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A bstract

W hen M -theory is compacti ed on G ,-holonomy m anifolds with conical
sihgularities, charged chiral ferm ions are present and the low -energy four-
din ensional theory is potentially anom alous. W e reconsider the issue of
anom aly cancellation, st studied by W itten. W e propose a m echanism
to cancel both abelian and non-abelian gauge anom alies locally, ie. ssp—
arately for each oconical shgularty. It is sin ilar in spirit to the one used
to cancel the nom al bundlke anom aly in the presence of vebranes. Ik
Involves an oothly cutting o all elds close to the conical sngularities, re-
sulting in an anom alous variation of the 3-form C and of the non-abelian
gauge eldspresent ifthere are also AD E sihgularties. Local cancellation
of the m ixed gaugegraviational anom alies seam s to require gravitational
corrections beyond the G reen-Schw arz tem .
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1 Introduction

M -theory com pacti ed on a an ooth 7-m anifold X ofG ,-holonom y gives rise to four-
din ensionalN = 1 supergraviy coupled to b, X ) abelian vectorm uliplets and b X )
neutral chiral multiplets [1]. The theory contains no charged chiral ferm ions and
there are no non-abelian gauge symm etries. Both phenom ena are generated when
X posssses conical and AD E shgularties R, 3, 4, 5]. In this case the low-energy
fourdin ensional theory is potentially anom alous, but it was argued in ref. [6] that all
anom alies cancel against various \in ow " tem s.

T he basic exam ples of conical singularities are taken from the asym ptotics of the
wellknown non-com pact G ,-m anifolds [7]. O f course, Joyce’s construction [B] gives
com pact G ,-m anifolds, but no explicit exam ple w ith conical singularities is known.

O n the other hand, there are generalisations of G ;-holonom y m anifolds which nat-
urally are com pact and have conical shgularties. M athem atically they have so-called
weak G,-holonomy, and In m any cases we can write down the m etric explicitly [O].
Physically, they corresoond to tuming on a badkground value for the supergravity
fourform eld strength G = dC, thus creating a non-vanishing energy-m cm entum
tensor which Increases the curvature of X and m akes it com pact. W hen done appro-—
prately one still has N = 1 supergravity, but now in AdS,;. Doing quantum eld
theory, in particular loop calculations in AdS spaces is highly non-trivial, but one can
still study anom alies and their cancellation, since they are topological in nature.

The ain ofthisnote isto reconsider the anom aly cancellation m echanisn for singu—
lar G ,-m anifblds outlined in [6], but Insisting on local cancellation, ie. ssparately for
each oconical sihgularity. In particular, one has to be carefiill about the correct nterpre—
tation when using Stoke’s theoram to rew ritebulk integralsasa sum ofboundary tem s.
This is a general feature of anom aly cancellation through In ow from the bulk as soon
as one has several \boundary" com ponents. W e show how localanom aly cancellation
can be properly achieved by appropriate m odi cations of certain low energy e ective
Interactions lke eg. the Chem-Sin ons temm of eleven-din ensional supergraviyy, m uch
In the sam e way as required for the cancellation of the nom albundl anom aly in the
presence of vebranes [L0]. T he basic feature ofthese m odi cations isto an oothly cut

o allthe eldswhen a conicalsingularity is approached. Ifthere are AD E singularities



which generate non-abelian gauge elds, this cut-o procedure Induces corresponding
m odi cations of the additional interactions present in this case. To study the m ixed
gaugegravitational anom alies we also cut o the uctuations of the geom etry. Since
we study quantum theory in a given badkground, only the uctuations around this
background are cut o , not the background iself. In any case, the relevant interac—

tions S; then naturally split into a \buk" part Si(l) and a sum oftem s Si(z; )

Jocalised
at the various sihgularitiess P . W hik the S i(l) are invariant, the varation of each
S 1(2" ' cancels the corresoonding anom aly at P locally. Thism ethod to achieve local
cancellation is rather general and powerfiil. Exactly the sam e m echanisn can also be
applied to discuss Jocal gauge anom aly cancellation on weak G ,-holonom y m anifolds
w ith conical singularities as constructed In P]. However, we also m ecet a surprise: the
anom alous variation of the appropriately m odi ed G reen-Schwarz temm m atches the
m ixed gaugegravitational anom aly locally, but it com es w ith the wrong sign. W e are
foroed to conclude that local cancellation ofthis anom aly requires further gravitational
corrections of higher order.

T his paper is organized as ollow s: In section 2, we review the geom etrical sstup
and the anom alies due to the chiral ferm ions present at the singularities. W e ram ind
the reader how global anom aly cancellation was shown In [b] and explain why local
cancellation still rem ained to be proven. In section 3, we introduce our procedure
of acutting o the elds close to the shgularties and show how this lads to local
cancellation of the gauge anom aly In the abelian case. W e also give a prelin inary
discussion of the m ixed gaugegravitational anom aly. Section 4 deals w ith the non-—
abelian case w here the cut-o procedure ism ore com plicated due to the non-linearities.
W e show how the SU N )° and mixed U (1); G? anom alies ndeed are all cancelled
locally. F inally, we com plete the discussion of the m ixed gaugegravitational anom aly.
W e conclude in section 5. In an appendix we brie y describe the com pact weak G ,—
m anifoldsw ith two conical sihgularities constructed in P]. T hey provide usefulexplicit
exam ples to have In m ind throughout the m ain text.



2 G lobal anom aly cancellation for abelian gauge
elds

Anom alies that arise upon ocom pacti cation ofM -theory on G ,-m anifolds w ith conical
shgularitieswere rstanalysedby W iten [6]. T he wellkknow n non-com pactm etrics [7]
are asym ptotically, for Jarge r, a cone on a com pact six-m anidd ¥ withy = 83 &,
Y =CcP3ory = SU (3)=U (1)?. The m etrics on these m aniblds all depend on som e
scale which we callry, and the conical lim it is ry r. O focourse, there isno singularity
since, foranall r %, these m etrics are perfectly reqular. M athem atically, it is only
In the Imi ry ! O that a conical sihgularity develops. However, if ry is as an all as
the eleven-din ensional P lanck length (or lss) then, from the long-wave length Iim it of
supergravity, the m anifold looks as if it had a conical singularity. Said di erently, the
curvature is of order r—lg and supergravity ceases to be a valid approxin ation. Ik was
argued (] that generic sihgularities of com pact G ,-m anifolds are also conical.

