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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 hµν was as crucial as the gauging of trans-
lations. It turned out that gµν = ηµν + hµν and its covariant companion gµν were the
only solutions of the Ward identity of local translations up to field redefinitions of hµν 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 [EKKSII,EKKSIII]. 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
´ √−gR2 and

´ √−gRµνRµν . 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 gµν : 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.



EINSTEIN-HILBERT GRAVITY, HIGHER DERIVATIVES AND A SCALAR MATTER FIELD 3

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

Γclass
inv =

ˆ

d4x
√−g

(

c3κ
−2R + c2R

2 + c1R
µνRµν

)

(2.1)

+

ˆ

(

(−g)1/4 cR
2
ϕ2R + (−g)1/4 1

2
gµνDµϕDνϕ−

λ

4!
ϕ4

)

,(2.2)

i.e. we can omit the cosmological term. Its absence in all orders will be guaranteed by a
normalizazion condition. κ denotes the gravitational constant, Rµν , 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 ϕ the s transformation law (2.11). That in turn
we introduced in [EKKSI] for local translations such that all transformations under the
conformal group can be obtained via x-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 hµν is defined via

(2.3) hµν = gµν − ηµν .

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

Γclass = Γclass
inv + Γgf + Γφπ + Γe.f.(2.4)

Γgf = − 1

2κ

ˆ

gµν(∂µbν + ∂νbµ)−
1

2
α0

ˆ

ηµνbµbν(2.5)

Γφπ = −1
2

ˆ

(Dµν
ρ c

ρ)(∂µc̄ν + ∂ν c̄µ)(2.6)

Dµν
ρ ≡ −gµλδνρ∂λ − gνλδµρ∂λ + ∂ρg

µν(2.7)

Γe.f. =

ˆ

(Kµνsh
µν + Lρsc

ρ + Y sϕ)(2.8)

is invariant under the BRST-transformation

sgµν = κDµν
ρ c

ρ
scρ = −κcλ∂λcρ sc̄ρ = bρ sbρ = 0(2.9)

s0h
µν = −κ(∂µcν + ∂νcµ) s1h

µν = −κ(∂λcµhλν + ∂λc
νhλµ − cλ∂λhµν)(2.10)

sϕ = cλ∂λϕ+
1

4
∂λc

λϕ(2.11)

In accordance with the expansion in the number of fields we have introduced the transfor-
mations s0, s1 which maintain the number, resp. raise it by one. Kµν , Lρ, Y are external
fields to be used for generating insertions of non-linear field transformations. The La-
grange multiplier bµ couples to ∂λh

µλ 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 Γclass

inv and add that of the scalar field, all in Fourier space.

Γhµνhρσ =
1

4

∑

KLr

γ
(r)
KL(p

2)(P
(r)
KL)µνρσ(2.12)

Γbρhµν = − i
κ

(1

2
(θρµpν + θρνpµ) + ωµνpρ

)

(2.13)

Γbρbσ = −α0ηρσ(2.14)

Γcρc̄σ = −ip2
(

θρσξ(p
2) + ωρσ

1

2
η(p2)

)

(2.15)

Γϕϕ = −p2.(2.16)

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

γ
(2)
TT = −p2(c1p2 − c3κ−2)(2.17)

γ
(0)
TT = p2

(

(3c2 + c1)p
2 − 2c3κ

−2
)

(2.18)

γ
(1)
SS = γ

(0)
WW = γ

(0)
TW = γ

(0)
WT = 0.(2.19)
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The coefficients of Γbh and Γbb turn out to be fixed, whereas those of Γcc̄ can be very
general with tree values ξ = η = 1.

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

(2.20) Ghh
µνρσ = 4

∑

KLr

〈hh〉(r)KL(P
(r)
KL)µνρσ.

The gauge parameter independent solutions 〈hh〉(r)KL turn out to be

(2.21) 〈hh〉(2)TT =
i

γ
(2)
TT

〈hh〉(0)TT =
i

γ
(0)
TT

,

whereas the “gauge parameter multiplet” is given by

〈hh〉(1)SS =
4iα0κ

2

p2
〈hh〉(0)WW =

4iα0κ
2

p2
(2.22)

〈hh〉(0)TW = 〈hh〉(0)WT = 0.(2.23)

The gauge parameter independent part is determined by the coefficient functions γ, 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

(2.24) 〈bρhµν〉 =
κ

p2
(

(pµθνρ + pνθµρ)b1 + pρωµνb2 + pρθµνb3
)

and 〈bρbσ〉 = 0.

In the tree approximation b1 = b2 = 1 and b3 = 0. The antighost/ghost propagator has
the general form

(2.25) 〈c̄ρcσ〉 =
−1
p2

( θρσ
ξ(p2)

+
ωρσ
η(p2)

)

.

The tree approximation values are ξ = η = 1, s.t.

(2.26) 〈c̄ρcσ〉 = −i
(

θρσ +
1

2
ωρσ

) 1

p2
.

The propagator of the scalar field is simply

(2.27) 〈ϕϕ〉 = i

p2

2.3. The Slavnov-Taylor identity in tree approximation. Since the s-variations of
h, c, ϕ are non-linear in the fields, they are best implemented in higher orders via coupling
to external fields (cf. (2.4)), hence the ST identity then reads

(2.28) S(Γ) ≡
ˆ

(
δΓ

δK

δΓ

δh
+
δΓ

δL

δΓ

δc
+
δΓ

δY

δΓ

δϕ
+ b

δΓ

δc̄
) = 0.
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Since the b-equation of motion

(2.29)
δΓ

δbρ
= κ−1∂µhµρ − α0bρ

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 Γ̄ which does no longer
depend on the b-field:

(2.30) Γ = Γgf + Γ̄.

One finds

(2.31) κ−1∂λ
δΓ̄

δKµλ
+
δΓ̄

δc̄µ
= 0

as restriction. Hence Γ̄ depends on c̄ only via

(2.32) Hµν = Kµν −
1

2κ
(∂µc̄ν + ∂ν c̄µ)

and the ST identity takes the form

S(Γ) =
1

2
BΓ̄Γ̄ = 0(2.33)

BΓ̄ ≡
ˆ

(
δΓ̄

δH

δ

δh
+
δΓ̄

δh

δ

δH
+
δΓ̄

δL

δ

δc
+
δΓ̄

δc

δ

δL
+
δΓ̄

δY

δ

δϕ
+
δΓ̄

δϕ

δ

δY
).(2.34)

This form shows that BΓ̄ can be interpreted as a variation und thus (2.33) expresses an
invariance for Γ̄.

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

S = : Σ : Z(J)|J=0 Σ ≡ exp

{
ˆ

dx dyΦin(x)K(x− y)z−1 δ

δJ(y)

}

,(2.35)

where J denotes the sources Jµν , j
ρ
c̄ , j

ρ
c , j

ρ
b , jϕ for the fields hµν , c̄ρ, cρ, bρ, ϕ, respectively,

and their in-field versions are collected in Φin. K(x−y)z−1 refers to all in-fields and stands
for the higher derivative wave operator, hence removes the complete (tree approximation)
propagator matrix. : Σ : 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 c1 = c2 = 0. Now we study the unphysical degrees
of freedom which go along with that model. They differ slightly from those studied
by [KO78] because we employ a different field h, but the general structure is the same
(cf. eqs. (353)..(356) in [PS21]). Here we follow [Bec85] and would like to show, that the
S-matrix commutes with the BRST-charge Q by establishing the equations

(2.36) [S, : Σ :]Z|J=0 = −[Q, : Σ :]Z|J=0 = [Q, S] = 0,

where

(2.37) S ≡
ˆ

(

Jµν
δ

K µν
− jρc

δ

δLρ
− jϕ

δ

δY
− jρc̄

δ

δjρb

)

with SZ = 0 .
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The lhs of (2.36) 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, : Σ :]Z|J=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 Q such that the rhs holds true.
We then know that a subspace defined by Q|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, : Σ :] is of
the form [S, eX ]. If [S, X ] commutes with X, one can reorder the series into [S, eX ] =
[S, X ]eX . This has to be evaluated. Since in the tree approximation z = 1, hence
K(x− y)ΦΦ′ = ΓΦΦ′ we define for the explicit calculation

X ≡
ˆ

(

hµνΓhhµνρσ
δ

δJρσ
+ hµνΓhbµνρ

δ

δjbρ
+ ϕΓϕϕ

δ

δjϕ
(2.39)

+ bρΓbhραβ
δ

δJαβ
+ bρΓbbρσ

δ

δjbσ
+ cρΓcc̄ρσ

δ

δj c̄σ
+ c̄ρΓc̄cρσ

δ

δjcσ

)

.(2.40)

For the desired commutator one finds

(2.41) [S, X ] = −
ˆ

(

hµνΓhhµνρσ
δ

δKρσ

+ ϕΓϕϕ
δ

δY
− cρΓcc̄ρσ

δ

δjbσ
− c̄ρΓc̄cρσ

δ

δLσ

)

,

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

−
ˆ

:
(

hµνΓhhµνρσ
δ

δKρσ

+ ϕΓϕϕ
δ

δY
− cρΓcc̄ρσ

δ

δjbσ
− c̄ρΓc̄cρσ

δ

δLσ

)

: X(1) · · ·X(n) · Z(J)|J=0

(2.42)

i.e.

−
ˆ

:
(

hµνΓhhµνρσκD
ρσ
λ c

λ + ϕΓϕϕ(cλ∂λϕ+
1

4
∂λc

λϕ)− cρΓcc̄ρσbσ
(2.43)

−c̄ρΓc̄cρσcλ∂λcσ
)

: X(1) · · ·X(n) · Z(J)|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 Dρσ

λ c
λ only terms linear in the

fields survive, neither the matter nor the last term bilinear in c contribute – when going
on mass shell they cannot develop particle poles. We arrive thus at

(2.44) : [S, X ] : Z =: Σ
[

ˆ

(−hµνΓhhµναβκ(∂αcβ + ∂βcα) + cρΓcc̄ρσb
σ)
]

: ·Z(J)|J=0.
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The second factors in the insertion are just the linearized BRST-variations of hαβ , resp.
c̄σ. This suggests to introduce a corresponding BRST operator Q which generates these
transformations

QΓ ≡
ˆ

[

κ(∂µcν + ∂νcµ)
δ

δhµν
+ bρ

δ

δc̄ρ

]

Γ(2.45)

QZc ≡ −
ˆ

[

κ(∂µ
δZc
δjcν

+ ∂ν
δZc
δjcµ

)Jµν +
δZc
δjbρ

j c̄ρ

]

(2.46)

QZ ≡ −i
ˆ

[

Jµνκ(∂
µ δ

δjcν
+ ∂ν

δ

δjcµ
) + j c̄ρ

δ

δjbρ

]

Z,(2.47)

and to calculate the commutator [Q, : Σ :]Z|J=0. 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; z1, ..., zn) a field entry has been replaced by
the linearized BRST-transformation of it. Having established (2.36) one can continue
along the lines of [KO78], 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, (2.21) versus (2.22), shows that they differ
in their fall-off properties depending from the value of the gauge parameter α0. Since
Landau gauge α0 = 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 c0, c1, c2, c3, cR, λ. In the next subsection
we give a prescription, how to fix them by appropriate normalization conditions. Also
obvious is the gauge parameter α0. 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 hµν , cρ 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

ĥµν = z1(α0)h
µν ϕ̂ = tϕ(α0) ĉρ = y(α0)c

ρ(2.48)

K̂µν =
1

z1(α0)
Kµν Ŷ =

1

tϕ(α0)
L̂ρ =

1

y(α0)
Lρ,(2.49)

where we admitted a dependence on the gauge parameter because we would like to vary
it and detect in this way α0-dependence algebraically. Clearly, the values for z1, tϕ and
y have to be prescribed. It is also clear that with α0-independent values for z1, tϕ and
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y the ST-identity is maintained. In order to make changes of α0 visible we differentiate
(2.4) with respect to it, i.e.

