 — o)),
Here this test on (6.1]) yields
(6.7) MOy 0,1 k. |p2:__lu2 — 4 (=0,T ke |p2:__lug) (=0T ke |y — 2) = 0.

With the same argument as before, 72% = 0 and -% = 0 follows.

The next test reads

) -
(6.8) a—poryww |p:psyT(1_M2) = _25/}'
(6.9)
MaM apFYCSO |p:psym(_u2) - /Y}ILJZ(_apPYCSO |p:psym(—/lz2)) - 73 ( a PYC‘P |p psym( 1% )) 0

s=1 s=1 s=1
With the same argument as before, 7% = 0 follows.

For obtaining the S-functions we use the normalization conditions (3.99) for 7%2% and

’YTTa for B., and S, (B.108]). The test

0 _
(610) 8 Q’YTT |p 2—0 = C30k 2
s=1

implies

€30

0
(6.11) Moy A2 oo + csor 2B = 0.
s=1
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Since the normalization does not involve M, the first term is zero, hence 532 = 0.
Tests on the normalization conditions (B:IIE) which fix cg, A

62 CR v v
(6.12) WFWW p=peym(i?) = ~ (0505 +050;)
(613) PSOSOSOSO |p:psy2(1*ﬂ2) = _)\
lead to

82 LZCR WSy WSy
(614) MaMappa UF@@hH |p psym( /J' _'_/801? 2 <5 5 50'5P> = 0

A

(6-15) MaMFWW |p psym( #?) +6 ( 41) =0

Since at the test values none of the vertex functions depends on M, all S-functions vanish
too.

Hence at s = 1 the LZ-equation
(6.16) MoyT|s=1 =0

holds and reveals that the vertex functions, hence all other Green’s functions too, are
independent of M at s = 1.

6.2. The renormalization group equation. The RG-equation formulates the response
of the system to the variation of the normalization parameter p, (see (8.99)), where e.g.
couplings or field amplitudes are defined. Since the ST-operator does not depend on u
the partial differential operator pd, is symmetric and can be expanded in the basis (4.74).
Quite analogously to the LZ-equation (by removing Push and Shift) we end up with

(617) M@MP|8:1 = (—B%GC:J,OaCBO — RGclﬁcl — 6RG02662 — Peg cRﬁcR — 6
(6.18) +%,G/\/'y + RGN + 8 S NL)Djs=1.

We oberve that some normalization conditions involve pu, hence performing derivatives
wrt p does not commute with choosing arguments for the relevant vertex functions and
we expect non-trivial coefficient functions. Again we start with those tests which involve
external fields. The normalization condition

0
(619) 8 )\FYCpS@ |p psym( H ) an)‘
s=1
implies
(620) ,Uap apFYcap ‘p=psym(*ﬂ2) - 7§G<aPFYC4P ‘p=psym(*ﬂ2)> =0.

s=1 s=1
Now 10, does not commute with choosing a ji-dependent argument, hence this determines
RG
Yo
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0

(621) a )\FLPCO'CT |p:p5y12(17/’1’2) = —ZH(épnAT - 5?.7])\0->
Now 110, does not commute with choosing a p-dependent argument, hence

0 :
(622) aua )\Fchf’cT |p:psy2(17u2) + 'L’Y?G’%(égn)«r - 557])\0) =0
which determines v8¢. For the normalization condition

a N g SV vo vV SO
(623) a—pUFK;wcp |p28::71‘u2 = —ZFL(']?“ 5P + n (5;: — 7]“ 5P>
the structure is exactly the same as in the preceding example such that the result is

8 N g SV vo UV SO

(6.24) M’MWFWCQ =2 + (0 = 1 )ik(n7 8, + 078k — n*67) = 0.

s=

This equation gives yR¢. The S-functions will be determined by the normalization con-
ditions for the couplings. The normalization condition