In the vicinity ofa conicalsihgularity P we can always introduce a Jocal coordinate
r such that the m etric can be w ritten as

ds; * dr + r*ds] 1)

wih ds? them etric on the com pact six-m aniold Y . A necessary condition for ds?
to have G ,-holonom y isRicci atness. Thish tum InpliesthatY isan E instein space
withR) = 5_,. In fact, Y hasweak SU (3)-hobnomy. Furthem ore, the R iem ann
tensors of X and Y are rlated asR** 7 + RY ¥, 3B+ 3P aibiir=
1;:::6, and there are curvature invarants of X thatdivergeasr ! 0. It wasargued
in B, 4, 5] that at each such shgularity P there isa sst T of fourdin ensional chiral
supem ultiplets ; 2 T . (Thissstmay beenpty asisthecase ory =53 &)
They carry charges w ith respect to the abelian gauge group U (1)* that arises from the
K alizaK lein reduction of the three-form C . Note, however, that they need not be
charged w ith respect to allU (1) gauge elds.

T hese charged chiralm ultiplets give rise to a gauge anom aly \at a given singularity
P " characterised by the standard gauge anom aly polynom ial

1 X xK
6@Q2 )

T9auge _

qF; 22)

2T =1




where labels the various chiral m ultiplets present at P and ¢ is the charge of
under the i U (1). The sam e chiralm ultiplets also give rise, at each sihgularity, to
a m ixed gaugegravitationalancm aly characterised by

. 1 X  xk
s qF; p) 23)
24 50 21
where p) = 8% trR * R isthe st Pontryagin class of the fourdin ensional space—

tineM 4. In ref. [6], i was argued that these anom alies are cancelled locally, ie.
separately for each shgularity, by an appropriate non-invariance of the Chem-Sin ons
and G reen-Schw arz tem s of eleven-din ensional supergravity :

S = 1 ZCAG’\G— lTZBZC’\GAG 24)
s 12 2, 62 ) ’ :
z
T, R
Sgs = 5 C"*"Xgj; 2 5)

where, for convenience, we replaced 17 by the m embrane tension T,, via the usual

relation T; = (22 2)2 .Here G = dC and X 3 is the standard gravitational eight=form to
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be given below . W ith our conventions, the Cy yp — €ld has din ension 0, so that the 3—
form C and the 4-form G both havedin ension 3. In particular, T, C isdin ensionless.

E xplicitly, the K aluza-K lein reduction ofC is
T,C=c+ ,~ +A;" i+ x x+ 2t 2.6)

where ., !;and  are hamonic 1- 2—and 3-formson X, and ¢, ,, A; and
are m asskess 35 2 1-form and scalar eldson M 4. The dots stand for contributions
ofm assive elds. In particular, one gets a fourdin ensional abelian gauge eld A ; =
A, dx for every ham onic 2-form !; on X . Indeed, the gauge symmetry C = d
wih T, = ;!;+ :::comresponds to a U (1)¥ gauge transom ation A; = d ;. Note
that the standard dim ension for a gauge eld A is 1, so that the one-fom s A ; have
din ension 0 and hence the !; are dim ensionless. The K aluza-K lein reduction of C
in plies a sin ilar reduction ©rG = dC which in particular containsa term F1~ 1.

D ue to the conical singularities, one has to be a bi m ore precise about which class
ofham onic 2-fom s one is interested in. Ingoection of the kinetic term 5 dc ~ dC
show s that one needs square-integrable ham onic form s on X , ie. fom s satisfying



R
x 117 1< 1 ,In orderto get m assless 4-din ensional eldswith nite kinetic temn s.

In particular, square-integrability requires an appropriate r dependenceasr ! 0.As
Iong aswe are In a neighbourhood N ofthe conical singularity P where 2.1) holds,
we can adapt the results of ref. P] : every L?-hamonicpform ¥ 'ony wihp 3

. . . R .
trivially extends to a hamonicporm  *'= &’ onX suchthat , %'~ %)is

convergent. The sam e cbviously is true for the Hodge duals &’ that are ham onic

gfomson X wih g 4. Tn order to decide whether these om s are I? on X , ie.

R
whether , %'~ %) converges at all singularities, one needsm ore nform ation about

p

the global structure of X , which we are lJacking. H owever, for the exam ples ofweak G,
cohom ogeneity-one m etrics w ith two conical singularities constructed in 9] this global
Inform ation is available and it was shown that the ham onic form s considered above
are ndeed L? and they are the only ones, sothat P X )= b P X )= ¥ ) orp 3.
A lso, since for a com pact E instein space of positive curvature ke Y the st Betti
number always vanishes, in these examples one then hasb' (X ) = 0. In the present
case, we will sin ply need to assum e that the L%-ham onic pomson X forp 3
are given, in the vichity of P , by the trivial extensions onto X of the L?-ham onic
pomson Y . In particular, then k= ¥ X )= F( ) and b X ) = 0. O fcourse,
for com pact sm coth G ,-holonom y m anibldsb! (X ) always vanishes.) Hence, the gauge
group isU (1) and thetems , ~ , areabsent n 2.6).

In [6] it is argued that supergravity ceases to be valid close to the shgularities and
Scs and Sg s should be taken as integralsoverM , X°only, where X isX with small
neighbourhoods ofthe singularities excised. T hen theboundary ofX %is@X = [y,

and the variation of S¢ g can be rew ritten as a sum ofboundary tem s [6]:

Z Z

X
Ss d ~"G* G = ~GA G : Q.7
Mg X O Mg Y
Upon doing the KK reduction this yields
x 2 A
s 1Byt Fy LA A P @.8)
M 4 Y
N ext one uses the relation
Z
gad = . AR A dj]i; 2.9)

2T



found to be true for the three standard Y considered. For the exampl ofY = CP 3
there is a single ham onic 2-fom !, given in tem softheK ahlerom K as! = £ and
nom alised such thatRCP3 '~ 1~ 1 =1.Thismatches with the existence of a single
muliplet with g= 1. Note that the orentation of Y is im portant. In the exam pls
discussed In the appendix one haseg. Y; = CP *and Y, = CP?, s that onemust
haveqgq = land g = 1.Given eq. 2.9), twasconclided in [6]thateq. (2.8) cancels
the gauge anom aly ofthe chirmlmultiplets 22).

T his cannot be the full story, however. In eg. (2.7) one uses Stoke’s theoram to
rew rite a buk integralasa sum ofboundary contributions. W hilkem athem atically per—
fectly correct, it is not necessarily m eaningfiil to assign a physical interpretation to the
boundary contrbutions individually! T hese rem arks suggest that the above argum ent
(2.7) — (29) isinsu cient to show the localdharacter of the anom aly cancellation, ssp—
arately at each sngularity. Indeed, as it stands, the KK reduction of the integrand of
the lhs. ofeq. (2.7) does not give the desired contribution. Fora U (1)* gauge trans—
fomationwih T, = ;!;theonlpiceccontainedind "G"G = d ~dC ~dC which
isa4-form on M 4 and only nvolves them assless eldsisd ;* F3” d . In particular,
the desired pieced ; * F5 " Fy isa 5+form on M ;, and cannot contribute. W e conclude
thateq. (2.7) isa som ewhat arti cial rew riting of zero, at least for the tem s of interest
to us, and that equations (2.8) and (2.9) only prove global anom aly cancellation, ie.
cancellation after sum m ing the contributions ofall singularitiesP . Indeed, globalcan—
cellation of the anom aly is the statem ent that F 19%99¢ = Q. A s ram arked In [6], this
isa sin ple consequence ofeq. (2.9) andP RY L R P RXod(!iA Ly~ )= 0.
However, local cancellation still rem ains to be proven. A s we will show next, it will

require a m odi cation ofScg, much aswhen vebranes are present [10].

s aRu:iyJ'alRexam ple consider integrating 0 over an interval [;b]. If c(x) is any constant finction

we have ;O = ;dc= cl) c(@).0bviously, there isnom eaning in assigning a value c to the upper
boundary and c to the Iower one.



