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Abstract: We show that the long-standing problem of gauge dependence of the effective

potential arises due to the factorisation of the determinant of operators, which is invalid

when we take the zeta-regularised trace of the operators. We show by correcting for this

assumption by computing the multiplicative anomaly, the gauge-dependent terms of the

effective potential cancel. We also show that in two- and odd-dimensional non-compact

spacetime manifolds where the multiplicative anomaly term is zero, the standard calcula-

tion of one-loop effective potential gives a gauge-independent result. These results are in

support of our claim that the multiplicative anomaly may play a crucial role in removing

the gauge dependence in the effective potential in the four-dimensional non-compact man-

ifold. Noting the non-trivial aspects of this anomaly computation for a generic scenario,

we propose the Heat-Kernel method to compute the effective potential where this anomaly

emerges as a total derivative, thus redundant. We explicitly show how one can calculate

the gauge independent, effective action and the Coleman-Weinberg effective potential by

employing the Heat-Kernel method. Based on this result, we advocate the Heat-Kernel

expansion as the most straightforward method, as it naturally deals with the matrix elliptic

operator for the calculation of manifestly gauge independent, effective actions compared

to other conventional methods.
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1 Introduction

Effective theories are useful tools for capturing the dynamics of UV complete theories at

energies where the heavy masses of the UV theories are inaccessible. By integrating out

the heavy scalars or fermions from the UV theory, the effective Lagrangian is expressed as

a series of higher dimensional operators suppressed by powers of the integrated out particle

mass 1/m2. Another context in which effective theories are used is in splitting the fields

into ultra-violet and infrared modes with respect to some selected scale and integrating

out the ultraviolet modes to obtain classical dynamics of the theory in a series of g2~

loop corrections to the classical Lagrangian. An example of this is the Coleman-Weinberg

(CW) potential [1] of the Higgs, which is used for studying the quantum corrected classical

dynamics of the Higgs field like symmetry breaking and phase transitions in the early

universe [2].

One long-standing problem in the calculation of effective theories, first pointed out by

Jackiw [3], is that the effective potential of a gauged scalar is gauge-dependent. The

gauge dependence persists whether the effective potential is calculated using the functional

method [4] or the perturbative diagram method [6]. A way to use the effective potential

to calculate physically meaningful quantities was pointed out by Nielsen [7], who showed

that the minima and maxima were independent of gauge choice. This gauge-independent

extremum implies that in the broken symmetric minima, the mass spectrum of particles

is gauge-independent [8]. Thus, for applications of phase transitions at finite temperature

in the early universe, quantities like the critical temperature Tc, which are defined using

the potential at the values of the field at the true and false vacuum minima, are gauge
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independent [9, 10]. One application where the gauge dependence of the CW potential is a

problem is the application of the inflaton potential. Here, for comparison with observations,

we need the potential and its derivatives in the slow-roll phase (and not at the extrema) [12].

Various aspects of this problem have been studied over the years [13–22] and the consensus

is that the one loop effective action can be gauge dependent while physical quantities which

only depend on the extrema of the potential are gauge invariant.

We organise the paper as follows. In section 2, we summarise the effective potential

computation of Dolan-Jackiw [3, 4] in case of a massless scalar QED theory at d = 4. There

we identify the well-known gauge parameter dependency in the one loop effective potential.

Then, in section 3, we discuss the emergence of multiplicative anomaly associated with

Zeta-function regularisation when one loop functional determinant is decomposed in terms

of a product of determinants of elliptic operators. We show how to estimate this anomaly

in case of non-compact even dimensional manifold. This anomaly vanishes for two- and

odd-dimensional non-compact manifolds. We show how the inclusion of this anomaly in the

effective action exactly cancel the gauge parameter dependent term and provide a gauge

independent effective potential. We confirm our claim by computing the effective terms in

the potential for the similar massless scalar QED theory in d = 2, and 3. In the subsequent

section 4, we introduce the Heat-Kernel method to compute the effective potential where

unlike the conventional prescriptions, we show how one can deal with the matrix-elliptic

operator and as a result the non-trivial computation of multiplicative anomaly can be

avoided. We compute the effective potential for both massive scalar QED theory at d = 4

and the CW effective potential for massless case with constant background at d = 3, and 4.

We show that the effective potential is gauge independent in all these cases, as expected.

