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ABSTRACT: We calculate the trace (conformal) anomaly for chiral fermions in a general
curved background using Hadamard subtraction. While in intermediate steps of the calcula-
tion imaginary terms proportional to the Pontryagin density appear, imposing a vanishing
divergence of the stress tensor these terms completely cancel, and we recover the well-
known result equal to half the trace anomaly of a Dirac fermion. We elaborate in detail on
the advantages of the Hadamard method for the general definition of composite operators
in general curved spacetimes, and speculate on possible causes for the appearance of the
Pontryagin density in other calculations.
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1 Introduction

The trace anomaly for chiral fermions has recently received new attention through the
work of Bonora et al. [1], who claim that an anomalous term proportional to the Pon-
tryagin density P = %eagm,RWp"RafB po appears in the trace of the renormalised stress
tensor operator T#” (the possibility of such a term was first discussed by Nakayama [2],
see also [3]). Moreover, the coefficient of this term is imaginary, signaling a violation of uni-
tarity since the Hamiltonian of the theory (which is the integral of the energy density 720
over space) becomes complex. The validity of this calculation has been put into doubt by
Bastianelli and Martelli [4], who using Pauli-Villars regularisation and Fujikawa’s method
only recovered the standard result (half of the trace anomaly of a Dirac fermion), without
any Pontryagin term. Another work by Bonora et al. [5, 6] then pointed out some possible
inconsistencies in the application of Pauli—Villars regularisation and Fujikawa’s method to
chiral theories, and rederived a non-vanishing anomalous term involving the Pontryagin
density using dimensional regularisation.

Since also dimensional regularisation is not without problems when applied to theories
with chiral fermions, we present here a derivation of the trace anomaly using Hadamard sub-
traction. In contrast to dimensional regularisation, Hadamard subtraction works directly

in the physical dimension; in contrast to the Fujikawa method it does not introduce a mass



term which either couples two fermions of different chirality or breaks Lorentz covariance.
Moreover, Hadamard subtraction works directly in the physical Lorentzian spacetime and
no continuation to Euclidean space is necessary, such that a formally Hermitean expression
for a composite operator (such as the stress tensor, or a current) results in a renormalised
operator which is also Hermitean. That a proper Hadamard subtraction of the stress ten-
sor of a chiral fermion preserves Hermiticity was shown in [7]. However, it was not shown
that the resulting stress tensor is conserved (possibly after a further finite renormalisa-
tion). This gap is closed here, and the resulting trace anomaly is computed. We note that
Hadamard subtraction does give the correct, undisputed axial anomaly for both Abelian
and non-Abelian currents [7].

We will first revisit the definition of composite operators via Hadamard subtraction on
the example of scalar fields in section 2. This includes a rederivation of the well-known result
for the scalar trace anomaly, emphasising the modern viewpoint on quantum field theory
in curved spacetime [8]. In section 3, we then discuss the definition and renormalisation of
the stress tensor of chiral fermions. We slightly deviate from the proposal of [7], in that we
perform the Hadamard subtraction in a way that does not guarantee Hermiticity, noting
that the possible violations of Hermiticity are local and covariant and can thus be absorbed
in a further finite renormalisation. In a first step, we thus find an imaginary term, both
in the divergence and the trace of the stress tensor. Performing the finite renormalisation
that is necessary to obtain a conserved stress tensor also removes the imaginary Pontryagin
term in the trace anomaly. We conclude with a discussion of our results and the comparison
with other calculations.

We use the “+-++" convention of [9], and work in units with h = ¢ = 1.

2 The definition of composite operators via Hadamard subtraction

The class of quantum states for which Hadamard subtraction yields sensible results are
the Hadamard states, whose n-point functions have a short-distance singularity structure
of the same form as the vacuum in flat spacetime, with subleading corrections which are
determined by the curvature [10, 11]. There is ample reason to consider Hadamard states
as a physically distinguished class of states:

1. On a globally hyperbolic spacetime, Hadamard states always exist [12].

2. A state which is Hadamard in a neighborhood of a Cauchy surface will be Hadamard
throughout [13-15].

3. Ground and thermal states in stationary spacetimes are Hadamard [12, 16].

4. The conformal vacua for conformally coupled massless scalar fields and massless vec-
tor and spinor fields in conformally flat spacetimes (such as cosmological FLRW
spacetimes) are Hadamard [17, 18].

5. For any mass or curvature coupling, the states of low energy on FLRW spacetimes [19]
and inhomogeneous expanding cosmological spacetimes [20] are Hadamard.



6. Adiabatic vacuum states of infinite order are Hadamard [21-23].

Since an adiabatic state of adiabatic order 4 is sufficient to obtain a finite renormalised
stress tensor operator [17], one might wonder whether the restriction to infinite adia-
batic order is really necessary. For this, consider defining composite operators simply by
Wick /normal ordering with respect to some state (instead of performing a Hadamard sub-
traction, which uses detailed information on the short-distance singularity structure of the
Hadamard states). These composite operators thus have all vanishing expectation value in
this state. However, if the state is not of Hadamard form, there exists a composite operator
(for example the normal-ordered square of some time derivative of the scalar field) which
has infinite fluctuations in this state [24, 25] — clearly something which should be avoided
on physical grounds. The class of physically reasonable states is thus seen to be the class
of Hadamard states.

2.1 Scalar fields

For the scalar field in four spacetime dimensions, the two-point function of a Hadamard
state |I¥) has the form [10, 11]

i

G (a,2") = —i(Wo(2)g(z)|W) = H (2, a") — 3.2

W2 (z,2") (2.1)

for all / in a normal geodesic neighbourhood of x, where H;sz is the Hadamard parametrix

i {Umz

82| o

HT, (x,2")

m

+ V.2 ln<u206>} (2.2)

with the Wightman prescription o, = o + ie(t — t). Here, 0 = o(z,2’) is Synge’s world
function [26] which is equal to one half of the (signed) squared geodesic distance between
z and 2’ and fulfils

V,uoVto =20, lim 0 =0, (2.3)

' —x

w1 is some scale used to make the argument of the logarithm dimensionless (and which
for a massive field can be taken to be equal to the mass), and U,,2, V,,2 and W,,2 are
smooth symmetric biscalars depending on m. While the biscalars U,,2 and V,,2 and thus
the Hadamard parametrix are completely determined by the local geometry (with the
explicit formulas given below) and are thus state-independent, the biscalar W,,2 depends
on the quantum state.

For 2’ close to = (and thus small o), one considers the expansion of the biscalars U,,,z,
V.2 and W2 of the form

Upz = U, (2.4a)
(V/Whe =S {v/w)ok (2.4b)
k=0

with smooth biscalars USL]Q) , Vn(fg) and Wff; , the former two usually referred to as Hadamard

coeflicients. While for a general spacetime this is only an asymptotic expansion, for analytic



spacetimes it is even a convergent expansion (see, e.g., Refs. [11, 27-29] and references
therein). By requiring G;ZV to solve the Klein—Gordon equation

(V2 —m? - ER) G;ZV(x, 2)=0 (2.5)
outside of coincidence and comparing manifest powers of o, one obtains
v =va (2.6)
with the van Vleck—-Morette determinant [26, 30] defined by either the explicit expression
Afz,a') = ~[g(x)g(a')] 7 det[VaVao (e, 2') (2.7)
or the first-order differential equation
VPoV,InA =4 -V, lim A =1, (2.8)

' —x

and the recursion relations

1

QosaVE = 1 (V2 —m? - ¢Rr) VY, (2.92)
1

QueaWya ! =~ [ (V2 = m® —€R)WE + QuicV, 2" | (2.9b)

with the first-order differential operator

Qr=2VF'oV, - V'oV, InA +k, (2.10)
subject to the boundary condition

Qv = —(V2 —m? — §R)\/K. (2.11)

It is thus seen explicitly that U,,,2 and V,,2 are completely determined geometrically, while
for W,,2 the first coefficient is an arbitrary symmetric solution of the free Klein—Gordon
equation

(V2 —m?—¢r)Wi) =0, (2.12)

which encodes the state-dependence of the two-point function. Imposing smoothness, there
is a unique solution to the recursion relations (2.9) for which the coefficients are sym-
metric [27]. This solution can be given explicitly as an integral in Riemannian normal
coordinates, but in the following we only need that the unique smooth solution to Qxf =0
is f = 0. We remark that the anti-symmetric part of the two-point function G;‘g/(az, x') is
uniquely fixed by the commutation relation

[6(2), 6(')] = i[G2% (w,2) = Gish (@, 2] = i[Ho(w,2)) = Hio(e',2)],  (213)
with Giﬁgv / ret(w, 2’) the uniquely defined advanced and retarded propagators.

The Feynman propagator has the same expansion
i

GF’W(a:, ') = —{W|To(x)p(z")|W) = H,I;;z (x,2") — 52

m2

W2 (2, '), (2.14)



where the parametrix H}:ﬂ is now given by (2.2) with the Feynman prescription o, = o +ie,
and fulfils
(V2 —m? - ¢R)GEY (2,2') = 6(x,2) (2.15)

with the covariant ¢ distribution
§*(x — 2")
V=g

Note that the biscalars U,,2, V,,2 and W,,2 are always the same smooth functions, and

§(x,2') = (2.16)

that only the e prescription needed to resolve the singularity at o = 0 differs between the
Wightman two-point function and the corresponding Feynman propagator.

