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Second-order-derivative plus fourth-order-derivative gravity is the ultraviolet completion of
second-order-derivative quantum Einstein gravity. While it achieves renormalizability through states
of negative Dirac norm, the unitarity violation that this would entail can be postponed to Planck
energies. As we show in this paper the theory has a different problem, one that occurs at all energy
scales, namely that the Dirac norm of the vacuum of the theory is not finite. To establish this we
present a procedure for determining the norm of the vacuum in any quantum field theory. With
the Dirac norm of the vacuum of the second-order-derivative plus fourth-order-derivative theory not
being finite, the Feynman rules that are used to establish renormalizability are not valid, as is the
assumption that the theory can be used as an effective theory at energies well below the Planck
scale. This lack of finiteness is also manifested in the fact that the Minkowski path integral for the
theory is divergent. Because the vacuum Dirac norm is not finite, the Hamiltonian of the theory is
not Hermitian. However, it turns out to be PT symmetric. And when one continues the theory into
the complex plane and uses the PT symmetry inner product, viz. the overlap of the left-eigenstate
of the Hamiltonian with its right-eigenstate, one then finds that for the vacuum this norm is both
finite and positive, the Feynman rules now are valid, the Minkowski path integral now is well be-
haved, and the theory now can serve as a low energy effective theory. Consequently, the theory can
now be offered as a fully consistent, unitary and renormalizable theory of quantum gravity.
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I. THE HIDDEN ASSUMPTION OF QUANTUM FIELD THEORY

For a quantum field theory to be viable it must be formulated in a Hilbert space whose inner product is time
independent, finite, and positive (though zero norm is also acceptable). While any inner product that meets these
three requirements would be satisfactory, the most common choice that is made is the Dirac one, viz. the overlap of
a ket with its Hermitian conjugate bra. While it is usually straightforward to check for the sign and time dependence
of the Dirac norm in any given theory, it is not straightforward to check for its finiteness, and often finiteness is just
taken for granted. However, for the consistency of the theory, this is something that has to be checked, and taking the
Dirac norm to be finite is actually a hidden assumption. In this paper we shall present a procedure for making such a
check. We find that the Dirac norm of second-order-derivative, neutral scalar quantum field theory is finite, but that
of a second-order-derivative plus fourth-order-derivative, neutral scalar field theory, a theory that shares many of the
features of quantum gravity, is not. Then we discuss how to resolve this concern.

To illustrate the issues involved consider a free, relativistic, second-order-derivative, neutral scalar quantum field
theory with action, wave equation, Hamiltonian, and equal time commutation relation of the form

o= [k a0 ), 0,0 + 6 =0,
H = /dsﬂﬁ%[d)r‘) +Vo-Vo+m?¢®],  [p(z,1), (&, 1)] = i6*(z - 7). (1.1)
With wy = 4(k? +m?)/? solutions to the wave equation obey

o(@,1) = / EE_fa(pe it R gl (Ryeient ) (1.2)
’ /(27)32wy ’ '
and with [a(k),al (k)] = §%(k — k') the Hamiltonian is given by
H= %/dg’k[l? + m?]1/? [a®(k)a(k) + a(k)a’ (k)] . (1.3)

Given (1.3) we can introduce a no-particle state |Q) that obeys a(k)|Q) = 0 for each k, and can identify it as the
ground state of H. This procedure does not specify the value of (Q|Q).
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For the theory the associated c-number propagator obeys
(0} =V +m?)D(x) = —6* (), (1.4)

so that

d4k efik-z
D(z) = / (2m)* (k2 — m?2 +ie) (15)

If we identify the propagator as a vacuum matrix element of g-number fields, viz.
D(x) = —i(QT[¢(x)$(0)]|€2), (1.6)
then use of the equal time commutation relation gives
(07 = V2 +m?)(=i){(Q|T[6(2)(0)]|Q) = —(Q[Q2)d* (2). (1.7)

Comparing with (1.4) we see that we can only identify D(x) as the matrix element —i(Q|T'[¢(x)$(0)]|€2) if the vacuum
is normalized to one, viz. (QQ) = 1. Now if the normalization of the vacuum is finite we of course can always
rescale it to one. However, that presupposes that the normalization of the vacuum is not infinite. We are not aware
of any proof in the literature that the Dirac norm of the vacuum is not infinite (either in this particular case or in
general), and taking it to be finite is a hidden assumption. So in this paper, which is based on [1, 2], we shall present
a procedure for determining whether the normalization of the vacuum state is or is not finite, a procedure that is
built not on quantum field theory but on quantum mechanics.

II. THE QUANTUM-MECHANICAL SIMPLE HARMONIC OSCILLATOR

For a quantum-mechanical simple harmonic oscillator with Hamiltonian H = %[p2 + ¢?] and commutator [q,p] = i,
there are two sets of bases, the wave function basis and the occupation number space basis. The wave function basis
is obtained by setting p = —i0/0q in H and then solving the Schrédinger wave equation Hi(q) = Ev(q). In this

way we obtain a ground state with energy Fy = % and wave function ¥y(q) = e=a°/2 / 71/4. For occupation number

space we set ¢ = (a +a')/v/2 and p = i(a’ — a)/v/2. This yields [a,af] = 1 and H = afa + 1/2. We introduce a
no-particle state |Q2) that obeys a|Q) = 0, with |Q) being the occupation number space ground state with energy
Ey = %. However, in and of itself this does not fix the norm (Q[€) of the no-particle state or oblige it to be finite.