(6.25) 8p27(T2% |p2—0 = C30k >
s=1

is independent from p hence it implies
(6.26) u&uﬁpzfy(TQ% lp2—0 = 0 = — B3 c30 > + 2c306 290
s=1

This determines 62?. The other normalization conditions, however depend on p and thus
result into

(6.27) 10,0207 o = 201086 — 20986

s=1
(6.28) 10,020V |y = —62BRC + 2018 %1 + 2(3ez — 1)

s=1

0 RG
(629) u@uwfwhw p=psym(*ﬂ2) = (— R + 2"}/@ "—’}/h)cR(éﬁég + 5g5;)
s=1
G RG

(630) Maur¢¢¢¢ |p:pSyT(1_M2) e (— )1:\{ +4’YSO )>\
These equations determine BR¢ gRG CR G BRG. They depend on the product uk. Since

we work in Landau gauge, they do not depend on a gauge parameter.

We now anticipate from “finiteness properties” that WEG = Y6 = ARG = ( which
implies that also SR¢ = 0. Hence if we would like to solve the RG-equation for specific
vertex functions we can start from

0 ra_9 | ore 0

(6.31) (10, + B 018—1 + B3¢ o —— + B Den + By 5)7ﬁe1ds =0
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The resulting linear partial differential equations are homogeneous and can be solved

via characteristics. We define the variables

2 2 2

. P . c3k™ © t C3K
(6.32) t= ln(—ﬁ) u= e e ue = — e
and the RG-equations become
(6.33)
0 1 0 1 0
(5 - 551(U€t7917g27gR79A)918—91 - 552(U€t7917g27gR7gA)g28—92

1 0 1 0
- §6R(uet,g1,g2,gR,gA)gRa— — éﬁx(uet,gl,QQ,QR,gx)gxa—)’yﬁems(et, e'u, g1, g2, gr, gr) = 0.
gRrR gx

Here the running couplings ¢; < ¢;,i = 1, 2, cg, A have to solve
dg
dt

(Prefactor and sign originate from using pd, instead of 1?9,z and the explicit sign in the
definition of ¢.) Their solutions are given by

(6.34) = —%@RG i =1,2,cr, A (nosum)

(6.35) gi(t) = gi(0)e~2 Jo dmBi(ueT.1(7).02(7).gr ()07 (7))
whereas

du
(6.36) i 0 = u(t, uo, 9:(0)) = uo.

The most important examples in the following will be the r = 2,0;L = K =T
components of [',, (The solution for other vertex functions runs along similar lines.)
According to naive dimensional considerations one first makes explicit factors p*p?, then
one separates tree contributions from higher orders. The result is given by

(6.37) Yo =P’ 0" = pesk? + pp* AP (¢! uo, gi(t)) all i
(6.38) W(TO% —p? 30 = —2p2csi? 4 pPp? A0 (el ug, gs(1)) all i
This separation determines the starting points of %:

(6.39) (o gm0 = —01(0) =~

(6.40) At uo, g)l-o = 392(0) + 91(0) = 3¢s +
Obviously the solutions become trivial when putting ¢; = c; = 0.

A further restriction originates from the scheme, which fixes 8p27¥% at p2 =0,s =1 and

accordingly we are not allowed to admit counterterms which would change this. Hence
the dependence of %(r) from u = —c3x™2/p? is restricted to the value ug = —cgn™2/p’.
Actually, this is just the content of (6.386]). It fits to the fact, that c3x™ does not run.

The interpretation is as follows: the cs3x~2 terms are tree values which are not corrected
by higher orders. The f:y terms provide for the value ¢ = 0 the tree approximation contri-
butions going with ¢y, co. For ¢ > 0 they comprise all higher order corrections expressed
in terms of the running couplings. One should note that these results hold at s = 1, the
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physical value.

We underline, by repeating: the separation in tree, resp. higher order contributions in
fy(Tr%, r=0,2, ([6.37), together with the non-renormalization of k=2 and c3 just means that
only the higher derivatives and the scalar interactions are responsible for the running of
couplings, i.e. of ¢y, ¢g, cr, A. In this respect the EH part is only a kind of spectator.