Composite operators are now defined by point splitting and subtraction of singular
terms [31-35]. Since the Hadamard parametrix contains all singular terms as 2’ — z, one
can define composite operators in two ways, for which we use the example of ¢?:

e Wick/normal ordering with respect to the state |W):

(@) = lim |¢(z)o(') -G, Y (2,211, (2.17)

' —x

and we obtain a vanishing expectation value
(W|:¢*w(z)|[W) =0. (2.18)

e Normal ordering with respect to the Hadamard parametrix only:

:p%g(r) = lim [gb(a;)¢(x’) — iH:’:LQ(a:,x’)]l} : (2.19)

' —x

and we obtain the expectation value

WP n(@)W) = <5 Wy (0,2), (220)

which is finite because W,,2 is a smooth function of both arguments. This prescription
should be supplemented by a finite number of local renormalisation ambiguities, see
below.

The second possibility is what properly defines the Hadamard subtraction method, and
it has many advantages over the normal ordering with respect to a state. It was in fact
already proposed by Dirac [31] in the context of Dirac fields in external potentials, and
used in the calculation of the Uehling potential [36].

Since it is impossible to choose a distinguished (“vacuum”) state which is Hadamard
consistently for an arbitrary spacetime [37, 38], the first possibility involves an arbitrary
choice for each spacetime. In contrast, the second possibility is uniquely defined for an arbi-
trary spacetime. Moreover, since the Hadamard parametrix is covariantly constructed from
the local geometry, the composite operators defined by Hadamard subtraction transform
covariantly under coordinate changes [39, 40] (Hadamard subtraction is a locally covariant
renormalisation scheme). That is, the operator :¢?:(z) is indeed a scalar at x, just as



the classical function ¢?(x) would be and as the notation suggests, while :¢%:w(x) is not.
Note that for both subtraction methods the differences in expectation values between two
different states are uniquely defined and agree,

(Wi (@) [W') = (W[:6%:w ()W) = 5 Wy (@, 2) = Wi (@, )]

1
82 ’ (2.21)
= (W | i (z) (W) — (Wl:p%:u(z)|W) .

The last (and probably most important) point in favour of Hadamard subtraction
concerns the uniqueness of the so-defined composite operators. Namely, Hollands and
Wald [28, 39, 40] have shown that for any locally covariant scheme of defining compos-
ite operators and (their) time-ordered products, the ambiguity in their definition, i.e. the
renormalisation freedom, is basically the same as in flat space. More concretely, for a
monomial composite operator (a simple product of fields and their derivatives) containing
k fields, the freedom consists in adding a sum of coefficients times monomial composite
operators containing at most k — 2 fields, where the coefficients are polynomials in the cur-
vature tensors, their covariant derivatives, and parameters appearing in the theory (such as
the mass, or coupling constants). Moreover, they must be of the correct dimension. Since
Hadamard subtraction is a locally covariant scheme as explained above, the only freedom
for ¢? is thus given by

P2 (z) — :0hn(x) + [01m2 + CQR<$):| 1, (2.22)

where the numerical constants ¢; and co may depend on the dimensionless coupling con-
stants of the theory. This freedom accounts for different choices of the scale p in (2.2). It
can also be used to fulfil other desirable properties, for example conservation of the stress
tensor operator. In general, one must first find a basis of composite operators, from which
all other composite operators are then obtained taking derivatives and linear combinations
(see below for an explicit example in the case of the stress tensor). In contrast, for com-
posite operators normal-ordered with respect to a state, the ambiguities contain in general
arbitrary functions of spacetime instead of constants [24].

2.2 The stress tensor for free scalar fields

In the following, we repeat the analysis of [28] of the stress tensor of a free scalar field in
four spacetime dimensions. It is given by

1 1 1
o = Va8V, = 500 V6Y 0 = 50?6 — ¢(VuVs = 9V = R + 50 R) 0
(2.23)
with the non-minimal coupling parameter £, and is a composite operator quadratic in the

scalar field of engineering dimension 4. A basis of composite operators at most quadratic
in the scalar field and with engineering dimension < 4 is given by

o0 =1, oW=¢, o¥=¢" of)=V,0V,6. (2.24)

v



All other composite operators with the above constraints can be written as linear combi-
nations of these and their derivatives, e.g.,

1 1
OVuo = 5Vud® 9V, = 5V, 7,00 — o). (2.25)

In terms of this basis, we obtain

1 1 1
Ty = (5555 - 29,ng‘7> ) — S gum e — g(vﬂv,, — g V? = Ry + 2g,WR><1><2> :
(2.26)
and thus the renormalised stress tensor operator is given by
ren p SO 1 po (3),ren 1 2&(2),ren
T}M/ = 5U(SV — §guyg q)pO' — §guym )
(2.27)

1
_ §<VMVV - QWVQ — RHV + QQMVR) @(Q)Jen )

The composite operators ®k)-ren

are determined in any locally covariant renormalisa-
tion scheme (for example, by Hadamard subtraction), and their renormalisation freedom

is therefore of the form

(I)(O)Jen N q)(()),ren’ (228&)
<I>(1),ren N q)(l),ren’ (228b)
@(2) ren N (b( ) ren [017712 + C2R:| @(O)JGH , (2.28C)

<I)(3) ren _, (I) ),ren Z 63 : + Z Cai mQC 2 ) + C5m4gm, (I)(D),ren ’ (2.28(21)

where the c¢; are numerical constants that may depend on the dimensionless coupling

parameter &, and the C,(g,’i) are combinations of curvature tensors and their derivatives of

(2,1) _

engineering dimension d (e.g., Ci”’ = Ry, C'(2 2 = guwR). The renormalisation freedom

in the renormalised stress tensor is thus given by

TRt — TP + 6T, @0 = Th + 67,1 (2.29)
with
0T} = —%g,w [crm® + 2c5m" + e;m?R] + §<RW - ;gWR> [eim? + >R
~ (VYR - g, V'R) + <5”5 - fglwg ) lz e300 4 Za“m?c (2,) ] .
(2.30)

Using point splitting and Hadamard subtraction, we obtain explicitly

(I)(O),ren(x) — 117 (2.31&)
e (1) = ¢(z), (2.31b)

I
-



OO (g) — iy () = lim [¢(@)o(a') — iH (2,01, (2.31c)

)" @) = V6V, bm(e) = lim VY, [o(0)e(') — il a(2,a)L],  (231d)

where a primed derivative means that it acts at 2’. We see that the unit operator and the
basic field are not renormalised. For the expectation values, we obtain

(W@ Oren ()| W) =1, (2.32a)
(W@Wren ()W) =0, (2.32D)
1
2),ren _
(W[D@ren ()| W) = oz Wz (2,2) (2.32¢)
1
3),ren _ :
(W[E)ren (2)|W) = oz Jim VYW (z,2), (2.32d)

and since W,,,2 is a smooth function, they are finite. For the stress tensor expectation value,
it follows that

o 1 o ren 1 ren
WV = (307 — S ) VI mw) = Ly

1 ren
— 5<vuvu — guwV? — Ry + 2g,wR> (W|®2)ren|py7)

2.33
1 p SO 1 po . ’ m2 ( )
= 8? 5u5y - ig,u»l/g »Tl/li)nx vpvg/WmQ (.%'7 T ) — WQIU/W’WQ (1’7 a})
£ 1
_ 8? (vuvu - QWV2 _ R/W + ZQMVR) ng (x’ gj) ,

which again is finite. However, the renomalised stress tensor operator T)7" will in general
neither be traceless nor conserved. For its divergence, we compute from equation (2.27)

1 1
VMT;;H _ vuq)gt?;),ren . §gpaqu)§{jf),ren -3 (mQ + fR) VV(I)(Z)’ren, (2‘34)

and its trace is given by
gWTﬁf,n _ _guy<I>L3V),ren _ 2m2q)(2),ren + £(3V2 _ R)q)(2),ren ) (235)
Using Synge’s rule [26, 41]

Vu lim f(z,2") = lim [V, f(z,2") + V f(z,2)] (2.36)

' —x —x

we calculate from equations (2.31)

TEOE)ren = T lim V7, [gi)(x)qb(x/) —iH T (x, a:’)]l}

z'—x

, (2.37)
= lim <V2 + V¥ VH)V,,/ [(ﬁ(ﬁt)(f)(x’) —iHt, (m,x')]l}
' —x
and
gV, BD N = lim (V, + V) VPV [@(2)$(a') — iHs (2,2')1] (2.38)
T’/ =z



and thus

1 1 1
HrpTen 1 2 ;7 — — 2 / — H / ;) — — H /
Vi 9},1glx[v \P 2(m +ER)(V + V) + 5V ViV =5V, VY,
x [¢(2)(a') = iH ' (2,2')1] (2.39)
= lim (V2 —m? — fR) Vo [d)(x)qﬁ(x’) —iH", (m,x’)]l] .
' =

Here we used also that the point-split expression is symmetric, since its antisymmetric
part vanishes by (2.13). We see that equation-of-motion terms remain, which is of course
analogous to the classical result

VI, = (V2= m? — €R)6V,0. (2.40)

Since the field operator ¢(x) does fulfil its equation of motion (for example, in a mode
expansion), only the terms containing the Hadamard parametrix remain, and we obtain

VITER = —i Tim (V2 = m? = €R )V, H, (2, 2)1 (2.41)

' —x

Similarly, for the trace of the renormalised stress tensor operator we obtain

pvoren o 1:
gL = Il,lm

[ = (1= 6 V"V, — €1 = 6§)R — 2(1 — 3)m? + 3¢ (V2 — ¢R — m?)

