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Abstract

We present the theory of a two-dimensional conformal scalar field us-
ing path integral techniques. We derive the conformal anomaly using
an adaptation of the method of Fujikawa, and compare the result with
a derivation based on a Pauli-Villars measure, where the anomaly
is shifted from the path integral measure to the energy-momentum
trace. In the path integral approach the energy-momentum is a true
coordinate-invariant tensor quantity, and we explain how it is related
to the corresponding non-tensor object arising in the operator ap-
proach, obtaining an intuitive explanation within the context of the
path integral approach for the anomalous transformation law and
anomalous Ward identities of the latter. After carefully calculating
nontrivial contact terms arising in certain energy-momentum prod-
ucts, we use these to provide a simple consistency check confirming the
change of variables formula for the path integral and to review the re-
lationship between the conformal anomaly and the energy-momentum
two-point functions.
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1 Introduction

We present the theory of a two-dimensional conformal scalar field using path
integral techniques.

While many presentations of conformal field theory use path integrals
informally, most emphasize operator methods or the axiomatic approach for
nontrivial calculations. Here we attempt a somewhat rigorous path-integral
based introduction to a simple conformal theory, aimed at those who may be
more familiar with the path integral approach to field theory, or who wish to
understand the relationship between the different approaches. As we show,
the relationship is in some respects rather subtle.

The path integral is particularly useful for the insight it provides into
anomalies. We present a derivation of the conformal anomaly based on the
method of Fujikawa, which exhibits the anomaly as a dependence of the path
integral measure on the metric. We also provide a Pauli-Villars derivation
of the anomaly. It turns out that the Pauli-Villars path integral measure
is invariant under conformal transformations, and the anomaly is shifted to
the expectation value of the trace of the energy-momentum tensor, which
becomes nonzero.

A serious pitfall in relating the path integral and operator approaches is
that equations obtained using path integrals, such as Ward identities, often
become invalid upon naive replacement of bare quantities by the correspond-
ing renormalized objects appearing in the operator formalism. Because this
may seem to call into question some of the very properties of path integra-
tion, such as invariance under change of variables, that are used to justify
the Ward identities in the first place, a more careful analysis is necessary. We
resolve the problem by carefully defining the path integral measure so that
the expectation values appearing in these identities are all finite. To do this,
we use a Pauli-Villars regularization, which is a physically intuitive, coordi-
nate invariant and nonperturbative regularization technique that is largely
insensitive to the details of the continuum limit.

We point out that there is a subtle relationship between the energy-
momentum tensor in the path-integral formalism and the corresponding
quantity in the operator approach. In the path integral approach, the natural
energy-momentum tensor is a true coordinate-invariant quantity. We show
how it is related to the corresponding nontensor object found in the operator
approach, obtaining an intuitive explanation for the anomalous behaviour
of the latter within the context of the path integral. The difference in be-



haviour turns out to be due to a residual effect of the measure as encoded
by the Pauli-Villars fields.

We confirm by explicit calculation that with the appropriate Pauli-Villars
measure, the full energy-momentum tensor satisfies the classical Ward identi-
ties. We explain how these relate to the anomalous Ward identities found in
the operator approach. We conclude with a simple consistency check confirm-
ing the validity of the change of variables formula for the path integral, and
we review the relationship between the conformal anomaly and the energy-
momentum two-point functions. Important in our derivations and checks are
certain contact terms arising in expectation values of energy-momentum ten-
sors. While these have been derived in the axiomatic approach, we provide
an explicit first-principles calculation.

This paper reviews and clarifies known results in conformal field theory
from a somewhat different point of view. Various of these results have not,
to our knowledge, been calculated before using these methods.

2 The conformal anomaly

In this section we derive the conformal anomaly using an adaptation of the
methods of Fujikawa [Il 2, B], who showed that anomalies have a very intu-
itive origin as a non-invariance of the path integral measure under classical
symmetries. In the next section, we provide an independent derivation of the
anomaly using a Pauli-Villars definition of the path integral measure, where
we show that the origin of the anomaly is shifted from the measure to the
expectation value of the trace of the energy-momentum tensor.
We are interested in the dependence of the partition function

2(g) = / (dg], =59

on the background metric g;;. Here [d¢|, denotes the co-form

[dol, = /\daizdagAdaiA--.,

n=0

where the coefficients a? : ¢ — R depend on the metric via the expansion



and where ¢9(z) denotes an orthonormal basis of field configurations satis-
fying

[ #58,5) 64(0) = b (1)

To calculate the variation 6,[d¢|, of the path integral measure with respect
to deformations of the metric, we will need the variation

Syt =5, [ o G @)

1,
= [ @i (q00 ) ono+ [EeviGoie.
The metric dependence of ¢, is not uniquely fixed by the above orthonormal-
ity requirement. However, given a metric g, any two orthonormal bases are
related by a unitary transformation that will leave the form [d¢], invariant.
Therefore we can, without loss of generality, choose one particular metric

dependence for ¢¥ compatible with orthonormality. To find such a choice,
we vary both sides of () with respect to the metric, obtaining

1 ..
0= [ #evi (oo ) or s [@avaamiont [ e vas, 6o
A suitable choice for d,¢9, is therefore
5.9 = 1 ij 9
9Pm = —79709i; m-
Inserting this in ([B]) gives
1 ..
0405, = / d*z\/g <Z g”égz'j) i)
1 ..
=St [ o (a0 ) o
=> " al, Crn,

where

Conn = / d*z /g ¢, G gij5gm) o
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We then find, using the normal rules for manipulating differential forms,

dgldo]y = 0, (/\ dai) (4)

:Z~-~/\dafn_1Aé(dafn)/\dafnﬂ/\-~- (5)
= --Adaf, | A <Zdagcnm> Adaly | A (6)
= (Z Cmm> /\ da (7)

= (Tr C), [dol,, (8)
where C' is the operator
1
C= Z’égw = 09 = dw.

\f

Notice that ¢,/g is the local change of volume. In other words, the path
integral measure will be scale dependent. This is the origin of the conformal
anomaly.

We now need to calculate the trace

(TrO), = /dzz VG ow(x) A(x),
where the infinite sum

r) =) ¢ (x) ¢l (x)

does not in general converge. A natural short-distance regularization, which
can be taken as part of the definition of the path integral, is obtained by
considering instead the limit as € — 0 of the sum [4} B

S 1, () A 98, (2) = (w]e®|x)
where A denotes the Laplacian

A=—0[Vg970; (-)].
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Here the position basis bras and kets are defined via <:£ ly) =d(x—y)/\/g, to
make (x| ¢) = ¢(x) with respect to the inner product (¢ | ¢2) = [ /g b1 ¢o.