It is appropriate at this point to have a look back to [EKKSI,[EKKSII|. There it was
possible and interesting to reduce the coupling A to cg, i.e. to express A as a function of
cr consistent with renormalization. As a matter of fact this is no longer possible in the

wider framework discussed here. The gravity selfinteraction prevents such a dependence.

The common understanding of running couplings and their use in phenomenology

(QCD, electroweak standard model) is that inserting them in place of a tree coupling
at a given order in perturbation theory “improves” the results of that order, i.e. in some
qualitative sense extends those to all orders.
For the model under consideration, in the literature mostly an expansion in terms of x? has
been performed. This we do not do because the renormalization of the electroweak stan-
dard model teaches us an important lesson. If one wants to ensure there poles for physical
particles one has to use on-shell normalization conditions. But then the couplings have to
be realized as mass ratios. This in turn implies that even their f°S-functions can no longer
be expanded as power series in the couplings, but only in the number of loops [KW99].
(CS-$ functions are, as a rule, simpler than those of the RG equation.) The reason for
this is the same as here: they are complicated polylogarithmic functions of the couplings.
Hence an expansion in terms of x2, here, may very well be misleading. E.g. the pure
fact that after using such an expansion the g-functions come out as rational functions in
the couplings is suspicious. Relying on this outcome and concluding from there on the
asymptotic behaviour seems to be courageous.

7. FINITENESS PROPERTIES

It is well-known [BPS91| that in ordinary pure Yang-Mills theory the anomalous di-
mension of the vector field vanishes as well as that of the Faddeev-Popov ghost ¢ when
working in Landau gauge. In papll we extended this result by showing that the analogue
is true for the fields h*¥, ¢*. There it implied that (3 also vanishes. In the present paper
we shall see that correspondingly v, = 0.

Like in papll one starts from the integrated antighost equation of motion

(7.1) or E/<5F¢ﬂ n 5Pext_f.>

Sen dcH dcH

1 3 1
(7.2) - / (—r(5 D" (0,8 + ,) = KOl + Ln3,c") = TY 0o + 10,Y'9)
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and combines it with the gauge condition to form

- or oT 3 1
(7.3) gr'= /(@ + /ﬁﬁpé,\—)\) = /(R(Ku,ﬁph“” — 1)0,c") — EY@)@ + Z@,,Ygo).

Since this expression is linear in the quantized fields it can be naively extended to all
orders in the form as it arises in tree approximation (s. papll Appendix, A;) for more
details).

Potential counterterms, one could have been obliged to add, must be independent of b,
could depend on ¢ only via H,, and must satisfy the ghost equation

(7.4) RS + O
The candidates for this are given by

(7.5) AT = fL(aO)NLF—Xf/L/Lc: —Bp(fL/Lc) Ny = /C% - /L(SiL
In Landau gauge ap = 0,y = 0, hence f7, is a number. To be satisfied is ([Z.3]), but
(7.6) Ap-T'= —Bp(/ Le) = R/ch)‘a,\cp + L — independent,

would contribute to the rhs of (Z3) a term [ L)\Opc’\, which would, however, change the
coefficient of the term already present. This is forbidden, hence this term is excluded as
a counterterm, the field ¢ is not renormalized: Y} = 0. The next candidate is Ag.

(7.7)

5FC ass a
AHF:fHNKF+Xf;J(aO)(/(Kh_C 5;) )+2a0arclass NKENh_NK_Nb
Again, in Landau gauge oy = 0, x =0, fg is a number.

(78) AH = fH /(—I{KMVD;)“/CP)

This would contribute to the rhs of (7Z3) a term [ xkK,,0,h", again a term which is
already present and whose coefficient must not be changed. So, this counterterm, too, is

forbidden. The field h*” is not renormalized: YR¢ = 0, hence, in view of the normalization

conditions, B¢ = 0.