+36(V2 = eR = m?) | [p(2)o(a') — iH s (x,0))1)
(2.42)

analogous to the classical result

9" T = —(1 = 6§ V* ¢V i — £(1 — 6§) Re* — 2(1 — 3E)m? ¢

+666(V2 — €R - m?)g. (2.43)

The trace of the renormalised stress tensor has thus two contributions: the regular one that
appears when £ # % or m # 0, and which depends on the state (since it depends on the
field operator ¢), and the anomalous one

A= —6i¢ lim (V2 = €R —m?) H}, (z,2)1. (2.44)
' —x

We see that both a possible divergence of the renormalised stress tensor operator and the
anomalous contribution to its trace are proportional to the identity operator, and are thus
state-independent. Whether one can remove one (or both) of them by the freedom in the
definition of the composite operators (2.28) depends on the explicit values of the derivatives
of the Hadamard parametrix. It is well-known that [42, 43]

.
Q};an(w —m? — ER)H},(z,') = _ﬁ (@, x), (2.45a)
Ccl/iinx(VQ —m? —ER)Vy Hly(z,2") = _;?vyvﬁ (z,7), (2.45b)



Vv (z,2) = 0 2R Ros5 — 2R Ry + 5(1 — 6€)2R? 4+ 12(1 — 5¢) V>R
(2.46)
— 60m2(1 — 66)R + 180m*| ,
and thus
1
VAT = —7VVV(12) (z,2)1, (2.47a)
95

To obtain a renormalised stress tensor operator with vanishing divergence, we use the
renormalisation freedom given by (2.29). Namely, from equation (2.30) we calculate that

1 1
VHST ), = —502m2V1,R — 702§V,,R2

(2.48)
+ (5,‘,’Vp fg”UV ) lz c3,C Dy ZcMmQC (2,7) ,
and by choosing
CoY = gu R Rapas O = g R Ry, (2.49a)
Ciw? = g R?, Y = g,, VR, (2.49b)
1—6¢
Co2 = 4872 ca;=c1=c5=0, (2.49c¢)
L 1 (2.49d)
C = — C = .
S T 9880R2 327 9880m2
1—6¢ 1—5¢
=3 =——— 2.49
3= T 115202 BT T UR0n2 (249¢)
we obtain
1-6¢6 — 6¢ 5
$Th = g "R+ g Ry =V VR + s R (2.50)
1 (1-— 65)(1 —12¢) 5 1456 —6082 5 '
R* R,z £ A s B M v
28807271 T e I T T R IV

and the redefined renormalised stress tensor operator Tﬁ,’in = T,;" + 07,1 has vanishing
divergence. However, it still has a non-vanishing anomalous trace: taking for simplicity
m = 0 and £ = % such that only the anomalous contribution to the trace remains, we
obtain

i ~ 3
A=g"T)" = {_47@ o (@) + QW‘ST“”} !
' 1
= Sgg072 576072

where we rewrote the result using the four-dimensional Euler density £4 and the square of

(2.51)

(R Ragrs — RO Rog + V2R)1 = (~€4+3C%+2V°R)1

the Weyl tensor, given by
E4=R°R,5.5 —AR*’R,5 + R?, (2.52a)

~10 -



1
C? = R Ragys — 2R Rag + S R?. (2.52b)

To remove the anomalous trace, we try to perform another redefinition. In order not to
introduce a non-vanishing divergence (2.48), we must take

=0, C%)= (5555 — ;gpgg‘“/> cin (2.53)

with conserved tensors C’ff{,’i): V“Cﬁji) = 0. Because of the four-dimensional Gauf3~Bonnet
identity, there are only two independent tensors of this form, given by the traceless

1 )
KE) = /=g dgm /02 V=gdlz = —4V(avﬁ)cauﬂv — 2R* Copupy
2 1 4 1
= =2V Ry + SViuVoR + 200 VR = 4Roupy R + g Rag R + SRRy — < g R
(2.54)
and
1 9 1
with

" K@) = —6V*R. (2.56)

By choosing an appropriate multiple of K?), we can therefore remove the term proportional
to V2R from the anomalous trace (2.51), but not the terms involving the Euler density or
the square of the Weyl tensor — which of course agrees with well-known results [35].
Having recovered the well-known trace anomaly for scalar fields, we want to stress the
following point: using Hadamard subtraction, we have first obtained a well-defined renor-
malised composite operator T),; (2.27), and only afterwards calculated its divergence and
(anomalous) trace. The basis of renormalised composite operators on which it depends have
a completely explicit form (2.31) with explicit results for the expectation values (2.32) (and
variances, ...) in any Hadamard state |IW) (determined by its two-point function (2.1)), and
consequently the stress tensor operator has a completely explicit expectation value (2.33).
That is, it is by no means necessary to first calculate the divergence or trace of the classical
stress tensor and then regularise it via point-splitting and renormalise using Hadamard
subtraction. Instead, Hadamard renormalisation gives a fully well-defined and finite renor-
malised stress tensor operator, whose divergence and trace can be straightforwardly com-
puted. However, the computation can be done directly on the level of the renormalised field
operator instead of on the level of expectation values or correlation functions by using the
point-split form, showing thereby more clearly the state-independence of the anomaly.

3 Chiral fermions

We now generalise the above constructions to chiral fermions. We consider left-handed

Weyl fermions, which are Dirac fermions satisfying
1-

Y=Pip= (L4, F=FP = P17, (31)

- 11 -



The chiral matrix -, is defined such that 42 = 1, and the projectors P4+ are thus idempotent,
P2 = P.. The curved-space action for Weyl fermions reads

S = —/@EP,D[PW]\ﬁ—g dlz = —/@Z)P,W\ﬁ—g d'e (3.2)

with
D =~"V,, D= %M’N , (3.3)
and where we used that v*~v, = —~v.¥". The derivative appearing here is the spinor covariant

one that includes the spin connection:

1
Vup =00 + Zwupg'yp"z/}, (3.4)

where the curved-space v matrices are obtained from the constant flat-space ones using the

@ as Y = g"e, N’ Higher-order v matrices are obtained by

frame field (vierbein) e,
antisymmetrisation, 41 #k = ~Wk1 ... 44l and the spin connection w is determined from

derivatives of the frame field:
Wipo = Wylpo] = Tab (egaa[uep}b — epaa[uea]b + euaa[aep]b) . (3.5)
A variation of the frame field e,* can be decomposed into its symmetric and antisym-

metric part according to [44]

1 1
de, " = 3 (56#“ + nbcg""eubeyaéepc) + 3 ((5eu‘1 — nbcg”pe#beyadepc)

3.6)
1 (
- §gypeya59up + Ayle,’

with
Ap?

N

Meg”’(e,0e," — e, %0e,c) . (3.7)

That is, it consists of a metric variation and a local Lorentz transformation. Under the local
Lorentz transformation, spinors and « matrices transform, while only the (curved-space)
~ matrices transform under the metric variation (see [44] for details). The action (3.2) is
invariant under a local Lorentz transformation, and the metric variation gives the stress
tensor:

2 68

v =9 (59,“/ .

We compute the following useful metric variations:

o —

(3.8)

1
§y/—g = §Hg“y5guu 7 (3.9a)

oyt = —%g“”’y”figpu, (3.9b)
3(wWppo ") = 17V s 0gpu (3.9¢)

and thus
DY = (W' ) = —%’YHVVWSQW + iv%g"”vp@uu - iwwvmy ) (3.10)
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where we also have used the v matrix product identities [45]

n

»YNFYVI“‘Vn _ ,.Y;Wr"un + Z(_1)i+1g;wi,YV1~~VZ-,1V¢+1“'Vn , (3.113)
=1
n

AL VRl = VL Z(_1)i+nguw,yl/1~~l/z>1w+1"'V" . (3.11b)
=1

Performing the variation (3.8), one obtains [44]
1- 1 - -
T = Sy IPp 4 g [ DPyy — P-Dy) (3.12)

where V =V - % While usually the equation of motion-terms containing Dy and @E%
are dropped, we have seen that such terms can give contributions to the renormalised stress
tensor operator due to the Hadamard subtraction, and thus keep them.

3.1 Hadamard expansion for spinors

For spinor fields, the Hadamard expansion is more involved. Let us consider first massive
Dirac fields. The Feynman propagator

Gr(x,2') = —{(W[T(2)d(a") W), (3.13)
equal to the time-ordered two-point function and fulfilling
(D — m)Gh (x,2) = 6(x,2')1 = G5, (a,2') (- D'~ m), (3.14)

can be split into a geometrically determined part HY, and a smooth part W, which is state
dependent, similar to the scalar case:

G (z,2') = HE (z,2") — WWm(x,x'). (3.15)
Using that
1
PmE(D—m)(D+m):V2—m2—ZR (3.16)

has the form of a (spinorial) Klein—Gordon operator, the parametrix can be represented as
Hp(x,2") = (D + m)Hp2(z,2'), (3.17)

with H,,2 the parametrix corresponding to the wave operator P,,, i.e., of the form

i {umg

872 | o

Hon2 (z,2)

+ V2 ln(,u206>] : (3.18)

with the same prescriptions as before (i.e., the Wightman prescription o, = o + ie(t — ')
for the two-point function and the Feynman prescription o. = o + ie for the Feynman
propagator), and the asymptotic expansions

Uypz = U, (3.19a)
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Z yH g (3.19b)

(0)

with smooth biscalars U, ; and Véfg) . Analogously to the scalar case, it follows that
Ul =vAz (3.20)
with the spinor parallel propagator Z obtained as the unique solution of

VieV, I =0, lim 7=1, (3.21)

' —x

and, with the same operator Q. (2.10) as before, the recursion relations

k) _ 1 (k)
- .22
Qaok44V,,2 Pl PV s, (3.22a)
k1) _ 1 (k+1)
Qa4 W, g P Wi+ QuisaVys | (3.22b)
subject to the boundary condition
Q2 s 2 =—-P,VAT. (3.23)

As in the scalar case, U,,,2 and V,,2 are completely determined locally by these relations.