As required for consistency with our previous remark that a unitary trans-
formation leave [d¢], invariant, the regularized expression (z|e“®|z) depends
only on the metric and not on the particular orthonormal basis ¢J, that we
have chosen. Also notice that if we insert an eigenbasis |m) of A, the above

becomes
(zlePay =D (m|x) (x|m) e

where the \,, are the corresponding (negative) eigenvalues, making it clear
that the regularization corresponds to a large-momentum suppression.
We therefore need to calculate the small ¢ behaviour of the function

G(z,tly,0) = 0(t) (x| " [y),

where 6(t) denotes the step function, inserted to avoid the regime ¢t < 0 where
(z|e!® |y) diverges. It is easy to check that

(0 — A,) Gl tly,0) = 5(t) (| ) = % 5(8) 6z — y).

In other words, the distribution G(z, t|y, 0) solves the heat or diffusion equa-
tion given a point source at y at time ¢ = 0, and is known as a heat kernel.
Without loss of generality, we can choose coordinates so that y = 0. In two
dimensions, we can further choose the coordinate system so that

gij (x) = € 0y,
w(0) =0.

so that the equation for G(z,t|y,0) becomes

(9, — e” @A) G(x,t]0,0) = 8(t) 6(x),

where Ay = §70;0;. Regarding this as an operator equation in the space
L2(R3), we write the solution as

1
Gl t0.0) = o115 =z ) 1000




Since we are interested in the limit as ¢t — 0, for which the diffusion becomes
increasingly short-ranged, we will develop an expansion for G(0,t|0,0) in
terms of derivatives of w at the origin. Expanding around z* = 0, we have

2@ =1 — 2 (Qw) 2’ + [(90;w) + 2 (Ow) (Ojw)] x'a? 4 - -+ |
where the derivatives are all evaluated at ' = 0. We can then write 2]

1 1 1 1 1 1 1
C=a—p-ataBataBzilait

where A = 0, — Ay, so that 1/A is the flat space solution

(2. 1] ( L ) 10,0) 4% e~/ (1)
while
B ={-2(0w) 2"+ [-(8;0;w) + 2 (Ow) (Ojw)] 'z’ + -+ } Ag

Inserting this expansion in the first-order contribution A~*BA~! to G(0, €]0, 0),
the first term, with odd integrand proportional to z%, vanishes. The next term
in A7'BA7!is proportional to

—x2/4(e t) J A —x2/4t
4 (e v 4t

1 o 1 2
dt / d2x =1 yy e~ w /A (emt) gigd l—— + x—] e~ e /4
1 1 2 1 x? 2
dt d2 —x?/4(e—t) .2 |~ v —x? /4t
/0 / v e—t)47rt6 Sl Tl

dt d2 1 2 ]‘ ‘l‘ _2 —ex2/4t(e—t)
4 (e —t) Ant " 42 '

Writing the terms containing x> and 2* as derivatives with respect to A =
€¢/4t (e — t) of the Gaussian integral

/ Pre ™ =
this simplifies to

1 [ (e—1t) 2(e—1t)? 1
L [0 S
27 /0 { €2 * € 127

S
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The next nonzero term in the contribution A~'BA~! has integrand propor-

tional to z’z/xz*x!. This may be checked to be of order e. Further terms

are of even higher order in ¢, so that the contribution to G from the term
A"'BA~! can be written

G1(0,¢€0,0) = [—Aw + 2 Qwd'w] + o (e) .

1

127

There is one additional contribution of order €® to G(0,¢€|0,0). It comes
from the second-order term A~'BA~'BA~! in the above expansion. It is

/dt/du/d2 /dzyx

~a?/a(e~t) i Az (=) /A(t) i AV g/
X
4(e—t)e 4(t—u)e V20 g ©

By similar manipulations, this becomes
1 .
—gﬁiwﬁzw,
so that
G2(0,€[0,0) = L wdi + (€)
2(0,€[0,0) = 67T2ww o (e

Notice that this contributes a term that exactly cancels the term of the same
form in G?(0, €]0,0). We find the result

1 1
G(0,€|0,0> R - EAW"—O(E)
1 1
4—71'6 + ﬂ R + o0 (6) s
where we have used
R=-2¢%*Aw

and w(o) = 0. Inserting our result into the formula for the variation of the
measure, we obtain

5y ldoly = o [ o VGou(a) + o [ Eo Gouo) R



The first term diverges as € — 0, but may be exactly canceled by adding the
counterterm

d2
27‘(’6 TVg

to the original action. After doing this, we obtain our final result

o, [elyese0 = (G- [ e vasato) ) [lad,esen. @

3 A Pauli-Villars derivation of the anomaly

In the previous section the conformal anomaly was obtained from the de-
pendence of the path integral measure on the metric. In the case of a Weyl
transformation g;; — €*“g,;, we can absorb the anomalous dependence of the
measure into the energy-momentum tensor by defining

5 [l eso0 = L [ o ygag (1)
1 ;

where
T,; =—2m (8@50@ —gzjgkl Ok 5I¢)
and B o 1
TﬁzTg—ER:—ER,

since T'! is identically zero. The curvature term was entirely due to the
variation d]d¢], of the integration measure.

It is very instructive to derive the same result using a Pauli-Villars reg-
ularization [6, [d, 8]. This was first done by Vilenkin in [9]. For related
work, including comparisons of the Pauli-Villars method to the (-function
and point-splitting methods, see for example [10, [T, 12}, [T3].

With a Pauli-Villars definition of the path integral, we shall see that the
integration measure will in fact be invariant under variations of g, and the
necessary curvature term will instead be due to the fact that the Pauli-Villars
fields are massive, so that T'¢ # 0, and we shall indeed find that

Z. 1
<Ti>g - - R
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in the limit where the Pauli-Villars masses go to infinity.

In our following discussions, we will have need to carefully regulate the
theory in both the infrared and ultraviolet. For our infrared regularization
we give a small mass m to the field ¢. The ultraviolet regularization will
consist in adding auxiliary scalar Pauli-Villars fields x; with masses M; and
statistics chosen to make the path integral converge. In the end, we will
be interested in the limits m — 0 where the field ¢ becomes massless, and
M; — oo where the Pauli-Villars fields become non-dynamical.

