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Local momentum space: Scalar field and gravity
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We use the local momentum space technique to obtain an expansion of the Feynman propagators

for scalar field and graviton up to first order in the background curvature. The expressions for the

propagators are cross-checked with the past literature as well as with the expressions for the traced

heat kernel coefficients. The propagators so obtained are used to compute one-loop divergences in

the Vilkovisky-Dewitt’s effective action for a scalar field non-minimally coupled with gravity for an

arbitrary spacetime metric background. The Vilkovisky-DeWitt effective action is then compared

with the standard effective action in the limit κ = 0, where κ = 2/MP in terms of the Planck

mass. The comparison yields the important result that taking the limit κ = 0 after computing the

Vikovisky-DeWitt effective action is not equivalent to computing the Vikovisky-DeWitt effective

action for the same theory in the absence of gravity.

I. INTRODUCTION

The standard effective action in gauge theories suffers from the problem of off-shell gauge dependence and depen-

dence on the choice of field parametrization. A substantial number of evidence exists to lend credence to the statement

made above regarding off-shell gauge dependence as follows. In [1], authors performed a calculation using standard

effective formalism in quantized Yang-Mills-Einstein gravity and discovered quantum gravity contribution to the β

function for gauge coupling parameter in the Yang-Mills theory. The remarkable outcome of this calculation was

that the gauge theories that were not asymptotically free in the absence of gravity became asymptotically free when

the quantum gravity contribution to the β function was taken into account. However, the calculations in [1] were

shown to be ambiguous in [2], where the authors performed a similar calculation in a different gauge and surprisingly

found no quantum gravitational contribution to the β function. In another paper [3], the authors demonstrated

that quantum effects could explain the smallness of extra dimensions by computing the effective potential using the

standard effective action theory. The result of this paper was also found in [4, 5] to suffer from the problem of gauge

dependence. Some other works that highlight the issue of gauge dependence in the standard effective action are [6, 7].

To resolve this issue the standard effective action formalism was refined by Vilkovisky and further modified by

DeWitt. The new formalism gives an effective action, known as the Vilkovisky-DeWitt(VD) effective action, which

by construction is completely gauge-invariant, gauge condition independent, and field parametrization independent

(for details see [8–10]). The new formalism raises an important question: “Under what conditions do the VD effective

action and the standard effective action match?”. An obvious one is when the background fields are chosen to satisfy

the classical equations of motion (see [11]). Another case in which the two effective actions must agree upon is when

they are computed off-shell for certain non-gauge theories. While making this statement, we must exercise caution.
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This is because the standard effective action also suffers from dependence on the choice of field parametrization (in

fact, this is the very cause of gauge dependence in the off-shell standard effective action). Therefore for non-gauge

theories involving multiple fields like non-linear σ theory (see chapter-6 of [9]), it still becomes mandatory to use VD

formalism to obtain a parametrization independent effective action since there is no preferred coordinate system in

which the fields can take values.

In [12] it was shown that the VD effective action, for the theory of a scalar field coupled to gravity, was identical

to the standard effective action in the limit κ = 0, where κ = 2/MP in terms of the Planck mass. There, the authors

chose a flat Euclidean spacetime metric as the background. The purpose of taking the limit κ = 0 was to turn off

gravity. Does this mean that taking κ = 0 after computing the VD effective action is equivalent to computing the VD

effective for the theory of a scalar field where the spacetime metric is only a background field? If so, it makes sense

for the effective actions to match since dropping the Einstein-Hilbert term R/κ2 from the classical action makes it a

non-gauge theory, for which the effective actions are expected to match off-shell.

We wish to see whether the effective actions match when κ is taken zero at the end of the calculation for the same

theory by choosing an arbitrary metric background unlike the flat Euclidean as chosen in [12]. By doing so, we would

like to check whether taking κ = 0 after computing the effective action is equivalent to starting with a non-gauge

theory and then computing the effective action.

The classical action of the theory of our interest in the Jordan frame is,

S =

∫

d4x
√

|g(x)|
(

−2R

κ2
+

1

2
gµν∇µφ∇νφ+

1

2
(m2 + ξR)φ2 +

1

24
λφ4

)

. (1)

We will use the technique of local momentum space to compute the one-loop divergences in the VD effective action

in the Jordan frame for an arbitrary metric background. Before we lay a proper outline of this work a brief description

of the technique of local momentum space is in order.

The technique of local momentum space was originally introduced by Bunch and Parker [13] to study the renor-

malization of UV divergences of interacting scalar and spin 1/2 fields in curved space-time. The technique is based on

the principle of equivalence in which a curved space-time can be seen to be locally flat. As a result, local momentum

space representation makes it possible to apply standard momentum space techniques to curved spacetimes. The ba-

sic formalism consists of constructing Riemann normal coordinates with the origin fixed at point x′ and the variable

space-time point x being in the neighborhood of x′. This enabled the authors in [13] to obtain a local momentum

space expansion (Fourier transform with respect to x) of the Feynman propagators for scalar and spin 1/2 fields.

In a subsequent work by Bunch [14] the technique was generalized by obtaining a momentum space representation

for the scalar field propagator G(x, x′) in which both x and x′ may be variable with a third point z chosen to be

fixed. The purpose of this was to study the two-loop renormalizability of λφ̄4 theory in curved space-time. Since

then, many other applications have emerged from this technique over the years. There are several earlier examples,

including the demonstration of curvature-induced asymptotic freedom in [15], the application to the Kaluza-Klein

theory in [16–18], and some other applications in [19–22]. A few years back, the technique was used to examine how

quantum gravitational corrections affect gauge coupling constants [23, 24]. The work in [23] is particularly noteworthy

as it shows that the quantum gravitational effects nullify electric charge at high energies as opposed to what happens

when non-gravitational effects alone are taken into account. Most recently the technique has been used to evaluate

divergences in effective action for gauged Yukawa model in curved space-time. [25]. Another application was seen in
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[26] where the authors introduce methods to obtain heat kernel coefficients for non-minimal operators. One additional

purpose besides the ones mentioned earlier is to correct the results obtained for the heat kernel coefficients in [26].

The outline of the paper is as follows. In Sec.II we prepare the necessary ingredients which are prerequisites for

the one-loop VD effective action computation. In Sec.III, we use the local momentum space technique to obtain

the expressions for the scalar and graviton propagators (up to the first order in the background curvature). This is

followed by a few necessary cross-checks with some remarks on previous work. In Sec.IV, we write down explicitly

the expressions for the divergences in one-loop VD and standard effective actions followed by a couple of cross-checks.