2 Functional Evaluation of One Loop Effective Action

We evaluate the one loop effective potential for the massless scalar QED case in Lorentz

gauge where the ghosts decouple following the proposal in [3, 4]. Here, the gauge parameter

ξ appears in the gauge fixing term, and latter show up in the effective potential through

the coupling between gauge bosons and scalars. The working Lagrangian for the massless

scalar QED theory in Rξ gauge[5] is [3, 4]

L =
1

2
∂µφi∂

µφi −
1

4
FµνF

µν − λ

4!
φ4 − eǫij∂µφiφjA

µ +
1

2
e2φ2A2 − 1

ξ
(∂µA

µ)2, (2.1)

where φ2 = φ2
1 + φ2

2, φ
4 = (φ2

1 + φ2
2)

2. Here φi(i = 1, 2) are two real scalar fields.

Now we shift the scalar field by a constant background value as φi → ηi+ φ̂i. The effective

potential V
(4)
1L (φ̂) obtained by integrating out the fluctuations associated with (φ,A) is

V
(4)
1L (φ̂) = − i

2

∫

d4k

(2π)4
log[Det[iD−1

0 ]], (2.2)

where

iD−1
0 [φ̂, k] =

(

(k2 − 1
6λφ̂

2)δij − 1
3λφ̂iφ̂j ieǫii′ φ̂i′kν

−ieǫjj′φ̂j′kµ (−k2 + e2φ̂2)gµν + (1− 1
ξ )kµkν

)

. (2.3)
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We rewrite iD−1
0 in the block-diagonal form in {i, j} and {µ, ν} space employing suitable

similarity transformation∗

iD−1
0 =

(

iD−1
ij (φ̂, k) + iQij(φ̂, k) 0

0 i∆−1
µν (φ̂, k)

)

, (2.4)

where

Qij(φ̂, k) = Mµ
i (φ̂, k)∆µν(φ̂, k)M

ν
j (φ̂,−k),

iD−1
ij (φ̂, k) = (k2 − 1

6
λφ̂2)δij −

1

3
λφ̂iφ̂j ,

i∆−1
µν (φ̂, k) = (−k2 + e2φ̂2)gµν + (1− 1

ξ
)kµkν ,

Mµ
i (φ̂, k) = ieǫii′ φ̂i′k

µ. (2.5)

The one loop contribution to effective potential comes from the following expression

V
(4)
1L (φ̂) = − i

2

∫

d4k

(2π)4
log [Det [iD−1

0 ]]

= − i

2

∫

d4k

(2π)4
log Det[i∆−1

µν (φ̂, k) · (iD−1
ij (φ̂, k) + iQij(φ̂, k))]. (2.6)

We factorise the determinant in the following form, equivalent to prescription provided in

[3, 4]

Det[i∆−1
µν (φ̂, k)·(iD−1

ij (φ̂, k)+iQij(φ̂, k))] = Det[i∆−1
µν (φ̂, k)]] Det[(iD−1

ij (φ̂, k)+iQij(φ̂, k))].

(2.7)

We feed (2.7) in (2.6), and then along with (2.5) we find

V
(4)
1L (φ̂) = − i

2

∫

d4k

(2π)4
log [(k2 −A2

1)(k
2 −A2

2)(k
2 −A2

3)(k
2 −A2

4)
3], (2.8)

where

A2
1 =

1

12
(λφ̂2 + φ̂2

√

λ2 − 24ξλe2) , A2
3 =

1

2
λφ̂2 ,

A2
2 =

1

12
(λφ̂2 − φ̂2

√

λ2 − 24ξλe2) , A2
4 = e2φ̂2 . (2.9)

After regularising the integral and employing the MS renormalization, we find the

effective potential as

V
(4)
1L (φ̂)

∣

∣

∣

DJ
=

φ̂4

4!

[ 1

8π2

(5

6
λ2 + 9e2 − ξλe2

)

log
( φ̂2

µ2

)]

. (2.10)

We see that the effective potential is dependent on the gauge parameter ξ as first pointed

out in [3]. In the next section we show that the gauge dependent term arises due to

∗Our primary expectation is that this diagonalization will not affect the computation of effective La-

grangian as it is allowed within “Det” operator. We will come back to this point in subsequent section and

discuss its possible impact.
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the assumption that the determinants can be factored as in (2.7) does not hold due to

regualrization. The correction term is called the multiplicative anomaly, and for the Abelian

Higgs example that we are considering the extra multiplicative anomaly term will precisely

cancel the ξ dependent term in (2.10) to give us an gauge independent one loop potential.