First consider the variation

30 Hdoly Al -+ Al ).

As in the previous section, each real scalar field x; will contribute a variation
term of the same form as that contributed by ¢. The contribution of Grass-
mann scalar fields y; will be of opposite sign. Indeed, the reader may easily
check that with Grassmann integration rules, if 0n = en where € is a real
parameter, then for the change of variables formula [dn' f(n') = [dn f(n)
to hold (equivalent to d [ dn f(n) = 0) one needs §(dn) = —edn, so that in
formula () of our derivation of the previous section we get traces of oppo-
site sign for Grassmann fields. Defining ¢; = 1 for y; real commuting, and
¢; = —1 for y; Grassmann anticommuting, we find

o, (Hdely n il -+ Al )

_ (HECZ-) <ﬁ/d2x\/§5w(x)+ﬁ/d2x\/§5w(x) R) <

« (1doly Al - A )y

We therefore can choose our Pauli-Villars field statistics to cancel the varia-
tion of [d¢|,. In particular, if we choose

1+ e =0, (10)
the variation of the measure is zero
5, (Haely Al A A vl ) =0

10



Since the measure is now invariant, the anomaly will have to be due entirely
to the expectation value of the trace of the energy-momentum tensor

(T3), =2 <m2¢2 + ZMEX?> :

g

Since the propagator of a Grassmann scalar has the opposite sign to that of
¢, we find in flat space

: d*p m? M?
T —2 S N 1
(T3), W/(Qﬂ)z {p2+m2 +Zl:c P+ M2 (11)

where ¢; = 1 for Grassmann fields and ¢; = —1 for real fields. As long as we
impose the condition

m’ 4+ M} =0, (12)

on the Pauli-Villars masses, the integral converges. The answer in this case
is

1 L A2 , A

1 oy M’ 5 M7
:E<m ln_z_l_Z:CiMiln ,

It p?

where the limit is finite due to the Pauli-Villars condition. Here p is an
arbitrary parameter with dimension of mass, irrelevant due to the first Pauli-
Villars condition ([I0). As m — 0, the first term in (Il falls away and we
get

M2
p?’

izi:ciMfln

This diverges in the limit M; — oo but can be exactly compensated by a
counterterm of the form

1 2 M22 2

11



in the original action. We could also avoid the need for the counterterm by
imposing the additional Pauli-Villars condition

M?
L0 (13)

m2
m21n—2—|—ZciMi21n p

I

If we do this, note that to satisfy the three Pauli-Villars conditions (), ()
and (I3), while keeping the ability to take the masses M; — oo, we will need
at least five auxiliary fields. If we use exactly five, two of these should be
commuting and three anticommuting.

We now consider the case of a curved space, where we need to calculate
the limit

<T§>g = 27TAH—I>I;O {m2 Gma(z,x) + ZME GMi,A(x,x)} :

Here G, a(z,2) denotes the two-point function of a scalar field computed
with large-momentum cutoff A. The Pauli-Villars conditions are precisely
what are needed to make the limit A — oo finite.

In a background g,;, the propagator G/ (x,2’) satisfies

82' [\/gg”@ GM(SL’,LL’/)} — \/§M2 GM(SL’,LL’/) = 5(5(7 — LL’/).

Given 2/, we can change coordinates so that x’ lies at the origin. In two
dimensions, we can furthermore choose the coordinate system so that

9i5(x) = €* 0y,
w(0) =0.
so that the equation for the propagator becomes

(@A — M?) Gu(x,0) = e 2®5(x)
= 5(I)a
where A = §%9,0;. As we increase the Pauli-Villars mass M, the propagator
becomes increasingly short-ranged, and we will develop an expansion for

G () in terms of derivatives of w at the origin. Expanding around z* = 0,
we have

e 2 =1 - 2(Qw) 7' + [—(0i0jw) + 2 (Ow) (Qjw)]z'a? + - - - |

12



where the derivatives are all evaluated at ' = 0. We can then write

1 1 1 1 1 1 1
Cv=g-p=atalartalalat o

where A = A — M?, so that 1/A is the flat space propagator, while
B = {2(0w) 2 + [(0:030) — 2 (0w) (Ow)]z's’ + - } A,

In the first-order contribution A~'BA™! to G/(0, 0), the term with odd inte-
grand proportional to z¢ vanishes. The next term in A=' BA~! is proportional

to
/d2LL’ LL’iLL’j/ d?k etk / d2p p2 e~z
(2m)2 k2 + M2 | (27m)2 p? + M?
A’k d?p 1 P '
d*x 0. 8, eilh—p)a
/ / 27T2]{72—|—M2p + M? ki Ok; €
d’k d2p 1 P
2 D6k —
~(@n” / (2m)? / (2m)2 k2 + M2 p? + M? Ok, O, 0(k — p)
_ _/ 4’k —26% L 8hik, 2
@) LR+ M2 (R MR S R+ M2

——52‘1/ &2k 2 =
@m2 (k2 + M2)2 " (k2 + M2) | k2 + M2
:_Qéij/ 2k k2 (k2 — M?)
2m)2 (k2 + M2)*
1 1

- i

120 M?

The next nonzero term in A~'BA~! has integrand proportional to z'z?z*x!.

This may be checked to be of order 1/M?. Further terms are of even higher
order in 1/M, so that the full first-order contribution is

1 1 . 1
GM,l(Oa O) - _E W [Aw — 28,-w8’w] + o0 (W) ,

which will contribute a term of zeroth order in 1/M? to the expectation value

13



There is one additional contribution of order 1/M? to G,(0,0). It comes
from the second-order term A~'BA~'BA~! in the above expansion. It is

4 (Ow) (8jw)/d2x/d2yxiij
ke

ikx d2p p2 eip(y—x) d2q q2 ety
% / (2m)? k2% + M? / (2m)? p? + M? /(2%)2 @+ M?

By similar manipulations, this becomes

J 4’k K 11 .
—8M?Z? 59 (9. . = Jwd
8M5(alw)(a]w)l/(%y(ijLMz)5 — o Owd'w,

so that
1 1 ; 1
~6r I Ojwd'w + o <—M4)

Notice that this contributes a term that exactly cancels the term of the same
form in G},(0,0). We find

Gn2(0,0) =

11A{+1 Lop (]
= —— n— _ - .
e Ve Y Ve V7

The matter contribution can be expanded in m by writing the equation for
the propagator as

(A - (@) m?) Gin(z,0) = é(x),

so that

11
B piply. .
A° At

a| =

_l_
where A = A — m? and

B=m?(1—e*") =m?y(z).

14



Therefore

st [ o Kofmlel) 5() 5 Ko(m\:c|)

+m /dz /de—Ko mlz)2(2) g Kolmly — 1) 1) 5 Ko(mly)

where the Bessel function decays exponentially for large x and

dk? ez’kx
27TK0(m|x|):/ ST — 5 — —2m In(m/z])

as m|z| — 0, so that the integrals are well-defined for a large class of functions
v(z). Since

lim mIn(m|z|) — 0,

m—0

all terms but the first in the above series vanish as m — 0 as long as y(z)
is sufficiently well-behaved that we may exchange the integral and the limit.

We find . A2
A

as m — 0. Including the Pauli-Villars contrlbutlons, we find

Z. 1{ , A2 . A? 1
<T2>g:_§ ( IHW‘FZCZM IHW — R+O M2

where we have used the Pauli-Villars condition (I to obtain the negative
sign for the curvature term. As before, the terms in parentheses can be
compensated by a counterterm or made zero by the condition ([3) on the
Pauli-Villars masses. After doing this, we find the result that we set out to
prove

i 1

as the masses M; — oco.
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4 A study of 7.