3 Localanom aly cancellation for abelian gauge elds

310 Themodied elds

In the treatm ent of ref. [10] of the wvedbrane anom aly a sn all neighbourhood of the
vebrane is cut out creating a boundary (@nalogoustoM , Y ). Then the anom alous
Bianchi identity dG ®) W 4) is smeared out around this boundary and the C -
eld gets an anom alous variation localised on this an eared out region. A lematively,
this could be viewed as due to a twoform eld B living close to the boundary and

transformingas B = . The CS-+tem is given by S.5 = %(;23)2 R@ ~E & wih
appropriately modi ed € and § which concide with C and G = dC away from the

vebrane and is neighbourhood) such that S$.s is non-vanishing and cancels the
left-over nom albundl anom aly.

Now we show that a sin ilar treatm ent works for conical singularities. W e rst
concentrate on the neighbourhood of a given conical singularity P with a metric
locally given by ds? ' dr? + r*ds? . The Jocal radial coordinate obviously is r 0,
the singularity being at r = 0. A sm entioned above, there are curvature nvariants of
X thatdivergeasr ! 0. In particular, supergraviy cannot be valid down tor = 0.
Rather than cutting o themanifbd at socmer = > 0,wecuto the edswhih
can be done in a sn ooth way. However, we kesp xed the geom etry, and in particular
the m etric and curvature on X . Said di erently, we cut o all elds that represent
the quantum uctuationsbut keep the background elds (in particular the background
geom etry) as before. Introduce a an allbut nite requlator and the regularised step

finction (r r) such that

(r ) = 0 if 0 r r ;
( ) = 1 if r r+ 31)
w ih a non-decreasing sn ooth fiinction between r and »+ . (Outside the

neighbourhood where the local coordinate r is de ned, obviously equals 1.) W e
de ne the corresponding reqularised -fiinction one-fom as

=d 32)

°W ewrite ratherthan since the latter sym bolalready denotes the gauge variation ofa quantity.



O foourse, ifX has several conical shgularities (see the appendix forexam ples), must
have the approprate behaviour (3.1) at each singularity P . Tt can be constructed as
the product ofthe individual ’‘sand then beocom esthe sum ofthe ndividual 's:

X
= : 33)

W hen evaluating integrals one hasto be carefiilsinceeg. 26 ,although 2 would be
jist as good a de nition of a reqularised step finction. W ewrite 2/ which m eans

that, in an integral, one can replace ? by when muliplied by a form that varies

slow Iy between » and r+ .However,onehaseg.? = *d =id’’ id =1

where a crucjal% has appeared. Then, for any ten-form 4, not containing ’s or

's, we have 7 « . 7
w,x O b= nt 1w,y O : 34)
Tt is always understood that the requlator isremoved, ! 0, after the Integration.
Now wecuto the eldswith this sothatall edsvanish ifr < = for some
. Starting from C and G = dC we de ne
¢=c ; dé=c : (3.5)

Z Z

Skin = ~ G~ G-= _ dc ~ dc (3.6)
4 7, 47 r>e

and the A; resulting from the KK reduction of C still are m asskess gauge elds. To
construct a satisfactory version ofthe Chem-Sin onstem ,we rst note that, of courss,
¢ 6 df anddé = G 6 0. However, we want a modi ed G - eld which vanishes
forr < » , Is closed everyw here and is gauge Invariant. C losedness is achieved by
subtracting from ¢ atem C ~ ,butthisno longer isgauge nvariantunder C = d .
In order to m aintain gauge invariance we add another two-form eld B, that e ec-

tively only lives on the subspace r < r< e+ ,wih
B = : 3.7)

In the Iim it ! 0, B really is a ten-din ensional eld, although we treat it as an
\auxiliary" eld that has no kinetic term . O f course, a gauge-invariant kinetic term



P R
ocould be added as M,y € dB)" (C dB) but i is irrelevant for our present

purmpose. In any case

¢=2¢G c daB)" 338)
satis es all requirem ents:
d& = 0; ¢=0; =0 forr <rw» : (3.9)
W e have
G = d¢ (3.10)
w ih
€=c +B~ (11)
and
C=d + ~ =d( ): (312)

32 TheU (1)° anom aly

A 1l this is sim ilar In spirit to ref. [L0], and we propose that S5 should be replaced by
112 ?
2

C~"E~E 313
62 )2 m,x ( )

§cs=

Wemay view the di erences € C and & G as gravitational corrections in an
e ective low-energy description of M -theory. A ctually, further gravitational term s of
higher order can and do appear. They are irrelevant to the present discussion of pure
gauge ancm alies but, as we will see below, they are expected to play a roke when
studying m ixed gauge-gravitational anom alies.

N ote that in orderto discuss Jocalanom aly cancellation, ie. cancellation shgularity
by singularity, we are not allow ed to integrate by parts, ie. use Stoke’s theoram . M ore
precisely, wem ust avoild partial integration In the r-direction since, as rem arked above,
this could shift contributions between the di erent sihgularities. However, once an
expression is reduced to an Integral over a given M 4 Y , corresoonding to a given
singulariy, one m ay freely integrate by parts on M 4 Y, as usual. In particular
consider any snooth p—and (9 p)-forms’ and not containing . Then
1 2

a’r » n — ar »
Mg X n+1 M,v
1 2 7
= ( P — rad = (§° rag R : (314)
n+1 m,v Mg X




W e see that w henever an Integralcontainsa we are allowed to \integrate by parts",
but the dertvative d does not act on the ’'s.