To fix the (/) norm we need to relate the ground states of the two bases. With a = (¢ + ip)/v/2 we set

1 0
@Mm=:§<m+%)@m%=& (2.1)

and find that (g|©2) = e~7/2. We thus identify 1o(q) = (g|©2). We now calculate the standard Dirac norm for the
vacuum, and obtain

o0 o0

<mm:/m@mm@m:/ dass(@iole) = [ dge " =02 (2.2)

— 00 — 00 — 00

We thus establish that the Dirac norm of the no-particle state is finite. And on setting ¥g(q) = e_‘12/2/7rl/4 we
normalize it to one. That we are able to do this is because we know the form of the wave function 1y(q).

While this procedure is both straightforward and familiar, it works because both the wave function basis approach
and occupation number basis approach have something in common, namely that they are both based on an infinite
number of degrees of freedom. For the occupation number basis we can represent the creation and annihilation
operators as infinite-dimensional matrices labeled by [©2), af|Q), a™|Q) and so on. For the wave function basis
the coordinate g is a continuous variable that varies between —oo and co. The two sets of bases are both infinite
dimensional, one discrete and the other continuous. The advantage of the continuous basis is that it enables us to
express the normalization of the vacuum state as an integral with an infinite range, an integral that is then either
finite or infinite.



III. THE QUANTUM FIELD THEORY OSCILLATOR

In the quantum field theory case we do not know the form of the wave function solutions to H|y) = E|¢), since we
cannot realize the canonical commutator given in (1.1) as a differential relation. Specifically, we cannot satisfy (1.1)
by setting ¢(Z,t) equal to —id/0¢(Z,t) (though we could introduce a functional derivative ¢(z,t) = —id/0¢(Z,t)).

However, we can express the Hamiltonian in terms of creation and annihilation operators. So what we can then do
is reverse engineer what we did in the quantum-mechanical case. We thus introduce

a(k) = —z[a(k) +ip(k)],  a'(k) = —=la(k) — ip(k)],
1 - - _
5 [ ERE 2R + g (R,

[a(k), p(R)] = i6* (k= K), H =
[la(k) + ip(R)le ™+ 1 [q(R)

- ip(l;:)]eiw"t_ik'i} . (3.1)

X \f/¢53%;

These q(k) and p(k) operators bear no relation to any physical position or momentum operators. Their only role here
is to enable us to convert the discrete infinite-dimensional basis associated with each a(k) and a'(k) into a continuous

one. Specifically, we can realize the [g(k), p(k’)] commutator by p(k') = —id/dq(k'), with H then becoming a wave

operator. In this way for each k we obtain a solution to the Schrddinger equation of the form Y(k) = e_q2(’;)/2/w1/4.
We can define a no-particle vacuum that obeys a(k)|Q2) for each k. For each k we have

L 1 _ 9 _
<mwmwwﬂmwaﬁwwmw, (3.2)
so that (q(k)|Q) = e~ (®)/2/71/4 and thus
_ _ _ _ q* (k)
(@1 = g [ da(B@a®) B =1 [ dalB) - =Thg1 = 1. (33)

Thus the vacuum for the full H obeys (2|Q2) = 1, to thus have a finite normalization. In this way we establish that
the vacuum state of the free, relativistic, second-order-derivative, neutral scalar field theory is normalizable.

The general prescription then is to convert the occupation number space Hamiltonian into a product of individual
occupation number spaces each with its own k, and then determine whether the equivalent wave mechanics ground
state wave functions constructed this way have a finite normalization in the conventional Schrédinger wave mechanics
theory sense. If they do, then so does the full vacuum |2) of the full H. If on the other hand the equivalent wave
mechanics wave functions are not normalizable, then neither is the full |€2).

Once we are able to show that the vacuum state of the free theory is normalizable, this will remain true in the
presence of interactions if the interacting theory is renormalizable. To see this we note that in developing Wick’s
contraction theorem in quantum field theory one needs to put the time-ordered product of Heisenberg fields ¢(z), viz.
T(21, ey ) = (QT[d(21)...0(2,)]|Q), into a form that can be developed perturbatively. To this end one introduces
a set of in-fields ¢;,, () that satisfy free field equations with Hamiltonian H;,. And one also introduces an evolution
operator U (t) that evolves the interaction Hamiltonian Hy(t) and fields according to

LoU()

5 = iU, ¢(z1) = U™ ()¢ (2, 1)U (1). (3.4)