(2.50)
∂

∂α0

Γ =
∂

∂α0

Γgf =

ˆ

(−1
2
)bµbνη

µν = s

ˆ

(−1
4
)(c̄µbν + c̄νbµ)η

µν .

We observe that this is an s-variation and thus, if we introduce a fermionic partner χ = sα0

and perform the change

(2.51) Γgf + Γφπ → Γgf + Γφπ +

ˆ

(−1
4
)χ(c̄µbν + c̄νbµ)η

µν .

we have

(2.52) S(Γ) + χ∂α0Γ = 0.

We carry over this extended BRST-transformation to Z

(2.53) ŜZ ≡ SZ + χ∂α0Z = 0,

with the implication

(2.54) ∂χ(ŜZ) = 0 ⇒ ∂αo
Z = −S∂χZ

showing that α0-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

ˆ

Lint

( δ

iδJ

)

}

Z0 Z0 = exp
{

ˆ

iJ〈ΦΦ〉iJ
}

one obtains

(2.56) ∂α0Z(J) = ∂α0Z0 · Z(J) =
(

∂α0

ˆ

iJ〈ΦΦ〉iJ
)

· Z.

(Here J stands for the sources of all propagating fields Φ.) Hence α0-dependence remains
purely at external lines, if one does not add α0-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 α0-dependence more systematically. Equations (2.52),
(2.53) and the analogous one for connected Green functions

(2.57) SZc + χ∂α0Zc = 0,

where α0 undergoes the change

(2.58) sα0 = χ sχ = 0

have to be solved. The rhs of (2.51) is solution of the extended gauge condition

(2.59)
δΓ

δbρ
= κ−1∂µhµρ − α0b

ν − 1

2
χc̄ρ.
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Acting with δ/δbρ on the ST (2.52) we find that the ghost equation of motion has changed
accordingly

(2.60) GρΓ ≡
(

κ−1∂µ
δ

δKµρ
+

δ

δc̄ρ

)

Γ =
1

2
χbρ

As in (2.30) and (2.32) we introduce Hµν = Kµν − 1
2κ
(∂µc̄ν + ∂ν c̄µ) and Γ̄ by

(2.61) Γ = Γ̄ +

ˆ

(

− 1

2
α0bµbνη

µν − 1

2κ
hµν(∂µbν + ∂νbν)−

1

4
χ(c̄µbν + c̄νbµ)η

µν
)

.

The extended ST reads in terms of Γ̄

(2.62) S(Γ) = B(Γ̄) = 0

with

(2.63) B(Γ̄) ≡
ˆ

( δΓ̄

δK

δΓ̄

δh
+
δΓ̄

δY

δΓ̄

δϕ
+
δΓ̄

δL

δΓ̄

δc
+ χ

∂Γ̄

∂α0

)

.

Γ̄ satisfies the homogeneous ghost equation of motion

(2.64) GΓ̄ = 0.

We now have to find the most general solution of ghost equation (2.60) and the new ST
(2.62). Due to dimension and φπ-charge neutrality Γ̄ can be decomposed as

(2.65) Γ̄ = ¯̄Γ(h, c,K, L, Y, α0) + χ

ˆ

(fK(α0)Kh + fY (α0)Y ϕ+ fL(α0)Lc)

With the choice of linear dependence from h, however, we certainly do not cover the most
general case: due to the vanishing dimension of hµν one could replace the linear factor hµν

by an arbitrary function Fµν(h) in Kµνh
µν . 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

0 = B(Γ̄) = B(¯̄Γ)|χ=0 + χ

ˆ

(−fHhµν
δ ¯̄Γ

δhµν
+ fHH

µν δ ¯̄Γ

δHµν
(2.66)

−fY ϕ
δ ¯̄Γ

δϕ
+ fY Y

δ ¯̄Γ

δY
+ fLc

δ ¯̄Γ

δc
− fLL

δ ¯̄Γ

δL
) + χ

∂ ¯̄Γ

∂α0
.(2.67)

At χ = 0 follows first

(2.68) B(¯̄Γ)|χ=0 = 0,

and then
ˆ

(

− fHhµν
δ ¯̄Γ

δhµν
+ fHH

µν δ ¯̄Γ

δHµν
− fY ϕ

δ ¯̄Γ

δϕ
+ fY Y

δ ¯̄Γ

δY
(2.69)

+fLc
δ ¯̄Γ

δc
− fLL

δ ¯̄Γ

δL

)

+
∂ ¯̄Γ

∂α0

= 0.(2.70)
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(2.68) corresponds to (2.28), hence we know that the general solution (of the linear case)
is given by

¯̄Γ = ĉ3κ
−2

ˆ √−gR(z1(α0)h) + ĉ1

ˆ √−gRµνRµν(z1(α0)h) + ĉ2

ˆ √−gR2(z1(α0)h)

+ĉR

ˆ

(−g)1/4 1
2
ϕ2(zϕ(α0))R(z1(α0)h)(2.71)

+ĉϕ

ˆ

(−g)1/41
2
gµν(DµϕDνϕ)(zϕ(α0)) + ĉλ

ˆ

(− λ
4!
ϕ4(zϕ(α0)))(2.72)

+ĉH

ˆ

(κHµν(
y(α0)

z1(α0)
(−∂µcν − ∂νcµ)− y(α0)(∂λc

µhλν − cλ∂λhµν + cλ∂λh
µν))(2.73)

+t(α0)Y (c
ρ∂ρϕ+

1

4
∂ρc

ρϕ)− κy(α0)Lρ∂
λcρ).

(2.71) inserted into (2.69) implies after some calculations that all ĉ are independent of α0,
whereas the functions fH,L satisfy the relations

(2.74) ∂α0z1 = fHz1 ∂α0y = −fLy ∂α0zϕ = fϕzϕ

All parameters ĉ can therefore be fixed by normalization conditions independent of α0.
Since we shall work in Landau gauge, α0 = 0, the functions fH , fL, fY will be independent
of α0, as well as z1, zϕ, y, 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

∂

∂p2
γ
(2)
TT|p2=0 = c3κ

−2 (coupling constant)(2.75)

∂

∂p2
∂

∂p2
γ
(2)
TT = −2c1 (coupling constant)(2.76)

∂

∂p2
∂

∂p2
γ
(0)
TT = 2(3c2 + c1) (coupling constant)(2.77)

Γhµν = −ηµνc0 .
= 0 (coupling constant)(2.78)

∂2

∂pρ∂pσ
Γϕϕhµν =

cR
2
(δµρ δ

ν
σ + δµσδ

ν
ρ ) (coupling constant)(2.79)

Γϕϕϕϕ = −λ (coupling constant)(2.80)

∂

∂pσ
ΓKµνcρ = −iκ(ηµσδνρ + ηνσδµρ − ηµνδσρ ) (amplitude of h and K)(2.81)

∂

∂pλ
ΓLρcσcτ = −iκ(δρσηλτ − δρτηλσ) (amplitude of c and L)(2.82)

∂

∂pλ
ΓY cρϕ = −iδρλ (amplitude of ϕ and Y)(2.83)
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Imposing the b-equation of motion (2.29) fixes α0 and the b-amplitude. It is worth men-

tioning that the c3-contribution to γ
(0)
TT is an implication of the invariance under s1h, 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 hµν 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

(3.1) (1− τγ) = (1− tρ(γ)−1
pγ(sγ−1))(1− t

δ(γ)
pγsγ).

Here tdx1...xn denotes the Taylor series about xi = 0 to order d if d ≥ 0 or 0 if d <
0. γ denotes a 1PI diagram, pγ refers to its external momenta, and sγ to an auxiliary
subtraction variable to be introduced. ρ(γ) and δ(γ) are the infrared and ultraviolet
subtraction degrees of γ, 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− τγ) = (1− tδ(γ)pγ ) for ρ(γ) = δ(γ) + 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 M2(s− 1)2 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)
1

2

ˆ

M2(s− 1)2ϕ2.

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 Γhh to propagators Ghh such that the Lagrange
multiplier field bρ remains non-propagating. But its propagation would prevent its use in
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the quartet formalism of [KO78]. A glance at the propagators (2.21) and the coefficients

γ
(r)
KL, (2.17) suggests to replace the overall factor p2 in the γ’s by

(3.4) p2 −m2 ≡ p2 −M2(s− 1)2.

Herem2 denotes the auxiliary mass contribution. This Push in p2 still maintains restricted
invariance, i.e. under s0h, (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 p2 = 0 is shifted, as desired
to a pole at p2 = m2. It affects not only the invariant parts, but also the gauge fixing
dependent propagators 〈bh〉 and 〈c̄c〉. This can be seen when performing Push in Γ and
having a look at the inversion equations. The γ’s (2.17) then read

γ
(2)
TT = −(p2 −m2)(c1p

2 − c3κ−2)(3.5)

γ
(0)
TT = (p2 −m2)((3c2 + c1)p

2 − 2c3κ
−2)(3.6)

γ
(1)
SS = γ

(0)
WW = γ

(0)
TW = γ

(0)
WT = 0.(3.7)

In the inversion equations one has products of γ
(r)
KL with its direct counterpart 〈hh〉(r)KL,

such that this change is not a change there.
For gauge fixing terms we find the effect of Push as follows

ΓhbµνρG
bh =

i

2κ
(ηρµpν + ηρνpµ)

κ

p2
(pµθνρ + pνθµρ + pρωµν) (local)(3.8)

=
i

2κ
(ηρµpν + ηρνpµ)

p2

p2
κ

p2
(pµθνρ + pνθµρ + pρωµν) (local)(3.9)

Push→ i

2κ
(ηρµpν + ηρνpµ)

p2 −m2

p2
κ

p2 −m2
(θρµpν + θρνpµ + pρωµν)(3.10)

⇒ Γ(m2)hbµνρ =
−im2

2κp2
(ηρµpν + ηρνpµ) (non− local),(3.11)

⇒ Gbh
ρµν =

κ

p2 −m2
(pµθρν + pνθρµ + pρωµν) (massive propagator)(3.12)

i.e. there appears an additional term in Γhb and the 〈bh〉-propagator becomes massive
(with the auxiliary mass). In x-space complete gauge fixing term reads

Γgf = − 1

2κ

ˆ

dxdy hµν(x)(∂µbν + ∂νbµ)(y)
{

δ(x− y) + m2

(x− y)2
}

− α0

2

ˆ

ηµνbµbν

= − 1

2κ

ˆ

dxdy hµν(x)(∂µbν + ∂νbµ)(y)
{

( �

4π2
+m2

) 1

(x− y)2
}

− α0

2

ˆ

ηµνbµbν .(3.13)
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A suitable Faddeev-Popov (FP) term is then

Γφπ = −1
2

ˆ

dxdy Dµν
ρ c

ρ(x)(∂µc̄ν + ∂ν c̄µ)(y){δ(x− y) +
m2

(x− y)2}

= −1
2

ˆ

dxdy Dµν
ρ c

ρ(x)(∂µc̄ν + ∂ν c̄µ)(y){
( �

4π2
+m2

) 1

(x− y)2},(3.14)

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 s0h 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 ε,
introduced as

p2 → p2 + iǫ(p2 +M2(s− 1)2) ,(3.15)

guarantees absolute convergence, hence no serious problem will arise once we have reliable
power counting and appropriate correct subtractions. In the limit ǫ→ 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 m2-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

(3.16)