As further, matter dependent contribution, we have identified

(7.9) Ay T =Belfy / Yo) = AT + y fr{ao)( / Yo) Ay =N,— Ny
In Landau gauge fy is a number.

(7.10) Ay -T'=fy / Y (*onp + i@,\c)‘go)

As a counterterm this would add to (Z3) a term —2Y9, + 19, Y ¢ which also is already
present, hence forbidden.
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This implies W};G = 0, the field amplitude of ¢ is not renormalized in Landau gauge.

8. RIGID WEYL INVARIANCE

From [PS23] we know that a proper substitute of scaling in flat spacetime, described
there by the Callan-Symanzik equation, is rigid Weyl invariance in curved spacetime. Its
ST-symmetric functional differential operator on I' reads

1 0 J J o
1 —wW = p K. - & _
(8 ) 20 rig /(g 5guy pv 5KMV Cﬂ 5Eu b# 5bu)’

because the field ¢ and hence also its counting operator Ny are invariant under rigid
Weyl transformations, hence do not show up here.

It leads to

(8.2) Wik ljsm1 = — 2043k / V—=9R]} Tjs=1

(8.3) | / V9B Ty

(8.4) + / (V=9(ur R" Ry + usR?) + up(—9)"* @R + uro")li
(8.5) + upNyg + uNp + Ny} - Ty

Here we have used appropriate Zimmermann identities in order to replace the hard EH-
insertion by its soft partner and the respective symmetric hard corrections.

The [- - -]} insertions can be replaced by the symmetric derivatives with respect to their
couplings

(8.6) —anr‘s | =Gc3k” /\/—gR]g-rs:1

0 0 0 0
(8.7) +{U1 +U28 o +URaCR +UA6)\
(8.8) + uhNH + ucNp + upNy T 1

This form clearly shows that the rigid Weyl identity plays the role of a Callan-Symanzik
equation: the soft [...]3-T" vanishes in the deep Euclidian region, the ud terms correspond to
B0 and the leg counting operators N appear with the anomalous dimensions u as factors.
In the present context uy, u., u, correspond to anomalous Weyl weights of the fields h, ¢, ¢.

It is also interesting to explore what this equation implies on-shell, i.e. after projection
to Fock space. One first goes over via Legendre transformation to connected Green'’s
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functions Z.(J), then by exponentiation to general Green’s functions Z = exp(iZ.).
(8. 9)
jwjg(J)Z|s:1 —dcsk Y / V=9R]3 - Zjs1

0 tup 0 Ly 2 0
Jcy Ocr O

The application of the projector : ¥ : from (I0.30) changes the lhs into rigid Weyl trans-
formations of the quantum in-fields applied to the S-operator, whereas the soft term on
the rhs becomes its operator equivalent, the derivatives wrt the couplings act on the
S-operator and the number operators N are projected to zero.

0
(8.10) + {ul— + Ug— +uh/\/H + UCNL + U¢Ny}Z|s:1

) )
W _ 2% ol YR § N
(8.11) an /{ Lo 5¢uv + 2 5=~ % béb}
(8.12) TWX!SOP :ac3/£2([/ V—gR]3)
0 0 0 0
1 — oP
(8.13) +<u181+u2802+uR8 —l—U)\a)\)S

Several comments are in order. As compared with (81) we went over from g = n** 4+ h*¥
to h*¥. Then, recalling that in the two-field-approximation of h** those are to be described
by the fields ¢, >, we used that 51% = 209", however 51%2“” = 0. Here all ﬁelds are
free quantum “in” fields as they show up in the projector : ¥ :. The factors z7" are the
residues of the respective propagators.

There is no explicit appearance of the matter field ¢ because it is invariant under rigid

Weyl.