3 Zeta-function Regularization and Multiplicative Anomaly

Let us define an elliptic operator δ2L
δΦ2 ≡ ∆ ≡ D2 + M2 + U in d-dimensional Euclidean

space. Then the one loop effective action is proportional to log[Det[∆]] which is also, in

general, equivalently written as Tr[log[∆]]. In case of a theory with multiple dynamical

quantum fields, the effective action is reduced to the following form

log[Det[∆1 ∆2 ∆3 · · · ]] ≡ Tr[log[∆1 ∆2 ∆3 · · · ]], (3.1)

where each of the ∆i’s are elliptic operator of order two. To compute this effective action

we employ the following relation

log[Det[∆1 ∆2 ∆3 · · · ]] = log[Det[∆1] + log[Det[∆2]] + · · · . (3.2)

The above relation in turn implies that

Tr[log[∆1 ∆2 ∆3 · · · ]] = Tr[log[∆1]] + Tr[log[∆2] + · · · . (3.3)

The above two equations (3.3), and (3.2) are not true in general, as log[∆i] is not a trace-

class operator and the trace, here, is the zeta-regularised trace (Trζ) which is not linear

unlike the ordinary traces [6]. This can be understood through a simple well-known example

with the following matrices [28]

A = diag{1, 2, 3, · · · }, B = diag{1, 1, 1, · · · },
C = A+B = diag{2, 3, 4, · · · }, (3.4)

Now, if we compute the regularised zeta-trace of these matrices we find

Trζ(A) = ζ(−1) = − 1

12
, T rζ(B) = ζ(0) = −1

2
,

T rζ(A+B) = Trζ(C) = ζ(−1)− 1 = −13

12
6= Trζ(A) + Trζ(B). (3.5)

Thus, whenever we decompose the log[Det[· · · ]] of a product of elliptic operators into

log[Det[· · · ]] of individual ones, e.g., log[Det[∆1 ∆2]] ≡ log[Det[∆1]]+log[Det[∆2]], we must

introduce a compensating factor, known as Multiplicative Anomaly A[∆1,∆2] as follows

log[Det[∆1 ∆2]] = log[Det[∆1]] + log[Det[∆2]] + A[∆1,∆2]. (3.6)

The multiplicative anomaly A[∆1,∆2] , for compact as well as non-compact manifold can

be computed with ζ−function regularisation [23–25] and Wodzicki residue formula [26–29].

Employing zeta-function regularisation, the one loop effective Lagrangian is given as [28]

L1L
eff = cs log[Det[∆/µ2]] = cs

[

ζ
′

(0) + ζ(0)log(µ2)
]

, (3.7)
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where µ is the renormalisation scale and ∆ is the strong elliptic operator. In terms of

regularised zeta-function one can recast the multiplicative anomaly as [28]

A[∆1,∆2] =
d

dt

[

ζ(t|∆1∆2)− ζ(t|∆1)− ζ(t|∆2)
]∣

∣

∣

t=0
, (3.8)

where t is the Schwinger parameter† associated with the heat equation

(∂t +∆x)K(t, x, y,∆) = 0, K(0, x, y,∆) = δ(x− y), (3.9)

with K(t, x, y,∆) is the Heat-kernel and ∆ is the (strong) elliptic operator . The ζ-function

of an elliptic operator is related to its Heat-Kernel coefficients (HKCs) [32–34] and the

multiplicative anomaly can be written in terms of the HKCs [31]. Thus, It is evident that

in case of non-compact manifold A[∆1,∆2] = 0 when either d = 2 and(or) odd integer due

to lack of singularity of the zeta-function at t = 0 in both cases. One can also estimate

this anomaly following the footsteps of Ref. [35]

A[∆1,∆2] =
r2

2r1(r1 + r2)
Res

[(

log(∆1∆
−r1/r2
2 )

)2]

, (3.10)

where ∆i ≡ (k2 + A2
i ) are two elliptic operators of order r1 and r2 respectively, and the

residue(Res) is computed in the large k-limit. This can be further expressed as the following

form employing the Wodzicki residue [26] formula as

A[∆1,∆2] =
1

2r1r2(r1 + r2)
Res

[(

log(∆r2
1 ∆−r1

2 )
)2]

. (3.11)

One can express the multiplicative anomaly factor in a simplified form in the large k-limit

as [28]

A[∆1,∆2] ⊃
(−1)q Vd

4(4π)qΓ(q)

q−1
∑

n=1

1

n(q − n)
[(A2

1)
n − (A2

2)
n][(A2

1)
q−n − (A2

2)
q−n], (3.12)

where, q = d/2 > 1, and Vd is the Euclidean d-dimensional volume.