Finally, in SecV we perform renormalization with a detailed discussion on how the effective actions compare in the

limit κ = 0. The calculations being weighty throughout the paper we utilize Mathematica.

Before we end this section let us familiarise ourselves with the DeWitt notation, which we will be following in this

paper. The symbols used to represent the properties of a field are labeled as ϕi, where the discrete field index and

the field’s space-time argument are condensed into the single label i. For instance, if the field is a scalar field, then

ϕi is equivalent to φ(x), and if it is a vector field, then ϕi is equivalent to Aµ(x), while for a second-rank tensor field,

ϕi is equivalent to gµν(x). Additionally, the following summation convention is used in n dimensions:

ϕiBijϕ
j =

∫

dnx

∫

dnx′ϕI(x)BIJ (x, x
′)ϕJ (x′), (2)

where capital Latin letters (I, J, ...) are used as a placeholder for conventional field indices,

Also from,

ϕI(x) =

∫

dnx′|g(x′)|1/2δ(x, x′)ϕI(x′),

=

∫

dnx′δ̃(x, x′)ϕI(x′), (3)

we define δ̃(x, x′):

δ̃(x, x′) = |g(x′)|1/2δ(x, x′), (4)

where δ(x, x′) is the conventional bi-scalar Dirac δ-distribution.

We also choose the (−,+,+,+) convention for the flat Minkowski metric wherever used throughout the paper.

II. SOME ESSENTIAL PRELIMINARIES FOR THE COMPUTATION OF DIVERGENCES IN THE

ONE-LOOP VD EFFECTIVE ACTION

In the introduction, we mentioned that our main purpose is to compare the VD effective action with the standard

one, for which a theory of scalar field and gravity is a simple and adequate choice. In [12] it was shown that the

effective actions match up to the second order in the background scalar field in the limit κ = 0. Since the computations

there, were performed for a flat Euclidean metric background, we would like to see how the effective actions compare

up to the next immediate order in the background curvature. In this light, we shall compute the VD effective action
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only up to the first order in background curvature and the second order in the background scalar field. We would like

to point out that even up to the mentioned order, computing the divergences in the VD effective action by employing

the technique of local momentum space is barely manageable.

Putting aside the intricacies of Vilkovisky-DeWitt’s procedure (the details of which can be found in [8–10, 27]) for

obtaining gauge-invariant and gauge condition independent effective action, we only state the expression to one-loop

order here,

Γ[ϕ̄] = −ln detQαβ[ϕ̄] +
1

2
lim
α→0

ln det
(

S;i
j +

1

2α
Ki

β[ϕ̄]K
β
j [ϕ̄]

)

, (5)

where Qαβ is the ghost term, Ki
β are the generators of gauge transformation and S is the classical action. The gauge

parameter α (not to be confused with the spacetime index) must be taken zero after the effective action has been

calculated. The main difference between this expression and that of standard effective action lies in the use of the

covariant derivative,

S;ij = S,ij − Γk
ijS,k, (6)

where Γk
ij are the connections that are indispensable for obtaining a gauge condition-independent result. There is

more than one way to compute the above expression. One way is to find the differential operator corresponding

to S;i
j +

1

2α
Ki

β[ϕ̄]K
β
j [ϕ̄] and then employ the heat kernel technique (see chapters 5-7 of [9], and [28]) to compute

the divergences in effective action. This technique applies only to some restricted class of operators called minimal

operators. Although the technique can be extended to non-minimal operators as well following the work of Barvinsky

and Vilkovisky [29] (see [11, 30–35] for its applications), it is still very difficult to implement it in practice. As such

we resort to the perturbative expansion technique as follows (for application of this technique see [12, 25, 36, 37]).

We first split the fields ϕi into a background ϕ̄i and a ”quantum part” ηi as follows,

ϕi = ϕ̄i + ηi. (7)

Remember that ϕi could either be the scalar field or the metric field depending on the space-time indices contained

in the condensed index ‘i’ on the field ϕi. We can now write the term in brackets in Eq. (5) as,

−1

2
ln det

(

S;i
j +

1

2α
Ki

β [ϕ̄]K
β
j [ϕ̄]

)

= ln

∫

[dη] exp{−Sq}, (8)

where Sq is given by,

Sq =
1

2
ηi(S,ij − Γk

ijS,k)η
j + Sgb, (9)

and Sgb is the gauge-breaking action given by,

Sgb =
1

4α
ηiKβ

i Kjβη
j . (10)

The derivatives wrt. the fields of S appearing in Eqs. 9, for instance, S,ij , are to be computed at the background

value of the fields. Following the expansion of S in powers of the background field up to the second order,

Sq = S0 + S1 + S2, (11)
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where the subscript attached to S indicates the power of the background field it consists of, we can show that,

ln

∫

[dψ] exp{−Sq} = −〈S1〉 − 〈S2〉+
〈(S1)

2〉
2

+O(ϕ̄3) (12)

The angular brackets represent the expectation value in the path integral formulation. For instance,

〈S1〉 =
∫

[dψ]e−S0S1
∫

[dψ]e−S0

(13)

We finally obtain the one-loop effective action up to quadratic order in the background field,

Γ[ϕ̄] = −ln detQαβ + lim
α→0

(

〈S1〉+ 〈S2〉 −
〈(S1)

2〉
2

)

. (14)

Let us now get a few ingredients ready that are necessary to compute the above expression. We start with the

generators of gauge transformation:

K1
µν α(x, x

′) = −(∂αgµν(x) + gµα(x)∂ν + gνα(x)∂µ)δ̃(x, x
′),

K2
α(x, x

′) = −∂αφ(x)δ̃(x, x′), (15)

where the index represents the fields: gαβ → 1, φ → 2. We use this additional convention when we need to spell

out explicitly the “field” components of a quantity. For instance, here the generator of gauge transformation has two

components.

When explicitly written, Eq. 7 would read

gµν = ḡµν + κhµν ,

φ = φ̄+ ψ, (16)

where we have declared the fields carrying a bar over them as the background field and the other piece as the quantum

field.