It is very instructive to observe the effect of the Pauli-Villars regularization
on the expectation values of T, and T%;. Writing z = 2! + i2?, we have

{—036’%(:)3, x) — Z 8§G§\}i(1’, z)} )

(T%z), = —2m lim

A—oo

In general, the matter contribution (77=%) may diverge in the cutoff parame-
ter, and this divergence will be compensated by the zeroth-order contribution

Z <T;‘f¢'>0 = QWZ c; 0° <z|A_1|x>

of the Pauli-Villars fields, as we shall see in the explicit examples of the next
section. With this in mind, we introduce a name for the combination

T..=T02"+ lim Y (TM), . (14)

Mi—>OO

(2

This may be regarded as defining a particular minimal subtraction renormal-
ization prescription. As we shall see, it is this combination that will turn out
to correspond to the renormalized energy-momentum operator occurring in
the operator formalism. Obviously, it differs from the full energy-momentum
tensor 77, of our system.

The Pauli-Villars contributions may be expanded in 1/M? as in our cal-
culation of the trace anomaly in the previous section. We find a first-order
contribution proportional to

— 21 [—(&-@w) + 2 (&w) (@w)} X
X /d%xixj 0. Ko(M|x|) 0. AKy(M|z]).

The term with integrand proportional to zZZz vanishes
/ d*x 22 0, Ko(Mr) 0,AK(Mr)
= M2/d2:c 2222 0, Ko(Mr) 0, AKo(Mr)

=0,

16



since the integrand is odd under z — /% z. Similarly, the term with inte-

grand proportional to zZ vanishes, and we are left with the term proportional
to

/ d?x 2 0. Ko(Mr) 0,AKo(Mr)

/d2 / % eé kz+k2)/ d2p %]ﬁ(pﬁ) e—%i(;lif—l—ﬁz)
Tz E - . ) :
kk - (2m) pp+ M
@k d2 k P (pp)
= (2m)? 2207
2 /(27T)2/( 2m)? kk+M2pp+M2ap5(k p)

- / (d2]§ kka2 % (%) !

which is of the form [ d®k f (02g). In the last step, we could just as well
have used the identity

926%(k —p) =026 (k—p)

to write this in the form [ d?k (82f) g. However, the reader may check by
explicit calculation that

/ Pk f (929) # / Pk (22f) g,

an ambiguity due to naively exchanging the integral over x with those over
k and p. In general, integrals may be exchanged only after a careful analysis
of their uniformity of convergence [I4]. Here we see an order dependence
proportional to the quantities f (9zg) or (0;f) g integrated over the surface of
the integration region. Since these surface integrands are of order 1/r, they
do contribute in two dimensions (the corresponding surface terms may be
checked to be of order 1/r% in our previous calculation of the trace anomaly,
and therefore did not threaten the validity of that calculation). Fortunately
we can avoid these uniformity issues by using the equation of motion for
Ko(mr) in position space first as follows:

/ 23 22 0, Ko( Mr) 0.AKo(Mr)
= / d*x 2* 0, Ko(Mr) az(—a?(:c) + M? KO(MT))

= M? / d*zx 2% 0, Ko(Mr) 0, Ko(Mr)

17



where we have used the behaviour 0, Ko(Mr) = o(1/r) as 7 — 0 to drop the
term containing 9.6(z). This then becomes

1

/d%Z/ % ezt kz+kz)/ d2p %ﬁe—%i(pi-ﬂﬁz)
)2 kk + M2 (2m)2  pp+ M?
o / Lk k a2< k )

(27)2 kk + M? kk + M2

o / &2k KE (kR
272 | (kk+ M2)*  (kk+ M2)"

T 12

The first-order contribution is therefore

1
(1), =~ [+ 2007 + 0 (317
The only other contribution of order 0 in 1/M? is the second-order term
—27r-4(8zw)2/d2x/d2yzw 0. Ko(M|z]|) AKo(M|y — x|) 0, AKo(M|y))

87 (0w)? / Pz / Py 2w 0. Ko(Mlal) (=8(y — z) + M*Ko(Mly — ])) x
X 0w (=0(y) + M*Ko(Mly|))

= 87 (8zw)2 {M4/d2x/d2yzw82Ko(M\x|)KO(M\y—x\)@wKO(M\y\)
—M2/d2x22 8ZK0(M\x|)8zK0(M\x|)},

where again we have manipulated the integrals in position space into a form
where the surface terms in momentum space will vanish. This becomes

d’k k 1 k
— 2 — 4 —
8 (0:w) { M /(2@2 ak(kl_c+M2> e (kk+M2)

o f e o ()]

(0.w)?,

1
6
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so that the second order contribution is
1 1
M\ 2
As M — oo, we get for each Pauli-Villars field
1
(TM) = (T2, + 2 o [(0%) — ()]

Including the matter contribution and using the Pauli-Villars condition (&),
we find

() = (1) — ¢ [(@%) ~ (0.0 (15)
= (1)~ S5t (16)

Since I, = 20,w, we may write ¢,, in the form
1

used by Eguchi and Ooguri in the context of the axiomatic approach to
conformal field theory [I5, 6]. One may verify that t., has the nontensor
transformation law

Outze = — 020" +0'0it,, — 2 (0.0%) 1. (17)

Since T, is a component of a true tensor, the term (73.) in (IH) is therefore
not a tensor in isolation. From the transformation laws for 7., and ¢.., it

follows that (T.,) transforms as
X 1 . X
5, <T> =~ 0" 400, <T> — 2007 <T> , (18)

which coincides with the transformation law obtained in the operator product
formalism after point-splitting renormalization [I5, [16, 17, I8, 19, 20, 21].
The above result provides a straightforward explanation, in the context of
the path integral formalism, for the familiar anomalous transformation law
of T.,. In the path integral formalism, the more natural object is in fact the
true tensor 7., which includes the full Pauli-Villars correction and, as we
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shall see, satisfies simpler Ward identities. The non-covariant split ([0 is
rather less natural from this point of view.

Note that it would be incorrect to try to absorb the Pauli-Villars effects
into an operator redefinition by replacing

. 1
in general calculations of expectation values. For example, with such a re-
definition one would lose essential contact terms in the Ward identities that
we consider in section
The above transformation law for ¢,, can be integrated to give, for 2/ =
f(z>7
toydd @d2 =t,,dz®dz—{f,2}dz®dz,

OO
ek = 6i+z(<f<w>—f<z>>2 <w—z>2)’

is called the Schwarzian derivative. In this form, the transformation is easily
seen to be precisely the difference between the renormalization subtractions
needed in the operator product formalism for energy-momentum tensors de-
fined in different coordinate systems, which provides a simple way to see that
1., corresponds to the usual operator formalism definitions.

Defining t,; = t;, = 0 and t5; = 0;I'Z. — % (F%)z, we may summarize the
results of this section as

where

(Tij), = (Tij)g — — ti — 57 9is -

5 Examples

In this section we provide some example computations of energy-momentum
tensor expectation values on a couple of simple manifolds.
First we consider the plane, for which

1/(d2k: (ky — iks)*

<Tzz>9 T 2m)2 k2 +m?