3.1 Effective Action with Multiplicative Anomaly

We carefully investigate the method adopted by Dolan-Jackiw [3, 4] to compute the effec-

tive action suffers similar issue. First they have diagonalised the matrix-elliptic operator

∆ = ∆1∆2 . . . and then rewritten the log[Det[∆]] of the matrix-elliptic operator as a

sum of log[Det[∆i]] of individual elliptic operators. As we have discussed earlier, this de-

composition must be compensated by the multiplicative anomaly. We propose that the

gauge-parameter dependence of the one loop effective potential that computed by Dolan-

Jackiw, see Sec.2, is a reflection of this missing part that should be added through the

multiplicative-anomaly. The operator in the Jackiw-Dolan effective theory (2.6) is

log Det[ iD−1
0 (φ̂, k)] = log Det[∆1 ∆2 ∆3 ∆4], (3.13)

†We use the same Schwinger parameter t in latter section where we discuss Heat-Kernel based method

to compute the effective action.
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where

∆1 = k2 +
1

12
φ̂2[λ+

√

λ2 − 24ξλe2] = k2 +A2
1 , ∆3 = k2 +

1

2
λφ̂2,

∆2 = k2 +
1

12
φ̂2[λ−

√

λ2 − 24ξλe2] = k2 +A2
2 , ∆4 = (k2 + e2φ̂2)3. (3.14)

Following Ref. [28], the effective potential requires the computation of

log[Det[∆1 ∆2 ∆3 ∆4]] = log[Det[∆1]] + log[Det[∆2]] + log[Det[∆3]] + log[Det[∆4]],

+ A[∆1,∆2,∆3,∆4], (3.15)

where A[∆1,∆2,∆3,∆4] is the multiplicative anomaly. Thus, we primarily focus on the

computation of A[∆1,∆2] to note down the gauge parameter dependent contributions to

justify our previous claim. Following the prescription of [28, 29]‡, the ξ-dependent term

can be extracted from anomaly function given in (3.12). In d = 4-dimensional Euclidean

space, i.e., q = 2, we find, the ξ-dependent anomaly density function, using (3.12), that

contributes to the effective Lagrangian

a[∆1,∆2](ξ) =
A[∆1,∆2](ξ)

V4
=

(−1)2

4(4π)2Γ(2)
[(A2

1)− (A2)
n][(A2

1)− (A2
2)]

= −2ξ e2 λφ̂4

4!(8π2)
. (3.16)

Thus, the effective Lagrangian density takes the following functional form

L1L
eff ≡ cslog[Det[∆1∆2]] = cs

[

log[Det∆1]] + log[Det∆2]] + a[∆1,∆2](ξ)
]

. (3.17)

Then, after encoding the missed-out contributions due to zeta-regularised multiplicative-

anomaly we find the one loop regularised effective potential as

V 1L
eff = V

(4)
1L (φ̂)

∣

∣

∣

DJ
− cs a[∆1,∆2](ξ)log(φ̂

2/µ2)

=
1

4!

φ̂4

8π2

{[

5λ2

6
+ 9e4 − ξ e2 λ

]

− 1

2

[

− 2ξ e2 λφ̂4

4!(8π2)

]}

log(φ̂2/µ2)

=
1

8

φ̂4

8π2

[

5λ2

18
+ 3e4

]

log(φ̂2/µ2), (3.18)

that is gauge-parameter (ξ) independent. Here, V
(4)
1L (φ̂)

∣

∣

∣

DJ
is the effective potential com-

puted in [3, 4], see (2.10), and cs = 1/2 for real scalar.

‡For the sake of simplicity, while defining the anomaly, we ignore the presence of renormalisation scale

µ that enters as log(φ̂2/µ2) when we employ the zeta-regularization, very similar to the computation of

other regular log[Det[∆i]] terms [30].
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3.2 Effective Action in d = 2 and 3 Dimensions

In d = 2, we work with the following Lagrangian

L =
1

2
∂µφi∂

µφi −
1

4
FµνF

µν − λ

4!
φ4 − eǫij∂µφiφjA

µ +
1

2
e2φ2A2 − 1

ξ
(∂µA

µ)2. (3.19)

Here, φ and Aµ have no mass dimension, but the couplings λ, and e has mass dimensions

2 and 1 respectively.

Now we evaluate the quantum corrections corresponding to the φ2 operator and that

reads as

V1(φ̂) = − i

2

∫

d2k

(2π)4
log [(k2 −A2

1)(k
2 −A2

2)(k
2 −A2

3)(k
2 −A2

4)]. (3.20)

Following the same prescription till now we reach at the following result

V
(2)
1L (φ̂)|φ̂2 = −φ̂2 1

8π
(
2

3
λ+ e2)log(φ̂2). (3.21)

It is important to note that the term V
(2)
1L (φ̂)|φ̂2 is gauge parameter ξ independent. In

two-dimension, multiplicative anomaly is zero. In case of massless scalar QED in d = 2,

where φ is dimensionless, we can compute the one loop corrections corresponding to the

φ2n, ∀n ∈ Z
+ operator §, and that term will also be independent of ξ. In other words,

the equation (3.6) holds in two-dimension and one is not required to compensate with the

multiplicative anomaly. This is consistent with our observation.