The field space metric has four components. It takes a non-diagonal form owing to the presence of the derivative

coupling between the scalar field and the metric coming from the non-minimal coupling (see [11]) (like ∂µφ∂νgαβ),

Gαβµν
11 (x, x′) =

√

ḡ(x)

2
F (φ̄)(2ḡα(µ(x)ḡν)β(x) − ḡαβ(x)ḡµν (x))δ̃(x, x′),

Gαβ
12 (x, x

′) =
√

ḡ(x)H(φ̄)ḡαβ(x)δ̃(x, x′),

G22(x, x
′) =

√

ḡ(x)J(φ̄)δ̃(x, x′), (17)

where the brackets in the indices represent symmetrization in the pair (µ,ν). The functions appearing in the expressions

above read,

F (φ̄) = 1− κ2ξφ̄2

4
,

H(φ̄) =
κξφ̄

2
,

J(φ̄) = 1 +
κ2ξ2φ̄2

2
. (18)
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Let us note that the choice of the field space metric has been fixed with the prescription that the field space metric is

determined from the highest derivative term in the bilinear form of the action in the minimal gauge, i.e., α = 1. Such

a choice has been justified in [11] where the authors also point out why the choice of the field space metric in [12] is

incorrect. We suggest [38] for a detailed discussion on the choice of field space metric.

Let us now compute the VD connections Γ̃i
jk. The choice of gauge matters here as it can lead to considerable

simplification in the expression of connections. In particular, it can be shown (see [39], or, for a pedagogical treatment

see chapter 7 of [9]) that if we choose the Landau-DeWitt gauge,

χα = Ki
α[ϕ̄]gij [ϕ̄](ϕ

j − ϕ̄j) = 0, (19)

then the complicated VD connections Γ̃k
ij can be replaced by simple Christoffel connections Γi

jk over field space.

These have been written down in Appendix A along with the inverse field space metric. Upon using Eqs. (15), (17),

(18) and (16) in (19) we find,

χα =
2

√

F (φ̄)

√

|ḡ(x)|
(∇µ(F (φ̄)hµα)

κ
− ḡµν∇α(F (φ̄)hµν)

2κ
+

∇α(ψH(φ̄))

κ
− 1

2
hH(φ̄)∇αφ̄− 1

2
ψJ(φ̄)∇αφ̄

)

, (20)

where we have inserted a factor of
√

F (φ̄) which does not alter the gauge. The gauge-breaking Lagrangian following

the gauge condition reads,

Sgb =
κ2

F (φ̄)α

∫

d4x
√

|ḡ(x)|
(

∇µ(F (φ̄)hµα)−
1

2
gµν∇α(F (φ̄)hµν)−

1

2
hH(φ̄)∇αφ̄

− 1

2
ψJ(φ̄)∇αφ̄+∇α(ψH(φ̄))

)2

. (21)

We now proceed to calculate S0, S1, and S2 as outlined earlier. We obtain

S0 =

∫

d4x
√

|ḡ(x)|
[

1

2
m2ψ2 +

(

ω

4
+
ξ

2
(1 − ω)

)

Rψ2 +
1

2
∇µψ∇µψ +

1

2
∇αhµν∇αhµν

−∇βhαµ∇µhαβ +
1

α
∇βh

αβ∇µhαµ +

(

1− 1

α

)

∇µh∇αh
µα

+
1

2

(

1

2α
− 1

)

∇µh∇µh+ (ω − 2)hαµh β
µ Rαβ +

(

1− ω

2

)

hhµνRµν

+
1

2

(

1− ω

2

)

hµνhµνR− 1

4

(

1− ω

2

)

h2R

]

, (22)

S1 = κ

∫

d4x
√

|ḡ(x)|
[

Mµν
1 (φ̄)ψhµν +Mµνα

2 (φ̄)hµν∇αψ +Mµναβ
3 (φ̄)hµν∇α∇βψ

]

, (23)

S2 = κ2
∫

d4x
√

|ḡ(x)|
[

N1(φ̄)ψ
2 +Nµ

2 (φ̄)ψ∇µψ +Nµν
3 (φ̄)ψ∇µ∇νψ +Nµναβ

4 (φ̄)hµνhαβ

+Nµναβγ
5 (φ̄)hµν∇γhαβ +Nµναβγτ

6 (φ̄)hµν∇τ∇γhαβ

]

. (24)

The expression of various functions appearing in S1 and S2 have been written down in Appendix B. We have introduced

a parameter ω which appears as a factor accompanying the field space connections. Mathematically we have just

made a replacement as follows.

Γi
jk → ωΓi

jk. (25)
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The purpose of introducing ω is to keep track of terms arising from connections. In this way, we can turn off the terms

arising from connections by taking ω = 0, which is necessary to derive the standard effective action from the VD

effective action. Having furnished all the necessary ingredients we are all set now to proceed for the local momentum

space expansion to get the propagators from S0 in the following section.

III. LOCAL MOMENTUM SPACE EXPANSION

For the computation of effective action, we need the propagators which are determined by S0. The equations

satisfied by Green’s function can be extracted from S0. The Green’s function for the scalar field satisfies,

√

|g(x)|
(

− gαβ∇α∇β +m2 +
(ω

2
+ ξ(1− ω)

)

R
)

G(x, y) = δ(x, y), (26)

and the Green’s function for the graviton satisfies,

√

|g(x)|
(

Aαβµνρσ∇ρ∇σ +Bαβµν
)

Gµνγτ (x, y) = δ(x, y)δαβγτ , (27)

where

Aαβµνσρ =

(

1− 1

2α

)

gαβgµνgρσ − gα(µgν)βgρσ − 2

α
gρ(αgβ)(µgν)σ + 2gσ(αgβ)(µgν)σ

+

(

1

α
− 1

)

(gαβgρ(µgν)σ + gµνgρ(αgβ)σ), (28)

Bαβµν = (ω − 2)gα(µRν)β − (ω − 2)gβ(µRν)α +
(

1− ω

2

)

gαβRµν +
(

1− ω

2

)

gµνRαβ

+

(

1

2
− ω

4

)

(2gα(µgν)β − gαβgµν)R, (29)

δαβµν =
1

2
(δαµδ

β
ν + δαν δ

β
µ). (30)

The focus of this section is to solve equations (26) and (27) to obtain Green’s functions. The technique that we will

employ for this purpose is that of Bunch and Parker [13]. We introduce the Riemann normal coordinates yµ and xµ

of point y and x respectively taking point z as the origin. This is what is known as the Riemann normal coordinate

expansion about a third point first employed in [14]. The reason to expand about a third point here is because of the

appearance of the derivatives of quantum fields in expressions for S1 and S2. These can be recast as derivatives of

propagators that diverge in the limit x→ y. In the absence of derivatives, these could have been dealt with easily by

expanding about y. However, to find divergences in the derivatives of propagators we first need to find the derivatives

and then take the limit x→ y making it necessary for us to expand the propagators about a third point. The standard

Riemann normal coordinate expansions at point y up to the first order in curvature that will be necessary for our

work are as follows.