9. NO MASSIVE HIGHER ORDER ZERO’S

Most important for the physical interpretation of the model is the understanding of the
zero’s of fy¥% The one’s at p? = 0 are fixed, guaranteed by the scheme and RG invariant:
they are physical. But the second zero’s can not be continued to higher orders as we shall
show now.

We consider the case r = 2 up to and including one-loop.

(9.1) (W) = pPesn? — e — AV + PP (e

Here 01 is the coefficient of the one-loop counterterm to the invariant [ \/=gR*’R,,,; nt
means “non-trivial” i.e. these are the contributions of the non-trivial diagrams in one-loop
order (the counterterm is pointlike, hence a trivial diagram). The first zero at p* = 0 is
obvious. We claim that

(9.2) 0=csn 2 —cp? — Vp* +p (V(T%)Int
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has no solution for p*> = c3x72/c; and the counterterm coefficient with its value as given
by the normalization condition for ¢;

n 10 0 (1)
(9.3) Cg) 200 0 (VTT)\pL_M?,s:l
1
(9.4) = Ort)itmyi s (20 1 50D 0pT) (o) oy

Hence (9.2)) boils down to

csk™?

1 2(2
(9.5) (=Y + G ) =0,

&1

with the arguments of y being (—p?/u?, c3k72/p?, c1, ca, cr, A) = (—c3k72/(c1p?), c1, ¢1, €2, CR, N).
More explicitly

(9.6)

—2
C3k 1
— (B, o )+ =200 + 300 G e

[nt

22), C3RT?
(97) + ’VTT<—C—AL2,01701,CQ,CR, )\) :O,
1

[nt

all taken at s = 1. (In this explicit form also the first bracket refers to the non-trivial
diagrams.) It is to be noted that for the v in the first line the p*-argument is at an un-
physical value, whereas for the v in the second line it is at a physical point. Therefor this
equation can not be satisfied. Hence beginning with one loop the respective propagator,
< hh >(T2%, has no second pole. Obviously this is also true for the case r = 0.

Hence, this argument from papll holds completely unchanged also in the present case,
where in addition to all other fields of EH + hds we have an interacting matter field: the
~’s in question just depend also on the couplings cg and A, but this dependence does not
change the outcome.

10. PROJECTION TO PHYSICAL STATE SPACE

10.1. The single pole fields. The field h*” which we used up to now has double poles,
hence is not suited for the construction of a conventional Fock space. The idea, due
to Stelle, is to decompose its bilinear contributions in field space into those of single
pole fields, ¢, ¥#, for which ordinary Fock spaces can be constructed and to describe
eventually scattering etc in the tensor product of these two spaces. Interaction should still
be described in terms of the double pole field h, such that all results obtained up to now
can be taken over, however truely physical, on-shell quantities always require additional
treatment.

Starting point is the decomposition of the h*¥ propagators into partial fractions which
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have only simple poles, as presented in [PS21], eqs. C1, Cy|.

—1 1 1 7 —1
10.1) (W) = ——* . = :
( ) < >TT p2 _ m2 C1p2 _ Cg/{_Q 031,{—2 _ clmZ p2 _ m2 + C3H_2<p2 __ C3K 72)
(&1
) 1 1 7
10.2) (W) = —— . = :
(10:2) {hh)rr p2—m? (3co+c1)p? —2c3672  2c3k2 4+ 2(3cp + c)m? p? —m2
1 7
- 2 cak—2
2035 p2 _'_ 2(3?22-}—61)

We are looking for fields ¢*, > whose bilinear terms in the action just yield these
simple pole propagators: ¢ the massless, ¥ the massive ones. With this aim in mind
one decomposes the field-bilinear part of the classical invariants of EH + hds with the
help of a Lagrange multiplier Z** such that only second derivatives of h** and Z** 6 ¥X*
respectively show up. Since in [Ste78| in an analogous context this problem has been
solved we can proceed the other way round: we start from

(10.3) h = ' + X 7R =t — X

as desired field decomposition and from

(10.4) I'(¢) = I'en(¢)

