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The decoupling of heavy fields as required by the Appelquist-Carazzone theorem plays a
fundamental role in the construction of any effective field theory. However, it is not a trivial task
to implement a renormalization prescription that produces the expected decoupling of massive
fields, and it is even more difficult in curved spacetime. Focused on this idea, we consider the
renormalization of the one-loop effective action for the Yukawa interaction with a background
scalar field in curved space. We compute the beta functions within a generalized DeWitt-Schwinger
subtraction procedure and discuss the decoupling in the running of the coupling constants. For
the case of a quantized scalar field, all the beta function exhibit decoupling, including also the
gravitational ones. For a quantized Dirac field, decoupling appears almost for all the beta functions.
We obtain the anomalous result that the mass of the background scalar field does not decouple.

I. INTRODUCTION

The regularization and renormalization techniques in quantum field theory in curved spacetime are well estab-
lished ﬂ—la] We have selfconsistent, covariant, and pragmatic procedures to evaluate the expectation value of the
stress-energy tensor in physically reasonable states. The one-loop gravitational effective action is also a fundamental
ingredient in the theory of quantized fields in curved spacetime. The main framework for the evaluation of the
one-loop contribution to the effective action dates from the pioneer work by Schwinger ﬂ], and it was generalized to
curved spacetime by DeWitt ﬂE, @] The DeWitt-Schwinger technique can be further adapted to implement different
regularizations and subtraction methods in the evaluation of the renormalized effective action. While point-splitting
is a preferred method for the renormalization of the stress-energy tensor, dimensional regularization and minimal
subtraction (MS) has been usually privileged in the calculations of the effective action and the associated evaluation
of the running coupling constants M]

The DeWitt-Schwinger proper-time expansion encounters an infrared divergence for massless fields, which can be
naturally bypassed by introducing an upper cutoff in the proper-time integral ﬂQ] The problem can also be fixed
by replacing m? by an arbitrary mass scale p? in the conventional short-distance logarithmic term logm?c/2. By
changing the energy scale p to p/ one can obtain the effective running of dimensionless coupling constants. [An old
version of this argument for the effective action of electrodynamics was pushed forward by Weisskopf ﬂﬁ]] One can
also obtain similar results using dimensional regularization and MS. In this approach, an arbitrary p parameter is
introduced to compensate the fictitious extra dimensions. Demanding that the bare parameter do not depend on p
produces a running in the renormalized couplings.

Another important issue concerns the decoupling in the running of the gravitational constants ﬂﬂ, ﬂ] This is a
very elusive problem and it is far from trivial to design methods and strategies in the renormalization subtractions
to implement the expected physical decoupling of heavy matter fields, in agreement with the Appelquist-Carazzone
theorem ﬂE]El The overall idea of effective field theory as applied in many branches of physics is largely based on the
intuition of decoupling. A field of mass m cannot influence the physics on scales much larger than m~'. Furthermore,
in gravitational physics the fulfillment of the Appelquist-Carazzone theorem is essential to get a proper physical
interpretation in the cosmic infrared regime. This is specially important for the cosmological constant problem and
for the running of the Newton’s gravitational constant ﬂE—IIé] A partial list of works dealing with this issue in the
gravitational context are M]
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An alternative way to introduce an energy scale p in the DeWitt-Schwinger framework has been recently proposed
in ﬂﬁ for quantized scalar fields coupled to an electromagnetic field and gravity (see also the related approaches
m—lﬁ]) The advantage of the novel method is that it naturally decouples heavy massive fields from the running. In
this paper, we further extend this renormalization procedure to fermions and by including interactions, specifically,
a Yukawa interaction between the quantized field and a classical and prescribed scalar field. This model has been
recently studied by using dimensional regularization and minimal subtraction (MS) [30-32] (it has also been extended
including gauge fields in m, @]ﬂ However MS subtraction does not fulfill the Appelquist-Carazzone theorem since
the beta functions do not decouple, even in flat spacetimes. Here we consider the simplest case of a scalar background
coupled to a massive quantized scalar and spinor fields via the Yukawa interaction. We will focus on the running of
the coupling constants to see whether our generalized DeWitt-Schwinger method produces decoupling.

The paper is divided in two parts. In section [[llwe introduce the generalized method of DeWitt-Schwinger subtrac-
tions with an arbitrary p parameter. We deal with a quantized scalar ¢ coupled, via a Yukawa interaction %2¢)2 2,
with a classical background scalar ¢. We compute the beta functions for the theory and observe decoupling for all
coupling constants. In section [IIl we analyze the generalized DeWitt-Schwinger adiabatic subtractions for the Dirac
field. We consider a quantized Dirac field coupled to a scalar background via Yukawa interaction gy11¢. We compute
the beta functions for the theory and discuss how decoupling appears for all the coupling constants except for the
scalar mass parameter. Finally, we summarize our main conclusions in section [[Vl We use units for which ¢ = 1 = .
Our sign conventions for the signature of the metric and the curvature tensor follow Ref. [1, 4].