The time-ordered two-point function for chiral fermions G, is the same as for massless
Dirac fermions, sandwiched between the appropriate chiral projectors. That is, for a Weyl
fermion we simply have

G (z,2') = PLGE (x,2)P_, (3.24)
and similarly for the Wightman two-point function. The parametrix is obtained in the same
way, i.e.,

GE (z,2') = H (z,2) — ;jw*(x,x') (3.25)
™
with
H.(x,2") = PyDHo(z,2")P- (3.26)

and the appropriate Feynman/Wightman prescription for o.. To avoid confusion, we men-
tion the well-known fact that the above time-ordered two-point function for left-handed
Weyl fermions is only an inverse on the space of left-handed Weyl fermions and not on the
space of Dirac fermions, and thus not a full propagator. Namely, we have

DGE (x,2") = 6(x,2")P_, (3.27a)
GF (2, 2') D' = —6(x, )P+, (3.27b)

as can easily be checked by direct computation, using the massless limit of equation (3.14).
However, for the calculation of the stress tensor operator it is only relevant that it is a two-
point function; to remove all doubt we show in Appendix B that the same final result for the
anomaly is also obtain with two-component fermions, for which the Feynman propagator
is an inverse of the two-component Dirac operator.
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Let us at this point remark upon an important property of the two-point function
GW(x,2'). Tt is a spinorial bidistribution, and thus should be integrated against test
(co-)spinors. Due to the Hermiticity of the expectation value (W|- |[W), we then have

{// )GV (@, 2" (2! dxdx} //77 VGEW (2, ') x (2! de da’ (3.28)

for all test spinors x and n. It would of course be desirable to keep this property both
for H (z,2') and W,,(z,2"). In particular, when defining composite operators by point-
splitting with respect to H,., this would ensure that Hermitean expressions, such as the
stress tensor, are defined as Hermitean operators. However, the definition (3.26) of H.
does not guarantee this. To ensure Hermiticity, one should instead choose the symmetrised
prescription

1
Hy(z,2') = §P+ [DHo(x,x') — Ho(z, x’)%’} P_, (3.29)
as suggested in [7, 46]. However, as shown in [7] and also below, the difference between the
parametrices (3.26) and (3.29) is smooth and determined locally by the geometric data, so
we may as well work with (3.26) and then perform the additional finite renormalisations

that are necessary to achieve a conserved and Hermitean stress tensor. This will be our
approach in the following.

3.2 The stress tensor

From the explicit expression (3.12) for the stress tensor, we obtain

1 1
TH = S = g g (3.30)
with
W = gy Py (3.31)
We define the renormalised stress tensor operator T/Y thus as
1 1

and the renormalised operator W£ by point splitting and Hadamard subtraction,

& P ((e)i(a) — iH.(z,2)) T ¢y

UEY () = tr lim
' —x

(3.33)
— 309 ((a)b(a!) i (o, x'))P_} .

Here, tr denotes a trace in spinor space, and we have taken into account the minus sign
from interchanging the two spinors.

Let us stress again that this renormalised operator and by consequence the renor-
malised stress tensor operator has finite expectation value in any Hadamard state, namely

(W [T ()W) = 3 (5165 — 0" g ) (V0355 ) )

1 1% 14
= 1o (55% — gt gaﬁ) (3.34)
x tr lim {P.;_W*(x,l‘,)%(a/’)/ﬂ/) - W(O‘VE)W*(%DC/)P—} )
X _>Z'
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where W, is the state-dependent part of the propagator (3.25).

In analogy to the scalar case, the renormalisation freedom is given by composite op-
erators containing at least two fields less [46]. Since the theory is massless and W*” has
engineering dimension 4, the only freedom is thus

NI TS I (3.35)

ren ren

where C* is a symmetric tensor of dimension 4 constructed from curvature tensors and
their covariant derivatives. This entails the renormalisation freedom
1
Tlen = Tren + 5 (C" = g9, C*7)1 (3.36)
for the renormalised stress tensor operator, which we will use to impose its covariant

conservation. Calculating the divergence and the trace of the renormalised stress tensor
operator, we obtain

ren ren ren’

1 1

VMTW/ = §vu\1ﬂw - igpavl/\l’pg (337&)
3 ag

i Tien = = 59p0 Vicn - (3.37b)

To determine the divergence and trace of the renormalised W2 | we could use again the
point-split form (3.33) to show that possible anomalies are state-independent. However, for

demonstration purposes we will work directly with the manifestly finite expectation value

ren

1 ’ !
W @) W) = < tr Tim [PV (o, )T AW, (2, )P, (3.38)

and state independence will follow if all terms involving W, disappear, being replaced by
the Hadamard parametrix H,. Using Synge’s rule (2.36), the cyclicity of the trace, and
commuting covariant derivatives it follows that

V(WU () |[W) = tr lim {— VYDW, (z, 2 YP_ — v*D*W,(z, 2’ )P_
' —

1
1671'2 x
L DW, (2, )V P — PV Wiz, e)D' (3.39%)

+ Py Wz, m’)%’%’/ + Py Wz, x')%afy”] :
loa 1 . / E/ /
Gpo (W|WET ()W) = —— tr lim |P LW, (z,2") D" — DW,(x,2")P_|. (3.39b)
872 T 2/
Since the Wightman two-point function satisfies the equations of motion
DG (2,2') = 0 = GEW (2,2) D', (3.40)
its state-dependent part satisfies

DW.(z,2') = —8in®*DH.(x,2'),  Wi(z,2')D' = —8in®DH,(x,2/)D',  (3.41)
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and the expectation values of divergence (3.39a) and trace (3.39b) reduce to

ren
' —x

V(WO (2)|[W) = §tr lim {V”DH (z,2'YP_ +~*D?*H,(z, 2’ )P_
_DH, (2,2 )V P_ + P.VH.(2,)D'  (3.42a)

— P+H Z, ﬂf % P+H*(JU,$/)%/2’YV:| ’

Gpo (W WP ()W) = 1tra}1£nx [DH (z,2")P_ — P+H*(x,x’)%’] . (3.42Db)
We see that both of them are again state-independent, and are determined geometrically
from the parametrix alone. However, the determination of the actual coincidence values is
somewhat more complicated than for the scalar field, due to the fact that the parametrix
H, is determined (3.26) by taking a derivative of another parametrix Hy, and the recursion
relations only hold for this second one (3.22).

3.3 Coincidence limits for the spinor parametrix

To determine the divergence (3.42a) and trace (3.42b), we need the following coincidence

limits:
K1(z) = lim DH.(z,'), (3.43a)
Ka(x) = lim H,(z,2')D’, (3.43b)
KCs(x) = ;;ZD H.(z,2), (3.43¢)
Ka(w) = lim H.(z,a +)D"?, (3.43d)
K (@) = lim [V*DH, (z,2) - DH, (x, oNdr (3.43¢)
K2 (z) leglx[v"H r,2)D' — H(x,2')D'T"], (3.43f)

which are all individually finite. The results can be inferred from [7], where expressions
for general spacetime dimension in terms of Hadamard coefficients were derived. However,
as different conventions where used there, and we would like to keep the present article
self-contained, we rederive the results in the present conventions.

For the determination of the coincidence limits we use the transport equations of the
Hadamard coefficients and the coincidence limits [41]

hrn Vo =0, hm V.Vyo=gu, lim V,V,0=—g,,, lim V,A=0.
o’ —x ' —x ' =z ' —x
(3.44)
We begin by calculating from equation (3.26) that
i V,o 0 k
H*(x7$/) = _Wpﬁ- — 0#2 v“ué ) o (Dué ) + VMUZU ’}/”V( )>
h=0 (3.45)

+In(po) i o (DVE + (b + 1)V, V)
k=0

P,
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and then from this
i 1 © 1 0) | 27 4(0)
’DH*(;U,[L'/) — _W,}D— |: — ;onuO + OTE(QQVO + D Z/{O )

+ 3 * Qo+ 2(k + DV (3.46)
k=0

+ ln(u20e) > o" {(k + 1)Q2k+4Vc()k+l) + DQVék)HP_ ’
k=0

with the operator Q) defined in equation (2.10). Using the transport equations (3.22) and
boundary conditions (3.20), (3.23) with m = 0, it now follows that

Quuty” = (2V"0V,, + V2o — 1) (VAZ)

= (V*oVuInA + V20— 4)VATL =0, (3.47a)
QW = —PVAT = DU, (3.47D)
ki) _ L poy L ek 4

recalling that Py = V? — 1R (3.16), and thus

DH,(z, x/) = _81?7)_ lz O'kQ4k+6Vék+1)‘| P_. (3.48)
k=0

Taking the coincidence limit, all terms except the one with k£ = 0 vanish. Moreover, us-
ing (3.44) it follows that

lim QsV{" = 6V, (3.49)
' —x
so that we obtain 51
i
Ki(z) = —ZP{lim Vél)]P . (3.50)
4 ' =z
Taking another derivative and the subsequent coincidence limit results in
. N . (1)
xl/lglx V.DH,(z,2") = _ﬁp_ Ll/lglm \YAZ }77_ (3.51)

and using also Synge’s rule (2.36) we obtain

i
Ks(z) = ——P"

K¢(z) =2 lim [V'DH,(z,2")] — V¥ lim DH,(z, ")
' =z ' —x

lim vuvé”}P_, (3.52a)
' —x
: (3.52b)
- P [—8 lim V¥V + 3v"< lim vg”)]P.
47 ' =z ' =z

For the other three coincidence limits, we first need to determine H,(z,x’ )%’ . Note
that since the coincidence limit of H,(z,z") itself does not exist, we cannot simply apply
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Synge’s rule. Following [7], we consider first the sum

= i [1 /
DHo(z,z') + Ho(z,2')D’ = 8—;2 sz (Vu(ry“b{éo) + uéo)vp,mp )

1 /
— — (DU +UOD + V0V + VoV

€

i [ee]
— Vo Z O,lc,y,uvék—i-l) — V0o Z UkV(gk+1)'yp/
k=0 k=0
_ IH(M2O'6) Z o’k (Dv(gk) + V(gk)%/ + (k + 1)VMO"Y“V(§’€+1) + (k + 1)Vp,gyék+1),yp’)} ‘
k=0
(3.53)

From the explicit expression (3.20), we obtain

VMO"YNUSO) + uéo)vp,mf” = \/Z(Vuav“f + Iyplvpxo) = @(V,ﬂ + gZ/VprU)’y“I =0

(3.54)
using that
Ve T=Ty", AgpTt=11, (3.55)
with g‘;/ the parallel transport of vectors, defined by
VHoV 90" =0, lim g =62, (3.56)

' —x

In the last step, we used that the expression in parentheses in (3.54) vanishes [41]. Hence,
the most singular term in (3.53) vanishes.