W riting out & and € explicitly, the m odi ed Chem-Sin ons term reads

112 °?
Seg = -2 C"G"G *+ B~"G~G 2dB~C"~G)?
62 )2 m,x
m, X eei)
Ses+ Scs i (3.15)
P
where we used = e eq. 33). mthelmi ! O, the rsttem §C(1$>

reproduces the usualbuk temm , but only forr r, while the tem s§c(25; ) , due to the
presence of ,each are ocalised on the ten-m anifoldsM , Y close to the singularities

P . A lthough they look sim ilar, they do not arise as boundary term s. W e have
z

§(2;)= iT23 (B/\G/\G 2dB/\C/\G)
cs 18R ) m, v
112 °
= — B*"G"*G : 3.106)
62 )2 M,y

This result illustrates again eq. (3.14). An \anom alous" variation of each §C(ZS " then
arisesssince B = € 0:

112 °

6 @ P M.y

§%) = AGAG (317)

O f ocourse, there is also the \usual" varation of §C(ls) :

3 2
o _ 1 T;

s 602 P m,x

d ~c~Gc ?3: (318)

G bkally, this equals F S'?C(ZS; ' as coud easily be seen when integrating by parts.
Indeed, globally S5 is invariant. T his is alright, sihce we know from [6] that gkally,
ie. when summ ed over the singularties, there are no anom alies to be cancelled.
Next, we will sese what happens upon K aluizaK leln reduction. W e will keep all
m asskess elds, not only the gauge elds. In agreem ent w ith the above discussion we
assum e thatb' X ) = 0. AsbePre, kt ! ; be a basis of L?-ham onic 2-om sand , of

L?-ham onic 3-om son X . Then

T,C = c+A;!';+  + :::
T2G = dC+Fi!i+dk kK «+=
,B = + £+ (319)

10



f; and | are masskss scalar elds sim ilar to axions, while c and are 3-form and
2-form elds on M , respectively. The dots indicate contrbutions of m assive elds.
Under a \gauge" transfomm ation w ith

T, = + ;!4 ::: (320)
one has for the 4-dim ensional elds
c=d ; A=d;; k=07 = i £ i: 321)
Then in the \bulk"-tem §C(15) , the only non-vanishing contrdbution ofthem assless elds
is - 1 Z z

= 3 WFi"F; Ay P 322
R A VR N : 522)

O bviously, this is gauge-invariant. For the termm s §C(ZS" : , Jocalised near the singularities

P ,weget
z z
. 1
g = £F,~F R
Ccs 6Q ) M, J k v ] k
z z
~dyeynd e (323)
M4 Y
Under a U (1)* gauge transm ation with = 0 but ; 6 0, the second term in this

expression is invariant, but the rst one isnot.
W e nally conclude that under a U (1)k—gauge transform ation with ; € 0 (out

= 0) we have

@ .
Ses = 0 ;

2;) A A A
Scs = 1F5 7 Fy RN R P (324)

Using the rehtion (2.9) i is then obvious that, ssparately at each singularity, this
precisely cancels the gauge anom aly obtained from (22) via the descent equations.
Hence, anom aly cancellation indeed occurs locally.

Befbrewe go on, a ram ark is In order. To cancelthe fourdin ensionalgauge anom a—
lieswem odi ed the eleven-din ensional C hem-S8in onstem , ncluding a new Interaction
w ith the ten-din ensional non-dynam ical B — eld. This was natural and necessary to

11



have an invariant - eld. A s a resul, the gauge variation of the KK reduction of
§C(ZS; " no Jonger vanishes and was seen to cancel the fourdin ensional gauge anom alies.
Thism ight look as ifwe had found a fourdin ensional counterterm RM , LiFs " Fy to
cancel the anom aly. Now , a relevant anom aly cannot be cancelled by the varation of
a local fourdin ensional counterterm of the gauge elds. The point is, of course, that
this not only contains the gauge eldsbut also the axion-lke elds f; that arose from
the non-dynam ical B — eld and it is the non-invariance of the f; that leads to anom aly
cancellation. This is quite di erent from adding a fourdin ensional countertem .

It is also Interesting to note that under transform ationswih =  we get non-
vanishing §C(2$,- : , W ith no corresponding \ferm ion anom aly" to be cancelled Jocally. O £
course, globally these variations vanish, but locally they do not. However, this is not
ham fulas it would be for gauge anom alies, sihce anyw ay, these transform ations only

a ect eldsthat do not propagateon M 4.

3.3 Them ixed gaugegravitational anom aly

The m ixed gaugegravitational anom aly (2.3) should be cancelled sim ilarly through
Jocalanom aly \in ow " from an appropriately m odi ed G reen-Schwarz term . T his now
Involves the gauge elds and the gravitational elds. W hich elds should be cut o
at the sngularities? O ur general philosophy is to kesp xed the background elds
and In particular the badckground geom etry, but to cut o the uctuations around
this background. Ifwe call ! the soin-connection of the background geom etry, and
! = 1y+  the one ofthe fiill geom etry including the uctuations around !y, then
one should cut o only so that! g + ¢ v + e. In principle one should
then work w ith the gravitational 8-fom % g com puted w ith this ¢, and start w ith

§GS=¥ D T (3 25)
D ealing correctly w ith the cut-© soin connection requires som e m achinery which we
will only introduce in the next section where we deal w ith non-abelian gauge elds.
However, there we will also seethatthetwotennsR@ter andR(‘f‘trE‘"32 wih F a
non-abelian eld strength and F® its cuto version) Jad to exactly the sam e anom aly
in ow Prthemixed U (1);G? anom aly. Hence we expect that, in thesameway,R@X 8

12



R
and €%, may also kad to the sam e anom aly In ow ©rthem ixed U (1);-gravitational

anom aly. W e will explicitly verify this in section 4 4. Here we consider’

Z
2

T
§Ss=2— C "Xy (3.26)

Asusual, X g isgiven by X g = ﬁ StrR* 2 (trR%)* , and R is evaluated w ith
! = 'y+ . In principal, one should consider arbitrary uctuations that do not
necessarily preserve the product structure ofthem anifold,M , X , but, for sin plicity,
we will assum e they do! Then one can rewrite X ¢ in tem s of the rst Pontryagin
clhssesp) = 5 trR "Ry, andpf= 5 trR “R% ofM, and X respectively as
Xg= P " pl. Note that this is second and higher order in the uctuations since

the background geom etry of M , is atR . Hence
Ses= o CrplNp: 327)

Tnserting the K aluza K Jlein decom position of € we get again a \buk" part and a sum
of contributions localised close to the shgularities:

X

0 0.
Ses = §G%) + g@% o
z z
o) 1 0 A D
§GS 9_6ZM4 x Pp XZ k' P17
0@; ) 1 1 A
S5 = 22 . £ 00 2. b o) : 328)
4

In the last integraloverY ,pl’now isthe rstPontryagin classofY . This llow seasily
from the properties of the characteristic classes for the geom etry at hand® Now one

3A femative form s of the G reen-Schwarz term would be g—zR@ ~ %, or 3+ R@ ~ X 7. Although
globally equivalent to (325), respectively (326), a priorithey could lead to di erent localvariations.
N evertheless, we have checked that the nalresult alwaysequals (3.31).

A s alw ays, dangerous anom alies are associated w ith the m asslessm odes. Henoe, we only need to
consider uctuations of the m etric that are m assless. M assless uctuations that do not preserve the
product structure would arise eg. if X had non-trivialK illing vectors. However, we know that for
G ,-m anifblds this is not the case. P

SE xplicitly, this can be seen as ollows. On X onehas trR "R = 6;:1
But for the conesR 7 = 0. Furthem ore, the curvature 2-om son X and Y are related byR, =
R, e “e wihe the6bensonY .Sincew ih the relevant geom etrieswehaveR, e "“e =0
one sees that trR "R % = trR "R} and henc:epi'O PPX)=p1 ¥ ). Ofcourse, eg. (328) is
unchanged by the uctuations of the geom etry on X since }? has topologically nvariant integrals,

and so does ! ; ~ p{.