II. INTERACTION WITH A QUANTIZED SCALAR FIELD

Consider a quantized real scalar field ¢ coupled to a real scalar background ¢ via the Yukawa interaction %2¢2g02

R 1 1 h? 1
S= [d'ay/—gs A+ —=+=-V'oV,0— = (m* +ER) ¢* — —?p* + V'V, 0 — V : 1
/ @ g{ + o5 T aVeVue — 5 (M +ER) ¢ — 56°0" + SV"0V,6 — V(9) (1)
where m? is the mass parameter for the quantized scalar, ¢ is the coupling of ¢? to the Ricci scalar, and V(¢) is a
general potential that can contain interactions between the background field and the curvature but is independent of
the quantized scalar field . In order to visualize the divergences of the one-loop effective action we can make use of
the Feynman propagator G satisfying

(Op +m* + ER+ B*¢%) Gr(w,2') = —|g(x)|"/?6(x - o). (2)

The effective action can be generated from this propagator Seg = —i% Trlog (—Gr). One can express the Feynman
propagator as an integral in the proper time s

Gr(z,2') = —i/ ds e_im25<:v, slz’,0) , (3)
0

where m? is understood to have an infinitesimal negative imaginary part (m? = m? —ie). The heat kernel (z, s|z’,0)

can be expanded in powers of the proper time as follows

AN -A1/2(‘T7x1) o(z,a’) S IN(io\d
(x,s]2",0) =1 VESEEAE exp —o jgoaj(x,x )(is) (4)

where A(x,2’) is the Van Vleck-Morette determinant and o(x,z’) is the proper distance along the geodesic from z’
to z. Therefore, the effective Lagrangian, defined as Seq = [ d*z/=gLesr, has the following asymptotic expansion

Les = m ;J a;(x) /OOO e i (i) P ds . (5)

2 The decoupling in the Yukawa interaction with scalars in curved space was first studied in Hﬂ} in the context where fields gain their
masses due to spontaneous symmetry breaking.



The first coefficients a,, (x,2) are given, in the coincidence limit 2 — /, by [4]

1

ap(z) =1, ar(z) = ER_ Q
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where for the case of a scalar field we have W, = [V,,,V,] =0 and Q = R + h®¢?. The ultraviolet divergences of
[{) are isolated in the first three terms of the DeWitt-Schwinger expansion. The renormalization procedure is set by
directly subtracting the first three divergent terms appearing in the DeWitt-Schwinger expansion.

1 1 1 1
= 240 202 _ = -0 - iz
as(x) R+ 2Q 6RQ+ 5 Q+ 2 W WH (6)

As already stressed in the introduction, the massless case inherits an infrared divergence. It can be avoided, for
instance, by introducing an upper mass scale cutoff in the proper-time integral. Here we will follow an alternative
strategy. We introduce a mass scale u? in the exponential term of the DeWitt-Schwinger expansion by writing
>, aj(z)e ™" = 3 a;(z)e=m* 1) in @). This introduction of y follows naturally once it is realized that for
massless fields it is stifl mandatory to keep the exponential form. The DeWitt coefficients a; have to be redefined by
consistency. As pointed in HE], this construction of the substraction terms will give rise to a decoupling of massive
fields in the low energy limit for the case where the classical scalar field is absent, whereas the conventional drawback
of dimensional regularization and MS is the absence of decoupling of heavy massive fields. We will check in the
following if this is still valid in the Yukawa theory.

The DeWitt-Schwinger subtraction terms, upgraded with the introduction of the mass scale 2, read as follows

.2 -

v = —is(m? 2y Nj—

Laiv (1) = 201’ g aj(:zr)/o e 1M1 (36)773ds | (7)
Jj=0

where do(z) = 1,a1(z) = a1(z) + p?, a2(x) = az(x) + a1 (z)p?® + s are fixed to keep consistency with each adiabatic
order.