Another important property of multiplicative anomaly is that Ad vanishes for odd

dimensional non-compact manifold. We verify this explicitly employing the Jackiw-Dolan

functional method. In d = 3, we have the Lagrangian

L =
1

2
∂µφi∂

µφi −
1

4
FµνF

µν − λ

6!
φ6 − eǫij∂µφiφjA

µ +
1

2
e2φ2A2 − 1

ξ
(∂µA

µ)2. (3.22)

Here, φ,Aµ, and e have mass dimensions 1/2 each, where the coupling λ is dimensionless.

We define φ2 = φ2
1 + φ2

2, φ
6 = (φ2

1 + φ2
2)

3. Following the same prescription till now we find

V1(φ̂) = − i

2

∫

d3k

(2π)3
log[(k2 −A2

1)(k
2 −A2

2)(k
2 −A2

3)(k
2 −A2

4)
2], (3.23)

where

A2
1 =

1

240
(λφ̂4 +

√

λ2φ̂8 − 480αλe2φ̂6);A2
2 =

1

240
(λφ̂4 −

√

λ2φ̂8 − 480αλe2φ̂6);

A2
3 =

1

4!
λφ̂4;A2

4 = e2φ̂2 (3.24)

The one loop effective potential associated with φ̂6 term (marginal operator) is given as

V
(3)
1L |φ̂6 = − 1

12π
λ

3
2 [(

1

5!
)
3
2 + (

1

4!
)
3
2 ]φ̂6, (3.25)

§To do so we need to have λ
(2n+2)!

φ2n+2 term in the Lagrangian.
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which is independent of ξ-parameter in consistent with vanishing multiplicative anomaly

Ad=3 = 0.

We have noted that computation of multiplicative in generic cases is rather difficult.

Thus, instead of employing that we will discuss a new prescription to compute the one loop

effective action where we will deal with the full matrix-elliptic operator, such that we can

avoid computation of multiplicative-anomaly, separately.

4 Effective Action using Heat-Kernel Expansion

The Heat-Kernel (HK) [31–35] for an elliptic operator ∆ ≡ δ2L
δΦ2 = D2 + M2 + U , is the

solution of the the heat equation and initial condition given by,

(∂t +∆x)K(t, x, y,∆) = 0, K(0, x, y,∆) = δ(x− y). (4.1)

Using the Heat-Kernel method the effective Lagrangian is given as [36–41]

Leff = cs tr

∫ ∞

0

dt

t
K(x, x,∆, t), (4.2)

where cs = 1/2(1) for real(complex) bosons. The integration over t which is equivalent to

the momentum integral in (2.6) is performed after first expressing K(x, x,∆, t) as a power

series in t,

K(x, x,∆, t) =

∞
∑

k=0

(−t)k

k !
bk(x), (4.3)

the bk(x) are the Heat-Kernel coefficients which are polynomials of U , and D. In the

following section we compute the Heat-Kernel coefficients of the Abelian Higgs model to

obtain the effective action.

4.1 Effective Action of the Abelian Higgs Model

We consider an Abelian Higgs model with an O(2) scalar multiplet φa and the gauge field

Aµ,

L =
1

2
∂µφa∂

µφa −
1

4
FµνF

µν − 1

2
M2

1φ
2 − λ

4!
φ4 − eǫabA

µφb∂µφa

+
1

2
M2

2A
2 +

1

2
e2φ2A2 − 1

2ξ
(∂µA

µ)2, (4.4)

where we have introduced the massesM1 andM2 ∈ R
+ as infrared regulators. The last term

in (4.4) is the gauge fixing term in the Rξ gauge where the ghost Lagrangian decouples from

φa, Aµ and we will drop the ghost Lagrangian for the one loop effective action calculation.

We combine the scalar and gauge fields to define the field multiplet Φ = (φa, Aµ)
T and

define the operator matrix

∆ij =
∂2L

∂ΦiΦj
=

(

(∂2 +M2
1 + λ

6 φ̂
2)δab +

λ
3 φ̂aφ̂b eǫab′∂ν φ̂b′

−eǫa′b∂µφ̂a′ −(∂2 + e2φ̂2 +M2
2 )δµν + (1− 1

ξ )∂µ∂ν

)

,
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where (i, j) = {(a, b), (µ, ν)}, ∂2 is the 4-dimensional Laplacian in the Euclidean space R4.