To show that the other singular terms vanish as well, we follow [7] and derive a trans-
port equation with vanishing boundary term, and then use that the unique smooth solution
to such an equation vanishes [27]. We thus calculate

Ty = DU(EO) + U(go)%/ + V#O")/'HV(()O) + Vp/av(go)ryp'
V,.A VA

=y AL=T+ VAV, I+V v“))) +< P
Y (2\/E 1% #O- 0 2\/E

and since all of V,,A, V. 7 and V0 vanish in the coincidence limit, we have the coincidence

(3.57)

T+VAV,T+ vplavé°)>7f" :

limit limg_,, Ty = 0. After a lengthy but straightforward calculation the corresponding
transport equation can be derived as

QOTU = (QVVO'VZ, - VVO'V,, In A)TU
= DY + (Qud”) D' + Vo7 [V + Potd]
+ Vo [QV + Py |4 = P [V ol + Vot
=0,

(3.58)

which vanishes because of the transport equations fulfilled by Z/[(()O) and Véo) and the previous

result. Therefore Ty = 0. Similarly, for the quantity

TP = py® 4 VID 4 (k + 1)V, VD 4 (k + 1)V oV (3.59)
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one calculates lim,/_,,, T‘(/k) = 0 and the transport equation

QT = D[V + Ph”] + [QaV” + Pl D' + Vo [QuVSY + PV

+ Vp'a{Qle(()l) + P()V(()O)bpl — Py, (3.60)
and (for k > 1)
Q2k+2T\(fk) =D [Q2k+2vék) + %Povék’” + {Q%Jrzv(()k) + ;PoVékl)} ol
+ Vo [k + 1) Qo VS + RV (3.61)

| _
+ Vp/a[(k + 1)Q2k+4vék+1) T Povék):|,yp _ EPOT‘(/]C 0

All the terms in brackets vanish by the transport equations for the V(()k), and thus inductively

at each order one obtains a homogeneous transport equation with vanishing boundary
condition (in the coincidence limit), whose unique smooth solution vanishes. It follows that
the T‘(/k) vanish for all k, and we have

DHo(z,z') + Ho(z, x’)(i—)' = —# [Vuali]akq/‘ﬂ/ék“) + Vo ’iakVékJrl)yp’] . (3.62)
From this result, we calculate
H,(x, x’)%’ = P.DHy(x, x’)%’?+
= 77+D[D’H0(x, z') + Ho(z, x’)%’} P — P D*Ho(z, 2" )Py

= —8—71r273+D [VMU Z Uk’y“VékH) + Vo Z akVékH)’y”ll P (3.63)
k=0 k=0

i o
L [Z O'kQ4k+6VékH)] Py
k=0

and

D lvua Z O_k,)ﬂu,v(()k‘-i-l) + Vp/J Z O'kv(()k+1)’yp/
k=0 k=0

=>"o" {(V“U’y”’y“vy + VZ0 + 2k) VékH) + (VpyoV, +V,V,o)v” ék+1)’y”l
k=0

/

+V,0Va S (k+ 1ok VT

k=0
(3.64)
In the coincidence limit, most terms again vanish and we obtain
Ka(z) = lim Ho(z,2")D' = ——= Py lim [20) 4 7,044 P, . (3.65)
' —x 872 ' —x
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For the other coincidence limits, we have to act with more derivatives, and calculate

[e.e]

> ok = (Voo D+ 20k + )V
k=0

+ (vp/O"D + 'YVvva’U)VO(kJrl)’Ypl}

+ VoV 0 3 (k+ 1oty Vi } Py

k=0
= Py ot [Vﬂm“wé’”” +2(k + )V, VEHY
k=0
— (VuVpyoD + 4"V, VoV, + 1V, Y,V o) V4 | Py
+ terms containing Vo,
(3.66)
and thus, using the coincidence limits (3.44),
lim VMH*(x,x’)%’
B (1) (1) (1) (1) (3.67)
= 5P+ lim [mﬁyvyvo + 2V, 0 + 3,V V09 4+ 49,V W]P+.
Using also Synge’s rule (2.36), it follows that
Ki(z) = lim H*(at,gn/)%’2 = [Vu lim (H*(w,x')%’> — lim (VMH*(CC,{/C/)%I)}’}/“
' =z /= z'—x
_ . (1) (1), v
= g P |V Jim [0 o (3.69
= Tm [V Ve ViV 4 29,00+ 4W”VVV51)”P
and
K¢ (xz) = lim {V”H*(m,wl)%_)' - H*(z,x’)%’gyl}
' =z
=2 lim (V”H*(x,x’)%/) — V¥ lim (H*(a:,x’)%')
' —x o' =
_ ! im (247w YO 1 agrpd) Wi g pop]  (3:69)
= 3P+ lim 299,V + 4V 4 29,905+ 299 50

~ V¥ lim 205 + 4509 [Py

Taking all together and using the cyclicity of the trace, we obtain for the diver-
gence (3.42a) and trace (3.42b) of W the following expressions:

ren

1
V(WG @)|W) = o tr [2 lim vVl 4 3v lim Yl 2 lim v, WSy
(3.70)

+ v“ J}}Lnx V(()l),yul/ o GII}LHJ: vyvél),y* + vl/ :}}Lnx V(()l),y* + V“ xl/li)nx V(()l),.ylﬁl/,y*
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and

1
990 (W WL, ()W) = 5 tr Tim [3V5" —2v".]. (3.71)

(1)

Similarly to the scalar case, only the second coefficient V"’ (and its derivatives) enter the
result. To calculate their coincidence limits, we take the coincidence limit of the recursion
relation (3.22) and its first derivative, which results in

lim Vé )( 7)) = hm POV( )( 7', (3.72a)
'z 4
lim VW5 (2,2') = — L i v, PV (0 (3.72b)
' —x 6 o' —x

where we used again the coincidence limits (3.44). We thus need the coincidence limits
of Véo) (x,2') and its derivatives up to third order, which we can obtain in the same way
by taking the coincidence limit of equation (3.23) and its derivatives. To evaluate them,
we need coincidence limits of higher-order derivatives of all geometric objects: the world
function o, the van Vleck—Morette determinant A, and the vector and spinor parallel
transports g,” "and Z. These can again be obtain recursively in the same way, taking the
coincidence limit of the defining equations (2.3), (2.8), (3.56), (3.21) and their derivatives.
The calculation is tedious by hand and best automated using a computer algebra system
and tensor package such as xAct [47]. In addition to the coincidence limits (3.44), one
obtains in this way

zhinx V(m e Vuk)a =0 (k> 3), (3.73a)
1
lim V,V,A =R, (3.73b)
' —x 3
1
lim V.V, V,A = §V( R, (3.73¢)
1 3
xhi)nxV( V V \Y )A == SR(MVRPU) + 5V( v Rpa) + 5R (/W|/3\R ) (3.73(21)
: 2 a
;pl'lglm V(#Vyvpvqu_)ﬁ = gR(NVvPRUT) + gV(uvyvagT) + gRa(MVWvl)R UT)B,
(3.73e)
lim Vi, V007 =0 (k>1), (3.73f)
hm V( : Vuk)I =0 (k > 1) . (373g)
x'—x

Non-symmetrised derivatives can be easily obtained from these by commuting covariant
derivatives, taking into account that for a spinor (and objects which transform as a spinor,
like the spinor parallel transport Z) we have

1
(vuvz/ - vuv,u)"vb = ZR,uupU’Ypa¢ . (3'74)
By the above procedure, we then obtain
lim V§”(z,2) = 1 g1 (3.75a)
T —x 24 ’ '
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1 1
lim V, W\ (z,2') = 5q Vol + g VuR1, (3.75b)

' —x

(1) no_
Jim Vo (@, %) = 17280

6
+ @Raﬁ RW(S/U/ VQBV

[~ 151 + 24R,, R* + 13 Ry R*" + 36V?R|1
(3.75¢)

and the very long expressions for lim,/_,, V(MV,,)VSO) (x,2'), imy_,, V(#V,,Vp)v(()o) (x,2'),

and limg/_,, V“Vél) (x,2') are given in appendix A. In simplifying the above, we have used
the Bianchi identities for the Riemann tensor, and also the four-dimensional identity for

the Weyl tensor [48]

1
CP"Cpor = Zg,l,,caﬁwcaw. (3.76)
3.4 The renormalised stress tensor

Finally, we can insert the coincidence limits (3.75) into the expressions for the diver-
gence (3.70) and trace (3.71) and perform the trace in spinor space. Since the trace of
any vy matrix and their antisymmetrised products vanishes, most terms do not contribute.
The only non-vanishing traces are

trl =4, tr(yyHP7) = —4ietP? (3.77)

with the completely antisymmetric tensor ¢#*??, and it follows that

1

lim tr Vil = 530 [1BR* Roys + 24R* Rog — 15R + 36V2R| ,  (3.78a)

lim tr vy = —Klgov# (7RO Rogos + 8RO Rog — 5R? + 12V2R|,  (3.78b)

lim tr (V) = 916 Regys(xR)*57 | (3.78¢)
lim (V05 ) = —%”vu (Rapys (<R)*7] (3.78d)
lim tr(V(()l)’ypo> =0, (3.78¢)
Tim tr(VPV§50) = _MV o [TR Ry + SR Rag — 5R? + 12V°R|,  (3.78f)
Tim (V907 ) = 45 [5R)asy R — (xR)pagy Rs0] = 0. (3.78g)