gµν(y) = ηµν − 1

3
yαyβRµανβ |y=0 +O(R2),

gµν(y) = ηµν +
1

3
yαyβRµ ν

α β |y=0 +O(R2),

Γµ
ρσ(y) = −2

3
yαRµ

(ρσ)α|y=0 +O(R2),

|g(y)| = 1− 1

3
yαyβRαβ |y=0 +O(R2). (31)
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The curvature tensors that appear in the above expansions are basically the coefficients of the Taylor expansion which

must be evaluated at the origin, i.e., at y = 0. The raising and lowering of indices are done with the Minkowski metric

once an expansion in Riemann normal coordinates is performed. Following normal coordinate expansion we make use

of Fourier transformation to write

G(x, y) =

∫

d4k

(2π)4
eikuG̃(k, z),

Gµνγτ (x, y) =

∫

d4k

(2π)4
eikuG̃µνγτ (k, z), (32)

where uµ = xµ − yµ. The Fourier-transformed Green’s functions depend upon the origin z but henceforth we

will not specify this explicitly. We then assume that the momentum space Green’s functions can be expanded out

asymptotically in the inverse powers of k as follows

G̃(k) = G̃0(k) + G̃1(k) + G̃2(k) + ..., (33)

with a similar expression for the graviton propagator. The subscript counts the order of the derivative of the metric,

i.e., G̃0 will not contain any derivative of metric, G̃1 will contain first order derivative of metric, G̃2 will contain second

order derivative of metric and so on. This is obvious because technically, Riemann normal coordinate expansion makes

use of local flatness and so the coefficients would involve derivatives of the metric. To balance the successive order

of derivatives we require momentum factors in the denominator which justifies the earlier assumption. Because the

propagators are expanded in inverse powers of k, the whole technique is applicable only for large momentum. As a

result, we will completely ignore any divergences that arise from k → 0 in the effective action.

The procedure is to use Eq. (31), (32) and (33) to expand the equations (26) and (27) in orders of the derivatives

of the metric. The expressions that will follow will involve factors of uµ which can be dealt with by using,

uµ1uµ2 ...uµneiku =
1

in
∂n

∂kµ1
∂kµ2

...∂kµn

eiku. (34)

The derivatives acting on exponential can then be discarded making use of partial integrations with respect to k.

A. Propagators

Following the procedure outlined earlier we find the following result for the scalar field propagator up to first order

in curvature[14],

〈ψ(x)ψ(x′)〉 =
∫

d4k

(2π)4
eikyG̃(k),

G̃(k) =
1

k2 +m2
+

(

1

3
− ω

2
+ σ(1− ω)

)

R

(m2 + k2)2
− 2Rαβk

αkβ

3(m2 + k2)3

+
Rαβy

αyβ

6(m2 + k2)
− Rαµβνk

αkβyµyν

3(m2 + k2)2
. (35)

Apart from the connection-dependent terms (proportional to ω), the expression for the scalar field propagator is

identical to that obtained in [14].

The full graviton propagator up to first order in curvature is too lengthy to be written here so we have mentioned

it in the Appendix C. Some important cross-checks of the graviton propagator from previous works are in order. The
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expression for the graviton propagator derived in earlier works involved taking y as the origin. In that case, if we turn

off the connection terms in Eq.(C1) by taking ω = 0 and set the gauge parameter α to 1 then the expression coincides

with that found in [40]. Since the gauge parameter α has been kept unspecified, the expression for the graviton

propagator presented in our work is, therefore, more general and most importantly can be taken to be applicable for

the computation of the VD effective action since we must take α → 0 (see Eq. 5 and the lines following it) after

having computed the effective action (5).

Another way to cross-check the expression for G2 is to calculate its pole part and compare it with the heat kernel

coefficient through the relation [41]

G2k(x, x) = (4π)−N/2(m2)N/2−k−1Γ(k + 1−N/2)Ek(x) (36)

where N is the space-time dimension and Ek are the heat kernel coefficients which have been computed for the case

of spin-2 gravity in [26]. Using the following results from dimensional regularization,

∫

d4k

(2π)4
1

k4
=

1

8π2ǫ
,

∫

d4k

(2π)4
kαkβ

k4
= 0,

∫

d4k

(2π)4
kαkβ

k6
=

gαβ

32π2ǫ
,

∫

d4k

(2π)4
kαkβkγkτ

k8
=
gαβgγτ + gαγgβτ + gατgβγ

192π2ǫ
, (37)

where ε = 4−N , we find the pole part of (C1) taking y as the origin,

Tr[(G2)µνγτ ] = − R

2π2ǫ
+

5αR

24π2ǫ
− α2R

4π2ǫ
, (38)

which implies

Tr E1 = −4R+
5αR

3
− 2α2R. (39)

At this stage, we claim that the expression for Tr E1 has been misprinted or evaluated incorrectly in [26] (Eq. 4.42

therein). The expression for Tr E1 given there (Eq. 4.41) reads,

Tr E1 =gµνgρσQ
ρσ

µν

(1 + ζ)−N/2 − 1

N
+ δ µν

ρσ Q ρσ
µν

2−N − 2(1 + ζ)−N/2

N

+R

{

N3 −N2 − 12N − 48

12N
+

(1 + ζ)N2 + 6(1 + ζ)N + 24

6N
(1 + ζ)−N/2

}

, (40)

where N is the space-time dimension and ζ is the gauge parameter. The relation between the gauge parameter ζ and

the one appearing in this work is,

1 + ζ =
1

α
. (41)

For Einstein gravity without cosmological constant the expression for Q λτ
µν is,

Q λτ
µν =Rλ τ

µν +Rλ τ
νµ − 1

2
(δλµR

τ
ν + δλνR

τ
µ + δτµR

λ
ν + δτνR

λ
µ) + gλτRµν

+
2

m− 2
gµν

(

Rλτ − 1

2
Rgλτ

)

+Rδλτµν . (42)
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Using this in (40) we find the correct result to be

Tr E1 = R

{

5N3 − 27N2 + 70N − 72

12(2−N)
+

18− 5N + (N + 6)ζ

6
(1 + ζ)−N/2

}

, (43)

in place of Eq (4.42) of [26]. Setting 1+ ζ = 1/α and N = 4 in the expression above leads to the correct result for Tr

E1 as found in (39). Another reason why (39) has to be correct is that when α → 1 (or equivalently ζ → 0) limit is

taken, the operator turns into minimal form for which the expression for Tr E1 is well known (see [42–44]),

Tr E1 = Tr(
R

6
1−Q). (44)

Using (42) we find

Tr E1 = −13R

3
, (45)

which agrees with (39) when α → 1 limit is taken.