The numerator in the integrand is k? — 2ik; ko — k3. The cross term is odd in
k1 and ko separately, while the sum of the first and the last term is odd under
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ki <> ko, so that the integral vanishes when integrated over the particular
choice 0 < k < A of cutoff region in momentum space, suitable for manifolds
for which k; and ko are continuous. With this cutoff region, we get the

contribution
(T72=%) = 0.

Similarly,
(138 = 0.
for each Pauli-Villars field, and we find

~

(L) =0=(T..).

In section Bl we showed, using a Pauli-Villars definition of the path integral
measure, that the expectation value

1
Tzé = 5 ZZR:O
(T:2) = 579

on the plane.
In a later section, we will also need the expectation value

d*k k2
<8z¢82¢> = _/ (27’(’)2 /4:2—|—m2'

This integrand is not odd, so that our simple argument for 7, cannot be
used. Computing this with a large-momentum cutoff A, we find

1 m? 1. A?

0,0 0:0) = —— A* + — - —In —.

(06 0:0) 27 * o 2 m2
As we saw, both these terms can be exactly canceled by introducing Pauli-
Villars fields with the appropriate statistics and mass conditions, and we

obtain

on the plane.
Let us employ the Pauli-Villars formalism to perform a path-integral cal-
culation of the expectation value (T,) on an infinite cylinder of circumference
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L, a simple nontrivial manifold with a length scale that will give rise to a
Casimir energy. We have, for a field of mass M,

My dkz 2T —l{;%
<T = —2m- Z/ L 2 R+ M
__r 1 (%T")2+M2— M?/2
2 L ~ (27rn) + M2

We have performed the integral over ko by closing the integration contour
either above or below the real line. Although the resulting contour integral
strictly diverges as we move the contour to infinity, this is one term in the
full integrand containing both the matter and all Pauli-Villars, the integral
of which will converge due to the Pauli-Villars conditions, validating the
contour integral argument.

We first evaluate the matter contribution, for which M = 0. Inserting a
convergence factor, the dependence on which will be canceled by the Pauli-
Villars contributions, we find

m=0\ T 2mn —e2mn/L
1m0y — Ty 2

n>0
T 21 e—¢ 2w /L

L L (1 — e—e2m/L)?

Using the expansion

e v B 1 1
(1—6—”)2 F_E+O(V)’
we get
1 1 /27)?
m=0
(T2 :—2—624-% <f) +o(e).

It remains to show that, as promised, the Pauli-Villars fields will cancel the
dependence on € as ¢ — 0. As M — oo, we can write each Pauli-Villars
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contribution as a continuous integral as follows.

2 1/2
<TM _ MzM_WLZ (?\%)2"'1_ /2 p—cM2mn/ML
= (52)" +1
1 > 1/2
_)__.M2/ dx {,/12_'_ _ / }6—5Mm
2 0 1‘2-1-1
1 VT [ 2 (3
=—— M. T Hy(eM) — Ny(eM
e (3 men - M)

1r (s -],

where H, denotes Struwe functions and /N, Bessel functions of the second
kind [22]. Using the small z expansions

() 0(z),
o(").

z
7 No(z :2(1n2—|—C> (22)
2 =z z
le(z):—;—§ z(ln§+C>+0(zg),
we find
my_ L1
<T 502 8M + o(e).

By the Pauli-Villars conditions Y ¢; = 1 and Y ¢;M? = 0 from ([0) and (I2),
the first term cancels the ¢ dependence of the matter field and the second
term falls away. Our final answer for the full expectation value becomes

()= o (2%)

Computed the Pauli-Villars measure, this is finite without further renormal-
ization.

6 Reparametrizations and the measure

Consider a family of reparametrizations fy : M — M, fy = id where A is a
real parameter, acting on a scalar field via push-forward

3(2) = ¢ (2) = d(f-r(2)).
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Given a metric g on M, let ¢, be a basis of field configurations satisfying

5m=/fm@%m@m>

and expand ¢ as
May =) anoul2)

For each A, the map ¢ — (ay, a},...) may be regarded as a coordinate chart

on the space of field configurations ¢. Denoting the co-form

/\da;\L = day Nda} A --- = [de],

the change of variables theorem tells us that

J1as e = [idg)esto.

Note that his had better be true if the concept of integration is to make sense
in a chart-independent way. In preparation for our derivation of the Ward
identities in the next section, let us determine how the form [d¢*] depends
on X\. We can project out the coefficient

@, = / P /G bl) 9 (2),

and calculate

d 2 P A
= [ E o) ()06 @)

S Z a:{ / d*x VG O (2) V' 0 ()
= Z Con ai‘b

where v’ is the vector field whose flow gives fy, in other words

dfy(x)
N

v'(z) =

A=0
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The normal rules for manipulating differential forms now give

% [do] = dii /n\dag = (; C’mm> /n\dag = (Tr C) [d¢].
Now
Conm = — / 22 \/G G () V' 0; b ()
_ / P G (006 (2)) d()
+ / P bn() 0 (V7 0') ()
— 5 [ Eon@)0. (V50 6u(e)
— 5 [ B VTu(@) () 0 (a)

where V; denotes the covariant derivative on the worldsheet with respect to
the deformed metric fyg. Similar to the calculation of the Weyl anomaly,
we get the trace of an operator V; v* representing a change in area, in this
case along the flow of v. The calculation of the trace can be done via a heat
kernel regularization and is identical to the calculation of the Weyl anomaly,
with V' replacing 2 dw. We get

d 1 . 1 .

—Id Al — [ d2 : i - d2 ; 1 d A
d}\[é] (871’6/ x+/g Vv +487r x+/g (Viv') Ry | [do?]
The integrand /g Vvt = 0, (\/ﬁ vi) in the first term is a total derivative, and
will integrate to zero for suitable boundary conditions on v, which we will
assume. A similar partial integration in the second term, and remembering

that V; = 0; on scalars, leads to

dii (4] = (_48% / &z \/Go viRg) 4. (19)

In particular, on a flat manifold, the measure will be invariant under reparametriza-

tions of ¢. It is also interesting to note that the prefactor is independent of
A

25



7 Ward identities

The basis for deriving the energy-momentum conservation Ward identities is
the change of variables theorem [I8]

Jlas e = [lagese (20)

where
1 g
S0 =3 / P2 /G 9790,6°0,6"

Notice that if f, is a conformal transformation, then S is independent of A,
so that classically we would have a symmetry. In the path integral formalism,
the associated conserved Noether current follows from the variation of (20)
with respect to more general, non-conformal deformations f,. Differentiating
with respect to A, the right hand side gives zero. For the left hand side, we
have already calculated the variation of [d¢*]. The variation of S is

- % P/ Fg (£19)70:6 050 (by puliback)