Here, the Hodge dual x is defined as
1 w
(*R)ocﬁv(s = ieaﬁuuR Y6 5 (379)
and in addition to the identity (3.76) we also used
1
(*xC) pa 0 C7% 5 = 5(*0)6,5750%555 — (%C)57%Cpa (3.80)

which can be obtained from [49, Thm. III.2] by multiplying with the dual Weyl tensor.
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From this, we obtain

4 1 v Q QL
VW B2 )W) = ~ 11 07 (3R Res + 8RR — S
(3.81)
+ 12V2R — 151Ra375(*3)a575]
and
po 1 aByd af 2
Gpo (W WEG (1) W) = — 5 | 18R Ragog + 24R* R — 15R
(3.82)
+36V2R — 3OiRa575(*R)a575] ,
and from this by equation (3.37)
Ny 1 v a0 af 2
VilWITI W) = o055 V" 23R Ragas + 40R™ R — 251
(3.83a)
+ 60V?R — 45iRops (*R)QW} ,
9o (WITER W) = 5o {1330‘3753&575 +24R*P’R,5 — 15R?
(3.83b)

+36V2R — 30iRaps (*R)QBV‘S} .

We see that terms proportional to the Pontryagin density Rap,s(*R)*? appear with an
imaginary coefficient, similar to the results of Bonora et al. [1, 5, 6]. These terms arise
whenever four v matrices appearing in the coincidence limit of the spinor parametrix are
traced together with one v, coming from the chiral projectors, according to equation (3.77).
The appearance of imaginary terms is a consequence of defining the parametrix H, in a
non-symmetric way (see the discussion at the end of section 3.1). However, according
to equation (3.62) our prescription (3.26) and the proper symmetric prescription (3.29)
differ only by local geometric terms, and both renormalisation schemes are thus locally
covariant. As explained in section 2.1 for scalar fields, and later generalised to Dirac spinors
in [7, 46, 50] (see section 3.2), renormalised operators defined using two different locally
covariant renormalisation schemes are related by the usual renormalisation freedom, which
in this case is (3.35)

kY — Wk 4+ CHT (3.84)

ren ren
where C* is a symmetric tensor of dimension 4 constructed from curvature tensors and
their covariant derivatives. We will see that if we use this freedom to obtain a conserved
stress tensor, we automatically also remove the imaginary term proportional to the Pon-
tryagin density from the trace anomaly.
The change (3.35) entails the change (3.36) in the stress tensor
THY 5 THY = THY | %(C‘“’ — " 9,,C")1, (3.85)

ren ren ren
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and by taking

o 23RO R+ ADR Ry = 35 + G0V R — 451 R ()

(3.86)
the divergence and trace of the expectation value (3.83) of the changed stress tensor read

_ g
34560727 [

V. (W|TE W) =0, (3.87a)
1

9uAWITLENW) = 1103 [~TR* Rypy5 — 8R™ Rog + 5R? — 12V2R| . (3.87b)

We note that this finite renormalisation has not only removed the parity-odd Pontryagin
density from the trace, but has also changed the coefficients of the parity-even terms.
Similar to the scalar case, we can now try to perform another redefinition to also remove
the anomalous trace. In order not to introduce a non-vanishing divergence, we must take

1
e = (7" ~ 59" ) (aaKLY) + a2k 2) (3:59)

with the two independent conserved tensors of dimension four K, ,(,fy) given in equations (2.54)
and (2.55). Since Kﬁ,) is traceless, while (2.56) g“l’Kﬁ) = —6V2R, this entails the change

%ngg) = —305VR (3.89)
in the trace of the renormalised stress tensor. Taking ay = —1/(288072), we can remove

the term proportional to V2R and obtain

a4 1 Q «
9\ WITENW) = o5 [~ TR Ragys — 8RR + 5R’| 500
1 ) '
= Tigan72 (161~ 15C%).

with the Euler density £ and the square of the Weyl tensor C? given in equation (2.52).
This is exactly half of the result for a Dirac spinor (see for example Refs. [4, 35, 50]).

4 Discussion

We have calculated the trace anomaly for chiral fermions using the Hadamard subtraction
method. Imposing conservation of the renormalised stress tensor operator, no imaginary
terms proportional to the Pontryagin density remains in the trace anomaly, and the result
is half of the trace anomaly for a Dirac fermion. This is in agreement with the results of
Bastianelli and Martelli [4] using Pauli-Villars regularisation, but does not agree with the
work of Bonora et al. [1, 5, 6]. Since it has been shown [7, 28, 39, 40, 46, 50] that any
locally covariant renormalisation scheme (i.e., where the renormalised composite operators
transform covariantly under coordinate changes, or Lorentz transformations in flat space)
gives the same result up to the allowed finite renormalisation freedom, we thus have to
look more closely into the derivation of the trace anomaly by Bonora et al. In their first
article [1], they first derive the trace anomaly from a heat kernel calculation in Euclidean
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space, based on old results by Christensen and Duff [51]. However, while for bosons the Wick
rotation from Minkowskian to Euclidean spacetime that is needed to apply these results is
quite straightforward, the continuation of fermions is more subtle. To our knowledge, there
seem to be two consistent possibilities:

1. The continuous Wick rotation derived by Mehta [52] and van Nieuwenhuizen and
Waldron [53]: here fields are transformed by multiplication with a rotation matrix
depending on an angle 0, such that for 6 = 0 the Minkowskian theory results, while
for 6 = 7/2 the Euclidean theory is obtained. For spinors, in order to obtain an ac-
tion that is invariant under the Euclidean rotation group SO(4) from a Minkowskian
action invariant under the Lorentz group SO(3,1), it is necessary to perform this
transformation separately for spinors and cospinors, and in Euclidean space they
are therefore independent and unrelated by Hermitean or complex conjugation. For
chiral spinors in particular, while a left-handed spinor in Minkowski spacetime is
transformed into a left-handed spinor in Euclidean space, a left-handed cospinor is
transformed into a right-handed cospinor. The resulting Euclidean action thus cou-
ples left-handed and right-handed spinors, and the corresponding stress tensor does
as well. In this approach, the action stays invariant under (Euclidean) chiral trans-
formations, and one can define the corresponding anomaly. However, since the stress
tensor does involve both right- and left-handed Weyl spinors, and in a symmetric
way, it seems to us that using the heat kernel method one should take the average of
the heat kernel coefficients for the squared Dirac operator acting on left- and right-
handed spinors. In this way, the coeflicicient of the Pontryagin density cancels, and
one obtains a result consistent with ours (and other methods).

2. The analytic continuation of the vielbein while keeping the fields fixed as explained
by Wetterich [54]: here v matrices and spinors are unchanged, and consequently the
Euclidean action couples left-handed cospinors with left-handed spinors. However,
the resulting spinors only transform properly under Euclidean rotations if a different
complex structure is used, which is not compatible with chiral invariance. (One could
also use the Minkowskian complex structure, which then preserves invariance under
chiral transformations but is not compatible with Euclidean rotations, see also [55].)
That is, within this approach one has to choose between Lorentz invariance and
invariance under chiral transformations, and both cannot be realised simultaneously.
It does not seem to us that this approach is very suitable for the calculation of a
Minkowski trace anomaly, where the classical stress tensor is both invariant under
chiral transformations and transforms properly under a Lorentz transformation, even
though it certainly can be done in some way.

Bonora et al. then support their result by an explicit perturbative calculation using
dimensional regularisation, clarifying some steps of the calculation in their other articles [5,
6]. It is well-known that the definition of the chiral matrix -, in dimensional regularisation
is non-trivial, owing to the following fact: Assuming both cyclicity of the trace and the
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anticommutation relations {~.,7*} = 0, one can derive the identities

m
lH (n— Qk)] tr(yeytt - oyHrm) =0, (4.1)
k=0

which for m = 2 and n # 4 is inconsistent with the trace (3.77) tr(vy.y*P7) = —4iel?r7.

To our knowledge, there are the following consistent prescriptions:

1. The original proposal by Breitenlohner and Maison [56], following t’Hooft and Velt-
man [57]: the matrix ~, is taken to be —%euy,\p'yl‘v"'ﬁvf’ also in n dimensions, where
€uv2p Temains four-dimensional (i.e., it vanishes when contracted with an object whose
indices belong to the (n — 4)-dimensional subspace). Consequently, v, anticommutes
with the first four v matrices but commutes with the other n — 4 ones. This necessi-
tates splitting Lorentz indices into four- and (n — 4)-dimensional ones, but preserves
the cyclicity of the trace. Because of the breaking of n-dimensional Lorentz invariance,
further finite renormalisations may be necessary to preserve Ward identities.

2. One keeps 7, anticommuting with all v matrices, but drops the cyclic property of
the trace [58, 59]. This can be realised by embedding the four-dimensional v matrix
algebra in an infinite-dimensional one, and it can be shown that non-cyclicity is only
relevant for traces containing an odd number of ~, and at least six v matrices. An
advantage of this prescription is the preservation of n-dimensional Lorentz invariance.