IV. ONE-LOOP DIVERGENCES IN THE VD EFFECTIVE ACTION

We are interested here in obtaining the divergences in the averages 〈S1〉, 〈S2〉, and 〈S2
1〉. This is done by using

the expressions for propagators in place of averages over quantum fields in momentum space and then computing the

divergences in the loop integrals that follow. We employ dimensional regularisation for this task. We begin with S2

(Eq.(24)). This involves the following terms whose divergent parts have been written below.

〈ψ(x)2〉 = 1

8π2ε

{

−m2 +R

(

1

6
− ω

2
− ξ(1− ω)

)}

,

〈hαβ(x)hµν (x)〉 =
1

ε

{

1

48π2
(α(6 + α− 2ω(1 + α))− 2ω − 1)

(

ḡα(µRν)β + ḡβ(µRν)α

)

+
α(ω − 2)

16π2
(ḡαβRµν + ḡµνRαβ) +

1

96π2
(3α(2− ω)− 1)ḡαβ ḡµνR

+
1

48π2
(α(ω − 2α− 1) + ω − 2) ḡα(µḡν)βR− (1 + α)

8π2
Rα(µν)β

}

,

〈ψ(x)∇µ∇νψ(x)〉 =
m2

96π2ε

{

(1 − 3ω − 6ξ(1− ω))ḡµνR− 2Rµν − 3m2ḡµν
}

, (46)

where, as stated earlier, wherever the derivative on the quantum field appears the derivative of the propagator is

evaluated first and then the limit x→ y is taken. All other terms in 〈S2〉 (24) vanish within the scheme of dimensional

regularisation.

The divergent part of 〈S2
1〉 has been written down in Appendix D. The important thing to note is that the expressions

for divergences appear in normal coordinates after the loop integrals are evaluated. These must be written down in

a generally covariant form taking care that the final expression is in a correct tensor form. These expressions can be

interpreted as covariant derivatives acting on δ-functions[15]. Up to fourth order derivatives appear in 〈S2
1〉 and the

relevant expressions for the same have been conveniently collected in the Appendix E.

The ghost operator up to the second order in the background scalar field reads,

Qαβ = gαβ�−Rαβ − κ2gαβ
2

ξφ̄∇µφ̄∇µ +
κ2ξ

2
∇α(φ̄∇βφ̄)−

κ2

2
∇αφ̄∇βφ̄. (47)
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After redefining ∇µ → ∇µ +
1

4
ξφ̄∇µφ̄, we can rewrite the operator in a minimal form (again up to O(φ̄2)),

Qαβ = gαβ�−Rαβ +
κ2gαβ

4
ξ∇µ(φ̄∇µφ̄) +

κ2ξ

2
∇α(φ̄∇βφ̄)−

κ2

2
∇αφ̄∇βφ̄. (48)

A straightforward use of the heat kernel method gives us the following expression for the divergence in the ghost term,

−ln DetQα
β =

κ2

16π2ε

(

1

6
Rφ̄�φ̄−Rαβ∇αφ̄∇βφ̄

)

(49)

After some simplifications, we end up with the following expression for divergences in one-loop effective action 14,

Γ(1)|div =

∫

d4x
√
g
(

Aφ̄�2φ̄+Bφ̄�φ̄+ Cφ̄2 +Dφ̄2R+ ERφ̄�φ̄+ FRµν φ̄∇µ∇ν φ̄
)

, (50)

where,

A =
κ2

16π2ε

(

−1

2
− ω +

αω

2
+

3ω2

8
− αω2

8

)

,

B =
m2κ2

16π2ε

(

−1 +
α

2
+

3ξ2

2
+

19ω

8
− αω − ξω

4
− 3ξ2ω

2
− 3ω2

4
+
αω2

4

)

,

C =
m4κ2

16π2ε

(

3

2
− α

2
− 2ξ +

3ξ2

2
− 5ω

4
+
αω

2
+

3ξ2ω

2
+

3ω2

8
− αω2

8

)

− m2λ

32π2ε
,

D =
m2κ2

16π2ε

(

1− 5α

12
+
α2

2
+

11ξ

6
− αξ

2
− 13ξ2

4
+ 3ξ3 − ω

24
− 13ξω

4
+

11αξω

12
− α2ξω

2

+
7ξ2ω

2
+
ω2(1 + ξ − αξ)

8
+

3ξ2ω2

4
− 3ξ3ω

2
− 3ξ3ω2

2

)

+
λ

32π2ε

(

1

6
− ξ − ω

2
+ ξω

)

,

E =
κ2

16π2ε

(

− 7

12
+

5α

6
− α2

6
− ξ

2
− ξ2

4
+

3ξ3

2
+

31ω

48
− 19αω

24
− α2ω

12
+

17ξω

12
− 5αξω

12

+
α2ξω

2
+

3ξ2ω

4
− 3ξ3ω +

ω2

48
+
αω2(1 + α)

12
− 3ξω2

8
+
αξω2

8
− ξ2ω2

2
+

3ξ3ω2

2

)

,

F =
κ2

16π2ε

(

− 7

6
− α

2
− α2

3
+ 2ξ − ω

2
+

13αω

16
+
α2ω

3
− ξω − ω2(1 + α+ α2)

3

)

, (51)

where ε = 4 − N . The expression for gauge-independent effective action can be derived by taking the limit α → 0

and ω → 1. The coefficients now read,

A = − 9κ2

128π2ε
,

B =
m2κ2

64π2ε

(

5

2
− ξ

)

,

C =
m4κ2

16π2ε

(

5

8
− 2ξ + 3ξ2

)

− m2λ

32π2ε
,

D =
m2κ2

32π2ε

(

13

6
− 31ξ

12
+ 2ξ2

)

− λ

96π2ε
,

E =
κ2

192π2ε

(

1 +
13ξ

2

)

,

F =
κ2

16π2ε
(ξ − 2). (52)

A few comparisons with previous work are in order. The flat spacetime background limit (ḡµν = ηµν) of the expression

(50) is in agreement with [11, 12]. If we take the limit α → 1 and ω → 0, we get the standard effective action in the
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Landau-DeWitt gauge with the following coefficients,

A = − κ2

32π2ε
,

B =
m2κ2

32π2ε
(3ξ2 − 1),

C =
m4κ2

16π2ε

(

1− 2ξ +
3ξ2

2

)

− m2λ

32π2ε
,

D =
m2κ2

16π2ε

(

13

12
+

4ξ

3
− 13ξ2

4
+ 3ξ3

)

+
λ

32π2ε

(

1

6
− ξ

)

,

E =
κ2

32π2ε

(

1

6
− ξ − ξ2

2
+ 3ξ3

)

,

F =
κ2

8π2ε
(ξ − 1). (53)

On comparing the expression for effective action (50) with coefficients (53) against [45], where the authors have carried

out similar computations for a general Lagrangian for multiple scalar fields coupled with gravity in the Jordan frame

we find that the result here is in disagreement because the authors have used a different gauge condition showing that

the standard effective action is indeed gauge dependent when computed off-shell for gauge theories. However, if we

take a constant scalar field background ∇µφ̄ = 0 then the expression agrees with [45] since then the gauge conditions

become identical.