R "R +2R "~R’

13



uses another relation which relates the charges of the chiral ferm jons to the geom etric

properties of Y namely .
X

LA )= o 629)

2T

INY e

Y

The only of the three exam ples orwhich this relation isnon-trivialisY = CP° where

R
p%)= 4! ~ ! and onecorrectly gets ! A ! # ! = g= 1. Then
X g2

0
§ %)= = £9°: 330
Gs o 24w, 1< ( )

F inally, we conclude that under a U (1); gauge transform ation §G(ls) is Invariant whilke

i 4
o@; X q
§.% ) = = 00 331
GS o 24 u, < ( )

T his is exactly what we need to cancel the m ixed gaugegravitational anom aly due to
the chiral ferm ions associated with (2.3), exospt that (3.31) has the wrong sign!

W e have carefully chedked the signs. For the original G reen-Schw arz tem , w ritten
eitherasg—zRC X orasg—ZRG A X, with dX; = X g onecan nd both signs in the
literatuire depending on the sign convention used for C . H owever, w ith the convention

3

we use, where the coe cient In S g In front ofC GG is % (;Z)Z,theoonects:'gn for

R
the G S-tem js+§—2 C " X g. In particular, this relative sign between both tem s isa

necessary condition forthe cancellation ofthe nom albundl anom aly ofthe vebrane.

If, in the present setting, the contrdbutions to them ixed gaugegravitationalanom a—
lies from the ferm ons and from the m odi ed G reen-Schwarz tem do not cancel but
add up, we are oroed to conclude that we are stillm issing som e other contribution to
this anom aly. Indeed, it is quite conceivable that we need to lnclide higher-order grav—
itational corrections In the Chem-Sin ons tem or elssw here. Tt could be possible that,
on top ofthemodi cations G ! & we already perform ed, one has to include temm s
ke (1 )trR * R or * !3; Into &. Such tem s vanish In the \buk", but would
give a non-vanishing d€¢ near the singularities and give contributions in  $.s sin ilar
to (331). However, since we have found no unam biguous way to x the coe cients of

such tem s, we w ill not explore this possbility any further.
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4 A nom aly cancellation fornon-abelian gauge elds

IfX hasADE singularities non-abelian gauge elds are generated. Sihce ADE sihgu-—
larities have codim ension four, the set of singular points is a three-din ensional sub—
m anifold Q . Such geom etries have been discussed extensively in the literature see eg.
R, 4, 6]. The Interesting situation is when Q itself has a conical singularity. In the
neighbourhood of such a shgularity P , wem ay still think ofX asa coneon Y , but
now Y isan ADE oroifold. Let U Dbe the two-dim ensional singularity ( xed-point)
st ofY . Then locally Q isa coneon U
On the ssven-din ensional spacetine M 4 Q there live non-abelian ADE gauge
eds A with curvature F = dA + A?. After KK reduction they give rise to four-
din ensional ADE gauge elds and eld strengths which we callagain A and F . In
addition, on M 4, we m ay still have abelian gauge elds A; wih eld strength F; =
dA;, which arise from the KK reduction of the C - eld. The fourdin ensional chiral
supem uliplets present at the shqularitiesP now couple to the gauge eldsofthe
non-abelian group G and are charged w ith resoect to the abelian A ;. Then there are
potentially U (1)°,U (1) G2 and G ® anom alies. The rst are cancelled asdescribed above
by n ow from the @ * & ~ € tem . The G > anom aly is present only ©orG = SU (N ).

4.1 Consistent versus covariant anom alies

In the non-abelian case anom alies can m anifest them selves in two di erent ways, as
consistent or covariant anom alies [11]. A s is wellknown from the early days of the
triangle anom aly in four dim ensions, if the regularisation of the one-loop diagram

resoects Bose symm etry In the extemal gauge elds one gets the consistent anom aly.
A Iematively one m ay preserve gauge invariance (current conservation) for two of the
three extermal gauge elds (including contributions of square and pentagon diagram s),
w ith allnon-Invariance only in the third eld. This leads to the covariant form ofthe
anom aly. For one chiral ferm ion of uni charge this (ntegrated) covariant anom aly is
given by 7

SU M) 1 2 .
Acovar:iant_ 20 )2 M4t'f F o 4.1)
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Sin ilarly, the (integrated) consistent anom aly for one chiral fem ion of unit charge is

Z
SUN)® 1

Aconsjstent - 62 )2

1
tr d AdA + 5A3 : @42)

M4

T he consistent anom aly is related via the descent equations® to the invariant six—form

trF °. Obviously, since the covariant anom aly cannot be obtained this way, it

6(2 )2
isnot possible to nd a local counterterm  of the gauge elds such that A variant =

A consistent T . However, on the kevel of the corresponding currents J one can nd
[1]a localX such that Jyapant = Jeonsistent T X

C learly, if the consistent anom alies cancel when summ ed over the contrbutions
of all chiral fermm jons, the sam e is true for the covariant anom alies, and vice versa.
Here, however, we want to cancel a non-vanishing anom aly due to chiral ferm ions
(originating from a given conical shgularity) by an appropriate anom aly in ow from
a higherdin ensional action, ie. by some S. Such a sstup resgpects Bose symm etry
between all gauge elds and it is clear that we must cancel the consistent anom aly,
not the covariant one. Indeed, when invoking anom aly in ow, one wants to show that
the resulting totale ective action is invariant. But any non-invarance of part of the
e ective action must satisfy the W essZum ino consistency conditions [12] and hence
be the consistent anom aly. There has been som e discussion in the literature about
consistent versus covardiant in ow [13, 14, 15]: in allcases there is a consistent anom aly
due to farm jons to be cancelled by an in ow ./

Sin ilarly, the mixed U (1);G? anomaly can also be expressed in a covariant or

consistent form . T he consistent form derives from the invariant 6-form o )23qu trF 2
via the descent equations. ]j:canmanj:@st:'Ltse]fas2(2 )qu trF 2 or2(2 )quF tr dA
or any com bination of these two w ith totalweight one:
iz
o2
avwel _ _d P2+ (1 )Etr dA 43)

consistent 2 )2 M,

StrF® = d!s, !s=d!j,with !s= tr AF? ZA°F + 5A° = tr AJAdA + ZA°dA + 2A°
and 'j= tr dAF ZA® = tr dAdA+ 2A° .