A. Running of the coupling constants and decoupling

In order to obtain the beta functions from the DeWitt-Schwinger adiabatic subtractions we require that the total
effective Lagrangian has to be independent of the arbitrary p parameter. This requirement forces the parameters of
the background Lagrangian L to run with the arbitrary u scale. Lp is given by

1 M? A
Lp = Lgay + §ZV“¢VM¢ — TZ¢2 — %RZG;? — ZZ%f* +yO0Z¢? (8)
where
1
Lgav = —A + 5hR + a1 R? + ag R, R* + azRuas R*P + ay0OR . (9)

Here we have included only the necessary terms required for the theory to be renormalizable. These are given by the
divergent terms of the heat kernel expansion. The coupling Z will not receive any contribution from the scalar quan-
tum fluctuations, therefore we can canonically normalize it to 1. The remaining couplings A(p), k(1), i (1), M (1),
etc will inherit a dependence on the mass scale .

Because we are only interested in the p dependent part of (@) and not in the full divergent term, we can make use
of the difference between two values of u, i.e.,

Laiv(1t) — Laiv(po) =0A + 0¢R + 60Q + d,a2 , (10)

where

b
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The difference in the above expressions with respect to dimensional regularization with MS is the appearance of new
terms with powers of u* and p2, which signal the presence of quartic and quadratic divergences. In MS, only the
logarithmic divergences are reflected in the running of the couplings M]

If we demand that the physical one-loop renormalized Lagrangian Lpnys = Lg(it) + Lesr — Laiv(pt) has to be p-
independent, these leads to the relation

Lp(p) — Li(po) = Laiv(p) — Laiv(to) (12)

which gives us a running for the background parameters. We can differentiate both sides of this equation and use the
definition 8, = ug—z to obtain the beta functions for the couplings of (&) and (@):

R2E 2 &2 12
P, = 82 m2 & 12 Por = =55 353
T m? + [ 3212 m2 +
b — -5 g, =L pw
o 9672 m?2 + 2 2 288072 m?2 + p?
1 12 B2 12
Bos = ~oegommr w2 PN T e 12
T4 m2 + 9674 m* 4
3h4 2 1 6
Pr= A2 2M 2 Ba = 2 2M 2
T me 4 L 32T m% 4+ p
& h? ot
= ———— = 13
p 8m2 m? + u? Pz 812 m? + p? (13)
where we have defined & = (5 — %) The runnings for the gravitational couplings are indeed the same as in for

the free field theory @], moreover we get decoupling for the rest of beta functions linked to the background scalar
couplings. It is easy to check from these results that all coupling constants do indeed decouple in the infrared regime,
i.e., m? > u?, even for dimensionfull couplings. We stress here that it is far from trivial to obtain decoupling for all
coupling constants @, M] We think it is quite remarkable that the above procedure has been able to achieve
complete decoupling for all couplings of the theory. Notice that the factors of the form p?/(m? + p?) also arise in
the hierarchy of beta functions in the Wilsonian renormalization approach for a scalar field theory Né] It is also
important that the generalized DeWitt-Schwinger subtraction method gives both the physical ultraviolet and infrared
behaviour for the dimensionless couplings. One can check that our result is consistent with dimensional regularization
with MS for the expected high energy behavior (4% > m?) of the dimensionless constants @, @]

The running of the dimensionfull couplings, the cosmological A and Newton’s gravitational constants G and the
scalar background mass M? are given by (A = A./87G, where A, is the traditional cosmological constant).

L 4_ 4 20,2 2 4 m? + p?
A(p) = Ao — 12872 (‘(M — o) + 2m*(u” — pg) — 2m” log m ) (14)
Go
G(p) = —— , (15)
14852 (42 — g —m?log (2743 )
h? m? +
M2 = M2 — (02— 02— m2loe (TN 1
(1) =283 = g5 (0 = 1) — o (0 (16)

The new p? and p* terms which signals the presence of quadratic and quartic divergences are the responsible for
the decoupling of the dimensional constants. Expanding these expressions for large m?, we see how the couplings

exactly decreases proportional to -z (A(u) o 7‘;—62, G(pn) o 7‘;—2 and M?(u) o 7‘7‘1—‘;) Therefore, we have obtained a
physically consistent renormalization flow which agrees with decoupling for m? > p? for all the parameters, even the

dimensionfull ones.