V. RENORMALIZATION AND COMPARISON OF THE EFFECTIVE ACTIONS

The expression for gauge-independent divergences in one-loop effective action is given by (50) with coefficients given

in (52). The divergences may be removed with the following counter-terms,

δZφ =
m2κ2

32π2ε

(

5

2
− ξ

)

,

δm2 =
m4κ2

8π2ε

(

9ξ

4
− 5

4
− 3ξ2

)

+
m2λ

16π2ε
,

δξ =
m2κ2

32π2ε

(

8ξ

3
− 13

3
− 3ξ2

)

+
λ

48π2ε
. (54)

We also need to add new terms in the classical action to remove the divergences ERφ̄�φ̄ and FRµν φ̄∇µ∇ν φ̄ in the

effective action.

Renormalization of coupling constants from the standard effective action in Landau-DeWitt gauge (50) with coef-

ficients (53) read,

δZφ =
m2κ2

16π2ε
(3ξ2 − 1),

δm2 =
m4κ2

4π2ε

(

ξ − 1

4
− 3ξ2

2

)

+
m2λ

16π2ε
,

δξ =
m2κ2

16π2ε

(

13ξ2

2
− 5ξ

3
− 13

6
− 9ξ3

)

+
λ

16π2ε

(

ξ − 1

6

)

. (55)

Let us check whether the effective actions match in the limit κ = 0. We find in the limit κ = 0,

δm2 =
m2λ

16π2ε

δξ =
λ

48π2ε











VD (56)
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δm2 =
m2λ

16π2ε

δξ =
λ

16π2ε

(

ξ − 1

6

)















Standard (57)

We can see that the difference lies in the renormalization of ξ. To make any further statement in this regard we must

look closely at the expression for coefficient D in Eqs. (51). We can see that the difference in the expressions for D

in Eqs. (52) and Eqs. (53) in κ = 0 limit arises after setting the value for ω in the expression for D in Eqs. (51) as

shown below.

λ

32π2ε

(

1

6
− ξ − ω

2
+ ξω

)

ω=1−−−→ − λ

96π2ε
[VD], (58)

λ

32π2ε

(

1

6
− ξ − ω

2
+ ξω

)

ω=0−−−→ λ

32π2ε

(

1

6
− ξ

)

[standard]. (59)

This makes it clear that the difference in renormalization for ξ arises due to the field space Christoffel connections.

We demonstrate below that this is indeed the case.

In what follows we will focus entirely on the terms that involve Rφ̄2 in κ→ 0 limit. Such terms arise from N1(φ̄)ψ
2

in the expression for S2 (24). The terms not involving ω in N1(φ̄)ψ
2 read (see Appendix B)

{

λ

4
φ̄2 +

1

2
ωφ̄2

(

m2ξ − m2

4
− 3m2ξ2

2
+
ξ2R

4

)}

〈ψ2〉 not involving ω−−−−−−−−−−→ λ

32π2ε
Rφ̄2

(

1

6
− ξ

)

(60)

which agrees with the standard result. The terms involving ω in N1(φ̄)ψ
2 read,

{

λ

4
φ̄2 +

1

2
ωφ̄2

(

m2ξ − m2

4
− 3m2ξ2

2
+
ξ2R

4

)}

〈ψ2〉 involving ω−−−−−−−→ λω

32π2ε
Rφ̄2

(

ξ − 1

2

)

(61)

which is completely independent of κ causing the discrepancy between the VD and the standard effective actions.

But how do the field space connections which are all proportional to κ (see Appendix A), contribute towards the

effective action through terms which are independent of κ? To see this we consider the following term involving the

field space connections.

−ω
2
(Γ1

22)µν(S,1)
µνψ2 (62)

We remind the readers of the convention we introduced following Eq.(15) that is being used here. The term mentioned

above originates from Γk
ijS,kη

iηj in Eq. 9. The expression for (Γ1
22)µν from the Appendix A reads.

(Γ1
22)µν(x, x

′, x′′) =
κ

4
δ̃(x′′, x′)δ̃(x′′, x)

{

1− 2ξ +
κ2ξφ̄2(x)

4

(

1

4
− ξ + 3ξ2

)

}

ḡµν(x) (63)

And the derivative of the action wrt. the metric reads,

(S,1)
µν(x) =

√

|g|κ
(

1

4
m2ḡµν(x)φ̄2(x)− ξ

2

(

Rµν(x)− 1

2
ḡµν(x)R(x)

)

φ̄2(x) +

(

ξ − 1

2

)

∇µφ̄(x)∇ν φ̄(x)

+ ξφ̄(x)∇µ∇ν φ̄(x) +

(

1

4
− ξ

)

ḡµν(x)∇αφ̄(x)∇αφ̄(x)− ξḡµν(x)φ̄(x)�φ̄(x)

)

+

√

|g|
κ

(2Rµν(x)− ḡµν(x)R(x)). (64)

The product of Eqs. (63) and (64) would then contain terms independent of κ,

−ω
2
(Γ1

22)µν(S,1)
µνψ2 =

(ω

2
− ωξ

)

Rψ2 + other κ-dependent terms (65)
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These are precisely the terms appearing in the equation of the scalar field propagator (26). Since these connection-

dependent terms in the equation of the scalar field propagator also depend on the background curvature, the discrep-

ancy between the effective actions in the limit κ = 0 is absent when they are computed for a flat Minkowskian or

Euclidean metric background. (This is why the effective actions match in the limit κ = 0 in [12])

Now that we have shown that the effective actions differ in the limit κ = 0, let us also see how the effective actions

compare if we start with the classical theory 1 without the Ricci scalar term. The classical theory is now that of

a scalar field non-minimally coupled to the background curvature. In that case, the field space metric has a single

component that reads,

G22 =
√

|ḡ|δ̃(x, x′) (66)

Since the field space metric is independent of the fields, the Christoffel connections associated with the field space

metric vanish. The VD effective action, in this case, corresponds to Eq. 50 with ω taken zero in 51 (of course, we

throw away all the κ-dependent terms in the absence of gravity (hµν = 0)). Since the κ-independent terms in 51

are also independent of the gauge parameter α it is clear that the standard effective action [9, 45] matches the VD

effective action as is expected for a non-gauge theory.