ˆ √−gc3κ−2R→
ˆ √−g(c30κ−2 + c31κ

−1m+ c32
1

2
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 δ = ρ = 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, α0 = 0, the only non-
vanishing propagators are the following one’s:

〈hh〉(2)TT =
i

(p2 −m2)c1(p2 − c3κ−2

c1
)

(3.17)

〈hh〉(0)TT =
i

(p2 −m2)(3c2 + c1)(p2 − 2c3κ−2

(3c2+c1)
)

(3.18)

〈bρhµν〉 =
1

p2 −m2
(pµθνρ + pνθµρ + pρωµν)(3.19)

〈c̄ρcσ〉 = −i
(

θρσ +
1

2
ωρσ

) 1

p2 −m2
(3.20)

〈ϕϕ〉 =
i

p2 −m2
(3.21)

In addition to m = M(s − 1) one needs also Zimmermann’s ε-prescription (3.15). 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 (3.16) 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 degp,s gives the asymptotic power for p and s tending to
infinity; the lower degree deg

p,(s−1)
gives the asymptotic power for p and s− 1 tending to

zero. For propagators they read

degp,s(〈hh〉(2)TT ) = −4 deg
p,s−1

(〈hh〉(2)TT ) = −2(3.22)

degp,s(〈hh〉(0)TT ) = −4 deg
p,s−1

(〈hh〉(0)TT ) = −2(3.23)

degp,s(〈c̄c〉) = deg
p,s−1

(〈c̄c〉) = −2(3.24)

degp,s(〈ϕϕ〉) = deg
p,s−1

(〈ϕϕ〉) = −2.(3.25)

As shorthand we write also deg ≡ DL and deg ≡ DL. The degrees of the vertices thus
have the values

DV (c1) = DV (c2) = 4, DV (c3) = DV (φπ) = DV (kin) = DV (cR) = 2, DV ϕ = 0(3.26)

DV (c1) = DV (c2) = 4, DV (c3) = DV (φπ) = DV (kin) = DV (cR) = 2, DV ϕ = 0(3.27)

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

(3.28) V (cR) =
cR
2

ˆ

(−g)1/4ϕ2R V (kin) =
1

2

ˆ

(−g)1/4gµνDµϕDνϕ V (ϕ) = − λ
4!

ˆ

ϕ4
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Let us now consider a one-particle-irreducible (1PI) diagram γ with m loops, Iab internal
lines, a, b = h, c, c̄, and V vertices of type V ∈ {c1, c2, c3, φπ, cR, kin, ϕ} or insertions Qi

as well as N amputated external lines. In the subsequent considerations a more detailed
notation is useful: Na are of type Φa, nai are of type a and are attached to the ith vertex.
Then with Qi

(3.29) Qi(x) = (
∂

∂x
)|µi|

∏

a

(Φcaia (x)),

we first find for the UV- and IR-degrees of γ

d(γ) = 4m(γ) +
∑

V ∈γ

DV +
∑

L∈γ

DL

(3.30)

= 4m(γ) + 4V (c1,c2) + 2(V (c3) + V (φπ) + V (cR) + V (kin))− 4Ihh − 2(Icc̄ + Iϕϕ),(3.31)

r(γ) = 4m(γ) +
∑

V ∈γ

DV +
∑

L∈γ

DL

(3.32)

= 4m(γ) + 4V (c1,c2) + 2(V (c3) + V (φπ) + V (cR) + V (kin))− 2(Ihh + Ic̄c + Iϕϕ).(3.33)

The topological relations

m = I − V + 1(3.34)

Na =
∑

i

nai 2Iaa =
∑

i

(cai − nai) =
∑

i

cai −Na(3.35)

permit to rewrite these degrees as

d(γ) = 4 +
∑

V ∈γ

(DV − 4) +
∑

L∈γ

(DL + 4)(3.36)

d(γ) = 4− (Nc +Nc̄)− 2V (c3) −Nϕ(3.37)

r(γ) = 4 +
∑

V ∈γ

(DV − 4) +
∑

L∈γ

(DL + 4)(3.38)

r(γ) = 4− 2V (c3) + 2Ihh − (Nc +Nc̄ +Nϕ).(3.39)

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) δ(γ) = 4−Nϕ ρ(γ) = 4−Nϕ,

i.e. make explicit the dependence on the number of external legs Nϕ, 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 −NV − 3/2Nψ in the rhs of (3.40). 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) δ(γ) = d(γ) + b(γ) and ρ(γ) = r(γ)− c(γ)

with b(γ) and c(γ) being non-negative integers. b(γ) ≥ 0 is obviously satisfied, but for

(3.41) c(γ) = r(γ)− ρ(γ) = −2V c3 + Ihh −Nc

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

2Ihh =
∑

i∈γ

(ch,i − nh,i) =
∑

i∈γ

(ch,i)−Nh i ∈ {V (c1), V (c2), V (c3), V (φπ), V (cR), V (kin), V (ϕ)}
(3.42)

2Icc̄ =
∑

i∈φπ

(cc,i − nc,i) =
∑

i∈φπ

cc,i −Nc

(3.43)

2Iϕϕ =
∑

i=cR,k,ϕ

(cϕ,i − nϕ,i) =
∑

i=cR,k,ϕ

(cϕ,i −Nϕ).

(3.44)

We find

c(γ) =
∑

i∈c1,c2

(ch,i − nh,i) +
∑

i∈c3

(ch,i − nh,i − 2) +
∑

i∈φπ

(cc̃,i − nc̃,i − 2) +
∑

i∈φπ

(1− nh,φπ)
(3.45)

+
∑

i∈V (cR)

(ch,V (cR) − nh,V (cR)) +
∑

i∈V (kin)

(ch,V (kin) − nh,V (kin)) +
∑

i∈V (ϕ)

(ch,V (ϕ) − nh,V (ϕ))

(3.46)

If the vertex i in question is not present in γ, the respective brackets just vanish. If this
vertex is present in γ, then (first line) (ch,i − nh,i) ≥ 2 and (ch,i − nh,i − 2) ≥ 0 – both
for 1PI γ. Since cc̃,φπ = 2 the third bracket combines with the fourth such that their sum
is ≥ 0 – again for 1PI γ – we find two cases: either nh,i0 = 1 at vertex i0 s.t. nc̃,i0 = 0
(otherwise γ is not 1PI) or nh,i0 = 0 at vertex i0 s.t. +1 from here and from nc̃,i0 at most
1, i.e. −1 in the sum (otherwise γ 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 (C1) are valid.

The next requirements refer to reduced diagrams Λ̄ = Λ/λ1, ...λn, which are obtained
from Λ by contracting mutually disjoint, non-trivial 1PI subdiagrams λi to points (reduced
vertices) V (λi) assigning (for the sake of power counting) the unit polynomial of momenta
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to each V (λi). For 1PI γ one has the relations

d(γ) = d(γ/λ1...λn) +
n

∑

i=1

d(λi)(3.47)

r(γ) = r(γ/λ1...λn) +
n

∑

i=1

r(λi).(3.48)

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

δ(γ) ≥ d(γ/λ1...λn) +
n

∑

i=1

δ(λi)(C2)

ρ(γ) ≤ r(γ/λ1...λn) +
n

∑

i=1

ρ(λi)(C3)

ρ(γ) ≤ δ(γ) + 1(C4)

for arbitrary reduced 1PI subdiagrams γ/{λi} of Γ. In order to verify (C2) one just inserts
the values for the respective degrees.

δ(γ) = 4−Nϕ(γ)(3.49)

δ(γi) = 4−Nϕ(γi)(3.50)

d(γ) = 4− 2V (c3)(γ)− (Nc̄ +Nc)(γ)−Nϕ(γ)(3.51)

d(γi) = 4− 2V (c3)(γi)− (Nc̄ +Nc)(γi)−Nϕ(γi)(3.52)

d(γ̄) = 4− 2V (c3)(γ̄)− (Nc̄ +Nc)(γ̄)−Nϕ(γ̄)− 4n(3.53)

d(γ̄) +
∑

i

δ(γi) = 4− 2V (c3)(γ̄)− (Nc̄ +Nc)(γ̄)−Nϕ(γ̄)(3.54)

δ(γ) = 4−Nϕ(γ) ≥ 4− 2V (c3)(γ̄)− (Nc̄ +Nc)(γ̄)−Nϕ(γ̄)(3.55)

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 Nϕ(γ) = Nϕ(γ̄).
(C4) is satisfied by definition of ρ, δ.

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 ε → 0 Lorentz covariance is also satisfied. An
important improvement concerning Lorentz covariance has been provided by [CL]. If one
introduces Zimmermann’s ε via a change of metric ηµν → diag(1,−(1−iε),−(1−iε),−(1−
iε)) in additon to multiplying each mass-square by (1−iε) then Lorentz covariance already
holds for the rhs of ZI’s before establishing the ε→ 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

D(V (−)) =

{

3 for V (−) ≃
´

c ∂∂∂ h · · ·h
5 for V (−) ≃

´

c ∂∂∂∂∂ h · · ·h D(V (−)) = D(V (−)),(3.56)

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

D(V (−)) =

{

5 for V (−) ≃
´

c ∂∂∂ φφ h · · ·h
5 for V (−) ≃

´

c ∂ φφφφ h · · ·h D(V (−)) = D(V (−)),(3.57)

The UV- and IR-degrees become resp.

d(γ) = 4m(γ) +
∑

V ∈γ

DV +
∑

L∈γ

DL +DV (−)(3.58)

r(γ) = 4m(γ) +
∑

V ∈γ

DV +
∑

L∈γ

DL +DV (−).(3.59)

With (3.34) this results into (V (−) ∈ γ)
d(γ) = 4 +

∑

V ∈γ

(DV − 4) +
∑

L∈γ

(DL + 4)(3.60)

= 4− (Nc̄ +Nc)−Nϕ − 2V (c3) + (DV (−) − 4)(3.61)

r(γ) = 4 +
∑

V ∈γ

(DV − 4) +
∑

L∈γ

(DL + 4)(3.62)

= 4−Nϕ − 2V (c3) − 2V (φπ) + (DV (−) − 4) + 2Ihh + 2Icc̄(3.63)

As subtractions degrees we define

δ(γ) = d(γ)−Nϕ +

{

0 if V (−) /∈ γ
1 if V (−) ∈ γ(3.64)

ρ(γ) = r(γ)−Nϕ +

{

0 if V (−) /∈ γ
1 if V (−) ∈ γ.(3.65)

(3.66) i.e. ρ(γ) = δ(γ)

The line balances read now

2Ihh =
∑

i∈γ

(ch,i − nh,i)(3.67)

=
∑

i∈γ

ch,i −Nh i ∈ {(c1), (c2), (c3), (φπ), (cR), (kin), (ϕ), (−)}(3.68)

2Icc̄ =
∑

i∈γ

(cc,i − nc,i) =
∑

i∈γ

cc,i −Nc i ∈ {(φπ), (−)}(3.69)

2Iϕϕ =
∑

i∈γ

(cϕ,ci − nϕ,i) =
∑

i∈γ

cϕ,i −Nϕ i ∈ {(cR), (kin), (ϕ), (−)}(3.70)
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We just added the vertex V (−) to the original line balances (3.42).
In order to verify (C1) we have to show that b(γ) = δ(γ)− d(γ) ≥ 0.

b(γ) = 5−Nϕ − d(γ)(3.71)

= 5− 4 + 2(V (c3) + V (φπ))− (D
V (−)

− 4)− 2Icc̄(3.72)

= 1 + 2V (c3) − 1 +
∑

i∈φπ

nc̃,φπ − (1− nc,V (−))(3.73)

= 2V (c3) +
∑

i∈φπ

nc̃,φπ − (1− nc,V (−)).(3.74)

In the transition from first to second line the ϕ-line contributions cancel and we have used
the line balance for Icc̄ (3.42)and chosen the more dangerous caseDV (−) = 5. If nc,V (−) = 0,
there must a +1 coming from the φπ-sum, because the FP-charge is conserved. This is
true for the V (−)-vertices depending on field ϕ as well. Hence the inequality holds.