IIT. RENORMALIZATION FOR DIRAC FIELDS

In this section we extend the computation of the renormalization method to take into account a quantized Dirac
field coupled via Yukawa interaction with a classical scalar background. Let us assume a quantized Dirac field in
curved spacetime with a Yukawa coupling with the action given by

R _ _
5= [day=g (—A e BV~ m) b~ gy 60 + 5TV, V<<z>>) , a7)

where ¢ is treated as a classical background. The covariant derivative V,, acting on the Dirac field is defined as the
ordinary derivative plus the spin connection term. v*(z) are the curved space Dirac matrices v*(z) = e *v*, defined
in terms of the usual Dirac matrices in Minkowski space v* and the vierbein e *. A previous analysis of this theory
in the context of adiabatic regularization can be seen in ﬂé]

The effective action induced by the quantum fluctuations of the Dirac field is given by
Set = 1 Trlog(—SF), (18)
where the Feynman propagator for the fermionic field satisfies the equation
[V —m = gy ¢] Sr(z,2') = —|g(z)|"/*5(z — ). (19)

This is a linear order differential equation. However, in order to use the DeWitt-Schwinger expansion it is needed a
Klein-Gordon second order type equation for the Green function. One can manipulate the above expression to rewrite

the effective action in the following convenient form [4] Sc(;f) = 2iTrlog(—GF) where G is defined such that
Sp(z,2") = [iv"V, +m+ gyd] Gr(x,z') . (20)
The advantage of introducing the new Green function G g (x, x’) is that it obeys the second-order differential equation
(O, +m? + Q)Gr(w, ') = —lg(x)] /28w — 2') 1)

thus we can use the DeWitt-Schwinger expansion as for the scalar field. In this case @ is given by

Q&) = {R() +igyr"V,0(0) + g3 (2) + 29y o) 22)

Notice the appearance of a term proportional to m in the above expression for (). This contrast with the obtained
expression for @ in the scalar case (Q = &R + h%¢?). Generically, all DeWitt coefficients a,, (or a,) are local
geometrical quantities independent of the mass of the field. The Yukawa interaction for Dirac fermions introduces a
mass-dependent term in the expression for Q(z). This will have important consequences.

Following the same calculation as in the previous section, we get the expression for the subtraction terms with the
first coefficients ag(z), a1 () and as(x) of the asymptotic expansion

.2 o
_ P —is(m?4+p?) (; \i—3

Laiv(p) = ) JE:O tr aj(a:)/o e SR (573 s | (23)

where tra;(x), takes the trace of the spinor indices acting on the coefficients @;(x). We still have the modified DeWitt

coefficients ao(z) = 1, a1(x) = a1(x) + p?, and Gz(z) = az(z) + (3R — Q) p* + $1u* related to the DeWitt coefficients
(@) but now with Q given by @2) and Wy, = [V, Vo] = =2 Ruvas [7%,7°].

A. Running of the coupling constant and decoupling

As for the scalar case, in order to obtain the beta functions from the DeWitt-Schwinger adiabatic subtractions
method it is enough to study the divergent contribution to the effective action induced by the quantum fluctuations



of the Dirac field. The required terms for renormalization that must contain the background Lagrangian are obtained
from the divergent part of the effective action (23]

1 M? A
Lp = Lgrav+52v“¢vu<z>—TZef—gRZef—TZl%—%23%3—Ez%ﬁ‘*—&Rzl%ﬂlDZ¢2+72D21/2¢> , (24)
where Lgray was given in (@)). In the Dirac case, Z gets a contribution from the quantum fluctuations of the Dirac
field. Therefore, it has a running that can be related to a running of the field ¢ by a reparametrization. We write
7 =14 6Z as usual, to take into account canonical normalization and the one-loop correction. For simplicity, we

introduce new primed couplings to absorb Z, except for the kinetic term, where we leave Z explicitly.

M/2 ¢2 B g_/
2 2

1 ! N
Ly = Ly + 5Z29"9V,06 - R$? —7'6 — 46" = 56" — G RO +9106° + 306 (25)

We evaluate the difference of the divergent contributions between two arbitrary (u, o) renormalization points
Laiv(pt) = Laiv(po) =0a + 0 R+ dg trQ + 0, traz , (26)

where we also get quartic u* and quadratic 4 terms as in the scalar case

1 a_ 4 20,2 2 4 m? 4 p?
5A:327T2 (N — o + 2m (g — p*) + 2m” log 2t 2 ;
1 m? + p?
S (242 2 loe [T
¢ 487r2< o mmos \ ) )
5 L, m? + p?
o= Y —5 . 9 |
3272 OB m2 + p3

1 m? + p?