Let us summarise what we have found. We have found that the effective actions do not match in the limit κ = 0,

taken after computing them for the classical theory 1 contrary to the result of [12]. However, the effective actions

for the same theory match if the spacetime metric is only a background field. Thus, taking the limit κ = 0 after

computing the VD effective is NOT equivalent to computing the VD effective action for the same theory where the

spacetime metric is a background field.

VI. CONCLUSION

We performed the calculation of one-loop divergences in the Vilkovisky-DeWitt(VD) effective action for the theory

of a scalar field non-minimally coupled to gravity. We assumed an arbitrary background for both the scalar field

and the metric. The curvature expansion of the propagators is obtained through the use of the technique of local

momentum space. The expression for the scalar field propagator is shown to match the results obtained earlier when

the connection-dependent terms are switched off. In particular, the expression for graviton propagator is used to

obtain the heat kernel coefficient E1. In doing so we have corrected the result of [26].

Because the VD effective action is gauge-independent off-shell and therefore different from the standard effective

action for gauge theories, it is expected to match the standard effective action even when computed off-shell for a

non-gauge theory like that of a scalar field where the spacetime metric is only a background field. However, in the

presence of gravity, when the VD effective action is computed it does not match the standard effective in the limit

κ = 0. We have shown that a non-trivial cancellation of κ factors among the connection and the functional derivative

of the action was found to be the cause of the discrepancy. From this, we conclude that computing the VD effective

action for the theory 1 and taking the limit κ = 0 is NOT the same as starting with the same theory in the absence of

gravity. This is unlike what was found in [12], since the discrepancy is caused by terms that depend on the background

curvature. As a result, there is no discrepancy between the standard and the VD effective action if the background

metric is chosen to be either a flat Minkowskian or Euclidean.
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Appendix A: Field space Christoffel connections

The components of the inverse field-space metric are given by the following expressions.

G11
µναβ(x, x

′) =

{

1

2

(

1 +
ξφ̄2(x)

4

)

(2ḡµ(α(x)ḡβ)ν(x)− ḡµν(x)ḡαβ(x)) +
ξ2φ̄2(x)

4
ḡµν(x)ḡαβ(x)

}

δ(x, x′),

G12
µν(x, x

′) =
ξφ̄(x)

2
ḡµν(x)δ(x, x

′),

G22(x, x′) =
(

1− 3ξ2φ̄2(x)

2

)

δ(x, x′), (A1)

The Christoffel connection Γi
jk arising from the field space metric is given by the following expression,

Γi
jk =

1

2
gil(glj,k + glk,j − gjk,l) (A2)

A straightforward calculation of the components of the connections yields,

(Γ1
11)

µνρσ
λτ (x, x′, x′′) = κδ̃(x′′, x′)δ̃(x′′, x)

(

− δ
(µ
(λ ḡ

ν)(ρ(x)δ
σ)
τ) +

1

4
ḡµν(x)δρ(λδ

σ
τ) +

1

4
ḡρσ(x)δµ(λδ

ν
τ)

+
1

4

(

1− κ2ξ2φ̄2(x)

2

)

ḡλτ (x)ḡ
µ(ρ(x)ḡσ)ν (x)− 1

8

(

1− κ2ξ2φ̄2(x)

2

)

ḡλτ (x)ḡ
µν(x)ḡρσ(x)

)

(Γ1
12)

µν
ρσ(x, x

′, x′′) =
κ2ξφ̄(x)

8
δ̃(x′′, x′)δ̃(x′′, x)(ḡρσ(x)ḡ

µν(x)− 2δµ(ρδ
ν
σ))

(Γ1
22)µν(x, x

′, x′′) =
κ

4
δ̃(x′′, x′)δ̃(x′′, x)

(

1− 2ξ +
κ2ξφ̄2(x)

4

(

1

4
− ξ + 3ξ2

)

)

ḡµν(x)

(Γ2
11)

µνρσ(x, x′, x′′) =
κ2ξφ̄(x)

8
δ̃(x′′, x′)δ̃(x′′, x)(ḡµν(x)ḡρσ(x)− 2ḡµ(ρ(x)ḡσ)ν (x))

(Γ2
12)

µν(x, x′, x′′) =
κ

4
δ̃(x′′, x′)δ̃(x′′, x)ḡµν(x)

(Γ2
22)(x, x

′, x′′) =
κ2ξφ̄(x)

2
δ̃(x′′, x′)δ̃(x′′, x) (3ξ − 1) (A3)

Appendix B: Functions appearing in the expression for S1 and S2

The expression for S1 contains terms that are of the first order in the background scalar field. The various functions

that appear in the expression for S1 23 read,

Mµν
1 (φ̄) =

1

2

{

φ̄ḡµν
(

1− ω

2

)

(m2 + ξR)− 2ξφ̄Rαβ ḡ
α(µḡν)β

(

1− ω

2

)

+
ξ − 1

α
(ḡµν�φ̄− 2ḡα(µ∇β∇ν)φ̄) + 2ξḡα(µḡν)β∇α∇βφ̄+ ḡµν�φ̄

(ω

2
− 2ξ

)}
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Mµνα
2 (φ̄) = ḡα(µ∇ν)φ̄

(

1

α
(1− ξ)− 1

)

+ ḡµν∇αφ̄

(

1

2α
(ξ − 1)− 1

)

+ ξḡα(µḡν)βφ̄

(

2− 1

α

)

+ ḡµν ḡαβ∇βφ̄

(

ξ

(

1

2α
− 1

)

+
1

2

)

(B1)

Mµναβ
3 (φ̄) = ξḡµ(αḡβ)ν φ̄

(

1− 1

α

)

+ ξḡαβ ḡµν φ̄

(

1

α
− 2

)

(B2)

The expression for S2 contains terms that are quadratic in the background scalar field. The various functions that

appear in the expression for S2 23 read,

N1(φ̄) =
λ

4
φ̄2 +

1

2
ωφ̄2

(

m2ξ − m2

4
− 3m2ξ2

2
+
ξ2R

4

)

+
ξφ̄�φ̄

2

(

1

α
− ξ

α
+
ω

4

)

+
∇αφ̄∇αφ̄

2

(

1

2α
− ξ

2α
− ω

8
+ ξω − 3ξ2ω

2

)

(B3)