Using these relations we obtain (see e.g. [3])
H(@1s s ) = (T | Gom (21).- i () XD (—i /_tt dtlHI(tl)ﬂ Q)QIT {exp (z /_tt dtlHI(tl))} Q). (35)
After inverting the last term we obtain the standard form for the perturbative Wick contraction procedure, viz.
QT {(bm(xl)...(bm(xn)exp (—z’fftdtlHI(tl))} %))
QT [exp (—i It dtlﬂl(tl))] 1) '

If one starts with (3.6) it would appear that the normalization of the vacuum state is actually irrelevant since it would
drop out of the ratio. And so it would not appear to matter if it did happen to be infinite. However, this is not the

(3.6)

T(T1, ey ) =
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case since we could only go from (3.5) to (3.6) if (Q|T [exp (z fft dt1 Hp (tl))} |Q) is finite. And it would not be if the

vacuum state is not normalizable. If we expand (Q|T [exp (z fft dtlHI(tl))] |Q) out as a power series in Hy the first
term is (©2|€2) as calculated in a free theory. Thus, for finiteness we first need this term to be finite and then need
the power series expansion in H; to be renormalizable in order for the interacting (T [exp (z fi L dtiHy (tl))} |)

to be finite too. However, for a nonnormalizable vacuum the standard Wick expansion and Feynman rules that are
obtained from (3.6) are not valid. Since this concern is of relevance to radiative corrections to Einstein gravity we
return to this point in Sec. VIII.

As well as providing a procedure for determining whether or not (Q2|Q2) is finite, since the procedure enables is to
express the free second-order-derivative Hamiltonian H as an ordinary derivative operator, it does so for interactions
as well. Specifically, from (3.1) we can write ¢(,t) as a derivative operator, viz.

0= 72 ] T L+ g e o g ] e

Thus the insertion of (3.7) into an interaction Hamiltonian of the form H; = A [ d3z¢*(z,t) enables us to write Hy,
and thus H + Hj, as a derivative operator. While this procedure enables us to in principle set up the Schrodinger
problem for H + H; as a wave mechanics problem, it is still quite a formidable one, just as interacting field theories
always have been.

(7,

IV. HIGHER-DERIVATIVE QUANTUM FIELD THEORIES

Having presented an example of a theory whose vacuum Dirac norm is finite, we now present an example for which
(Q9) is not finite. The example is based on a second-order-derivative plus fourth-order-derivative, neutral scalar field
theory with action and equation of motion

s =y [ d0]0,0,00%0% - (017 + 33)0,00%6 + MEMES|. (0 T4 M)OF - T+ Mo(a) =0, (41)

with diag[n,,] = (1,—1,—1,—1). While we now study this particular model just for illustrative purposes, we note
that it actually arises in quantum gravity studies, and in Sec. VIII we shall explore the implications of this study for
quantum gravity. For (4.1) the associated propagator obeys

(07 = V2 + M?)(9} = V* + M) D(x) = —5*(x),

dAk etk d*k etk 1 1
mw__/@ﬂHW—MMW—M@__/@ﬂHM%%@J%L%ﬁYWW—M@' (4.2)

The energy-momentum tensor 7),,, the canonical momenta 7# and 7 and the equal-time commutators appropriate
to the higher-derivative theory are given by [4]

Ty = Tpubw + 7,0 b ux — N L,

— % _ ﬂ — _ A 2 2 A 8£ B N

o = 2., O ((%)%A) = —O\O"*0"p — (M7 + M3)0" o, TN — 50,5~ 907,

Ty = Yy + 1o+ §(M7 + M3)G? — EMEMES? — Ay + J(MF + M) i
= 28— SOME £ MF — $ 100319 — SMINES — 10,0,60'076 + L(MT + M),
60,0,0(,0] =0, 60,080 =0, [6(0,0), 3(z,1) = ~id(2). 1.3

With the use of these commutation relations we find that D(x) = i(Q|T[¢(x)$(0)]|2) indeed satisfies the first equation
given in (4.2), provided that is that (Q|Q2) =1 [5].

To check whether (Q|Q) actually is finite, we need to express the scalar field Hamiltonian Hg = [ d®xzTp in terms
of creation and annihilation operators and then construct an equivalent wave mechanics. Given that the solutions to
(4.1) are plane waves, we set

d’k 7)ot ik-z 1) piw1 t—ik-z 7.\ p—iwo t+ik-T 7.\ piwat—ik-z
qs(:c,t):/w[al(k)e withika 4 of(F)eirt=ika 4 g, (F)emiwettika | of (Fyeiwat—ik } (4.4)



where wy = +(k% 4+ M)Y2, wy = +(k? + M3)Y/?. Given (4.4) and the commutators in (4.3) we obtain

Hs = (M} - 383) [ % [(/52 + MP) [al (R)ar () + ax (R)al (B)] = (82 + M3) [l (R)aa (B) + a(R)ab ()| } ,
[ar(k), af (k)] = [2(MF — M3)(k? + MP)'/?)716%(k — k),

7.

i
laz (), ah(K)] = —[2(MF — M3)(K* + M3)"?) 6% (k — ),
[ar(k),az(K)] = 0, [a1(k), a}(k)] =0, [a}(k),a2(K")] =0, [a](k),a}(k")] = 0. (4.5)

We note that with M2—M2 > 0 for definitiveness, we see negative signs in both Hg and the [a(k), a} (k)] commutator.
We shall see below that the negative sign concerns will be resolved once we settle the issue of the normalization of the
vacuum. To do that we descend to the quantum-mechanical limit of the theory, the Pais-Uhlenbeck oscillator model.