The control of

c(γ) =r(γ)− ρ(γ)
(3.75)

=4− 2(V (c3) + V (φπ) + V (cR) + V (kin))− 4V (ϕ) + 2(Ihh + Icc̄ + Iϕϕ) + (D(V (−))− 4)− 5

(3.76)

=− 2V (c3) − 2V (φπ) + 2Ihh + 2Icc̄ + (D(V (−))− 4)− 1

(3.77)

=− 2V (c3))− 2V (φπ)) + 2Ihh + 2Icc̄ +

{

−1 for DV (−) = 3
+1 for DV (−) = 5

≥ 0.

(3.78)

is similar. In the difference r(γ)−ρ(γ) the contribution from ϕ-lines drops out. The effect
of the ϕ-contributions to V (−)-vertices is taken along by their D-value. The continuity of
cc̄-lines is maintained. Hence one falls entirely back to the analysis of the pure EH-model,
with the same result, that indeed c(γ) is non-negative.

When checking (C2) and (C3) we encounter the same situation: the ϕ-lines and their
contributions just go through the estimates since Nϕ(γ) = Nϕ(γ̄) 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 cc̄-lines which is relevant and not the specific form of
the vertices V (−) depending on ϕ.
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
ρ(γ) = δ(γ) + 1 can not be used: The subtractions must be performed with the above
indicated degreees δ(γ), ρ(γ).
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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, (2.28), supplemented however by
the m2-dependent gauge fixing, (3.13), and Faddeev-Popov-terms, (3.14), i.e.

(3.79) S(Γ) ≡
ˆ

( δΓ

δK

δΓ

δh
+
δΓ

δL

δΓ

δc
+
δΓ

δY

δΓ

δc
+ b

δΓ

δc̄

)

= 0

Γgf = − 1

2κ

ˆ

dxdy hµν(x)(∂µbν + ∂νbµ)(y)
{

( �

4π2
+m2

) 1

(x− y)2
}

(3.80)

−
ˆ

α0

2
ηµνbµbν(3.81)

Γφπ = −1
2

ˆ

dxdy shµν(x)(∂µc̄ν + ∂ν c̄µ)(y)
{

( �

4π2
+m2

) 1

(x− y)2
}

.(3.82)

The b, c̄-field equations of motion take now the form

δΓ

δbρ
= κ−1

ˆ

dy ∂µhµρ(y)
{

( �

4π2
+m2

) 1

(x− y)2
}

− α0bρ(3.83)

δΓ

δc̄ρ(x)
= −

ˆ

dy κ−1∂λ
δΓ

δKλρ(y)

{

( �

4π2
+m2

) 1

(x− y)2
}

.(3.84)

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

(3.85) Γ = Γgf + Γ̄.

(2.31) is changed into

(3.86) κ−1

ˆ

dy ∂λ
δΓ̄

δKµλ(y)

{

( �

4π2
+m2

) 1

(x− y)2
}

+
δΓ̄

δc̄µ
= 0,

whereas (2.32) becomes

(3.87) Hµν(x) = Kµν(x) +
1

2

ˆ

dy (∂µc̄ν + ∂ν c̄µ)(y)
{

( �

4π2
+m2

) 1

(x− y)2
}

.

The relations (2.33) are unchanged:

S(Γ) =
1

2
BΓ̄Γ̄ = 0(3.88)

BΓ̄ ≡
ˆ

( δΓ̄

δH

δ

δh
+
δΓ̄

δh

δ

δH
+
δΓ̄

δY

δ

δϕ
+
δΓ̄

δϕ

δ

δY
+
δΓ̄

δL

δ

δc
+
δΓ̄

δc

δ

δL

)

.(3.89)

In the BPHZL renormalization scheme the starting point for establishing equations like
the above one’s to all orders is a Γeff with which one calculates accordingly subtracted
Feynman diagrams. Here we choose

(3.90) Γeff = Γclass
inv + Γgf + Γφπ + Γe.f. + Γct.

In addition to (2.1),(2.4),(3.80), and (3.82) one has to take into account the changes
caused by the auxiliary mass term (3.4) in (3.5) and (3.6). Γct will collect counterterms
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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 δ = ρ = 4.

Starting from Z, the generating functional for general Green functions, and from the
definition of S in (2.35) we postulate

(3.91) SZ = 0.

Then the action principle yields

(3.92) SZ = ∆Z · Z = ∆Z +O(~∆Z),

where ∆Z ≡ [∆Z ]
5
5 is an integrated insertion with Qφπ(∆Z) = +1. Again, by invoking the

action principle one can realize the b-field equation of motion (3.83), with (3.86), now on
the renormalized level, as a consequence of (3.79). This admits (3.88) as a postulate and
results into

S(Γ) = ∆ · Γ(3.93)

1

2
BΓ̄Γ̄ = ∆ +O(~∆).(3.94)

Here ∆ ≡ [∆]55 with Qφπ(∆) = +1 does not dependent on b and c̄. These relations admit
a cohomological treatment, since

(3.95) BΓ̄BΓ̄Γ̄ = 0, BΓ̄BΓ̄ = 0,

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

(3.96) b∆ = 0 for b ≡ BΓ̄class
with b

2 = 0

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

(3.97) ∆ =

ˆ

(Kµν∆
µν(h, c) + Lρ∆

ρ(h, c) + Y∆ϕ(ϕ, h, c)) + Λ(h, ϕ, c).

All terms are insertions compatible with [...]55 and Qφπ = +1. (Recall that Qφπ(K) =
Qφπ(Y ) = −1, Qφπ(L) = −2.) In [BBHa,BBHb] it is shown, that all these contributions
eventually are b-variations. This is true even for the Λ-term. This means that also in the
present case no anomalies arise, the solution reads:

(3.98) ∆ = b∆̂

with a ∆̂ which can be absorbed into Γeff . 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 c1 and c2 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

∂

∂p2
γ
(2)

TT |p=0
s=1

= c3κ
−2(3.99)

∂

∂p2
∂

∂p2
γ
(2)

TT |p
2=−µ2

s=1

= −2c1(3.100)

∂

∂p2
∂

∂p2
γ
(0)

TT |p
2=−µ2

s=1

= 2(3c2 + c1)(3.101)

Γhµν = −ηµνc0 = 0(3.102)

∂2

∂pρ∂pσ
Γ
ϕϕhµν |p=psym(−µ2)

s=1

=
c

2
(δµρ δ

ν
σ + δµσδ

ν
ρ)(3.103)

Γ
ϕϕϕϕ|p=psym(−µ2)

s=1

= −λ(3.104)

∂

∂pσ
Γ
Kµνcρ|p

2=−µ2

s=1

= −iκ(ηµσδνρ + ηνσδµρ − ηµνδσρ )(3.105)

∂

∂pλ
Γ
Y ϕcρ|p=psym(−µ2)

s=1

= −iδρλ(3.106)

∂

∂pλ
Γ
Lρcσcτ |p=psym(−µ2)

s=1

= −iκ(δρσηλτ − δρτηλσ).(3.107)

Imposing the b-equation of motion (2.29) still fixes α0 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

(4.1) W aΓ ≡
ˆ

δaφ
δΓ

δφ
= 0

and λ is a parameter of the theory (e.g. coupling, mass, normalization parameter) of which
the WI-operator W a does not depend. Then λ∂λ commutes with W a, i.e.

(4.2) [λ∂λ,W
a] = 0.

Then the action principle tells us that

(4.3) λ∂λΓ = ∆λ · Γ.
Applying W a to (4.3) and using (4.2) we find

(4.4) W a(∆λ · Γ) = W a∆λ +O(~∆) = 0,

which expresses the invariance of ∆λ under the symmetry transformation W a: λ∂λ and
∆λ are called symmetric with respect to the symmetry W a.

For the Γ-non-linear BRST-symmetry one has to proceed slightly differently. We shall
call an insertion ∆ BRST-symmetric if to first order in ǫ

S(Γǫ) = O(ǫ2)(4.5)

for Γǫ = Γ + ǫ∆ · Γ with S(Γ) = 0.(4.6)

If ∆ is generated by a differential operator (4.3), this differential operator will be called
BRST-symmetric. Writing (4.5) explicitly we have

(4.7) S(Γ) + ǫSΓ∆ · Γ = O(ǫ2)

(4.8) SΓ ≡
ˆ

(

δΓ

δK

δ

δh
+
δΓ

δh

δ

δK
+
δΓ

δL

δ

δc
+
δΓ

δc

δ

δL
+
δΓ

δY

δ

δϕ
+
δΓ

δϕ

δ

δY
+ b

δ

δc̄

)

+ χ
∂

δα0
,

i.e. the symmetry condition reads

(4.9) SΓ∆ · Γ = 0.

A comment is in order. Although later we shall exclusively work in Landau gauge, we
carry here the gauge parameter α0 along as preparation for the general solution with
arbitrarily many parameters znk. This facilitates the formulation of the general version.
Actually relevant at the end are only the formulae with α0 = χ = 0. The explicit form
of SΓ precisely defines how to perform the variation of the fields. 1 The operator SΓ is
helpful for rewriting the gauge fixing and φπ-contributions to the action (3.80):
(4.10)

Γgf+Γφπ = SΓ
(

− 1

2κ

ˆ

hµν(x)(∂µc̄ν + ∂ν c̄µ)(y)
{

( �

4π2
+m2

) 1

(x− y)2
}

−
ˆ

α0

2
ηµν c̄µbν

)

.

(Note: the last term creates a contribution which has not been taken into account in
(3.80), however in (2.50).) When going over to Z, the generating functional for the general

1This formula shows that it is not the demand “linearity in Γ” 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 φπ-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
δ/δb on (4.5):
(4.11)

G∆ · Γ = SΓ
δ∆ · Γ
δb

, Gρ ≡ δ

δc̄ρ(x)
+ κ−1

ˆ

dy ∂λ
δΓ̄

δKρλ(y)

{

( �

4π2
+m2

) 1

(x− y)2
}

.

For b-independent insertions ∆ one must ensure the homogeneous ghost equation

(4.12) G∆ · Γ = 0.

Using the gauge condition

(4.13)
δΓ

δbρ
= −α0η

ρλbρ + κ−1

ˆ

dy ∂µh
µρ(y)

{

( �

4π2
+m2

) 1

(x− y)2
}

,

one can reduce (4.11) to

(4.14) BΓ̄∆ · Γ = 0.

In the tree approximation we have called this operator b.
Our next task is to construct a basis for all symmetric insertions of dimension 4, φπ-

charge 0, and independent of bρ – first in the tree approximation and then to all orders.
A systematic way to find them is to solve the cohomology problem

(4.15) b∆ = 0

for ∆ satisfying

δ∆

δb
= 0, G∆ = 0(4.16)

dim(∆) = 4, Qφπ(∆) = 0.(4.17)

Here b = BΓ̄class
, hence

b = s on all elementary fields(4.18)

bHµν =
δΓ̄cl

δhµν
=
δΓclass

inv

δhµν
− κ(Hλµ∂νc

λ +Hλν∂µc
λ + ∂λ(Hµνc

λ))(4.19)

bY =
δΓ̄cl

δϕ
=
δΓclass

inv

δϕ
− ∂λY cλ −

3

4
Y ∂λc

λ(4.20)

bLρ =
δΓ̄cl

δcρ
= κ(2∂λHλρ + 2∂λ′(Hρλh

λ′λ +Hλ′λ∂ρh
λλ′))(4.21)

−κ(Lλ∂ρcλ + ∂λ(Lρc
λ))(4.22)

+Y ∂ρϕ−
1

4
∂ρ(Y ϕ).(4.23)

In order to proceed we first separate the α0-dependence

(4.24) ∆ = χ0∆− +∆0.
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We now define

(4.25) b̄ =

{

b on h, c,H, L, Y
0 on α0

and note that

(4.26) ∂α0(bψ) = 0 for ψ = h, c,H, L, Y

with b̄
2=0, since Γ̄cl is independent of α0. (4.15) implies

(4.27) b̄∆− − ∂α0∆0 = 0 b̄∆0 = 0,

hence

(4.28) ∆ = b∆̂− + ∆̂0.