— = [ e VEgas0 T (definition of T)
— = [ @ VE (T + Vi) T(0)

== [ @ vE( 4 i T (by push-forward)
— 5= [ B VEET T, (symmetry of T)

= o | @o g (Vi Ty(0") = V'T;(6Y)))
_ _ﬁ/d% g vl VT (%),
where

T () = 2 (8@)‘8]-(1)’\ — %gijgkl o™ 8l¢’\> .
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and where we have used the property /g V'J; = 9'(\/g J;) of the covariant
derivative to get a total derivative which we have dropped in the last line.
Differentiation of equation (20) with respect to A then gives

| 1 .
— 2 g i AN )
0 /d x\/§<2ﬁv VT (¢%) o VZR>A
1 9 i i A 1
— il — s
27T/dl'\/§1) \Y < 2](¢ ) 2492]R>)\
Since v’ is arbitrary, we get the conservation law
i A 1
V(T (") — 57 92) =0, (21)
24 N

where the variation of the measure has contributed a curvature term not
present in the classical conservation law. Remembering our definition of 7;;,

Vi <T}j(q%)>A —0.

In this derivation, which assumed a single massless scalar field for which 7%
is identically zero, the curvature term in the conservation law was due to the
variation of the path integral measure under a reparametrization.

As it stands, though, this formula is not quite correct. In fact, as we have
seen, the expectation values (7};) are not generally finite, and we needed to
introduce Pauli-Villars fields to obtain finite values for (7;;) in a coordinate-
invariant way. Using (I9), we find as in section Bl that the combined matter-
Pauli-Villars path integral measure is invariant under reparametrizations,
and by the above argument we then find

Vi (T(8Y)), = 0. (22)

The curvature dependence then comes from the fact that, with the Pauli-
Villars regularization, we have seen that

(Ti;(6™), = <Tz-j(¢*)>A - 1—12 ti; — LR
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8 The Ward identity for 7;;, or, where is the
anomaly?

To derive the Ward identity with an insertion of 7;;, we use the change of
variables theorem in the form

/ (A Ty (), 5@ = / 1d6] Ty (6), 5. (23)

Here [d¢*] denotes the full measure including Pauli-Villars fields, which is
independent of A\ as explained in section [ Differentiating both sides with
respect to A, we therefore find the Ward identity

TN, + 5 [ Pl @) (TyNTu(),), =0, (20)

where

8, Ty = 0'0;Ty; — (0,0™) Ty — (050™) T,

and
WM = Vi — Vi,
It is important to note that the transformation law for T;; appearing in
the Ward identity is the classical one. This is indeed correct, and simply
expresses the fact that the full energy-momentum tensor, including Pauli-
Villars contributions, is a true coordinate invariant tensor quantity. As dis-
cussed in section 4, it is the quantity T, introduced in (@) that satisfies
an anomalous transformation law. We shall see by explicit calculation that
the above Ward identity is indeed correct, but contains contact terms that
can be compensated by a redefinition of 7;; to obtain the familiar anomalous
Ward identity for Tzz
For simplicity, we restrict attention to the plane and consider

(BT (), = — = / P b (T (6) T (6Y)),
2. 417T / d*w b (T (¢™) T (6%)),

2 wWw )\ A
47'(' d“wh <Tzz (b ww((z5 )>

28



The first expectation value on the right hand side is easily calculated by a
double contraction to be

A\ A 1 1

The expectation values in the second and third terms are not discussed in
many standard treatments, but in fact contribute contact terms, in the ab-
sence of which the above identity would be untrue. The presence of the
contact terms are noted in [19, 23, 24], although we have been unable to find
a calculation from first principles as presented below.

The contact terms are nontrivial to calculate. Consider for example
(T, Tyw). Naively taking appropriate derivatives of the double contraction
for a massless field would give the square of the delta function, which does
not exist as a well-defined distribution. Also troublesome is the expectation
value (T, Tyyz). Since T,y is identically zero in a massless theory, one might
expect the answer to be zero. With our careful definition of the path integral,
we shall see that this is only true up to a contact term.

Let us therefore calculate these expectation values more carefully using
our regularized path integral. We realize an infrared regularization by in-
troducing a mass m for the field ¢, eventually to be taken to zero, while
the ultraviolet regularization is taken care of, as before, by the Pauli-Villars
auxiliary fields whose masses we eventually take to infinity.

We start by considering the expectation value (7, Tzz). Writing the
contractions in terms of derivatives of the propagator

(6(x) B(0)) = /

and Fourier transforming the result gives the familiar one-loop Feynman
integral

(1) Tsto)) = 22 " |y {F(m)_ZCiF(Mi)}

where

—ipx

dPp e
(272) p? + m?

2 2

k2 +m?] [(p — k)* + m?]
In the absence of the Pauli-Villars field contributions, the integral over k
would have both a quadratic and a logarithmic divergence. The regulariza-
tion consists in choosing the coefficients ¢; and masses M; so as to make

(25)
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the integral finite. Assuming this has been done, we can then write, using
identities such as k% = k? + m? — m?,

/é:2hW+m§%;Q;+mﬂ+Pv}

B / A’k L m? B m?
B R G Y e s
m2

k2 +m? [(p — k)2 + m?]

_/ A’k - 2m? N m? PV
B A0 S R vy ey erwes RS S

where the shift of k£ in the last line is permitted since the integral converges.
Integrating the first two terms between 0 and A, we get, for large A,

1 1 A? Ak m*
— A+ —mPln— / P.V.
R INCTs N ey [y s capstc) S

By the Pauli-Villars conditions (), (T2) and (I3,
1+ Z C; = 0,

m2+ZciMi2 :0,

+ ey

M?
% :07

112

oy M’ 2
m ln?—i-ZciMi In

the first two terms cancel entirely [I3]. What remains is the finite integral

_2m* (2n)? d*p ipa A’k 1 1
(e Tal0) = =55 [ 557 | G o] =i

+P.V.

Feynman’s trick gives

/ d*k 1 1
(2m)2 K24+ m? (p— k)2 +m?

&k 1
N / (27)? /o " {a (K +m?) + (1= 2) [(p = k)* + m?)}’

/ d*k /ld 1
= — T ,
(2m)? Jo (k2 + z(1 — z) p? + m2)*

30



where we have redefined k — (x — 1) p — k to complete the square in the last
line. Performing the straightforward integration over k, we find
1 1

— | d
a7 J, 2::z:(l—:c)pszmz’

Changing variables [25] from = to

m2

x(l—2z)’

S =

and including the prefactor, we find the spectral representation [24]

1 2(2m)? [* ds 2m? 1

4 16 4m2? 1—4m2/5.p2—|—$

1 A / dp 2m 1
= — i _ .

16 om M /1 —4m2/pu? p*+ p?
1 7T/°° du 24 m? 1
163 Jo 0 /1= AmZ/2 P2+ 1P

1« ut
——.2 {4 R

for the Fourier transform of the expectation value. Here the spectral function

24 m?
PP /1 —4m?/p?

c(p,m) 0(p — 2m)
is dimensionless and has area equal to 1, independent of m. Contributions to
the expectation value come from two-particle intermediate states propagating
between 0 and x. The lowest of these has energy 2m, which explains the lower
bound on the integral.