V. HIGHER-DERIVATIVE QUANTUM MECHANICS

In order to study the Pauli-Villars regulator, in [6] Pais and Uhlenbeck (PU) introduced a fourth-order quantum-
mechanical oscillator model with action and equation of motion

1
Ipy = 3 /dt [2 — (W] + w3) 22 + wiw3z?] 24 (WP 4 wd)E +wiwez? =0, (5.1)

where for definitiveness in the following we take wy > ws. As constructed this action possesses three variables z, Z and
Z. This is too many for one oscillator but not enough for two. The system is thus a constrained system. And so we
introduce a new variable x = Z and its conjugate p,. And using the method of Dirac constraints for Poisson brackets,
following canonical quantization we obtain the time-independent quantum Hamiltonian and canonical equal-time
commutators [7, 8]
Pa(t) Lo 2\ .2 L 5 59 ; ;
Hpy = ==+ p:(0a(t) + 5 (oF +w3) 2°(1) = qwiwsz(1),  [0p(0] =i, [2(0),pa(t)] = . (5.2)
The terms in Hpy are in complete parallel to the first four terms in the field theory Ty given in (4.3), with the PU
oscillator model being the nonrelativistic limit of the relativistic scalar field theory, with the spatial dependence having
been frozen out. Since canonical commutators only involve time derivatives, freezing out the spatial dependence will
still give the full dynamical content of the relativistic theory. In fact we can set i = [z, p.] = [¢, 0] = [¢, — ¢ — (M? +
M2)¢] = i63(z), to thus parallel the commutators given in (4.3).
On setting p, = —i0,, p, = —id, the Schrodinger problem for Hpy can be solved analytically, with the state with
energy (w1 + ws)/2 having a wave function that is of the form [9]

o(z,2) = exp[%(wl + wo)wiwa2? + iwiweza — %(wl + wo)x?). (5.3)

While this wave function is well behaved at large z, it diverges at large z, and consequently it is not normalizable.
To relate this wave function to the no-particle vacuum |2) we second quantize the theory. And with the wave
equation given in (5.1), and with 2 = i[Hpy, 2] = @, & = s, Po = —p. — (W3 + w3z, P, = Wiw3z, we obtain

2(t) = aje” ™t 4 aJ{ewlt + age” ™2t 4 age“"ﬁ, p.(t) = iwwilaje” ™1t — aIeZ“’lt] + iwiwy[age ™2t — age“"zt],
—iwit a'{elwlt] _ in[ageﬂ“’ﬁ _ agezwgtL P (t) _ —wf[aleﬂ“’lt + a'{elwlt] _ w%[a2e—zw2t + a;ew&t]

I(t) = —iwl[ale y
(5.4)

and a Hamiltonian and commutator algebra of the form [7, §]
Hpy = 2(wi — w%)(wfa{al - w%agag) + 3 (w1 + w2),
1

T 2w (w2 — w?) (5:5)

[alaa“ = [012,@;] =

2wy (W} — w3)’
We note the similarity to (4.5).

In the Hilbert space in which both a; and as annihilate the vacuum the energy spectrum is bounded from below,
and the energy of the ground state is (w1 + wo)/2 with wave function 1g(z, 2)e~“1+92)t/2 where 1)y (2, x)is given in
(5.3). For this wave function the normalization of |€2) is then given by

Q) _/_O:O dz/: dz(Q|z, 2) (2, 7|Q) _/_O:O dz/_z da (2, )0 (2, ). (5.6)



With vy (z,x) diverging at large z, this normalization integral is infinite. Thus we see that through our knowledge of
the form of the ground state wave function as given in (5.3) we are able to determine the normalization of the PU
theory vacuum and establish that it is infinite. We can thus anticipate and will immediately show in Sec. VI that
this is also the case for the second-order plus fourth-order scalar quantum field theory as well. Then in Sec. VII we
will discuss what to do about it, with there actually being a mechanism for obtaining a finite normalization [4, 10],

one that also takes care of the fact that according to (5.5) (Qazab|Q2) is negative.