Here ∆̂0 is α0-independent and b̄-invariant. Since c̄ does not occur, a negative φπ-charge
can only be generated by external fields, hence

(4.29) ∆̂− =

ˆ

(fH(α0)Hµνh
µν + fY (α0)Y ϕ+ fL(α0)Lρc

ρ)

which is the precise analogue of (4.19) in [PS23], is certainly a solution. However in the
present case the field hµν has canonical dimension zero, whereas its counterpart in Yang-
Mills theory, the vector field Aµ has dimension one. So every function Fµν(h) is also a
solution. For the time being we continue with (4.29) and refer for the discussion of the
general solution to papI.
It is worth solving the subproblem

(4.30) ∂α0∆̂0 = 0 b̄∆̂0 = 0

explicitly. We start listing the contributions to ∆̂0 ordered by their external field depen-
dence, i.e.

(4.31) ∆̂0 = fY (0)

ˆ

Y cλϕ+ · · · (indep. of Y),

where fY (0) is an arbitrary number independent of α0. With (4.23) this can be rewritten
as

(4.32) ∆̂0 = fY (0)b̄(

ˆ

Y ϕ) + · · · (indep. of Y)

or as

(4.33) ∆̂0 = b

ˆ

(fY (0))Y ϕ) + · · · (indep. of Y)

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

(4.34) ∆̂0 = −fL(0)κ
ˆ

Lρc
λ∂λc

ρ + · · · (indep. of L),
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where fL(0) is an arbitrary number independent of α0. With (4.22) this term can be
rewritten as

(4.35) ∆̂0 = fL(0)b̄(

ˆ

Lρc
ρ) + · · · (indep. of L)

(4.36) ∆̂0 = b

ˆ

(fL(0)Lρc
ρ) + · · · (indep. of L).

We next make explicit the H-dependence

(4.37) ∆̂0 = b

ˆ

(fL(0)Lρc
ρ) +

ˆ

HµνF
µν
(+)(h, c) + · · · (L,H)− indep.

The postulate (4.30) reads

0 = b̄∆̂0 =

ˆ

(δΓ̄cl

δh
F (+) −H b̄F (+)

)

+ (L,H)− indep.(4.38)

=: −
ˆ

HCF (+) + (L,H)− indep.(4.39)

and defines a transformation C as the coefficient of H in (4.37):

(4.40) CF(+) = b̄F (+) + κ(∂λc
µF νλ

(+) + ∂λc
νF µλ

(+) − cλ∂λF
µν
(+)).

This transformation is nilpotent and satisfies, due to (4.38),

(4.41) CF(+) = 0

One solution is

(4.42) F µν
(+) = C(fH(0)hµν).

Since

(4.43) C(hµν) = κ(−∂µcν − ∂νcµ),

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

(4.44) b̄

ˆ

fH(0)Hµνh
µν =

ˆ

HµνC(fH(0)hµν),

i.e. the H-dependent part in ∆̂0 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 papI.

The remaining contributions to ∆̂0 depend only on h and must not depend on α0.
The only invariants are those terms appearing in Γclass

inv which come with the couplings:
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c1, c2, c3κ
−2, cR, λ. They are not variations, but constitute obstruction terms to the b̄-

cohomology. Altogether we thus have

∆0 = b

ˆ

(

fY (0)Y ϕ+ fL(0)Lρc
ρ + fH(0)Hµνh

µν
)

(4.45)

+

ˆ

{(√−g(ĉ3κ−2R + ĉ1R
µνRµν + ĉ2R

2)) + (−g)1/4 ĉR
2
ϕ2R− λ

4!
ϕ4}(4.46)

(The factors ĉ are independent of α0.) In tree approximation we end up with eight
invariant insertions of dimension 4 and φπ-charge 0, which are independent of bρ and
satisfy the ghost equation:

∆′
Y = b

(

fY (α0)

ˆ

Y ϕ

)

(4.47)

∆′
L = b

(

fL(α0)

ˆ

Lρc
ρ

)

(4.48)

∆′
H = b

(

fH(α0)

ˆ

Hµνh
µν

)

(4.49)

∆c3 = c3κ
−2

ˆ √−gκ−2R ∆c1 = c1

ˆ √−gRµνRµν ∆c2 = c2

ˆ √−gR2(4.50)

∆R =
cR
2

ˆ

(−g)1/4ϕ2R ∆ϕ =
λ

4!

ˆ

ϕ4(4.51)

(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:

(4.52) ∆ci := ci
∂

∂ci
Γ (i = 1, 2, 3, R, λ no sum),

however it is clear that the (s− 1)-dependent normal products c31[κ
−1m
´ √−gR ]44 and

c321/2[m
2
´ √−gR ]44 also belong to the basis in higher orders and make part of Γeff . Hence

we define them also as invariant by the respective derivation with respect to their coupling

(4.53) ∆c31 := c31
∂

∂c31
Γ ∆c32 := c32

∂

∂c32
Γ.

Accordingly we change the notation c3 → c30. The other terms we also try to represent
as symmetric differential operators acting on Γ.
We rewrite ∆′

L:

∆′
L = b

(

fL(α0)(α0)

ˆ

Lρc
ρ

)

= χf ′
L

ˆ

Lc + fL

ˆ

(

δΓ̄cl

δc
+ L

δΓ̄cl

δL

)

(4.54)

= χf ′
L

ˆ

Lc + fL

ˆ

(

−cδΓ̄cl

δc
+ L

δΓ̄cl

δL

)

(4.55)

= −fLNLΓcl + χf ′
L

ˆ

Lc,(4.56)
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where N denote a leg-counting operator. This suggests defining ∆L to all orders by

∆L · Γ = fL(α0)NLΓ− χ0f
′
L

ˆ

Lc,(4.57)

NL ≡
ˆ

(

c
δ

δc
− L δ

δL

)

= Nc −NL.(4.58)

It is to be noted that the χ-dependent term in (4.57) is well defined since L is an external
field, hence the expression is linear in the quantized field (c). ∆L does obviously not
depend on bρ, it satisfies the ghost equation and it fulfills (4.14), since it can be written
as

(4.59) ∆L · Γ = −BΓ̄
(

fL

ˆ

Lc

)

,

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

∆Y · Γ =BΓ̄
(

fY (α0)

ˆ

Y ϕ

)

= fY (α0)NY Γ− χ0f
′
Y

ˆ

Y c(4.60)

NY ≡
ˆ

(

ϕ
δ

δϕ
− Y δ

δY

)

= Nϕ −NY(4.61)

Finally we have to extend ∆′
H . We first rewrite it in the form

(4.62) ∆′
H = b

(

fH(α0)

ˆ

Hµνh
µν

)

= fHNH Γ̄cl − fHNHΓcl + χf ′
H

ˆ

Hµνh
µν .

Next we go over to Γcl in the variables K and c̄:

∆′
H = fH(Nh −NK −Nb −Nc̄ + 2α0∂α0 + 2χ∂χ)Γcl(4.63)

+χf ′
H

(

ˆ

(

Kh− c̄ δΓcl

δb

)

+ 2α0
∂

∂χ
Γcl

)

.(4.64)

This suggests as definition of ∆H to all orders

∆H · Γ :=fHNKΓ(4.65)

+ χf ′
H

(

ˆ

(

Kh− c̄ δΓcl

δb

)

+ 2α0
∂

∂χ
Γ
)

,(4.66)

NK ≡Nh −NK −Nb −Nc̄ + 2α0∂α0 + 2χ∂χ(4.67)

Or else

(4.68) ∆H · Γ := SΓ
(

fH(α0)
(

ˆ

(

Kh− c̄ δΓ
δb

)

+ 2α0
∂Γ

∂χ

))

In view of

(4.69) SΓSΓ = 0
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for all Γ with S(Γ) = 0, ∆H is BRST symmetric once we have verified that it is indepen-
dent of bρ and satisfies the ghost equation.

(4.70)
δ

δb
(∆H · Γ) = 0

is readily checked in the form (4.65).

(4.71) G(∆H · Γ) = 0

is best checked in the form (4.68) by observing that

(4.72) G
(

ˆ

(

Kh− c̄ δΓ
δb

)

+ 2α0
∂Γ

∂χ

)

= 0,

and

(4.73) {G,SΓ} = 0

(this latter property being due to GΓ = −1/2χb).
To summarize in compact notation we denote the above symmetric differential operators

by

(4.74) ∇i ∈ {c1∂c1, c2∂c2, c30∂c30 , c31∂c31 , c32∂c32 , cR∂cR, λ∂λ,NH ,NL,NY }
and have with (4.52),(4.53), (4.57), (4.60) and (4.65) defined a basis of symmetric inser-
tions to all orders by

(4.75) ∇iΓ
.
= ∆i · Γ.

In parentheses we note that the kinetic term of the scalar field ϕ does not explicitly appear
in this basis. It is taken care of via NY and the respective normalization condition for
Y cϕ.
The fact that symmetric differential operators and symmetric insertions are in one-to-one
correspondence just means that adding symmetric counterterms ∆i to Γ is renormalizing
the corresponding quantity i indicated by ∇i of the theory. Fixing the arbitrary param-
eters in the symmetric insertions (4.47) 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 −µ2 is relevant. Once one has satisfied these normal-
ization conditions the theory is completely fixed. α0 = 0 and χ = 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 (3.16) we replaced c3κ
−2within γ

(r)
KL, r = 2, K = L = T by c3κ

−2 →
c30κ

−2 +mκ−1c31 +
1
2
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 ρ = δ = 4 by c31mκ

−1
´ √−gR and c32

1
2
m2
´ √−gR, which are to be taken into

account in Γeff .
Then the question is, whether one can via ZI’s eliminate the m-terms and maintain
invariance. The sought invariant [...]44 insertions are defined to all orders as symmetric
insertions via the invariant derivatives

[

κ−2

ˆ √−gR
]4

4
=

∂

∂c30
Γ(5.1)

[

κ−1

ˆ √−gmR
]4

4
=

∂

∂c31
Γ(5.2)

[

ˆ √−g1
2
m2R

]4

4
=

∂

∂c32
Γ(5.3)

and the symmetric counting operators NY,H,L. The relevant ZI’s have the form

[

κ−2

ˆ √−gR
]4

4
=

[

κ−2

ˆ √−gR
]3

3
+ [...]44(5.4)

with [...]44 = [

ˆ

(
√−g(κ−2u0R + u31mκ

−1R + u32
1

2
m2R + u1R

µνRµν + u2R
2)

+(−g)1/4uRϕ2R + uϕϕ
4)(5.5)

+uϕNY + uhNH + ucNL]44(5.6)
[

κ−1

ˆ √−gmR
]4

4
= m

[

κ−1

ˆ √−gκ−1R
]3

3
+ [...]44(5.7)

with [...]44 = [

ˆ

(
√−g(κ−2v30R + v0mκ

−1R + v31
1

2
m2R + v1R

µνRµν + v2R
2)(5.8)

+(−g)1/4vRϕ2R + vϕϕ
4)(5.9)

+vϕNY + vhNH + vcNL]44(5.10)

and

[

ˆ √−g1
2
m2R

]4

4
= m

[

ˆ √−g1
2
mR

]3

3
+ [...]44(5.11)

with [...]44 = [

ˆ

(
√−g(κ−2w30R + w31mκ

−1R + w0
1

2
m2R + w1R

µνRµν + w2R
2)

+(−g)1/4wRϕ2R + wϕϕ
4)(5.12)

+wϕNY + whNH + wcNL]44.(5.13)

All coefficients u, v, w are of order ~. The terms multiplied by u0, v0, w0 resp. will be
absorbed on the resp. lhs and then the resp. line divided by 1 − u0, 1 − v0, 1 − w0, such
that the normal products on the rhs have the factors (1 − u0)−1, (1 − v0)−1, (1 − w0)

−1
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in the resp. line. From this representation it is then obvious that all [...]33 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(κ−2, mκ−1, 1
2
m2)]44 in terms of the soft one’s together

with (c1, c2, cR, cϕ,NY,H,L)-terms. 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 [κ−2

´ √−gR]44 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 Γclass

inv (cf. (3.5)). They occur in the second
power of h and have the form (see (3.5)),(3.6))

(5.14) Γ(hh)(m
2) =

ˆ

hµν(m2γ̂
(2)
TTP

(2)
TT +m2γ̂

(0)
TTP

(0)
TT)µνρσh

ρσ.