(10.5) ['(X) = —Teu(X) 4+ Mass(2)
C3k ™2

(10.6) Pen(9) = = [ (<0" 08, + 4007 — 200,0,6%, + 26 0,0,00)
= 2
0311{ v loa v v

(10.7) —Tgu(2) + Diass = 1 / (208, — 20057 + 25#0,0,5%, — 250,0, %,

+ anﬂ”ij + a0<2>\)\)2)

as desired bilinear action in order to identify at a convenient stage in our conventions the
mass as, ag and coupling ésx~2 parameters. The relative minus sign of the two actions
just represents the negative residue sign of massive propagators in [PS21] eqs. Ci, Cs).
As an aside we note that the mass term is not of Fierz-Pauli type, since it will turn out
that as + ap # 0. Hence it contains some spin 0 component. (The Fierz-Pauli condition

as + ap = 0 would remove within 7&9% the second zero, hence ruin UV convergence.)
For the subsequent treatment we give here the actions in projector form (s. Appendix).

—2

Cak y -
(108)  Ten(o) = L [ (= oD+ P + PR+ PR
(10.9) + PO(3PE + V(PR + Pir) + Piw) 9™
(10.10) — " O(V3(Piw + Pr) + 2P )0

(10.11) + ¢S + 2P )9
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(10.12) I'(X) = —Teu(X) + Dinass(X)

Gyl 2
(10.13) S [ @ )P+ R + PR+ PR
(10.14) — S (=0 + ag) B3P + V3(PR), + P + PO )2
(10.15) + S O(VB(PRy + Ph) + 2Py )2
(10.16) — > O(PY 4+ 2P0 27)

In the next step we replace the fields: ¢ = h+ Z,¥ = h — Z and go over to a total action
(1017) F((b) —|— F(E) = Ftotal — F(h, Z)
We find

s =2
(10.18) Tyga(h, Z7) = 28

/( - 2h(P§T>(2D + a) + P ay + PO (=40 + ay + 3ap)

(10.19) + V3P + P Yag + PO (as + a0))Z
(10.20) + h(P(Ta2 + P ay + PO (as + 3ay)
(10.21) + (VBPry + Pgr)ao + Py (az + a0))h
(10.22) + Z(P&ay + P ay + PO (ay + 3ay)

)

+ (V3PS + P )ag + PO (as + a0)) Z

This action has the desired structure f (hDyzZ + hMywh+ ZM 7 7Z) with Z representing
the Lagrange multiplier field. This explicit form has not been presented in [Ste78|.

The final form I'(h), which can be compared with EH-+hds, is now obtained by eliminating
7 via its equation of motion

or

- (h,2) =0,

(10.24)

One obtains

(10.25)  (PPay+ PYay + PO (ay + 3a0) + V3(PS), + P)ag + PO (as + a0))Z

(10.26) — (PR 20+ ay) + P ay + PO(—40 + a5 + 3ay)
(10.27) +V3(PY, + POrag + P (ay + ag))h

Suitably projecting and equating coeflicients one can solve for Z in terms of h. Inserting
into (I0.I8) one arrives finally at

(10.28)

() = 25 [ WPR(-200 +02) + PR~ SO0+ (0 + 300

as + 3ag
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This result permits identification of the parameters:

1. _ Acgk ™2 3¢y + 2¢ _
10.29 — 2 2 — 92 e 2
( ) 403/@ C3k as . ag 3630 1 o) C3k

10.2. Projection to Einstein-Hilbert. We start from the model constructed to all or-
ders in [PS21] in terms of the double pole field A* and indicate now, how to identify the
fields ¢, ¥* and their use within that given model.