To confirm that the area is one, we calculate [22]

< d 1
%Wl/ o 1
1— mz/,u 2 ot m2—1
3 1
Z.2.B(2.1
b LBey
1
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As m — 0, ¢(u,m) develops a spike at 2m and goes to zero elsewhere. It
follows that
c(p,m) — d(n) as m — 0.

The Fourier transformed expectation value, including the Pauli-Villars con-
tributions, is then

1 /d +E C; 'u4
=i-f/du ) + S e M) b - (2= 2 2
16 3 ’ - v ! v p2+,u2

A change of variables from u to 1 as above shows that the contribution

/d:u {C(:uv m) + Z Ci C(:U’v MZ)} :U’2

is proportional to m*+3 ", ¢; M?, which is zero by the Pauli-Villars conditions.
So is the contribution

/du{ +Zcz c(p, M, } ;

which is proportional to 1+ ). ¢; by the fact that ¢(y, -) has unit area. We
are therefore left with

! /d +§ v
C; C\ I, ;
16 3) " (. M) 0 -

Here, as we take the Pauli-Villars masses to infinity, we find

4
p
dpc(p, M;) - —— —0 as M; = o0
/2M,L- p? + p?
because of the lower bound on the integration and the unit area property of
c(p, -) making the integrand of order 1/M?. All that remains is the matter
contribution which, as we remove the infrared cutoff, is

1 p 1
/du c(p,m) - - —

T 9
16 3 pP+u2 16 3

-p° as m — 0,




since in this limit ¢(p, m) — 0(u). Fourier transforming, we find
(T (@) To5(0)) = =75 9.0:0(x) (26)

as m — 0.

It is important to point out that, in addition to the above contribution, we
would expect additional terms due to self-contractions. However, as discussed
in section 5, these all vanish on the plane.

Next we calculate the expectation value

(T22(2) T2:(0)) -
Since the mass term breaks conformal invariance, T is not zero. In fact
T
TZZ = —m? 2-
3o

Although this indeed goes identically to zero as m — 0, a contact term
survives in the limit m — 0. Indeed,

oy =20 ()" [ Gl [t o
‘P v.},

which is the same expression we obtained above for (T, (z) T3:(0)). Therefore
(L2 () To2(0)) — —75 0.0:0(2) (27)
as m — 0.

The remaining expectation value (T..(z)7.z(0)) has Fourier transform
(with a slight abuse of notation we denote k = k; —iky but keep k% = k? +k3)

T ™ [ &k - k)
5 2m '2W'(§>/(2w)2{[k2+m2] " +m2]+P’V’}
2 (27r)2/ &2k /ldllf{[ El 2)p| [p—k—(1—2)p] +P.V.}

16 (27)? k? + x(1 — x) p? + p?)?

=20 [ |, e Y
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where in the last line we have dropped odd integrands, including terms pro-
portional to k% —k3 and k;k,. Performing the integration over k and changing
variables from z to p as before, we find

1 ood 244 2 =2
L U U

- = — . + P
16 3 Jom #° /1 —4m2/u2 p2+u2
1 =
=——— .2 [4d
p*p?

1 =«
__ LT _ : PV.}.
G 3/du {C(u,m) p* = c(p,m) szt V}

As before, the first integrand will cancel due to the Pauli-Villars condition
143 . ¢; = 0, while the second term will vanish for the Pauli-Villars fields in
the limit of infinite mass. Again, all that remains is the matter contribution

1 7« p?p? 1 7
/du c(p,m) - == = — 7

16 3 p? + p? 16 3
as m — 0. Fourier transforming, we get
Summarizing, we have
1 1
(T2 () T22(0)) = —75 D.0:0(x), (30)
(T2x() Tox(0)) = —75 D.0:0(x), (31)

The same formulae were obtained in the axiomatic approach to conformal
field theory in [T9]. A separate argument provided in [24] motivates them as
follows: If we knew that conservation of energy-momentum held even in the
limit of coinciding points, we could have expected the form of these corre-
lation functions by inserting a spectral decomposition of the unit operator
between the two T's. By conservation of T;;, the correlator must then have
the form

T Ep e (GuD® = Pups) (9poP” — PoPo)

34



which, noting that the Fourier transform of 1/2* is (7/24) p*/|p|?, indeed
coincides with our results upon taking c(p) o< §(u), as expected for a massless
theory. Our calculation confirms this explicitly. Further work on contact
terms of energy-momentum tensors is reported in [26].

As a consistency check, even without performing the full calculation
above, a simple algebraic argument applied to the original integrands, com-
bined with a shift of variables, which is permitted in the presence of the
Pauli-Villars fields, shows that, for example,

0z (T, (2)T,2(0)) + 0, (T5.(x)T,5(0)) = 0.

In other words, the Pauli-Villars regularization does not break conservation
of energy-momentum, even in the limit of coinciding points.
We are now finally ready to calculate

(B Te(0M), =~ 1= / Pw b (T (6") T (6Y)),

_ 2 . % /dzw hwi} <Tzz(¢)\> Twm(¢A>>)\

2w A A
Expressing the components of A in terms of v, for example, h** = 2(

aw'Uw
Ogv"™), discarding total derivative terms, and remembering that 0z(1/w)
md(w), we find

I+

1 z
<5UTZZ(¢)\>>)\ = _E 83’0
+ L Pv* + L ;0207
12~ 12 °7F
1 2 .z
- E 828Z’U
=0

In other words, the contact terms neatly cancel the anomalous contribution
coming from the 1/(z — w)* term in (T%.(¢*) Tww(qﬁ)‘)>x Since the classical
variation 0,7, is linear in T,,, we have

(8,T..(6M)), = 6, (Toa(6™)), = 0
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on the plane, confirming the validity of the Ward identity for the bare tensor
T... In particular, it is important to note that the Ward identity for 7;; has
no anomaly.

We now notice that if we define the quantity Tzz to coincide with T,

~

T,,=T,, (33)

on the plane with trivial metric, and deform T.. according to the nontensor
transformation law

~ 1 N o
0.1 = —33 3Pv* +0'0,T,. — 2 (8.07) T, (34)

as we deform the metric along the flow of v, the extra term in the trans-
formation law of 7, will exactly cancel the contributions coming from the
contact terms (second and third lines) in the Ward identity. In terms of 7%.,
the Ward identity can therefore be expressed as

~

(5T, =~ [ @wh (To(6) Tunl)).