In higher orders we have just the same terms, but now to be understood as normal
products [...]44 in Γeff . We use the ZI

(5.15) [

ˆ

hµν(m2γ̂
(2)
TTP

(2)
TT +m2γ̂

(0)
TTP

(0)
TT)µνρσh

ρσ]44 · Γ(hh)

=M(s− 1)[

ˆ

hµν(mγ̂
(2)
TTP

(2)
TT +mγ̂

(0)
TTP

(0)
TT)µνρσh

ρσ]33 · Γ(hh) + [corr.s]44 · Γ(hh).

Here the γ̂’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
q = O(~). We bring it to the lhs and divide by 1− q. This yields

(5.16) [

ˆ

hµν(m2γ̂
(2)
TTP

(2)
TT +m2γ̂

(0)
TTP

(0)
TT)µνρσh

ρσ]44 · Γ(hh)

=
M(s− 1)

1− q [

ˆ

hµν(mγ̂
(2)
TTP

(2)
TT +mγ̂

(0)
TTP

(0)
TT)µνρσh

ρσ]33 · Γ(hh) +
1

1− q [corr.s]
4
4 · Γ(hh).

As correction terms appear the hh-vertex functions with all [...]44-insertions. We now

can demand s0-invariance because this is a linear transformation. Amongst the γ̂
(r)
K,L-

contributions precisely those with r = 2, 0;K = L = T are s0-invariant, hence they
have been absorbed already. The other contributions go with the symmetric differential
operators NY,H,L. 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 φπ-terms.

(Γgf + Γφπ)(m
2)) = −1

2

ˆ

(1

κ
hµν(x)(∂µbν + ∂νbµ)(y)

m2

(x− y)2

+Dµν
ρ c

ρ(x)(∂µc̄ν + ∂ν c̄µ)(y)
m2

(x− y)2
)

= −1
2

ˆ

sΓ

(

hµν(x)(∂µc̄ν + ∂ν c̄µ)(y)
m2

(x− y)2
)

.(5.17)

The product in the last line is point split in (x ↔ y). Divergences can be developed at
coinciding points in such a way that they can be controlled by a ZI

(5.18) [hµν(x)(∂µc̄ν + ∂ν c̄µ)(y)m
2]44 · Γ = m[hµν(x)(∂µc̄ν + ∂ν c̄µ)(y)m]33 · Γ + [corr.s]44 · Γ

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 φπ-charge
−1 show up. These are Y ϕ,Kµνh

µν , Lρc
ρ 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 (5.17) 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

(5.19) [

ˆ

M2(s− 1)2ϕ2]44 =
M(s− 1)

1 + q′
[

ˆ

M(s− 1)ϕ2]33 + corr.s

Here the correction terms consist of all [· · ·]44 which form the respective basis. These are
first of all the symmetric terms

´

(
√−g(RµνRµν , R

2),
´

(−g)1/4ϕ2R,
´

1
4!
ϕ4 and the differ-

ential operators NH,L,Y ; however also all non-symmetric counterterms which contribute
to Γeff . They all come with coefficients of order O(~).

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 M∂M on them. Since
the ST-identity does not depend on M , M∂M is a BRST-invariant differential operator
and can be expanded in the basis provided by (4.74). 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 c30∂c30 , c1∂c1 , c2∂c2 , cR∂cR, λ∂λ complemented with the symmetric counting
operators NY,H,L. Furthermore we have shown that the contributions coming from Push
(5.16) and the contributions from Shift go at most into the symmetric counting operators.
Hence
(6.1)
M∂MΓ = (−βLZ

30 c30∂c30−βLZ
1 c1∂c1−βLZ

2 c2∂c2−βLZ
cR
∂cR−βLZ

λ ∂λ+γ
LZ
Y NY+γLZh NH+γLZc NL)Γ.
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The coefficient functions βLZ, γLZ can be determined by testing on the normalization
conditions. The test on (6.1) involving external fields

(6.2)
∂

∂pλ
ΓY cρcσ |p=psym(−µ2)

s=1

= −iηρσ

implies

(6.3) M∂M ∂pΓY cc |p=psym(−µ2)
s=1

− γLZϕ (∂pΓY cc |p=psym(−µ2)
s=1

) = 0.

Since the M-derivative in the first term is not in conflict with going to the argument of
Γ, the first term vanishes and hence γLZϕ = 0.

The test on

(6.4)
∂

∂pλ
ΓLρcσcτ |p=psym(−µ2)

s=1

= −iκ(δρσηλτ − δρτηλσ)

implies

(6.5) M∂M ∂pΓLcc |p=psym(−µ2)
s=1

− γLZc (∂pΓLcc |p=psym(−µ2)
s=1

) = 0.

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

(6.6)
∂

∂pσ
ΓKµνcρ |p2=−µ2

s=1

= −iκ(ηµσδνρ + ηνσδµρ − ηµνδσρ ).

Here this test on (6.1) yields

(6.7) M∂M ∂pΓKc |p2=−µ2

s=1

− γLZh (−∂pΓKc |p2=−µ2

s=1

)− γLZc (−∂pΓKc |p2=−µ2

s=1

) = 0.

With the same argument as before, γLZc = 0 and γLZh = 0 follows.

The next test reads

(6.8)
∂

∂pσ
ΓY cρϕ |p=psym(−µ2)

s=1

= −iδσρ .

(6.9)
M∂M ∂pΓY cϕ |p=psym(−µ2)

s=1

− γLZh (−∂pΓY cϕ |p=psym(−µ2)
s=1

)− γLZc (−∂pΓY cϕ |p=psym(−µ2)
s=1

) = 0.

With the same argument as before, γLZϕ = 0 follows.

For obtaining the β-functions we use the normalization conditions (3.99) for γ
(2)
TT and

γ
(0)
TT, for βcR and βλ (3.105). The test

(6.10)
∂

∂p2
γ
(2)
TT |p2=0

s=1

= c30κ
−2

implies

(6.11) M∂M
∂

∂p2
γ
(2)
TT |p2=0

s=1

+ c30κ
−2βLZ

c30 = 0.
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Since the normalization does not involve M , the first term is zero, hence βLZ
c30

= 0.
Tests on the normalization conditions (3.105) which fix cR, λ

∂2

∂pρ∂pσ
Γϕϕhµν |p=psym(−µ2)

s=1

=
cR
2
(δµρ δ

ν
σ + δµσδ

ν
ρ)(6.12)

Γϕϕϕϕ |p=psym(−µ2)
s=1

= −λ(6.13)

lead to

M∂M
∂2

∂pρ∂pσ
Γϕϕhµν |p=psym(−µ2)

s=1

+ βLZ
cR

cR
2
(δµρ δ

ν
σ + δµσδ

ν
ρ) = 0(6.14)

M∂MΓϕϕϕϕ |p=psym(−µ2)
s=1

+ βLZ
λ (− λ

4!
) = 0(6.15)

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

Hence at s = 1 the LZ-equation

(6.16) M∂MΓ|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 µ, (see (3.99)), where e.g.
couplings or field amplitudes are defined. Since the ST-operator does not depend on µ
the partial differential operator µ∂µ 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

µ∂µΓ|s=1 = (−βRG
30 c30∂c30 − βRG

c1 c1∂c1 − βRG
c2 c2∂c2 − βRG

cR
cR∂cR − βRG

λ ∂λ(6.17)

+γRG
ϕ NY + γRG

h NH + γRG
c NL)Γ|s=1 .(6.18)

We oberve that some normalization conditions involve µ, hence performing derivatives
wrt µ 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

(6.19)
∂

∂pλ
ΓY cρϕ |p=psym(−µ2)

s=1

= −iηρλ

implies

(6.20) µ∂µ ∂pΓY cϕ |p=psym(−µ2)
s=1

− γRG
ϕ (∂pΓY cϕ |p=psym(−µ2)

s=1

) = 0.

Now µ∂µ does not commute with choosing a µ-dependent argument, hence this determines
γRG
ϕ .
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(6.21)
∂

∂pλ
ΓLρcσcτ |p=psym(−µ2)

s=1

= −iκ(δρσηλτ − δρτηλσ).

Now µ∂µ does not commute with choosing a µ-dependent argument, hence

(6.22) µ∂µ
∂

∂pλ
ΓLρcσcτ |p=psym(−µ2)

s=1

+ iγRG
c κ(δρσηλτ − δρτηλσ) = 0

which determines γRG
c . For the normalization condition

(6.23)
∂

∂pσ
ΓKµνcρ |p2=−µ2

s=1

= −iκ(ηµσδνρ + ηνσδµρ − ηµνδσρ )

the structure is exactly the same as in the preceding example such that the result is

(6.24) µ∂µ
∂

∂pσ
ΓKµνcρ |p2=−µ2

s=1

+ (γRG
c − γRGh )iκ(ηµσδνρ + ηνσδµρ − ηµνδσρ ) = 0.

This equation gives γRG
h . The β-functions will be determined by the normalization con-

ditions for the couplings. The normalization condition

(6.25) ∂p2γ
(2)
TT |p2=0

s=1

= c30κ
−2

is independent from µ hence it implies

(6.26) µ∂µ∂p2γ
(2)
TT |p2=0

s=1

= 0 = −βRG
30 c30κ

−2 + 2c30κ
−2γRG

h .

This determines βRG
c30

. The other normalization conditions, however depend on µ and thus
result into

µ∂µ∂p2∂p2γ
(2)
TT |p2=−µ2

s=1

= 2c1β
RG
1 − 2c1γ

RG
h(6.27)

µ∂µ∂p2∂p2γ
(0)
TT |p2=−µ2

s=1

= −6c2βRG
c2 + 2c1β

RG
1 c1 + 2(3c2 − c1)γRG

h(6.28)

µ∂µ
∂2

∂pρ∂pσ
Γϕϕhµν |p=psym(−µ2)

s=1

= (−βRG
cR

+ 2γϕ + γh)cR(δ
µ
ρ δ

ν
σ + δµσδ

ν
ρ)(6.29)

µ∂µΓϕϕϕϕ |p=psym(−µ2)
s=1

= (−βRG
λ + 4γRG

ϕ )λ(6.30)

These equations determine βRG
1 , βRG

2 , βRG
cR
, βRG

λ . They depend on the product µκ. Since
we work in Landau gauge, they do not depend on a gauge parameter.