3. The anticommutation relation {7,,v*} = 0 is generalised to allow for a non-vanishing
right-hand side in n # 4 dimensions [60]. This preserves both the cyclicity of the trace
and n-dimensional Lorentz invariance, but has the disadvantage of complicating the
algebra by introducing new fully antisymmetric tensors, which only after renormali-
sation and the physical limit n — 4 reduce to the e tensor.

Further proposals, such as dimensional reduction or abandoning associativity of the ~
matrix products, either have been shown to be inconsistent, or their consistency has not
been proven, apart from one-loop calculations or in special cases [61-64].

From their v, commutation relations, it follows that Bonora et al. use the Breitenlohner—
Maison prescription. However, we are not convinced that this prescription is used consis-
tently in their work. Namely, it seems that they perform the v matrix algebra in 4 dimen-
sions, before regularising the integral and introducing the (n — 4)-dimensional momentum
components. There is a footnote in their first article [1], stating that doing otherwise would
give a wrong result for the parity-even part of the anomaly; but as explained above the
Breitenlohner—Maison prescription in general needs additional finite renormalisations to
restore Ward identities which are broken because of the breaking of n-dimensional Lorentz
invariance. As we have seen, also Hadamard subtraction needs to be supplemented by ad-
ditional finite renormalisations to ensure a conserved renormalised stress tensor operator,
and that this additional renormalisation not only removes the parity-odd term from the
trace, but also changes the coefficients of the parity-even terms. Therefore, it seems to
us that a calculation in dimensional regularisation, adhering strictly to one of the above
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consistent possibilities for the treatment of ,, possibly together with an additional finite
renormalisation to restore Ward identities (i.e., conservation of the renormalised stress ten-
sor), needs to be done and should give a result that coincides with ours (and others, such
as the one by Bastianelli and Martelli [4]). A new calculation by Bonora et el. [65] using
“axial gravity” seems to confirm their result, independently of their previous calculations.
However, the conservation of the stress tensor was not checked in [65], and it is not clear to
us whether the Wick rotation they perform in order to calculate the “axial gravity” heat
kernel coefficients belongs to one of the two consistent formalisms presented above.

A further interesting extension to our results would be to consider also a non-vanishing
background gauge field, as done by Bastianelli and Broccoli [66] using Pauli-Villars regu-
larisation. The anomalous non-vanishing divergence of the fermion current has been treated
using Hadamard subtraction in [7], and the extension to the trace anomaly is straightfor-
ward but lengthy.
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A Coincidence limits
In addition to the coincidence limits already given in equation (3.75), we also need

lim V(,V, ) V" ()

x'—x

~ 4320 [WV*‘V”R —36V? Ry, + 30R, R + 48R0 Ry — 24R" Ryypyo + 13R,7T Ry por | 1

1 T T o 1 afSyé
+ Byl [va(uRV)o + R, Ry)ypor + RpRo(/W)T} v - @Raﬂp(uRpV)wc? v,

(A1)

Ii 5 (0) /
Jim V, Vi V)V (2,2)

1 ) ) )
= 50 v [TV, ) R = 6V Ry + 5RR, ) + AR%,,)" Ros + 8RE R0 1

1
61 R0 VR0

v, Rp)wéﬂ

1 o .
+ 550 19V (B Rpyasy ) = 8Ry(as) (VR |1

1
i B pa apb _
+240[ WV, Vo,V Rp)+5R(MVV Rp) R

(A.2)

v(p

+ 15RO{BV(NVVRP)V - gRa(va )R:? - 9R’8(WVVIVIRQ

P P)

+ 3R VR, + 2R, V' R,5*" — 3R%5,(uVuR )" | Vas

v(vp
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and
1i (1) /
lim V.V (x,2")

1 1
SR v/ [mawRW +8R,3R*® —5R? + 12V2R} L+ —=Vu(RagypRys" )y’

11520 " * 536 v~
1 ) )
+ 5760 [ B 12V2VQR5M +10RVaR,p — 3RuwapV" R+ 4vaaRg + 4RV Ryvap

+ 24R,,5"V (, Ry = 12Ragys VT R, + 6Ransy ViR ™ + 4Ry s VY Rag™ |77
(A.3)

B Two-component fermions

For two-component fermions, we use the conventions of the review [67] except for the overall
sign of the metric and (as a consequence) of 6. For the sake of readability, we however
do not explicitly show the spinor indices but stick with a matrix notation. We choose a
representation of the v matrices of the block-diagonal form

At = (UOM U@“) (B.1)

with the curved-space o matrices o* and o* obtained from the constant flat-space Pauli
matrices o; using the frame field:

o = g"e, nap(1,0)" = e(6) e, (B.2a)
" = g"e, nap(—1,0)° = e(c™) Te. (B.2b)
where € = (% ) = —€T is the spin metric for two-component fermions with €2 = —1. For

the product of two of these matrices, one has
gho” = g1 — %e*‘”f"’&pag, otsY = g1 + %eﬂ”f”op&m (B.3)
from which the analogue of the Clifford relations follow:
glo? + Vot = ot” 4 oVa" = 291 (B.4)

One calculates easily that

10
01,23
* = —1 = y B.5
g/ VY (0 _1> (B.5)
and it follows that for a left-handed Weyl fermion, a Dirac fermion satisfying ¢ = Py =
%(]l + 7.)1, one can isolate the upper two components y and base the theory completely
on x. Using that the Dirac adjoint 1 is given by 1 = i7", the curved-space action (3.2)
becomes

S = —/XfoJjgd4x (B.6)
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where we define
_ =
D=ig"V,, D=-io"V,, D=iV,5", D=-iV", (B

and with the covariant derivative V,, (3.4) acting on two-component spinors as

1 _ 1 N
Vux = 0ux + Zwupaapa"x, )ﬂ%u = 8MXT — ZwWJXTU'”a” . (B.8)

In matrix notation, y is treated as a column spinor while x' is a row spinor. Since o#t = o#
and # = 5/, the operators D and D are formally self-adjoint, and from the action (B.6)
one sees that D acts from the left on spinors, and from the right on cospinors. Using the
relations (B.2) between the barred and unbarred o matrices and transposing to transform
D into D, we find that D consequently acts from the right on the row spinor (ex)T and from
the left on the column spinor ex'T = —(xTe)T. For them, the covariant derivatives (B.8)
are given by

1T

(B.9)
where we have again used the relation (B.2) between the barred and unbarred o matrices.

1 _ 1 _
V) = 0,07 = J@upm (0067, Tulex'™) = Ou(ex'™) + Jwipeooex

Since the action remains Lorentz invariant, the stress tensor is obtained by varying the
action (B.6) with respect to the symmetric part of the frame field (3.6) as before, and we

obtain . 1 -
T = %XT [6(“V”) - %0‘6”)})( + ig‘“’ [XTDX — XTDX} : (B.10)
The Feynman propagator, equal to the time-ordered two-point function in the state |IW),
is given by
GY(z,2)) = —i<W\Tx(a;)XT($/)\W) , (B.11)
and fulfills
F ! ! F ! <:/
DG (z,2') = §(z,2' )l = -G (z,2")D". (B.12)

Again, we split it into a geometrically determined part H¥ and a smooth part W which is
state dependent, according to

GF(z,2)) = HY (z,2)) — éW(ng ). (B.13)
0

Analogous to the calculation with four-component spinors, we want to represent the para-

metrix H as

H(z,2') = DH(z,2'), (B.14)

where H is the parametrix corresponding to the wave operator P = DD. Since D acts
from the left on ex’, we need to compute the corresponding commutator of covariant
derivatives, and from the definitions (B.8) and (B.9) we calculate

1 . 1 »
Vi, Vilx = ERM,/@/BO'OC(TBX, [V“,Vy](exTT) = ZRuvaﬂg JﬁeXTT. (B.15)
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Using the Clifford algebra relations (B.4), and the above commutator, the analogue of the
calculation leading to (3.16) then gives P = V2 — 1R. As for Dirac fermions, this has the
form of a spinorial Klein-Gordon operator, and the parametrix H is thus of the form

i [U

H(z,2') = — [ + Vln(u UE)] , (B.16)
872

with the same prescriptions as before (i.e., the Wightman prescription o, = o + ie(t — t')

for the two-point function and the Feynman prescription o = o + ie for the Feynman

propagator). Completely analogous to the previous cases, the asymptotic expansions

U=u =vAz, (B.17a)

V= Z pk) gk (B.17Db)

with smooth biscalars V*) follow, where the two-component parallel propagator of cospinors
7 fulfills the analogue of the relation (3.21). With the same operator @y (2.10) as before,
we again have Qo = 0 and obtain the recursion relations

k+1) — __ = pplk)
Qak+4aV 2 + 1PV (B.18a)

Qo aWF) = ——

o [PW(’“) + Quprg VY (B.18b)

subject to the boundary condition
Qv = —PVAT, (B.19)

and V is completely determined locally by these relations. As an auxiliary object we will
below also use a second parametrix H corresponding to the wave operator P =DD =
Vv?— iR. The parametrix A has the form analogous to (B.16) with coefficients U and V,
which in turn admit the analogue of the expansion (B.17) and the recursion relations (B.18)
and boundary condition (B.19), with P replaced by P.