The massive field ¥* will beginning with one loop no longer refer to the propagation
of a particle: its propagator could have at the very best a complex pole. (Due to the
properties of the polylogs it could also have another singular character.) However as we
have seen above this would-be pole can not be reached — beginning with one-loop. There
are no parameters available which could in accord with the s-symmetry protect the real
part of the possible singularity from being shifted in higher orders. This is the meaning
of the non-invariance under RG in accordance with (@.2]). This is a clear hint that it
is unphysical, apart from its negative norm properties in the tree approximation. We
continue this discussion after having described the projection procedure to the physical
Hilbert space.

We identify the massless spin two field ¢*” with the massless spin two graviton field,

together with the fields ¢, ¢ b as companions for building up the Kugo-Ojima [KOTS|
doublets. We can proceed for ¢ this way because it satisfies all requirements which one
expects for such a field. Is has the correct covariance under s and can in all respects
be derived from [PS21]: one replaces there h*¥ within [eg = ¢85 4 [eountert by puv —
o" 4+ X in the field expansion with number of fields n greater or equal to three. (In
particular for the counterterms too h = ¢ + ¥.) In tree approximation bilinear terms
and in gauge fixing, Faddeev-Popov and external field terms, h*” is simply replaced by
¢, whereas the field X* comes along with the terms given in (I0.4) (upon replacing the
mass parameters as, ag with their values given in (I0.29))).
The general Green’s functions in terms of h give rise to those of ¢, > for number
of fields n greater or equal to three by introducing respective sources jg, jx, fitting to
h = ¢+ X. We now go over to the S-operator by projecting general Green’s functions
Z(J) down to Fock space. The fields appearing in the projector are free in-fields and
related to their corresponding wave function operators K

(10.30) SP =3 Z@)\Jzo : Y i=rexp (X):
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5 5
(1031) X = /dxdy(qﬁ“”(x)Kffpo(!E - y)z’léj—¢(y) + o (@) Ky (x — y)fl@(y)
po P
(10.32) b () K20 (1 — y)zla%(y) + 2 (2) K e (2 — y)zl(g%@)
jaﬁ jpo’
) 5 ) 5
(10.33) @K = )7 o ) + @K (= 0)e ()

The factors z—! stand for the inverse residues of the respective propagators. The reference
to which one, we have suppressed for notational convenience.

A rather explicit construction of the Fock space for the spin two fields can be found
in [AII23].

The Hilbert space for the ¢"* quartets is defined following [KO78|. Amongst the states
|p, c,¢,b >, made up by the fields indicated, one selects those which are annihilated by
the BRST-charge @ : @Q|phys >= 0. Since ¥*¥ is s-invariant its Fock space which contains
negative norm states is still part of it. All of them build up the state Vynys. The norms
of all states not containing >#’s is known to be non-negative.

We now recall that the ¥#” fields are projected to zero in higher orders. This is due to the
fact that their original real poles in the tree approximation have been shifted on the real
axis and into the complex p? plane and changed their singularity character. This change
we could not prohibit via (symmetric) counter terms, because those are not available.
They have been used for fixing the symmetric invariants [ v/=g(ciR* R, + c2R?). In
tree approximation there are, however, still nonvanishing contributions. One might be
tempted to put there “by hand” ¢; = ¢y = 0, with the argument that in tree approximation
no higher derivatives are required. But this is in conflict with the solutions g;(¢) of the
RG-equation ([6.34]) which then vanish.

Hence one has to live with some loss of probability in tree approximation: All initial states
made up from ¢*’s which go into final states made up from ¥#"’s prohibit that positiv-
ity is realized. One can consult in this context the paper [AII23], where (although with
another aim in mind) explicitly such processes have been studied and one can see that
the higher derivatives play already in tree approximation the important role of damping
amplitudes. E.g. pure EH + scalar leads to scattering amplitudes which grow too fast for
large momenta.

Beginning with one-loop the Y-states can no longer be excited as outgoing states, hence
there one has as final states the above described quartet states.

It is to be noted, that in internal lines of diagrams the field ¥ is present and plays its
growth limiting role, since there h = ¢+ 3 and the propagators still have their UV-fall-off
with (p?)~2.