We define

M2 =

(

M2
1 δab 0

0 −M2
2 δµν

)

and U =

(

λ
6 φ̂

2δab +
λ
3 φ̂aφ̂b eǫab′∂ν φ̂b′

−eǫa′b∂µφ̂a′ −e2φ̂2δµν + (1− 1
ξ )∂µ∂ν

)

,(4.5)

to define the Heat-Kernel. Here, in general M2 matrix does not commute with the U -

matrix. Thus, we can not separate the free and interaction part while defining the Heat-

Kernel. This happens when we there are non-degenerate massive fields present in the theory

we are interested in. In that scenario, we need to define the HK employing momentum

space integral representation where the trace ¶ of HK can be expressed as [39]

trK(t, x, x,∆) = tr

∫

d4p

(2π)4
〈x|e−M2t T exp

[

−
∫ t

0

(

∂2 + eM
2t′Ue−M2t′

)

dt′
]

|p〉〈p|x〉

= tr

∫

d4p

(2π)4
e−M2t〈x| T exp

[

−
∫ t

0

(

∂2 + eM
2t′Ue−M2t′

)

dt′
]

|p〉eipx

= tr

∫

d4p

(2π)4
e−M2t〈x|p〉 eipx T exp

[

−
∫ t

0

(

(∂µ + ipµ)
2 + eM

2t′Ue−M2t′
)

dt′
]

= tr

∫

d4p

(2π)4
e−M2t ep

2tT exp
[

−
∫ t

0

(

∂2 + 2ip.∂ + eM
2t′Ue−M2t′

)

dt′
]

, (4.6)

where we have used the property e−ipx̂∂µe
ipx̂ ≡ ∂µ + ipµ. We note that the derivative

operators ∂µ in U (eqn (4.5)) are also translated by ipµ. We redefine p2t to p2 to obtain,

trK(t, x, x,∆) = tr

∫

d4p

(2π)4 t2
e−M2tep

2 T exp
[

−
∫ t

0

(

∂2 + 2ip.∂/
√
t+ eM

2t′Ue−M2t′
)

dt′
]

.

Here, p2 = δµνp
µpν = −

∑d
i=1 p

2
i
‖. The chronologically ordered exponential is written as

F(t, A) = T exp
(

−
∫ t

0
A(t′)dt′

)

= 1 +

∞
∑

n=1

(−1)nfn(t, A), (4.7)

where fn can be recast in terms of an integral equation as follows

fn(t, A) =

∫ t

0
ds1

∫ s1

0
ds2 ...

∫ sn−1

0
dsnA(s1)A(s2) ... A(sn). (4.8)

For the choice of M2 and U given in (4.5) we find A(t) as

A =

(

(∂2+ 2ip.∂√
t

+ λ
6 φ̂

2)δab +
λ
3 φ̂aφ̂b eǫab′∂ν φ̂b′ +

ie√
t
ǫab′pνφ̂b′

−eǫa′b∂µφ̂a′ − ie√
t
ǫab′pν φ̂b′ −(∂2+ 2ip.∂√

t
+ e2φ̂2)δµν + (1− 1

ξ )(∂µ∂ν −
pµpν
t +

2ipµ∂ν√
t

)

)

.

(4.9)

¶This trace is defined over all internal symmetries.
‖We work with all negative Euclidean metric.
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Here, φa(x) = φ̂a(x) + ηa(x) with φ̂a is the background field, not necessarily constant in

space-time, and ηa are the fluctuations around this background. We discuss the constant

background field considering the massless scalar QED scenario in the following section

that mimics the Dolan-Jackiw computation of effective potential [3, 4]. We further set the

background field for the gauge field Aµ to be zero without loss of generality. The effective

action is expressed in terms of the Heat-Kernel series as [39]

Leff = cstr

∫ ∞

0

dt

t
K(t, x, x,∆)

= cstr

∫ ∞

0

dt

t3

∫

d4p

(2π)4
e−M2tep

2t
[

1 +
∑

n

(−1)nfn(t, A)
]

. (4.10)

The U in our theory has a mass dimension two. So, in order to get the dimension four con-

tribution to the effective potential, we need to calculate only the f2 term in the expansion,

L(4)
eff = cstr

∫ ∞

0

dt

t3

∫

d4p

(2π)4
e−M2tep

2
f2(t, A)

= cstr

∫ ∞

0

dt

t3

∫

dΩ

∫ ∞

0

p3dp

(2π)4
e−M2tep

2
f2(t, A)

= cstr

∫ ∞

0

dt

t3
π2

2

∫ ∞

0

p3dp

(2π)4
e−M2tep

2
f2(t, A), (4.11)

where cs =
1
2(1) for real(complex) scalars. After performing the momentum and t integral,

we get

L(4)
eff = − cs

(32π2)
tr

[

U2
11log(M

2
1 ) + U2

22log(M2)
2 + U12U21

(

1− M2
1 logM

2
1 −M2

2 logM
2
2

M2
1 −M2

2

)]

= − 1

4!