VI. THE NONNORMALIZABLE VACUUM OF HIGHER-DERIVATIVE FIELD THEORIES

To determine the second-order plus fourth-order scalar field theory vacuum normalization we introduce
_ al( )efiwl(fc)t + CLT (Ig)eiwl(k)t + a2(]2) —iws k)t ( )zw2(k
= iwn (R)wi (k) [ar (R)e 1@ — af (R)e™ (] + iw (B)wa (k) [aa ()e 2 — af (k)e™>(V1],
— i (B)[aa (B)e Pt — a (B)e ®1]  iuon () [ag(R)e > )" — af (k= (F)1),
R)ar(k)e™ ™10 4 al (R)e™ B — w3 (k) [az (R)e =) 4 ab (k)= *). (6.1)
From (6.1) and the commutation relations given in (4.5) it follows that
= 63 (I5 - Ig/)v
0, [pz(k.t),x(K, )] =0, [p:(k,t),pa(K',1)] = 0. (6.2)

Given (6.1) we can rewrite the Hamiltonian given in (4.5) in the equivalent, time-independent form

(25, 0), 0K 0] = i0° (B = F), [o(F,0), pa (' 1)
2k, 0), (8, 0] =0, [=(8, 1), pa(F', )

Hy — / Pk [@ FpaR (1) + 1 [ F) + w3(F)] 2%(F,0) — Ll (Rw3(R)2 (R 1) (6.3)

For each momentum state we recognize the quantum field theory Hamiltonian Hg given in (6.3) as being of precisely
the form of the quantum-mechanical Hpy Hamiltonian that is given in (5.2).
We can now proceed as in the second-order scalar theory discussed above and represent the commutators by

) o N L o
[z(k,t),—zm] =53 (k- k), x(k,t),—zm} =03k — k). (6.4)

With the vacuum obeying a1 (k)|Q) = 0, az(k)|Q2) = 0 for each k, from (6.1) we obtain

(BRI = 5oy | S0 + iz T+ R + 2O el a(R) o,
() aBlaa (B = oz [H0F) i — iwnBa(h) ~ O el a(Bl) =0, (03)

for each k. From (6.5) it follows that for each k we can identify each (z(k),z(k)|Q) with the PU oscillator ground
state wave function ¢ (z(k), z(k)), which, analogously to (5.3), is given by

vo(2(k), 2 (k)) = explglwi (k) + wa(k)]wr (k)wa (k)2* (k) + iw (k)wa (k)2 (k)a(k) — 5lwi (k) + wa (k)2 (R)].  (6.6)

Consequently, the Dirac norm of the vacuum is given by

@) = [ " (k) / " () (=), 2(B)) (k). 2(R)|)

— 00 — 00

=1l [ s [ dn e, R (B, () ©:7)

— 00 — 00

With each 1 (z(k), z(k)) diverging at large z(k), we thus establish that the Dirac norm of the field theory vacuum
is infinite. Thus whatever is the normalization of the vacuum in the associated wave-mechanical limit translates into
the same normalization in the quantum field theory.



VII. HOW TO OBTAIN A NORMALIZABLE VACUUM

Rather than herald the doom of the second-order plus fourth-order theory, we note that the above analysis has
a shortcoming in it, namely the assumption of the Hermiticity and self-adjointness of the operators in the theory.
Specifically, to show that an operator is self-adjoint we need to be able to throw away surface terms in an integration by
parts. This we cannot do if wave functions are not normalizable. The Hg Hamiltonian is thus not Hermitian. If Hg is
not Hermitian then for any arbitrary state [1(£)) in the Hilbert space we have (¥()[1h(£)) = (14(0)|eHite=iHsty(0)),
which is not equal to (1$(0)[¢(0)). Consequently, for the non-Hermitian Hg the Dirac inner product is not time
independent, and is thus not appropriate. For the theory to be viable we have to find some other inner product that
is time independent, and at the same time need it to be both finite and nonnegative.

For the field ¢(z, ) we note from (4.5) that the matrix element (Q|as (k)ad((k)|Q) is negative. This is not possible if
al(k) is the Hermitian conjugate of ay(k) since the matrix element would then have to be positive definite. It is thus
invalid to identify the coefficient of the e*2!~"*'% term in the expansion of ¢(7,t) as given in (4.4) as the Hermitian
conjugate of the coefficient of the e ~*2!*%% term. Consequently the field ¢(7,t) cannot be Hermitian, and thus the
Hg that is constructed from it cannot be Hermitian either.

To see this difficulty in an alternate way consider the Minkowski time path integral associated with the field theory
action given in (4.1), viz.

PI(MINK) = /D[¢]D[UM] exp {% /OO A [0,0,0"0" — (M2 + M2) 0,0 + M2M26?] | | (7.1)

— 00

where 0, = 0,¢. (In the same way that we treat z and « = Z as independent degrees of freedom in the PU case we
must do the same thing for ¢ and o, = 9,,¢.)

In order to damp out oscillations and enable the path integral to be well defined we need to introduce an ie
prescription. To determine an appropriate one we note that if we replace M? and M3 by M? — ie, M3 — ie in the
1/(k* — M?) — 1/(k? — M3) propagator given in (4.2), then positive frequency poles in the complex k° plane will
propagate forward in time while negative frequency poles will propagate backward (i.e., energies bounded from below).
However the residues in the My sector will be negative (the negative norm problem). Alternatively, if we replace M?
and M3 by M} —ie, M3 + ie in the 1/(k* — M) — 1/(k* — M3) propagator, then M sector positive frequency
poles in the complex kY plane will propagate backward in time while negative frequency poles will propagate forward
(i.e., energies unbounded from below, the Ostrogradski instability of higher derivative theories). However then the
My sector poles will be traversed in a way that would make the residues be positive. Inspection of (4.5) indicates
that these two realizations respectively correspond to separate and distinct Hilbert spaces in which ay(k) or al (k)
annihilates the vacuum. While we thus have both negative energy and negative residue problems, in no Hilbert space
do we have both.