"In thesepapersa rstin ow com putation [13]gavea covariantanom aly n ow in discrepancy w ith
the consistent anom aly due to the ferm ions. Tt was then argued [14] that a carefiil com putation ofthe
In ow actually gives two pieces for the current, the old covariant one, and a new one converting the
consistent ferm ion current into a covariant one. H owever, a m ore fruitfil interpretation is to observe
that the new In ow contrbution is exactly what was needed to convert the old covariant in ow into
a consistent in ow .
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The param eter can be changed by the addition of a local fourdim ensional counter—
term RM4Ai!3(A) whered!; @) = trF?). Note that them ixed U (1); G? anom aly
is present rany G, not only SU N ). As or the pure SU NN )° anom aly, the m ixed
anom aly can also be expressed in a covariant fom , but we w ill not need it here 8

42 The SU )3 anom aly

In ref. [6] i was argued that these anom alies can be cancelled by the non-invariance
of certain interactions, namely S, RM4Q K ~ !s@) rthe SU N ) anom aly and
Ss RM , o C” trF ? forthem ixed one. HereK isthe curvature ofa certain linebundle
w ith a connection Induced by themetricon X . K isa 2-form on Q and must ocbey
dK = 0 except at the shgularities of Q where one could get —function contributions.
Thus it m akes sense to de ne

K

n=U2—: 4.5)

A ctually, 2K— is the st Chem class of the Ine bundk and hence the n are integers.
To show that the variation of S; and S, cancel the fermm ion anom alies, ref. [6] again
Integrates by parts on Q . A cocording to our discussion above this only proves that
anom alies cancelglobally. To achieve localcancellation we should rst nd interactions
localised close to the shgularities, such that their varations Individually cancel the
ferm ion anom aliesat each sihgularity. Thisw illagain involre cuttingo thegauge elds
using , but thingsw illbe slightly m ore com plicated due to the non-linear structure of
the non-abelian elds.

To see how we should cut o the non-abelian gauge elds we recall the in portant
points of the abelian case: 1) all ( uctuating) elds should vanish close enough to
the oconical singularities and equal the usual ones \su ciently far away" from these

8A s forthe SU M )° anom aly, the covariant form arises if, .n the triangle diagram , one m aintains
U (1) or G gauge invariance at two of the vertices and then checks the gauge variations at the third
vertex. If one probes for U (1) invariance, there are non-abelian gauge elds at the two other vertices,
while when probing G -invariance there are one abelian and one non-abelian gauge eld at the other
vertices, yielding a relative com binatorial factor 2. H ence the covariant m ixed anom aly is

Z

U (1);G°7 q
A ovariant = 2 itrF2 + 2Fitr F 44)
2@ )2 oy,
Thisissimilarto 43) with = %,butthe coe client is again 3 tim es lJarger and, of course, we have

the covariant F'; tr F instead of Fitr dA.
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sihgularities, and 2) the modi ed eld strengths should have the sam e properties as
the unm odi ed ones. The st requirem ent allows elds to be a com bination of term s
involving ™ or ®! wihn 1. In the abelian case only n = 1 occurred, see egs
(3.8) and 311). The el strength & cbeyed d€ = 0and & = 0 just asdG = 0 and
G = 0. Hence, it satis ed also the second requirem ent. T his was guaranteed because
the relation between & and € was the sam e as the one between G and C, namely
¢ = d€, whik the gauge transfom ation was € = d( ) wih an explicit to m ake
sure the transform ed eld also satis es the rst requirem ent.
Now we want to apply both requirem ents to the non-abelian case. The gauge eld
A and eld strength F (de ned on the 7-maniold M , Q) should be replaced by cut

0 elds K and F¥. It is then clear that the second requirem ent w ill be satis ed if

E=de + E;e] 4 .6)

B =df+ £ : @)

From the st requirem ent then
e = : 4.8)

H ere, is a Lie algebravalued an ooth function on M4 Q. In particular these
equations guarantee that

F=[Fe] ; &+ E;F]1=0; 4.9)

as usual. The di erence w ith the abelian case is that the non-lihear structure (4.6)
togetherw ith (4.8) in ply that £ cannot sin ply be ofthe form a + £ , but instead is

R
’= a, "+ £, "1 : 4 10)

n=1

Thea, areanooth 1-form eldsonM 4, Q,whik the f are an ooth scalar elds, also
onM,; Q bute ectively only on M4 [ U . The latter are analogous to the B — eld
ofthe abelian case. Note that \in thebuk", ie. forr > »+ where = land = 0,
we have

E = an 411)
bulk



T he gauge transfom ation 4.6) in plies
a=d ; f=
&= ln1i 1 i fF=MEa17 1 5 n  2: 412)

In particular, it ©llow s that the \buk"- ed & uk transform s as an ordinary gauge
eld,

h i
Vi =d + £ ; (4.13)
bulk bulk
as it should. To sim plify the notationsbelow , we Introduce
S
a a()= a, "
n=1
® 1
f f()= £ ° 4.14)
n=1
so that
E=a+ f : 4.15)
= =
Let furthem ore a° ! na, *', as well as da ! (da,) ® and

P
as i: L @f,) " 1.0 foourss, d behaves as an exterior derivative and, in particular,
& =0.Thenda=da & and

d€ = da+ Af ) : 4 16)

F nally, we are in a position to show that the consistent ferm jon anom aly is cancelled

by the non-invariance of the llow ing interaction °

Z
1 K
— "~ 1 (®) @17)

€ =
! 62 2 M,0 2

where ! 5 ) is the standard Chem-Sin ons 5-form w ith £ replacing A, nam ely
3 3
s (®) = tr EJEJE + 5z$3d.7$+ gz?f’ : 4.18)

This isa sum ofa \buk" term not containing and a temrm lnearin = ; SO
that we can agaln write

X o
$i=8V+ 8%, 4.19)

°Actually, we should start with an § where also K is replaced by B K + de with K o corre-
sponding to the background geom etry and de taking into account uctuations around thisbackground.
Here e is the appropriately cuto spin connection on the line bundl: e = + . It iseasy to
nclude this de-term into the com putation which follow s and show that it does not contributeto & .
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where the §1(2; " reduce to Integrals over M 4 U . Alhough it is straightforward

to explicitly com pute the §1(2; ), the resulting expressions are not very illum nating.

However, their gauge variations tum out to be sinple, and this iswhy we will rst

com pute the varations §1(2; : , and then reduce them to ntegralsoverM, U .
Since &£ satis es the standard relation (4.6) we know that

s @®) = dl; e®) (4 20)
w ith
1
11 e®X)= tred Kd¥ + 5;@3 ; 421)
so that 7
1 K .1
S, = 52 7 w. o > dl;eX) : (422)
4
The next step is to explicitly evaluate the integrand, substituting e = and (4.15)
and (4.16) or& and d&. W e get
z
1 K 1
st = — ~ trd dada+ -da’
62 ) Ms0 2 2
1 Z

§1(2;) = ;{— ~tr dada d daa’+ a¥da) + d d@af + fda)

6@ P M40
A l
+ > da’ Ed @a% + aa’a + a*a)
|

1
+§d A @*f + afa+ £a?) : 4 23)

© foourse, da® is shorthand ©rdaa? aaa+ a’da, etc.)