1

8π2

[

5λ2

6
φ̂4log(M2

1 ) + 9e4φ̂4log(M2
2 ) +

(

3(1 − 1

ξ
)2∂4 − 6(1− 1

ξ
)e2∂2φ̂2

)

log(M2
2 )

+ 6e2∂µφ̂a∂
µφ̂a

(

1− M2
1 logM

2
1 −M2

2 logM
2
2

M2
1 −M2

2

)

]

. (4.12)

Here, we find that two operators ∂4 and ∂2φ̂2 are total derivatives ∗∗, thus do not contribute

in the effective potential. The final form of the effective Lagrangian reads as

L(4)
eff = − 1

4!

1

8π2

[

5λ2

6
φ̂4log(M2

1 ) + 9e4φ̂4log(M2
2 )

+ 6e2∂µφ̂a∂
µφ̂a

(

1− M2
1 logM

2
1 −M2

2 logM
2
2

M2
1 −M2

2

)

]

. (4.13)

Here, the last term offers the additional contribution to field renormalization factor Zφ in

presence of scalar-gauge field interaction, and thus proportional to e2.

∗∗Note that in this computation M2
1,2 are constant in space-time.
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4.2 Effective Action of Scalar QED in d = 3

We compute the effective action in d = 3 dimension for the similar scalar QED theory

using the Heat-Kernel method for comparison with (3.25). The Lagrangian is (3.22)

L =
1

2
∂µφa∂

µφa −
1

4
FµνF

µν − λ

6!
φ6 − eǫabA

µφb∂µφa +
1

2
e2φ2A2 − 1

2ξ
(∂µA

µ)2. (4.14)

The elliptic operator is defined as

∆ij =
∂2L

E

∂ΦiΦj
=

(

(∂2 + λ
5! φ̂

4)δab +
λ
30 φ̂

2φ̂aφ̂b eǫab′∂ν φ̂b′

−eǫa′b∂µφ̂a′ −(∂2 + e2φ̂2)δµν + (1− 1
ξ )∂µ∂ν

)

, (4.15)

where (i, j) = {(a, b), (µ, ν)},, and we define

M2 =

(

λ
4! φ̂

4δab 0

0 −e2φ̂2δµν

)

and U =

(

λ
30 φ̂

2φ̂aφ̂b − λ
30 φ̂

4δab eǫab′∂ν φ̂b′

−eǫa′b∂µφ̂a′ (1− 1
ξ )∂µ∂ν

)

. (4.16)

Employing the HK method as discussed in the previous section, we find the effective

action corresponding to the φ̂6 term as

L(3)
eff =

1

2π2
tr

(

1

3
(M2

1 )
3
2 − 1

2

√

M2
1 U11 +

1

8

U2
11

√

M2
1

)

(4.17)

=
λ

3
2

2π
φ̂6 1

(4!)
3
2

86

75
. (4.18)

This explicitly shows that the effective potential is gauge parameter independent as in

(3.25), computed employing Dolan-Jackiw method. This is expected as in d = 3, i.e., odd

space-time dimension the multiplicative anomaly vanishes.

4.3 Gauge Invariant Coleman-Weinberg Potential

We assume the similar Scalar QED Lagrangian in d = 4 as adopted in [3, 4]

L =
1

2
∂µφa∂

µφa −
1

4
FµνF

µν − λ

4!
φ4 − eǫabA

µφb∂µφa +
1

2
e2φ2A2 − 1

2ξ
(∂µA

µ)2. (4.19)

We now have the operator matrix

∆ij =
∂2L

E

∂ΦiΦj
=

(

(∂2 + λ
6 φ̂

2)δab +
λ
3 φ̂aφ̂b eǫab′∂ν φ̂b′

−eǫa′b∂µφ̂a′ −(∂2 + e2φ̂2)δµν + (1− 1
ξ )∂µ∂ν

)

, (4.20)

where (i, j) = {(a, b), (µ, ν)}, and we choose the diagonal terms as M2 and the remaining

field terms in U as

M2 =

(

λ
2 φ̂

2δab 0

0 −e2φ̂2δµν

)

and U =

(

λ
3 φ̂aφ̂b − λ

3 φ̂
2δab eǫab′∂ν φ̂b′

−eǫa′b∂µφ̂a′ (1− 1
ξ )∂µ∂ν

)

. (4.21)
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The for the Coleman-Weinberg potential, we take φ̂=constant and in this case the terms

of the M2 matrix act as the infrared regulators. which gives us A(t) as

A =





(∂2+ 2ip.∂√
t

− λ
3 φ̂

2)δab +
λ
3 φ̂aφ̂b eǫab′∂ν φ̂b′ +

ieǫab′pν φ̂b′√
t

−eǫa′b∂µφ̂a′ − ieǫa′bpµφ̂a′√
t

−(∂2+ 2ip.∂√
t
)δµν + (1− 1

ξ )(∂µ∂ν −
pµpν
t +

2ipµ∂ν√
t

)



 .