For the M? — ie, M3 — ie prescription the path integral takes the form

PI(MINK) = / D[#|D[o,,] exp B / d*z[i0,0,0" 0" —i (M7 + M3) o0t + i M7 M3 ¢

— 00

—2e0,0" + (M7 + Mg)egﬂ] . (7.2)

With ¢ and o, being taken to be real and with o,0" being taken to be timelike on every path, the o, path integration
is damped but the ¢ path integration is not.

For the unconventional ie prescription in which we replace MZ and M2 by M? —ie, M3 +ie the path integral takes
the form

PI(MINK) = / D[#|D[o,,] exp B / d*z[i0,0,0" 0" — i (M7 + M3) opot + iMPM3¢* — (M7 — M3)ed?] |,
- (7.3)

and has no damping on the o, path integration at all. This unconventional ie prescription for the Feynman contour
leads to an unbounded from below energy spectrum that cannot be associated with a well-defined path integral at
all, and so we do not consider it any further.

Thus the only Feynman ie prescription that can be relevant is the standard one with M? — ie, M3 — ie. However,
even with this choice the ¢ path integration is not damped if ¢ is real. To rectify this we need find an appropriate
domain in the complex plane for the measure in which the ¢ path integration is damped. And in fact the path
integral does become damped if we do not require ¢ to be real, but instead take it to be pure imaginary [4, 11]



(though (Im[¢])? > (Re[])? would suffice). With the ¢ — —i¢ = ¢ transformation being achieved by a complex
classical symplectic transformation that preserves the classical Poisson bracket algebra, we replace (7.2) by

PI(MINK) = / D[#|D[o,,] exp B / d*z[i0,0,0"c" —i (M7 + M3) o0t — i M7 M3 4
—2e0,0" — (M7 + Mg)egz??}] : (7.4)

With ¢ and o, being taken to be real and with o,0" being taken to be timelike on every path, the path integral is
now well defined, and can now be associated with a well-defined quantum theory [12].
However, we still need to determine what particular quantum theory the now damped path integral might correspond
to. To this end we note that the wave function 1o(z(k), z(k)) given in (6.6) would become normalizable if we replace
z(k) by —iz(k), while making no change in z(k). To achieve this change we make a quantum similarity transformation
(viz. the quantum counterpart of a classical symplectic transformation) on the quantum fields of the form [10, 11]

S(S) = e [ Pamo(@)é(@1)/2 Guch a transformation preserves both energy eigenvalues and canonical commutators,
and effects

S(S)p(z,t)S(S)™ ! = —ig(z,t) = ¢(%, 1), S(S)m(z,t)S(S)~t = i7r(5c,t) 7(z,
k

),
S(8)z(k)S(S)™" = —iz(k) =y(k),  S(S)p=(k)S(S)™" = ip:(k) = q(k). (7.5)

1l
= &\

Now, even though H and also Hg (see (7.9) below) are not Hermitian, all of their eigenvalues are real, as must be
the case since all the poles of the 1/(k* — M%) —1/(k® — M2) propagator are on the real k axis, and their locations do
not change under a similarity transformation. Now common as its use is, a Hermiticity condition is only sufficient to
secure real eigenvalues but not necessary. (While Hermitian Hamiltonians have real eigenvalues, there is no converse
theorem that says that a non-Hermitian Hamiltonian must have at least one complex eigenvalue.) However, there is
a necessary condition for real eigenvalues, namely that [11, 13] the Hamiltonian have an antilinear symmetry [14].
The second-order-derivative plus fourth-order-derivative theory thus falls into the class of PT theories (P is the
linear parity operator and T is the antilinear time reversal operator) developed by Bender and collaborators [15, 16].
(In general, even without Hermiticity one still has C'PT symmetry [11], but since the scalar fields are neutral C is
separately conserved, so in this case CPT defaults to PT.) Critical to the PT program is that the wave functions be
normalizable in some domain in the complex plane, a domain known technically as a Stokes wedge. Since the wave
functions are not normalizable with real z(k), we have to continue z(k) into the complex plane in order to make them
normalizable. Then, precisely just as we found with the path integral measure, the theory is then well defined. Thus
Hg must be PT symmetric, and ¢(Z,t) will be PT odd (PT¢(z,t)TP = —¢(—%, —t)) since the starting ¢(Z,t) is a
standard P even, T even neutral scalar field.