We now anticipate from “finiteness properties” that γRG
ϕ = γRG

h = γRG
c = 0 which

implies that also βRG
30 = 0. Hence if we would like to solve the RG-equation for specific

vertex functions we can start from

(6.31) (µ∂µ + βRG
1 c1

∂

∂c1
+ βRG

2 c2
∂

∂c2
+ βRG

cR

∂

∂cR
+ βRG

λ

∂

∂λ
)γfields = 0
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The resulting linear partial differential equations are homogeneous and can be solved
via characteristics. We define the variables

t = ln(−p
2

µ2
) u =

c3κ
−2

p2
i.e. uet = −c3κ

−2

µ2
(6.32)

and the RG-equations become

(
∂

∂t
− 1

2
β1(ue

t, g1, g2, gR, gλ)g1
∂

∂g1
− 1

2
β2(ue

t, g1, g2, gR, gλ)g2
∂

∂g2

(6.33)

− 1

2
βR(ue

t, g1, g2, gR, gλ)gR
∂

∂gR
− 1

2
βλ(ue

t, g1, g2, gR, gλ)gλ
∂

∂gλ
)γfields(e

t, etu, g1, g2, gR, gλ) = 0.

Here the running couplings gi ← ci, i = 1, 2, cR, λ have to solve

dgi
dt

= −gi
2
βRG
i i = 1, 2, cR, λ (no sum)(6.34)

(Prefactor and sign originate from using µ∂µ instead of µ2∂µ2 and the explicit sign in the
definition of t.) Their solutions are given by

gi(t) = gi(0)e
− 1

2

´ t

0 dτβi(ue
τ ,g1(τ),g2(τ),gR(τ),gλ(τ)),(6.35)

whereas
du

dt
= 0⇒ u(t, u0, gi(0)) = u0.(6.36)

The most important examples in the following will be the r = 2, 0;L = K = T
components of Γhh (The solution for other vertex functions runs along similar lines.)
According to naive dimensional considerations one first makes explicit factors p2p2, then
one separates tree contributions from higher orders. The result is given by

γ
(2)
TT =p2p2 ˆ̂γ(2) = p2c3κ

−2 + p2p2 ˆ̂γ(2)(et, u0, gi(t)) all i(6.37)

γ
(0)
TT =p2p2 ˆ̂γ(0) = −2p2c3κ−2 + p2p2 ˆ̂γ(0)(et, u0, gi(t)) all i(6.38)

This separation determines the starting points of ˆ̂γ:

ˆ̂γ
(2)
TT(t, u0, gi)|t=0 = −g1(0) = −c1(6.39)

ˆ̂γ
(0)
TT(t, u0, gi)|t=0 = 3g2(0) + g1(0) = 3c2 + c1(6.40)

Obviously the solutions become trivial when putting c1 = c2 = 0.

A further restriction originates from the scheme, which fixes ∂p2γ
(2)
TT at p2 = 0, s = 1 and

accordingly we are not allowed to admit counterterms which would change this. Hence
the dependence of ˆ̂γ(r) from u = −c3κ−2/p2 is restricted to the value u0 = −c3κ−2/µ2.
Actually, this is just the content of (6.36). It fits to the fact, that c3κ

−2 does not run.
The interpretation is as follows: the c3κ

−2 terms are tree values which are not corrected
by higher orders. The ˆ̂γ terms provide for the value t = 0 the tree approximation contri-
butions going with c1, c2. For t > 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

γ
(r)
TT, r = 0, 2, (6.37), together with the non-renormalization of κ−2 and c3 just means that

only the higher derivatives and the scalar interactions are responsible for the running of
couplings, i.e. of c1, c2, cR, λ. 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 λ to cR, i.e. to express λ 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 κ2 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 βCS-functions can no longer
be expanded as power series in the couplings, but only in the number of loops [KW99].
(CS-β 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 κ2, here, may very well be misleading. E.g. the pure
fact that after using such an expansion the β-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 c when
working in Landau gauge. In papII we extended this result by showing that the analogue
is true for the fields hµν , cµ. There it implied that β3 also vanishes. In the present paper
we shall see that correspondingly γϕ = 0.
Like in papII one starts from the integrated antighost equation of motion

ˆ

δΓ

δcµ
≡
ˆ

(
δΓφπ
δcµ

+
δΓext.f.

δcµ
)(7.1)

=

ˆ

(−κ(1
2
Dµν(∂µc̄ν + ∂ν c̄µ)−Kµν∂ρh

µν + Lλ∂ρc
λ)− 3

4
Y ∂µϕ +

1

4
∂µY ϕ)(7.2)
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and combines it with the gauge condition to form

ḠΓ ≡
ˆ

(
δΓ

δcρ
+ κ∂ρc̄λ

δΓ

δbλ
) =

ˆ

(κ(Kµν∂ρh
µν − Lλ∂ρcλ)−

3

4
Y ∂ρϕ+

1

4
∂ρY ϕ).(7.3)

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. papII Appendix, A1) for more
details).
Potential counterterms, one could have been obliged to add, must be independent of bµ,
could depend on c̄ only via Hµν and must satisfy the ghost equation

κ
δΓ̄

δc̄µ
+ ∂λ

δΓ̄

δKµλ

= 0.(7.4)

The candidates for this are given by

∆L · Γ = fL(α0)NLΓ− χf ′L
ˆ

Lc = −BΓ̄(fL
ˆ

Lc) NL ≡
ˆ

c
δ

δc
−
ˆ

L
δ

δL
(7.5)

In Landau gauge α0 = 0, χ = 0, hence fL is a number. To be satisfied is (7.3), but

∆L · Γ = −BΓ̄(
ˆ

Lc) = κ

ˆ

Lρc
λ∂λc

ρ + L− independent,(7.6)

would contribute to the rhs of (7.3) a term
´

Lλ∂ρc
λ, which would, however, change the

coefficient of the term already present. This is forbidden, hence this term is excluded as
a counterterm, the field c is not renormalized: γRG

c = 0. The next candidate is ∆H .

∆H · Γ = fHNKΓ + χf ′
H(α0)(

ˆ

(Kh− c̄ δΓclass

δb
) + 2α0

∂

∂χ
Γclass NK ≡ Nh −NK −Nb

(7.7)

Again, in Landau gauge α0 = 0, χ = 0, fH is a number.

(7.8) ∆H = fH

ˆ

(−κKµνD
µν
ρ c

ρ)

This would contribute to the rhs of (7.3) a term
´

κKµν∂ρh
µν , again a term which is

already present and whose coefficient must not be changed. So, this counterterm, too, is
forbidden. The field hµν is not renormalized: γRG

h = 0, hence, in view of the normalization
conditions, βRG

3 = 0.
As further, matter dependent contribution, we have identified

(7.9) ∆Y · Γ = BΓ̄(fY
ˆ

Y ϕ) = fYNY Γ + χf ′(α0)(

ˆ

Y ϕ) NY ≡ Nϕ −NY

In Landau gauge fY is a number.

(7.10) ∆Y · Γ = fY

ˆ

Y (cλ∂λϕ+
1

4
∂λc

λϕ)

As a counterterm this would add to (7.3) a term −3
4
Y ∂µ +

1
4
∂µY ϕ which also is already

present, hence forbidden.
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This implies γRG
ϕ = 0, the field amplitude of ϕ 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 Γ reads

(8.1)
1

2σ
WW

rig ≡
ˆ

(gµν
δ

δgµν
−Kµν

δ

δKµν

− c̄µ
δ

δc̄µ
− bµ

δ

δbµ
),

because the field ϕ and hence also its counting operator NY are invariant under rigid
Weyl transformations, hence do not show up here.
It leads to

WW
rigΓ|s=1 =− 2σα̂c3κ

−2[

ˆ √−gR]44 · Γ|s=1(8.2)

=− 2σ{α̂c3κ−2[

ˆ √−gR]33 · Γ|s=1(8.3)

+ [

ˆ

(
√−g(u1RµνRµν + u2R

2) + uR(−g)1/4ϕ2R + uλϕ
4)]44(8.4)

+ uhNH + ucNL + uϕNY } · Γ|s=1(8.5)

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 [· · ·]44 insertions can be replaced by the symmetric derivatives with respect to their
couplings

1

−2σW
W
rigΓ|s=1 =α̂c3κ

−2[

ˆ √−gR]33 · Γ|s=1(8.6)

+ {u1
∂

∂c1
+ u2

∂

∂c2
+ uR

∂

∂cR
+ uλ

∂

∂λ
(8.7)

+ uhNH + ucNL + uϕNY }Γ|s=1(8.8)

This form clearly shows that the rigid Weyl identity plays the role of a Callan-Symanzik
equation: the soft [...]33·Γ vanishes in the deep Euclidian region, the u∂ terms correspond to
β∂ and the leg counting operators N appear with the anomalous dimensions u as factors.
In the present context uh, uc, uϕ correspond to anomalous Weyl weights of the fields h, c, ϕ.

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 Zc(J), then by exponentiation to general Green’s functions Z = exp(iZc).

1

−2σW
W
rig(J)Z|s=1 =α̂c3κ

−2[

ˆ √−gR]33 · Z|s=1

(8.9)

+ {u1
∂

∂c1
+ u2

∂

∂c2
+ uR

∂

∂cR
+ uλ

∂

∂λ
+uhNH + ucNL + uϕNY }Z|s=1(8.10)

The application of the projector : Σ : from (10.30) 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.

1

−2σW
W
rig ≡

ˆ

{z−1
φ φµν

δ

δφµν
+ z−1

c̄ c̄
δ

δc̄
− z−1

b b
δ

δb
}(8.11)

1

−2σW
W
rigS

op =α̂c3κ
−2([

ˆ √−gR]33)op(8.12)

+ (u1
∂

∂c1
+ u2

∂

∂c2
+ uR

∂

∂cR
+ uλ

∂

∂λ
)Sop(8.13)

Several comments are in order. As compared with (8.1) we went over from gµν = ηµν+hµν

to hµν . Then, recalling that in the two-field-approximation of hµν those are to be described
by the fields φµν ,Σµν , we used that δWrigφ = 2σφµν , however δWrigΣ

µν = 0. Here all fields are
free quantum “in” fields as they show up in the projector : Σ :. The factors z−1 are the
residues of the respective propagators.
There is no explicit appearance of the matter field ϕ 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 γ
(r)
TT. The one’s at p2 = 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) (γ
(2)
TT)

(≤1)
|s=1 = p2c3κ

−2 − c1p2p2 − c(1)1 p2p2 + p2p2(ˆ̂γ
(2)
TT)|nt

Here c
(1)
1 is the coefficient of the one-loop counterterm to the invariant

´ √−gRµνRµν ; 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 p2 = 0 is
obvious. We claim that

(9.2) 0 = c3κ
−2 − c1p2 − c(1)1 p2 + p2(ˆ̂γ

(2)
TT)|nt
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has no solution for p2 = c3κ
−2/c1 and the counterterm coefficient with its value as given

by the normalization condition for c1

c
(1)
1 =

1

2

∂

∂p2
∂

∂p2
(γ

(2)
TT)

(1)

|p2=−µ2,s=1(9.3)

= (ˆ̂γ
(2)
TT)

(1)
|p2=−µ2,s=1 + [(2p2∂p2 +

1

2
p2p2∂p2∂

2
p)(

ˆ̂γ
(2)
TT)

(1)]|p2=−µ2,s=1.(9.4)

Hence (9.2) boils down to

(9.5)
c3κ

−2

c1
(−c(1)1 + (ˆ̂γ

(2)
TT)|nt) = 0,

with the arguments of γ being (−p2/µ2, c3κ
−2/p2, c1, c2, cR, λ)→ (−c3κ−2/(c1µ

2), c1, c1, c2, cR, λ).
More explicitly

−
(

ˆ̂γ
(2)
TT)

(1)(1,−c3κ
−2

c1µ2
, c1, c2, cR, λ) + [(−2µ2∂p2 +

1

2
µ2µ2∂p2∂

2
p)(

ˆ̂γ
(2)
TT)

(1)]|p2=−µ2,s=1

)

|nt

(9.6)

+

(

ˆ̂γ
(2)
TT(−

c3κ
−2

c1µ2
, c1, c1, c2, cR, λ)

)

|nt

=0,(9.7)

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 γ in the first line the p2-argument is at an un-
physical value, whereas for the γ 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 >
(2)
TT, has no second pole. Obviously this is also true for the case r = 0.