To go further, we perform the K alizaX lein reduction. Each 1-om eld a, on
M, Q becomesa l-form eldonM, which we also denoteby a,, and a scalar eld rll
on M 4 forevery ham onic 1-form ; on Q, pluism assive m odes. The scalars £, sinply
becom e scalarson M 4 (@gain denoted f,), plusm assive m odes. Slhce K # already
isa 3-om on Q,the ! ;cannot contrbute in §1(2; ), whilke in §1(l) wemust pick out
thepart inearn ' ;. T is trd 4 Qa+ da '+ 22> ' la a+ 2 & j, where
now 4 ! ds is the exterior derivative on M 4. C karly, after Integration over M , this
tem vanishes:

sV =o0: 4 24)
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Tt ram ains to evaluate §1(2; " with a, and £, now l1-and O-formson M 4. To see how

to perform the integrals over Q , consider eg. the tem s that only involre two a— elds:
z

K N N N 0 0/\
— "~ tr dada d daa+ ada)
My 0 2
z K @ .
= — " tr ( da da, d dam a, d naday)) "
MaQ 2 nm=1
2 K * 1
= — " tr ——  ( dg da, m d daa, nd aday))
MysU 2 amoptm+ 1

(4 25)

At thispoint the Q -Integral is reduced to a sum of ntegralsoverM , U and now we

can safely integrate by parts. The three term sthen allare dg da, and the coe cients

1
n+m+1

R
add up as l+m+n)=1.Usng 45) wegetn , tr dA dA,where now

A= an (4 26)

is the K aluzaK Jlein reduction of the \buk" eld & . encountered before in 4.11).

ulk

Sin ilarly one sees that the tem s involving £ do not contrbute,’® whilke the tem s
R
Involving three a- edsadd up togiven , tr %dA3 . W e conclude that

Z
n

6@ P M,

. 1
g = tr d AdA + 5A3 : @27)

Provided the n ooincide w ith the num ber of charged chiralm ultiplkts present at the
sihgularity P , as suggested In [6], the non-invariance of the interaction 4.17) cancels
the SU NN )? anom aly locally, ssparately at each sihgularity.

Quite ram arkably, the nal result is sin pl with all contributions of the di erent
a, adding up to reproduce !i (P nan) !i A). A lfematively, one m ght have rst
expanded §,. Then §1(2; " would have reduced to an integralover M ; U with the
Integral of g— over U Just gvingn . The result would have been a fourdin ensional
action involving In niely many eldsa, and f,. W hilk the gauge transfom ations of
each tem ndividually are com plicated, we know that they sum up to give (4 27).

190 f course, we could have \integrated by parts" according to the ruke (3.14) directly n £ ' 1
(4 23), show ing in m ediately that the f- elds do not contribute.
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43 TheU (1);G? anom aly

It rem ains to discuss the cancellation of the m ixed U (1);G? ancmaly (43). C learly,
R
the variation of an interaction w, o €7 trF? can cancel the consistent anom aly

43) with = 1. However, llow ng our general philosophy, we should really start
w ih T 7
s, = 2 C » trEe? (4 28)
2@ )2 Mo

R
N ote that in the bulk this coincides w ith the standard interaction C ~ trF?. Shoe

tr®? was designed to be gauge nvariant under 4.6) only ¢ contributes to the gauge

P .
variation of§,. Again, wewrite §, = §2(l) + §2(2’ " nserting E=d  + from

eq. 312) and® = da+ a’+ @f+af fa & from (415 and (416) we get
Z

T A N N
AR —— d tr(dada+ 2a%da)
22 P uM.o0
T, 2
§2(2; b= 2 tr (Qada + 2a%da)
22 P uMao0 _
1
+2d tr Ada+ fa?) d@a+ a) : (429)
W hen we perform the Kaliza K ein reduction, T, ! ;!;anda, ! a,+ . , I

§2(1) only tem s Iinear in  ; can contribute, but they vanish after partial integration
over M 4, just as for §1(1) . Also as before, n §2(2; ), 1| cannot contrbute, whilke
the tem s containing £ again vanish after partial integration over M ,. The ram aining
term s com bine to yield

§P) = Ly itr dAdA + 2A%dA) : (4 30)

P rovided
X )
Ij= q ; (4 31)

2T

this exactly cancels the m ixed U (1);G? anom aly locally. Note that the variation of

R
S7= 5557 m, o C 7 trF? would have produced exactly the sam e resuk.

44 Them ixed gauge—gravitational anom aly once m ore

Now we digpose of the necessary m achinery to show that the variation ofthem odi ed
G reen-Schwarztem (325) with cuto £ 3 leadsto the sam e Iocalanom aly contriution
as the variation of (326) using the ordiary Xg.
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To begin w ih, we replace the spin connection ! = !+ Dby itscuto version
&= 1+ e: (4 32)

!y represents the xed background R # X and the uctuations. Forthe tin e being
wem ake no assum ption about ,but lateron wew illagain restrict to uctuationsthat
preserve the product structure ofthe m anifold. Again we w rite

e= ()+ () + (4 33)
. P, n Py n1
with ()= ., » "and ()= ,_.; n . O foourse,
R®
n= ; (4 34)
n=1
sihce In thebuk, where = 1land = 0,wewant e to colncide with

W e require that under a local Lorentz transfom ation w ith param eter ; one has
é=de+ el ; = 1 (4 35)

T his ensures that

B = dé+ &2 (4 36)

transform s covariantly: B = ;e ]and
o =0 : 4.37)

Comparing powers of and i eg. (4.35) shows that the badkground is not trans-

formed, !y = 0, as expected, and ; = Doy , 1 = 1 and, forn 2,
n=1In171]ls o= [n1s 1], whereD, isthe covariant derivative with !,. Again
p ~ P ”

wedene % )="!_.n,"l'andd ()= !,d,) ", and dem ord . Then

de =4 © + 4 and frthe curvature we nd
R()=R()+ () (4.38)

w ith
RA() R = Ro+a + !0 + '0+ 2

() =4 + o+ ;1 °: 4 39)



Two usefil dentities which ©llow from the Bianchi dentity dR = [§;¢] are

a = G+ ) b+ ) +E; 1 A% (bt )% e+ ) : (@40

F inally, the cut-o gravitational 8—formm %, then is given by

1 1
% 8 = S tr?‘l - (trﬁz)z
1922 ) 4
= ——— R+ 4trR - (trR”) tR“ trR (441
192@ )3 4

By construction, >3 gr aswell as each of the four temm s ndividually, is Invarant under

P
local Lorentz transform ations. Henoe, usng€=C + B and = ,we nd
X
) @)
§GS = §GS + §GS
z
T 1
1) 2 A A
Ses = -2 C trR? = (trR?)?
1922 ) 4
T, 2 1
g —— B uK'+ 4C uR3 "B (trk?)?  C tR?uk
1922 ) 4