The internal lines consist of < ¢¢ > + < XX > (+ other members of the quartet). In the
appendix of pap II we discussed how the optical theorem can be realized.

Hence the ¥* fields and their interactions are not irrelevant as far as physics is con-
cerned. The transition amplitudes of the ¢*” fields amongst their quartet states will in
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general depend on the couplings ci, co and thereby exhibit the influence of the “shadow
world” spanned by 3#"’s.

11. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS

The present paper extends two previous one’s by including a massless scalar field as
representative of matter. This is important because gravity lives, of course, essentially
with and from matter and conversely. In particular the inclusion of higher derivative
terms on the side of gravity gains full credit from considering the interplay with matter.
Power counting renormalizability is valid from the outset, but nevertheless convergence
has to be and has been shown, because this is the backbone of the BPHZL subtrac-
tion scheme which we employ. The proof shows that it can be easily extended to cover
also the presence of spin one and spin one half fields as long as respective gauge invari-
ance is not spontaneously broken. The broken symmetry case requires dedicated, model
dependent considerations as presented, e.g. in [EK98| for the electroweak standard model.

For the case at hand we discuss the standard machinery: invariant partial differential
equations. First the Lowenstein-Zimmermann equation which shows that at the value
s = 1 all dependence from M, the auxiliary mass, vanishes for Green’s functions. (s is
an auxiliary subtraction variable in the scheme which is needed to avoid off-shell infrared
divergences which otherwise would be introduced by Taylor subtractions with respect to
momenta.). Second, the renormalization group equation is established and solved. The
solution is easy in Landau gauge because there finiteness properties hold. As further re-
sult we derive rigid Weyl invariance which replaces in the presence of gravity dilatations,
respectively the Callan-Symanzik equation of ordinary flat spacetime.

The main problem of this model is the (necessary) presence of higher derivatives. We
show that also in the presence of matter, beginning with one loop the massive poles in
the propagator of the gravitational field h*” can not be reached, hence are projected away
when going on the mass shell. In tree approximation they contribute however and cause
loss of probability. This rather counterintuitive result (one would expect troubles rather in
higher orders) leads us to the speculation that already at the classical level some physical
effect should be at work and cure this defect. For instance, in presence of Kerr black holes
with their very peculiar ergosphere this problem might be solved: the positive energy field
associated with massless poles would be swallowed by the black hole, the negative energy
field associated with the massive poles would be converted to positive energy and scat-
tered to spatial infinity. Of course, such a bold speculation would require a detailed study.
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APPENDIX A. APPENDIX

A.1. Notations and conventions. In this work, we are employing the conventions be-
low, which are the “timelike conventions” of Landau-Lifschitz.

flat metric nHv = diag (+1,-1,—1,-1)

Christoffel Lo, = 397°(09ou + Oudor — Oppuv)
Riemann @R}, = 0,00, — 0,15, +12 7, —T2,T7,
Ricci R, = 0,1y, -0y, +T7,10, —1%.17,
curvature scalar R = g"R,

A.1.1. Projection operators. In order to cope with the spin properties of the field h*”
it is useful to introduce projection operators. They are based on the transverse and
longitudinal projectors for vectors

_ Pubv _ Pubv
(A.1) O = My — e Wy = 2

the projectors are defined as

(A.2) P’l("?I)‘;u/pa = %(‘gupew + 0o bp) — %ewﬁpo

(A.3) B S(éiulpa = Q(eupww + Ouowvp + Oupwpo + Ouotwyp)
(A1) Pl = 5000)

(A.5) PiWips = @k

(A.6) Pl(“%)vuupa = %euvwm

(A.7) P\g\?')l‘uupa = %WW@W'

They satisfy the closure relation

(A.8) <P1(“27)“ + P.S(IIS) + P:I(“(? + Pigl(/]%/v)w’po = 1("7#/)771/0 + Nuoup)-

2
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