(4.22)

Using the Heat-Kernel method now we compute the effective Lagrangian up to dimension

four as

L(4)
eff = − 1

(64π2)
tr
[

M4
1

(

logM2
1 − 3

2

)

+M4
2

(

logM2
2 − 5

6

)

+ 2M2
1U11

(

logM2
1 − 1

)

+ 2M2
2U22

(

logM2
1 − 1

)

+ U2
11l(M

2
1 ) + U2

22log(M2)
2

− U12U21

(

1− M2
1 logM

2
1 −M2

2 logM
2
2

M2
1 −M2

2

)

]

= −1

8

1

8π2

[

5λ2

18
φ̂4
(

log
(λφ̂2

2

)

− 3

2

)

+ 3e4φ̂4
(

log(e2φ̂2)− 5

6

)

+
(

1− 1

ξ

)2
log(e2φ̂2)∂4

− 2
(

1− 1

ξ

)

e2
(

log(e2φ̂2)− 1
)

∂2φ̂2 + 2e2∂µφ̂a∂
µφ̂a

(

1−
λφ̂2

2 log(λφ̂
2

2 )− e2φ̂2loge2φ̂2

λφ̂2

2 − e2φ̂2

)]

.

(4.23)

Since the background field is a constant in space-time, the ∂ terms are zero, and we are

left with the Coleman-Weinberg potential for the Abelian Higgs model given by

V
(1L)
CW =

1

4!

1

8π2

[

5λ2

6
φ̂4
(

log
(λφ̂2

2

)

− 3

2

)

+ 9e4φ̂4
(

log(e2φ̂2)− 5

6

)

]

. (4.24)

We see that the Coleman-Weinberg potential for the Abelian Higgs theory does not depend

upon the gauge parameter ξ unlike the result of [3, 4]. Here we have expressed the CW

potential in terms of the O(2) multiplet φ̂ = (φ̂1, φ̂2)
T . We can also write this in terms

of a complex field Φ = 1√
2
(φ1 + iφ2) and Φ∗ = 1√

2
(φ1 − iφ2). To make identification

with the field in the broken symmetric phase we can chose φ1 = h the Higgs field, and

φ2 = G the Goldstone field whose background value is zero. In this case we can write the

Coleman-Weinberg potential for the Higgs field by taking φ̂ = (h, 0) and substituting in

(4.24).

5 Conclusions

In this paper, we examine the long-standing issue of the gauge dependence of the effective

potential in an Abelian Higgs theory. We show that the standard path integral method

calculation of the effective potential by integrating out the fluctuations over a constant

background results in the computation of the determinant of an operator quartic in ∂2. In

the case of the functional method, one is required to express that operator as a product of
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four quadratic operators, such that the problem reduces to the computation of determinant

of operators that are linear in ∂2. This decomposition does not always hold as it is protected

by the regularised zeta-trace (Trζ), which is not linear. This results in the emergence

of unavoidable multiplicative anomaly, which is also related to the presence of double

pole in the effective action in functional method [42]. We correct this factorization error

by including the multiplicative anomaly term and show that this extra term, which was

omitted in the earlier treatments, precisely cancels the problematic gauge-dependent term

in the scalar potential. As a consistency check of this idea, we compute the effective

potential in d = 2 and 3 spacetime dimensions, where the multiplicative anomaly is zero,

and we find that the effective potential obtained after a factorization of the determinant is

gauge-independent.

We also compute the effective potential using the Heat-Kernel expansion procedure,

and we find that the quantum correction to the λφ4 operator has ξ dependent terms,

which are a total divergence. In the case of the Heat-Kernel method, we compute the

effective potential involving the full matrix-elliptic operator ∆. Thus, unlike the functional

method, we can avoid writing the effective action as a product Πilog[Det[∆i]] such that ∆ =

Πi∆i. As the Heat-Kernel method avoids the factorization of the functional determinant,

the multiplicative anomaly appears to be total derivative [42]. Thus, HK prescription

automatically gives a gauge invariant effective potential. We also compute the Coleman-

Weinberg potential in the Heat-Kernel method and find that it is gauge-independent.

We believe that in the even-dimensional space-time non-compact manifold, the gauge

dependence in the effective potential, if any, can be rectified by employing either HK

method or adding multiplicative anomaly. We leave the proof of this statement for our

future work. This result is significant as we have a procedure for computation of the

effective potential of scalars at finite temperature [43], which can be used for applications

phase transitions without the gauge ambiguity. It is worth mentioning that our conclusion

is equally applicable for non-Abelian gauge theory as well, and thus it will be important to

note the impact in the context of Standard Model Higgs effective potential which we leave

for the future endeavour.
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