(4 .42)

W hile §G(15) Involves an integralover allofM , X , each §G(28 " reduces to an integral
overM ;, Y . We ocould perfectly well do this reduction rst and then com pute the
gauge variation of each §Gf2£ ) How ever, as for the YangM ills case, the com putations

are m ore com pact if we rst take the variation and then evaluate the integral. U sing

C=d, B= andthe invarance of the gravitationaltem swe nd
z
g = 2 g4 wR' Z(txR?)? 443
¢s 1922 ) . : @43
. T, ° 1
§h) = 2 _ trK*+ 4d trK3 S (rE?)? 4 uR?ul
1922 )* 4

(4 .A4)

W e will discuss §G(ls) later on. A s fam iliar by now , thanks to the presence of , each

§Gf25 ! is reduced to an integraloverM , Y with every * contribouting a factor
lel .OnM,4 Y ,thedervative 4 actsasan ordinary derivative d, and we are allowed
to Integrate by parts. Asexplained In eq. (3.14) above, it is easy to see that exactly
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the sam e result is obtained if one rst replaces d by d and Integrates and by parts
directly In (4 44), rem em bering that 4 only actson the !y, , and ., but not on the

", U sing this observation, we rew rite
z

f;’=$ trk? 4 d(R® ) %'(trRA2)2+ A(trR? trk )
4 45)
Now use the identities (4.40) to show that dtrR? = 0 and
d R Y= R’ 4% o+ )%+ .+ ) = l+—ll@£uf€“ (4 46)
s that !
@i ) T, ° e VI £212
55 T 1920 ) e TR Ry : “an
N ext, we expand the integrand in powers of . W ritingR = F IR, "withRy= Ry
andPCn=an+!0n+ n!O+P§_‘=llrnm for n 1, we see that the 1 In the
parenthesis in (4 47) contrbutes a factor ——*——— to the integralover r while the

£ contrbutes a factor 230tk L 1hoth adding up to 1. A s a result, we get

@ n+m+k+1+17

T z 1 T, 2
2;) 2 4 242 2
= —- trR — (trR — X ; 448
Gs 192Q )4 m, v 2! ) 2 M,y s®); (48)
w here now
)é- A
R = R, : (4 .49)

n=0
C Jearly, R is the value of the curvature \in the buk" ofM 4 X (or is appropriate
pulback ontoM 4 Y ), and correspondsto the uctuatinggeometry ! = !+ without
autting o anything. Hence we see that, In the end, this rather sophisticated treatm ent

R
reproduces the sam e resulr asthemorenaive §3, = 22 €~ X g ofeg (326). Ik isckar

2
from our analysis that this sam e sim p1i cation occurs for any Invarant quantity m ade
from com binations of trR*! or trF*.

Tt rem ains to discuss §G(ls) W ith = ;!;, theintegralw illbe non-vanishing only if
trR 4 2 (trR?)? isa 3-om on M , and a 5-Hm on X . Ifthe uctuationsofthem etric

preserve the product structure M 4, X , this is clearly in possble, and we conclude
s =10: (4.50)

Form ore general uctuations, however, it is less clear what happens and we w ill not

pursue this issue further.
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5 Conclusions

W e have reconsidered the anom aly cancellation m echanisn on G ;-holonom y m anifolds
w ith conical singularities, rst outlined in [6]. It tumed out that we needed to m odify
the eleven-din ensional Chem-Sin ons and G reen-Schwarz tem s, and sim ilarly the n—
teractions S, and S, present on AD E shgularities, by (sm oothly) cutting o the elds
close to the conical singularties. T his induces anom alous variations of the cuto 3-
form eld € and ofthe cuto non-abelian gauge eld . These anom alous variations
are Jocalized In the regions close to the conical singularties where the cuto is done.
T his In plies that the corresponding non-invariance of the action is also localized there
and we get one S'’ term for each conical sihgularity P . Each of these tem s then
exactly cancels the various anom alies that are present at these sngularities due to the
charged chiral ferm ions living there. T hus anom aly cancellation indeed occurs locally,
ie. ssparately for each conical shgularty. For the m ixed gaugegravitationalanom aly
wemet a surprise. The In ow tem s would cancel the anom aly but for their sign. W e
argued that further gravitational correction term sm ust be present to achieve com plete
Jocal cancellation of these m ixed ancm alies.

T hroughout the w hole discussion it is always assum ed that the G ,-holonom y m ani-
fold is com pact, although the explicit exam ples of conical shgularities are actually
taken from the known non-com pact G,-holonomy m anifolds, assum ing that conical
singularities on com pact G ,-m anifolds have the sam e structure. A sm entioned in the
Introduction, there exist close relatives of G ;-holonom y m anifolds which are weak G ,—
holonom y m anifolds. In this case, i is quite easy to construct com pact exam ples w ith
conical singularities and explicitly known metrics. This is done n O] and will be
brie v recalled in the appendix. The oconical sihgularties are exactly as assum ed in
the present paper, namely orr ! 0they areconeson someY with thesameY ’‘sas
considered here. This in plies that the whole discussion of chiral ferm ions present at
the singularities and of the anom aly cancellation of the present paper directly carries
over to these weak G ,-holonom y m anifolds.
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6 Appendix

Herewew illbrie y recall the geom etry ofthe sihgularweak G ,-holonom y m anifolds X
constructed n P]. A lthough they have weak G ,-holonomy rather than G ,-holonomy,
they are the prototype of the com pact m anifolds w ith conical singularities one has in
m ind throughout the present paper.

In P]iwas shown that for every non-com pact G ,-m anifold that is asym ptotic (for
large r) to a cone on Y, there is an associated com pact weak G ,-m anifold with is
m etric given by

r 2
dsf = dr’ + R s — d¢ ; 0 r R : @ 1)
Tt has two oonical singularities. The st one, at r = 0, is a cone on Y, whilk the
ssoond oneg, atr= R,isaooneon Y.Herr Y equalsY butwih is orentation
reversed. T his reversal of orentation sim ply occurs shcewede neY alwayssuch that

the nom al vector points away from the singularity. Hence:
Yi=Y; Y,= Y : @ 2)

For these exam ples we have all the necessary global inform ation, and i was shown
In ] that the square-integrabl ham onic pform s on X , orp 3, are the trvial
extensions of the square-integrable ham onic pform s on Y . In particular, we have
PX)=PE¥)=0, FX)=PFF)andbP X )=Db ().

A ccording to the general cuto procedure described in section 3.1, for these ex-—
am ples one introduces two local coordinates r; = rand r, = R r. It follow s that
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= 1+ ,,where, n the lim it of vanishing regularisation,

Then for a an ooth 10-fom one has

M4 X Mg Y =r Mg Y = R r Mg Y1 M4 Y,
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