Hence, this argument from papII 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
γ’s in question just depend also on the couplings cR and λ, but this dependence does not
change the outcome.

10. Projection to physical state space

10.1. The single pole fields. The field hµν 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, φµν ,Σµν , 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 hµν propagators into partial fractions which
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have only simple poles, as presented in [PS21, eqs. C1, C2].

〈hh〉(2)TT =
−i

p2 −m2
· 1

c1p2 − c3κ−2
=

1

c3κ−2 − c1m2
· i

p2 −m2
+

−i
c3κ−2(p2 − c3κ−2

c1
)

(10.1)

〈hh〉(0)TT =
i

p2 −m2
· 1

(3c2 + c1)p2 − 2c3κ−2
=

1

2c3κ2 + 2(3c2 + c1)m2
· i

p2 −m2
(10.2)

− 1

2c3κ−2
· i

p2 + c3κ−2

2(3c2+c1)

We are looking for fields φµν ,Σµν whose bilinear terms in the action just yield these
simple pole propagators: φ the massless, Σ 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 Zµν such that only second derivatives of hµν and Zµν ,Σµν

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) hµν = φµν + Σµν Zµν = φµν − Σµν

as desired field decomposition and from

Γ(φ) = ΓEH(φ)(10.4)

Γ(Σ) = −ΓEH(Σ) + Γmass(Σ)(10.5)

ΓEH(φ) =
c̃3κ

−2

4

ˆ

(−φµν�φµν + φρρ�φ
σ
σ − 2φµν∂µ∂νφ

λ
λ + 2φµν∂ρ∂νφ

ρ
µ)(10.6)

−ΓEH(Σ) + Γmass =
c̃3κ

−2

4

ˆ

(Σµν�Σµν − Σρρ�Σσσ + 2Σµν∂µ∂νΣ
λ
λ − 2Σµν∂ρ∂νΣ

ρ
µ(10.7)

+ a2Σ
µνΣµν + a0(Σ

λ
λ)

2)

as desired bilinear action in order to identify at a convenient stage in our conventions the
mass a2, a0 and coupling c̃3κ

−2 parameters. The relative minus sign of the two actions
just represents the negative residue sign of massive propagators in [PS21, eqs. C1, C2].
As an aside we note that the mass term is not of Fierz-Pauli type, since it will turn out
that a2 + a0 6= 0. Hence it contains some spin 0 component. (The Fierz-Pauli condition

a2 + a0 = 0 would remove within γ
(0)
TT the second zero, hence ruin UV convergence.)

For the subsequent treatment we give here the actions in projector form (s. Appendix).

ΓEH(φ) =
c̃3κ

−2

4

ˆ

(− φµν�(P
(2)
TT + P

(1)
SS + P

(0)
TT + P

(0)
WW)φρσ(10.8)

+ φµν�(3P
(0)
TT +

√
3(P

(0)
TW + P

(0)
WT) + P

(0)
WW)φρσ(10.9)

− φµν�(
√
3(P

(0)
TW + P

(0)
WT) + 2P

(0)
WW)φρσ(10.10)

+ φµν�(P
(1)
SS + 2P

(0)
WW)φρσ)(10.11)
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Γ(Σ) =− ΓEH(Σ) + Γmass(Σ)(10.12)

=
c̃3κ

−2

4

ˆ

(Σµν(�+ a2)(P
(2)
TT + P

(1)
SS + P

(0)
TT + P

(0)
WW)Σρσ(10.13)

− Σµν(−�+ a0)(3P
(0)
TT +

√
3(P

(0)
TW + P

(0)
WT) + P

(0)
WW)Σρσ(10.14)

+ Σµν�(
√
3(P

(0)
TW + P

(0)
WT) + 2P

(0)
WW)Σρσ(10.15)

− Σµν�(P
(1)
SS + 2P

(0)
WW)Σρσ)(10.16)

In the next step we replace the fields: φ = h+Z,Σ = h−Z and go over to a total action

Γ(φ) + Γ(Σ) = Γtotal → Γ(h, Z)(10.17)

We find

Γtotal(h, Z) =
c̃3κ

−2

4

ˆ

(− 2h(P
(2)
TT(2�+ a2) + P

(1)
SS a2 + P

(0)
TT(−4�+ a2 + 3a0)(10.18)

+
√
3(P

(0)
TW + P

(0)
WT)a0 + P

(0)
WW(a2 + a0))Z(10.19)

+ h(P
(2)
TTa2 + P

(1)
SS a2 + P

(0)
TT(a2 + 3a0)(10.20)

+ (
√
3P

(0)
TW + P

(0)
WT)a0 + P

(0)
WW(a2 + a0))h(10.21)

+ Z(P
(2)
TTa2 + P

(1)
SS a2 + P

(0)
TT(a2 + 3a0)(10.22)

+ (
√
3P

(0)
TW + P

(0)
WT)a0 + P

(0)
WW(a2 + a0))Z(10.23)

This action has the desired structure
´

(hDhZZ + hMhhh+ZMZZZ) with Z representing
the Lagrange multiplier field. This explicit form has not been presented in [Ste78].
The final form Γ(h), which can be compared with EH+hds, is now obtained by eliminating
Z via its equation of motion

δΓ

δZ
(h, Z) = 0.(10.24)

One obtains

(P
(2)
TTa2 + P

(1)
SS a2 + P

(0)
TT(a2 + 3a0) +

√
3(P

(0)
TW + P

(0)
WT)a0 + P

(0)
WW(a2 + a0))Z(10.25)

= (P
(2)
TT(2�+ a2) + P

(1)
SS a2 + P

(0)
TT(−4�+ a2 + 3a0)(10.26)

+
√
3(P

(0)
TW + P

(0)
WTa0 + P

(0)
WW(a2 + a0))h(10.27)

Suitably projecting and equating coefficients one can solve for Z in terms of h. Inserting
into (10.18) one arrives finally at

Γtotal(h) =
c̃3κ

−2

4

ˆ

h(P
(2)
TT(−

4

a2
�(�+ a2)) + P

(0)
TT(−

8

a2 + 3a0
�(�+ (a2 + 3a0))))h

(10.28)
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This result permits identification of the parameters:

1

4
c̃3κ

−2 = c3κ
−2 a2 =

4c3κ
−2

c1
a0 = −

3c2 + 2c1
3c1(3c2 + c1)

c3κ
−2(10.29)

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 hµν and indicate now, how to identify the
fields φµν ,Σµν and their use within that given model.
The massive field Σµν 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 (9.2). 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 φµν with the massless spin two graviton field,
together with the fields c, c̄, b as companions for building up the Kugo-Ojima [KO78]
doublets. We can proceed for φ 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 hµν within Γeff = Γclass + Γcountert by hµν =
φµν + Σµν in the field expansion with number of fields n greater or equal to three. (In
particular for the counterterms too h = φ + Σ .) In tree approximation bilinear terms
and in gauge fixing, Faddeev-Popov and external field terms, hµν is simply replaced by
φµν , whereas the field Σµν comes along with the terms given in (10.4) (upon replacing the
mass parameters a2, a0 with their values given in (10.29)).
The general Green’s functions in terms of h give rise to those of φµν ,Σµν for number
of fields n greater or equal to three by introducing respective sources jφ, jΣ, fitting to
h = φ + Σ. 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) Sop =: Σ : Z(J)
|J=0

: Σ :=: exp (X) :
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X ≡
ˆ

dxdy(φµν(x)Kφφ
µνρσ(x− y)z−1 δ

δjφρσ
(y) + φµν(x)Kφb

µνρ(x− y)z−1 δ

δjbρ
(y)(10.31)

+bρ(x)Kbφ
ραβ(x− y)z−1 δ

δjφαβ
(y) + Σµν(x)KΣΣ

µνρσ(x− y)z−1 δ

δjΣρσ
(y)(10.32)

+cρ(x)Kcc̄
ρσ(x− y)z−1 δ

δj c̄σ
(y) + c̄ρ(x)K c̄c

ρσ(x− y)z−1 δ

δjcσ
(y))(10.33)

The factors z−1 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 φµν quartets is defined following [KO78]. Amongst the states
|φ, c, c̄, b >, made up by the fields indicated, one selects those which are annihilated by
the BRST-charge Q : Q|phys >= 0. Since Σµν is s-invariant its Fock space which contains
negative norm states is still part of it. All of them build up the state Vphys. The norms
of all states not containing Σµν ’s is known to be non-negative.
We now recall that the Σµν 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 p2 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

´ √−g(c1RµνRµν + c2R
2). In

tree approximation there are, however, still nonvanishing contributions. One might be
tempted to put there “by hand” c1 = c2 = 0, with the argument that in tree approximation
no higher derivatives are required. But this is in conflict with the solutions gi(t) 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 φµν ’s which go into final states made up from Σµν ’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 Σ-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 Σ is present and plays its
growth limiting role, since there h = φ+Σ and the propagators still have their UV-fall-off
with (p2)−2.
The internal lines consist of < φφ > + < ΣΣ > (+ other members of the quartet). In the
appendix of pap II we discussed how the optical theorem can be realized.

Hence the Σµν fields and their interactions are not irrelevant as far as physics is con-
cerned. The transition amplitudes of the φµν fields amongst their quartet states will in
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general depend on the couplings c1, c2 and thereby exhibit the influence of the “shadow
world” spanned by Σµν ’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 hµν 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 ηµν = diag (+1,−1,−1,−1)
Christoffel Γσµν = 1

2
gσρ(∂νgρµ + ∂µgρν − ∂ρgµν)

Riemann ⊗Rλ
νρσ = ∂ρΓ

λ
νσ − ∂σΓλνρ + ΓλτρΓ

τ
νσ − ΓλτσΓ

τ
νρ

Ricci Rµν = ∂σΓ
σ
µν − ∂νΓσµσ + ΓσµνΓ

ρ
σρ − ΓρµσΓ

σ
νρ

curvature scalar R = gµνRµν

A.1.1. Projection operators. In order to cope with the spin properties of the field hµν

it is useful to introduce projection operators. They are based on the transverse and
longitudinal projectors for vectors

(A.1) θµν ≡ ηµν −
pµpν
p2

ωµν ≡
pµpν
p2

the projectors are defined as

P
(2)
TTµνρσ ≡

1

2
(θµρθνσ + θµσθνρ)−

1

3
θµνθρσ(A.2)

P
(1)
SSµνρσ ≡

1

2
(θµρωνσ + θµσωνρ + θνρωµσ + θνσωµρ)(A.3)

P
(0)
TTµνρσ ≡

1

3
(θµνθρσ)(A.4)

P
(0)
WWµνρσ ≡ ωµνωρσ(A.5)

P
(0)
TWµνρσ ≡

1√
3
θµνωρσ(A.6)

P
(0)
WTµνρσ ≡

1√
3
ωµνθρσ.(A.7)

They satisfy the closure relation

(A.8) (P
(2)
TT + P

(1)
SS + P

(0)
TT + P

(0)
WW )µνρσ =

1

2
(ηµρηνσ + ηµσηνρ).
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