Analogously to the case of four-component fermions, we write the stress tensor (B.10)
as

1 1
T = SXM = 29" gy X" (B.20)
with
X =iyt [gl) - V“&“)}X. (B.21)

The renormalised stress tensor operator T#Y is then defined as

1

g =Ly Low, oo

ren 2 ren 29 ng' ren ’ (B22)

with the renormalised operator X/, given by by point splitting and Hadamard subtraction,

Xﬁ;’l( ) = —itrgcl/iglac [5-(MVV) (X(JC)XT(l‘,) _ iH(x,a:l)) . (X(x)XT( — iH(z, 33 )%(M —u’)}
(B.23)
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where again tr denotes a trace in two-component spinor space and we have taken into
account the minus sign from interchanging the two spinors. The renormalisation freedom
is given by the same expression as before:

ren ren ren ren

1
Xl = XE 4+ O™, Th = T+ S(C" — ¢ 9,0 C*)L, (B.24)

where C* is a symmetric tensor of dimension 4 constructed from curvature tensors and
their covariant derivatives.
The divergence and trace of the renormalised stress tensor operator are given by

1 3
V. Tk = ,v XHy ngV”Xp‘T 9Tl = — =g X1 . (B.25)

ren ren ren 2

Using the point-split expression (B.23) we calculate

VX (x) = —%tr lim lVVD(X(fU)XT(x/) — iH(w,x')) — D(X(x)XT(x') — iH(x,a:’))%”

/

+ i&VDf(X(m)XT(x') —iH(z, x')) + VV(X(a;)XT(a:’) —iH(z, x’))%'

—(X(x)XT() 1H:Ex) D'V - ( ') - 1Hxx)D%/”]

= %tr lim [V”DH(m,a:’) — DH (z, z’ﬁ”’ +i0"DDH (x,z")

/' —x
= = , = ,
¥ VYH(z,2')D' — H(z,2") D'V —iH(z,2')D'D'5" (B.26)
and

_ pro
GuXlon = —tr xl/iinx |:D(X(:L’)XT(ZE/) — iH(:r,x')) — (x(x)XT(x') — iH(:n,:L")) D']

- - (B.27)
=itr lim [DH(w,x') — H(m,m’)D'] ,

' =z

where we used Synge’s rule (2.36) and the cyclicity of the trace and commuted covariant
derivatives. Since the spinor field operator satisfies its equation of motion Dy = 0 = x' D,
only the terms containing the Hadamard parametrix remain. Completely analogous to the
calculation for four-component spinors, we use the representation (B.14) of the parametrix

and the transport equations (B.18), (B.19) to calculate first

DH(z,2") = DDH(x,2') = ~52 Z QuprsVF V" | (B.28)
k=0

and from this we obtain with the coincidence limits (3.44) that

xhinm DH(z,2') = 4:;2 mhglm ya, (B.29a)
1
lim DDH (z,2') = —— 0" lim Vv, V(1) (B.29b)
/=T s =z
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lim V*DH (z,2') = —— lim vV, (B.29¢)
' —x T4 o' —x

pr
The remaining coincidence limits in (B.26) and (B.27) all involve HD’. To treat them,
we add and subtract an expression involving the auxiliary parametrix H:

= = — A A
H(z,2)D' = D(’H(x, YD’ + DH(x, x')) — DDH(z,2'). (B.30)

We stress that both the original parametrix H and the auxiliary one # are parametrices for
left-handed two-component Weyl spinors only, and no right-handed spinors appear. The
difference is that H is a parametrix for cospinors, while H is a parametrix for spinors,
as can be inferred from the operators D and D acting on them, cf. the discussion at the
beginning of this section. The two terms on the right-hand side of (B.30) are smooth and
can be separately computed. For the second term, we calculate, analogous to the above
calculation for the parametrix H, that

DDH(z, ') Z QurrsV Yok (B.31)

For the first term on the right-hand side of (B.30), we obtain by inserting the expan-
sion (B.16) that

NS S ’ 11 — =77
H(x,2')D' +DH(x,a') = —@0—2(1/{0 Vo + oMUY ,0)
1

+ @Ji [(u(%/ +VOV,0)at + ot (vl + VOV,0)]

o0
+ # ln(;ﬂae) > o* l(V(k)g,/ + (k + 1)V(k+1)VM/U>5“/
k=0
+ ot (vufﬂ’“) + (k+ 1)1><’f+1>vua)]
87r2 Z [ kH)&“/VM/J + 6”1>(k+1)vua} . (B.32)

Using the analogue of (3.55) for o matrices, ¥ g,,B/I = T, it follows that the most

singular term proportional to o2 1

vanishes. For the singular terms proportional to o_
and ln(/ﬂae) one derives a transport equation with vanishing boundary term, and since
the unique smooth solution to such an equation vanishes, these terms vanish as well. The
calculation is lengthy but completely analogous to the calculation leading to (3.62) in the
case of four-component spinors, such that we do not show any details. We are thus left

with

%
(k+1) k+1
H(z,2")D' + DH(x,z") 87r2 E { HgH' /J—G-J“V( LAY, 0’] (B.33)
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and inserting this and (B.31) into (B.30) it follows that

<_ L e i & R
H(x,x') 87T2D Z [ Plk+1) 5 Vo + qu(ml)vua} + = Z Q4k+6v(k+l)ak
k=0

i N
= ) Z o* [Q4k+6v(k+1)
™ k=0
—afot [vpf)(’f“)vw + VY, V0 + (k + 1)9<k+2>vuav,}a]

— o [V VEDY 0 + VDY, T,0 + (6 + 1)VEV 07,0 U“/] .

(B.34)
Using the coincidence limits (3.44) and Synge’s rule (2.36), we calculate
lim H(z, )D' L lim {21}(1) +o V(1)5M:| (B.35a)
' —x 87’[‘2 /= " ’

lim H(x,2')D'D’ = —8— lim (29,00 + 0,67V, V + 0#9,VV5, + 0,9,V 0"

' —x 71'2:)3%:1:

+ —v,, lim [2190) to V<1>ap} o (B.35b)
% /
lim H(z, )D'%V =——— lim [QV”V(D + 0”0V, LSS JprV(1)5” —|—UPVVV(1)5”}
' =z 871' ' —x
+ 8?V” lim [2)/( ) + apv“)&f)} . (B.35c¢)

Inserting these coincidence limits in the point-split expressions (B.26) and (B.27) and
using Synge’s rule (2.36), for the divergence and trace of the renormalised stress tensor
operator (B.25) we thus obtain

I tr lim [—4V”1><1> + 0¥V, Y avrypd 4 a”a“vuvm}
167‘(’2 ' —x
1 R R (B.36a)
+ 62 trv, llim [_g#uv(l) + otgr P 9g“”V(1) ’
g TH = —% tr lim 5V 4+ O] (B.36b)

Again, only the second coefficient V(! and V@) of each parametrix and their derivatives
contribute. Taking the coincidence limits of the recursion (B.18) and its derivative, we
obtain as before (with the analogous relations for f}(l))

lim V&) = —= 11rn PV lim v,V = —— hm v,.PVO (B.37)
' —x 4 o'~z ' —x 6 z/—z

and thus need to determine the coincidence limits of V(©), VO and their derivatives up

to third order. This is again obtained by taking the coincidence limit of the boundary

condition (B.19) and its derivatives, using the coincidence limits (3.73). While the spinor

parallel propagator is now different, it still satisfies the same defining equation (3.21) (with

a two-by-two identity matrix), and coincidence limits of symmetrised derivatives only use
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this defining equation. However, for the non-symmetrised derivatives we need to use the
commutation relation (B.15) instead of (3.74), which changes the coincidence limits of V()
VO and their derivatives.

A calculation with xAct [47], using the Bianchi identities for the Riemann tensor gives

1
lim V) = (32" Rogys — 24R*’ Rog + 15R? — 36V2R)1

o 172180 (B.38)
+ %Raﬁuwau”&aGB&%a
and
lim v,V = MV (3R Rags — 8R*Rap + 5R? — 12V2R)1
1 ) ) 3
+ 5880 [23”’ Vo Ryusap + 2RV o R, + 5RV o Ry, — 62V, Ry, 5907
g 6 0|z«
1440[ il (VAR = VORY ) = 3Rags V'R, |00
71 ov e 1 Vp=a
1440 |:3Ry6'y[av Rﬁ] - 2R, VZ,R,Y(;QQ]U oP = 1920ijaﬁv R5%cP
71 v o\ | —a —~ 5
160 [ uyaﬁv[»yR(g] 4RW75V[aRB] — 3V (Rappo Rys” )}U P50
(B.39)

and the corresponding expressions for V1) are obtained by interchanging o and . Using
the product of o matrices (B.3), the cyclicity of the trace and tr1 = 2, we derive the
following trace relations for the curved-space o matrices:

tr(o5%) = 297, (B.40a)
tr (JO‘&BUV&‘?) = 2( ab 67 g‘”g'gé + gaﬂgw — ieaﬁw) , (B.40Db)
tr<0a5ﬂav55au5'/) = —2¢°8 (297[N9V15 _ gvﬁgw) 29 (29ﬁ[ﬂgV]5 gﬁ5gw)
— 9% (Qgﬁ[ugﬂv _ gﬁvg/w> _9go# (Qgﬁhgé]v gﬁvg%)

1 2% (Qgﬂ[vgtﬂu + gﬂugw5>

_ 9 (6a576 g — 2P lngrld _ geuvdla gBly | s gaﬁ) .

(B.40c)

Inserting the above coincidence limits in the expressions for the divergence and trace of
the renormalised stress tensor operator (B.36) and taking the trace, we arrive at [using the
Bianchi identities and the Weyl tensor identities (3.76) and (3.80)]

1
= Byé B 2 2
VT = sso0mz Y [233“ 7 Rogys + 40R°P Ry — 25R? + 60V2R
(B.41a)
— 45iRqp,5(xR)*M° | |
1
g Tlen = 35502 [1BR* Rogys + 24R*P Rog — 15R? + 36V2R — 30iRogy5 (xR)*77°] .
T
(B.41b)
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These expressions exactly coincide with the ones obtained using the four-component for-
malism (3.83), showing that (as expected) the description of chiral fermions using four-
or two-component spinors are equivalent. It follows that the renormalisation freedom of
the renormalised stress tensor (3.36) with the same redefinition (3.86) makes it covariantly
conserved, and gives the result (3.90) for its trace.
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