A 47

—l /dzw (awvw) <Tzz(¢)\) Tww(¢x)> )

™ A

which is the form used in most treatments of conformal field theory. In
particular, the energy-momentum tensor obtained from the common point-
splitting renormalization of the operator product coincides with TZZ, as can
be seen from its transformation law.

It is possible to express the metric-dependence of 1., generated by the
above transformation law directly as [I5, [16]

. 1
Tzz = Tzz A tzm
+ 12
where 1
loy = aZl—‘zzz Y (Fzzz)2 :
2
Looking back to section 4, we see that TZZ here coincides with the corre-

sponding 7%, of equation ([[8). Using the property

1
aEtzz = _5 92z azR>
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the redefined TZZ is easily seen to still satisfy the conservation law

<02TZZ> —0

on a flat manifold.

9 Checking the change of variables theorem

Fundamental to path-integral derivations of conservation laws and Ward
identities is the generalization (23

[Jlaese = [iag)es (35)

of the change of variables theorem from finite to infinite dimensions. While
this should be true if the concept of integration is to make sense in a chart-
independent way, in the absence of a general proof it is something that should
be verified case by case.

It is instructive to check this formula to second order around A = 0 on
the plane. As noted in section [, the full measure, including Pauli-Villars
fields, is independent of A, so that differentiating the left hand side of (B3)
twice with respect to A\ gives

j_; ~ / [dg) e =— / &z (8,T;5(¢)z)
; (ﬁ) [ [ @@ ) @), 1))
where

h = 6\(fx9)7|,_, = 00 + &0
For the change of variables formula to be valid to second order, this expression
should be zero. But notice that this expression is just the integral over x
of the Ward identity (24), laboriously verified in the previous section. We
therefore find the required result

d2
dx?

/ [doY] eS¢ = 0.

A=0
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10 Relating the conformal anomaly and the
Ward identity

The result of the previous section can also be interpreted as telling us that
the second-order variation of the partition function is zero when we drag the
metric along the flow of a vector field. Such a deformation does not change
the curvature of an initially flat surface, and therefore, as expected, the Weyl
anomaly did not contribute.

Let us now instead consider the change of

/[d¢]g e 5(9:9)

to second order under a deformation h;; = dg;; of the trivial metric g;; = d;;
on the plane, not necessarily generated by a vector field. Since in general
this cannot be compensated by a change of variables, we do not expect the
variation to be zero. In general, a second derivative will bring down up to
two instances of the energy-momentum tensor from the exponent, so that
we will have to calculate terms of the form (7};7};), for which we are forced
to use the Pauli-Villars regularization of the previous sections. Since the
Pauli-Villars measure [d¢], is invariant under variations of g, we can write

1 1 g
53 /[d(r/)]g 6—5(g,¢>) = E . 5 /dzx \/§ng hkl h* <,—TZJ>
1 y
+t /d295 Vg (84T35)

. (%) [ #0va [ @y yani) 1) @) Tulo),).

On the plane, /g = 1 and, as shown in section 5, (T%.), (T%z), and (T.z)
are all zero with the Pauli-Villars measure, so that the first term vanishes.
Remembering that 7;; depends on the metric, we calculate

8, (Tig) = 2m - 0,01 9) 06 016)

The expectation values (Jx¢ 0,¢), are all linear combinations of (7.), (T%5),
(T.5) and (0,¢ 0s¢), all of which vanish on the plane as shown in in section
5. So

09 (T35) = 0.
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Let us now see how this Ward identity is related to the conformal anomaly
discussed in sections 2 and 3. For simplicity we first consider a Weyl variation

0wGij = 20w gij

of the flat metric. Then h** = h** = —4 dw, and the above formula becomes

/ [dg]y e3¢ (i)Q / d*z / dPw 4 h?* WY (T Ty
= <%)2/d2z/d2w4h” pee (—%) 0.0-6(z — w) (1)

_ d?z 6w A dw (1)
127
1 2
= 5 d°zowdR (1),

where we used
R=—-2¢%*Aw for Gij = 62“5”-.

This formula concides precisely with the second variation of the formula (@)
for the conformal anomaly

S / [dp), e 59) = (2i / d*x /g 0w () ) / [do], e

derived in two separate ways in sections 2 and 3.
For more generic deformations of the metric, we have

2 [dqﬁ]ge—sw:(ﬁ) [ #0va [ @y g ) @) Tulo))

_ i 2 2 2z Jww 1 1
‘(4w) fa= [ ewwmn (3) o=
2z [, ww 1 2 -
+ 2R h (12>825(z w)
2z 1, W _1 B _
+ B h ( 12) 9,0 6(z — w)

+...}<1>,
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where we have inserted the contact term two-point functions derived before.
To save space, we only wrote out the first three terms. Now, using

70(z —w) = 0,0z In|z — w|?,

and performing partial integrations, we find

2
= 1—12 (%) /dQ,z/dzw (—02h7* — 1™ + 20.0:h°%) x
s

x In|z — w> (—O5h"" — OLh"" + 2 0,051"")
LN [ 2 2
=1 <E) /d z/d wyR(z) In|z —w|* d,R(w).

Notice that all the (T'T) contact terms were necessary to obtain the correct
curvature factors .
Our final result for the plane is [ 18]

1 /1)’
5;/[d<f>]g e 5@9) = 1 (E) /dzz/dzw 6,R(2) In |z — w|* 6,R(w) (1) .

Notice that this result is entirely consistent with that of the previous section,
since for a deformation of g by a vector field we have 6 R = 0, so that the
right hand side vanishes.

11 Conclusion

In this article we provided a path integral presentation of the theory of a
two-dimensional conformal scalar field.

We derived the conformal anomaly using an adaptation of the method of
Fujikawa, which explains the anomaly as arising from a metric dependence
of the path integral measure. We then re-derived the result using a Pauli-
Villars path integral measure. Here the anomaly was shifted from the path
integral measure, which became metric-independent, onto the trace of the
energy-momentum tensor, which became nonzero.

In the path integral approach the energy-momentum tensor is a true
coordinate-invariant quantity. We explained how this is related to the cor-
responding nontensor object found in the operator approach, obtaining an
intuitive explanation for the anomalous behaviour of the latter within the
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context of the path integral. The difference in behaviour was seen as due to
a residual effect of the Pauli-Villars fields.

We confirmed by explicit calculation that the full energy-momentum ten-
sor satisfies the classical Ward identities, and we explained how these relate
to the anomalous Ward identities found in the operator approach. We con-
cluded with a simple consistency check confirming the change of variables
formula for the path integral, and we reviewed the relationship between the
conformal anomaly and the energy-momentum two-point functions. Impor-
tant in our derivations and checks were nontrivial contact terms arising in
certain energy-momentum products.

It is our hope that this work may be helpful in sharpening the intuition of
the reader regarding the origin, somewhat opaque in the operator approach,
of some simple quantum or anomalous behaviours in conformal field the-
ory. We have restricted attention to a scalar field, which provides a simple
laboratory for showcasing various path integral techniques.
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