To see how PT symmetry is explicitly implemented we note that the wave equation given in (4.1) does not change
under the ¢(Z,t) — —i¢(Z,t) transformation. We can thus expand ¢(Z,t) in a complete basis of plane waves as

Iy d’k (T p—iwr (k) t+ik-Z 7\ p—iwa (k) t+ik-Z _ -~ (T iwi(R)t—ik-Z | & (7 iws(k)t—ik-T
¢($)—/W[—w1(l€)e tRitiks o (R)e w2 (Btike _ s ()t (REika 4 g (k)eiw2(R)t—ik } (7.6)

In (7.6) we have introduced a hatted notation to indicate that the hatted operators are not Hermitian conjugates of
the unhatted ones. As constructed, ¢(z,t) will be PT odd if the creation and annihilation operators obey

PTal(/_s)TP = a1 (]_f), Ple(]_f)TP = dl (]_f), PTag(l_f)TP = —ag(]_f), PT&2(7§)TP = —dg(]_f) (77)

Given (7.6), the transformed Hamiltonian Hg = S(S)HsS(S)~! and transformed commutators now take the form [4]

[6(,1),6(0] =0,  [6(z,1),6(0] =0,  [6(z,1),6(0)] = is*(x),

[ar (k), a1 (k)] = [2(MF — M3)(k? + MP)Y?)716%(k — &),

[az (k), az(k')] = [2(MF — M3)(k? + M3)"/?)716%(k — '),

a1 (), a2(K)] = 0, [a1(k),a2(K")] =0, [a1(k), a2(K)] =0, [ai(k),a2(k")] =0, (7.8)

and with (7.7) it follows that all of these relations are PT symmetric. The algebra of the creation and annihilation
operators as given in (7.8) thus provides a faithful representation of the field commutation relations. With all relative



signs in (7.8) being positive (we take M7 > M3 for definitiveness), there are no states of negative norm or of negative
energy, and the theory is now fully viable. As such, this discussion completely parallels the previously published
discussion of the PU oscillator model given in [1, 10].

To complete the field theory discussion we replace (6.1), (6.2) and (6.3) by

y(k,t) = —iaq (B)e ™1 4 ay(k)e 2 M _jay (k)e™ Rt 1 ay(k)e™> Rt
a(k,t) = —iwn (K)ar (F)e ™" + wy(R)ag (R)e™ > W tiwn () (k)e o _ ws(k)aaz (R)e =),
palk,t) = —wi(k)ay (k)e i (B — ( )az(l%) —2 (R 2 (R (R)e™r P! — w3 (k)ag (k)e 2P,
q(k,t) = wi (B)w(E)[~wa (k)a <’> Bt — jeon (R)az (k)e 2B 4 wo (F)an (R)e™ B + dieon (R)aa (R)e™> 1],
[y(k, t),q(K' )] = i6°(k = k'), [e(k,t),pa (K, )] = i0°(k — k'),
He — / Bk {M gk, Oalh ) + £ [2 () 1 WR(R)] 22k 1) + SRR Rk 1)) . (7.9)
2 2 2

In (7.9) PT symmetry is maintained by having y(k,t) and x(k,t) be PT odd, and p,(k,t) and q(k,t) be PT even,
while the factor of 7 in (7.9) shows that Hg is not Hermitian [17]. Compared with (6.1) we note that only two out
of the four creation and annihilation operators have acquired a factor of 4, since only two of the original four z(k,t),
x(k,t), p.(k,t), p.(k,t) operators have been transformed. In consequence, the sign of only one of the [a;(k),a; (k)]
and [ag(k), a (k)] commutators is changed compared to (4.5), and this eliminates the ghost signature in [as(k), ab(K')].
Now when a Hamiltonian is not Hermitian the action of it to the right and the action of it to the left are not
related by Hermitian conjugation. Thus in general one must distinguish between right- and left-eigenstates, both for
the vacuum and the states that can be excited out of it, and one must use the left-right inner product. This inner
product obeys (L(t)|R(t)) = (L(0)|e"*e~*H*|R(0)) = (L(0)|R(0)), to thus nicely be time independent in the non-
Hermitian case. In the left-right basis we represent the equal-time [y(k), ¢(k’)] = i and [z(k), p.(k')] = i commutators
_ — _ — = =
by q(k') = —id,(k"), p (k') = —i0, (k') when acting to the right, and by q(k) = i0y(k’), ps (k') = 0, (k') when acting
to the left. This then leads to right and left ground state wave functions of the form [1]

Pi-(y(k), z(k)) = exp[—
V5 (y(k), z(k)) = exp[—

Given these wave functions the vacuum normalization for each k is given by [4]

(w1 + wa)wiway? (k) — wiway(k)z (k) —
(w1 + wa)wiway? (k) + wiway (k) (k) —

NI»—' NI)—I

(w1 + wa)x?(K)). (7.10)

@ mieniy - [ " (k) / " (B QP (R), 2(R) (y(R), 2(RQF)

= [Ty [ dalRpk (B Ry, 2 (k) = " | 711

vl [ dsBug e k) o h) = s (711)

Thus, just as we want, the left-right inner product normalization is finite. On normalizing to one we find that
(QF|QF) = T (QF (k) |QF (k) = TTz1 = 1. (7.12)

We thus confirm that the left-right vacuum normalization is both finite and positive. We thus establish the consistency
and physical viability of the similarity-transformed higher-derivative scalar field theory. And we note that even though
all the norms are positive, the insertion of ¢ 1nt0 —i(QFT[o ( ) 5(0)]|27) (corresponding to +i(Q5|T[p(z)p(0)]|27))
generates the relative minus sign in —[1/(k? — M?) —1/(k* — M%)]/(M? — M3) [4]. Thus with one similarity transform
into an appropriate Stokes wedge we solve both the vacuum normahzatlon problem and the negative-norm problem.