As before, we impose that the total one-loop renormalized Lagrangian Lpynys = Lp(p) + Leg — Laiv(pt) must be
independent of the value of . This gives us the running for the primed couplings. By direct differentiation and
keeping one-loop order O(%h), it is straightforward to obtain the beta functions of the unprimed original couplings

Barz= Barre — M?Bz

Be= Ber — Bz
Ber= Be; — %flﬂz
ﬂ‘r: ﬂr/ - %ﬂZ
o= By — S8
Ba= Bx — 2\Bz

ﬂ’h: ﬂ'yl - 'YlﬂZ
b= By — 5122

The result for all the beta functions are listed below in &I) and [B2). Let us analyze the infrared and ultraviolet
regimes of these runnings with more detail. As a representative of the dimensionless couplings we take the scalar
wavefunction Z with the following beta function

2

2
- 9y H
br=—fam e (28)

In the ultraviolet regime, p > m we recover the result from dimensional regularization with MS @, @]
2 2 2

- 9y
ﬁZ - __72 _>u>>m _H 9 (29)



while for the infrared regime, p < m, we find decoupling
2 2 22
_ Y9y H Iy M
bz=—15—55 T e TpE T (30)

Similarly, we also find decoupling when m >> p for all dimensionless coupling constants. Moreover, and as a consistent
check of our method we see that for p > m the dimensionless beta functions agree with the behavior obtained from
dimensional regularization @, @] The dimensionless beta functions are:

g W 9y W 2
- 1-6 =2 24gy — 4\
Pe 2472 m2 4 112 ( £) B 872 m2 + 112 (2495 )
1 w2 1 2
Par = T5om2 12 + 12 Paa = ~ 503 12 + 12
B 7 ,LLQ B 1 ,LLQ
Pas =~ Sr60m2 2 + 12 Pas = 5002 m2 + 12
2 2 2
gy M 1 gy B 2
— Iy I =2 _ & (= . 31
ﬂ’Yl 4:71'2 m2 +/142 (6 +71) ﬁ'yz 871'2 m2 +M2 <3m+72> ( )
Things are more involved for the dimensionfull constants:
1S gy 2 m
Pn= 8m2 m? + u? Per = 812 m? + p? ( 3 +gy§1)
1t gy P 5
= — L =2 (4 _
B 24m2 m? + 12 B 8m2 m2 + 112 (4mp® —7gv)
9)2/ I 2 2 2 9?/ Mz

We can immediately see that decoupling appears when m > u for all the dimensionfull parameters except for the
scalar mass term M2, where the beta function essentially reproduces the value obtained via dimensional regularization
with MS times a factor of order ;2 /m?. The origin of the term proportional to —8m? can be retrieved from the term
2gym¢ in Q. The latter (disturbing) result shows that finding decoupling for all the coupling constants of a given
theory is indeed a non-trivial task, as already emphasized in ﬂé]

Let us focus now on the finite expression for the running of the Newton gravitational constant GG, the cosmological
constant A and the scalar mass term M’2. We get the following runnings for these parameters from the above analysis

A(p) = Mo — =5 | (1 = 1g) — 2m?*(1® — pg) + 2m* log m i (33)
3272 0 0 m? + pd ’
Go
G(p) = ; (34)
T =)

2 2, 2

20 = M2+ I (42— u2) — 3m2 mot e
M"™(n) = M + i ((u we) — 3m*log (m2 +H%>) . (35)

For the gravitational couplings, at large values of the scale p > m, the mass m can be ignored, while heavy particles
decouple when m > p so there is no running in the infrared regime. However, the mass parameter M'? still gets a
running dependence on p? when m > p (the mass coupling M? = M'2/Z will exhibit the same anomalous behaviour).
These features can be seen explicitly in the running of the parameters by expanding the above expressions for large

m?/p?

A POl A

(p) ~ O+W+ (m )7 (36)
G 4 4

Gl) ~ Go+ SV IT) L 0 (13) | G1)

gy (wo® =) 3(g5 (o — )
272 8m2m2

M"(p) ~ M — +0(m™?) . (38)



IV. CONCLUSIONS AND FINAL COMMENTS

We have computed the one-loop beta functions for the Yukawa interaction in curved spacetime in a generalized
DeWitt-Schwinger framework. The generalization involves the introduction of an arbitrary but necessary mass scale
1 parameter in the DeWitt-Schwinger adiabatic subtraction method. From this, we derive the renormalization group
flow of the couplings. We have shown in full detail how decoupling of heavy massive fields naturally appears, for
both fermionic and scalar sector. The most important result is the appearance of non-logarithmic runnings for the
dimensionfull couplings, like the cosmological constant and Newton’s constant. These new quadratic and quartic
dependence on p are indeed responsible of decoupling. Finally, we would like to stress that although decoupling
remarkably appears for almost all the coupling constants, the scalar mass coupling still gets a quantum contribution
from the massive Dirac field in the low energy regime. The disturbing behaviour for the running of the external scalar
mass shows indeed the extreme difficulty of obtaining a consistent renormalization procedure that incorporates full
decoupling. According to our analysis of the fermionic Yukawa model, the reason seems to be located in the massive
linear term 2gym¢ in ). We are currently investigating how to overcome this latter difficulty.
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