VIII. THE ULTRAVIOLET COMPLETION OF EINSTEIN GRAVITY

As a quantum theory the standard second-order-derivative Einstein gravitational theory with its 1/k? propagator
is not renormalizable. Since graviton loops generate higher-derivative gravity terms, one can construct a candidate
theory of quantum gravity by augmenting the Einstein Ricci scalar action with a term that is quadratic in the Ricci
scalar. This gives a much studied [18] quantum gravity action of the generic form

Teray = / d'a(—g)V/? [6M2R®, + (R™,)?] (8.1)
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and it can be considered to be an ultraviolet completion of Einstein gravity. This same action also appears in
Starobinsky’s inflationary universe model [19].

On adding on a matter source with energy-momentum tensor 7,,,, variation of this action with respect to the metric
generates a gravitational equation of motion of the form

1
—6MAGH + VI = —ET””. (8.2)
Here G, is the Einstein tensor and V), may for instance be found in [20, 21], with these terms being of the form
1 1
G = RM — §gwga53aﬂ, Vi = 29"V VPRY, — 2VYVFR®, — 2R, R™ + §g”V(Raa)2. (8.3)

If we now linearize about flat spacetime with background metric 77,,, and fluctuation metric g, = 1, + by, to first
perturbative order we obtain

6G = % (000N — 0,0%hay — 0,0%hay + 0,0,h) — %m,, (020%h — 0%0P hag)
Vi = [200 000 — 20,,0,](050°h — 0\0,, ™", (8.4)

where h = n*"h,,,. On taking the trace of the fluctuation equation around a flat background we obtain

1
[M? + 950°] (0r0*h — 9, 0\h") = — 5" 0T (8.5)
In the convenient transverse gauge where 9,h*” = 0, the propagator for h is given by
1 1 1 1
Dhk)=———— = — [ - — . 8.6
(h, %) k2(k2 — M?)  M? (k2 kQ—MQ) (8.6)

As we see, in this case the 1/k? graviton propagator for i that would be associated with the Einstein tensor 6G,,
alone is replaced by a D(h,k?) = [1/k? — 1/(k* — M?)]/M? propagator. And now the leading behavior at large
momenta is —1/k*. In consequence, the theory is thought to be renormalizable [22]. But since (©|Q) is not finite the
proof of renormalizability has a flaw in it. Fortunately, the flaw is not fatal, and we rectify it below.

We recognize D(h, k?) as being of the same form as the scalar field propagator that was given in (4.2), with ¢ being
replaced by h and with M? = M?, M2 = 0. We can thus give h an equivalent effective action of the form

I, — % / d%[a#a,,ha#a”h—M?aﬂha#h . (8.7)

Ij, thus shares the same vacuum state normalization and negative norm challenges as the scalar action given in (4.1).

Thus if, as is conventional, we take h to be Hermitian we would immediately encounter the negative-norm problem
associated with the relative minus sign in (8.6). However, since M is Planck scale in magnitude, this difficulty can
be postponed until observations can reach that energy scale. However, the lack of normalizabilty of the vacuum state
has consequences at all energies and cannot be postponed at all. Specifically, with (©|Q) being infinite we cannot
even identify the propagator as i(Q|T[h(2)h(0)]|Q2) since in analog to (1.7) it will obey

(07 — V?)(0? — V2 + M?*)D(h,z) = —(Q|Q)5*(x). (8.8)

Consequently, we cannot make the standard Wick contraction expansion. And thus both the Feynman rules that are
used presupposing that (©2|€2) is finite, and the renormalizability that is thought to then follow from them are therefore
not valid. Additionally, with (Q|2) being infinite, we cannot treat the Einstein theory with its 1/k? propagator as an
effective field theory that holds for momenta that obey k? < M?2.

However, as noted above, we can resolve all of these concerns by dropping the requirement that h be Hermitian,
and transform it to ih, where h is self-adjoint in its own eigenstate basis. Then, with the theory being recognized
as a PT theory, vacuum state normalization and negative-norm problems are resolved and the theory is consistent.
Moreover, the propagator is given by —i(QF|T[h(z)h(0)]|27) (corresponding to +i(QL|T[h(z)h(0)]|QF)). And with
the propagator still being given by (8.6) as it satisfies (07 — V2 4+ M?2)(9? — V) [—i(QL|T[h(x)h(0)]|QF)] = —6*(z),
all the steps needed to prove renormalizability are now valid. Consequently, the theory can now be offered as a fully
consistent, unitary and renormalizable theory of quantum gravity [23].
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