Nµ
2 (φ̄) =

ξφ̄∇ν φ̄

α

(

1

2
− ξ

)

(B4)

Nµν
3 (φ̄) = −ξ

2ḡµν φ̄2

4α
(B5)

Nµναβ
4 (φ̄) = − ξ

8

(

1− ω

2

)

φ̄2(ḡµνRαβ + ḡαβRµν − 2ḡα(µRν)β − 2ḡβ(µRν)α)

+
m2φ̄2(1− ξω)

16
(ḡαβ ḡµν − 2ḡα(µḡν)β) +

ξ

16
φ̄2R

(

1− ω

2
− ξω

)

(ḡαβ ḡµν − 2ḡα(µḡν)β)

− 1

8

(

1 +
2ξ

α
− ω

2
+ ξω

)

(ḡαβ∇µφ̄∇ν φ̄+ ḡµν∇αφ̄∇βφ̄− 2ḡα(µ∇β∇ν)φ̄− 2ḡβ(µ∇α∇µ)φ̄)

− ξ

4

(

1

α
+
ω

2

)

(ḡαβφ̄∇µ∇ν φ̄+ ḡµν∇α∇βφ̄− 2ḡα(µφ̄∇β∇ν)φ̄− 2ḡβ(µφ̄∇α∇ν)φ̄)

+
ξω

8
φ̄�φ̄(ḡαβ ḡµν − 2ḡα(µḡν)β) +

∇τ φ̄∇τ φ̄

16

(

1− ω

2
+ ξω

)

(ḡαβ ḡµν − 2ḡα(µḡν)β) (B6)

Nµναβγ
5 (φ̄) =

ξ

2

(

1 +
1

2α

)

(ḡµ(αḡβ)γφ̄∇ν φ̄+ ḡν(αḡβ)γφ̄∇µφ̄+ ḡα(µḡν)γ φ̄∇βφ̄+ ḡν(αḡβ)γφ̄∇µφ̄)

− ξḡµν ḡγ(αφ̄∇β)φ̄

(

1 +
1

α

)

− 3ξ

4
ḡα(µḡν)βφ̄∇γ φ̄+

ξ

4

(

1 +
1

2α

)

ḡαβ ḡµν φ̄∇γ φ̄ (B7)

Nµναβγτ
6 (φ̄) =

ξφ̄2

8

(

1

α
(ḡαγ ḡτ(µḡν)β + ḡβγ ḡτ(µḡν)α) + 4ḡµ(γ ḡτ)ν ḡαβ − ḡµγ ḡν(αḡβ)τ

− ḡνγ ḡµ(αḡβ)τ + ḡµ(αḡβ)ν ḡγτ −
(

1− 1

2α

)

ḡµν ḡαβ ḡγτ − 2

(

1 +
1

α

)

ḡµν ḡα(γ ḡτ)β

)

(B8)

Appendix C: Graviton propagator

The expression for the graviton propagator in the momentum space defined in Eq. 32 up to the first order in the

background curvature reads,

(G̃2)µνγτ =
2(1− α)(4− ω + α(ω − 2))

k8
kαkβRαβ k(µḡν)(γkτ) +

8(1− α)

k8
k(γRτ)αβ(µ kν)k

αkβ

+
1

3k6
(ḡµν ḡγτ − 2ḡµ(γ ḡτ)ν)k

αkβRαβ +
(1 − α)(2 − ω)

k6

(

ḡµνk
αk(γRτ)α

− 2Rα(γ ḡτ)(µkν)k
α + kµkνRγτ − k(γ ḡτ)(µRν)αk

α + ḡγτk
αk(µRν)α + kγkτRµν

− ḡµνkγkτR− ḡγτkµkνR

)

+
2

k6

(

4α

3
− ωα2 + ω − 4

3

)

k(µRν)(γkτ)
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+
1

k6

(

4α

3
+ ωα2 − 2α2 +

2

3
− ω

)

k(µḡν)(γkτ)R− 2

3k6
(ḡµνk

αkβRγατβ

+ 2Rταβ(µḡν)γk
αkβ + 2Rγαβ(µḡν)τk

αkβ + ḡγτk
αkβRµανβ)

+
16(1− α)

3k6
(kαRα(γτ)(µkν) + kαk(γRτ)(µν)α)

+
1

k4

(

ω

2
− 5

6

)

(ḡµνRγτ + ḡγτRµν) +
1

3k4

(

2

3
− ω

)

(ḡµ(γRτ)ν + ḡν(γRτ)µ)

+
1

4k4

(

4

3
− ω

)

(ḡµν ḡγτ − 2ḡµ(γ ḡτ)ν)R +
2(2α− 5)

3k4
Rγ(µν)τ

+
i(1− α)

3k4
(k(µRν)γβτ + k(µRβγν)τ + 4k(γRτ)(µν)β − 2k(µḡν)(γRτ)β

− kαk(γRτ)(αµ)βkν − kαk(γRτ)(αµ)βkµ)y
β +

2i

3k4
ḡγτk

αRα(µν)βy
β

+
4i

3k4
kα(ḡµ(γRτ)(αν)β + ḡν(γRτ)(αµ)β)y

β +
(α− 1)

3k4
k(µḡν)(γkτ)Rαβy

αyβ

+
2(α− 1)

3k4
k(γRτ)αβ(µkν)y

αyβ +
1

12k2
Rαβy

αyβ(2ḡγ(µḡν)τ − ḡγτ ḡµν)

+
1

6k2
(ḡγτRµανβ + ḡµνRγατβ − 2ḡµ(γRτ)ανβ − 2ḡν(γRτ)αµτ )

+
8i(α− 1)

3k6
k(µḡν)(γRτ)αβρk

αkβyρ +
4(1− α)

3k6
k(µḡν)(γkτ)k

αkβRαρβσy
ρyσ

+
1

6k4
(ḡµν ḡγτ − 2ḡµ(γgτ)ν)k

αkβRαρβσy
ρyσ. (C1)

Appendix D: Divergent part of S2

1

After considerable calculation, we obtain the following expression for the divergences in S2
1 ,

S2
1 |div =

√

|ḡ|
16π2ε

{

φ̄2m4

(

α− 3 + 4ξ − 3ξ2 +
ξ2

α
+ 3ω − αω − 2ξω − 3ω2

4
+
αω2

4

)

+m2φ̄2R
(11ξ

3
+ αξ +

13ξ2

2

− ξ2

6
− 6ξ3 +

2ξ3

α
+

16ξω

3
− αξω − 10ξ2ω +

ξ2ω

α
+ 6ξ3ω − 2ξ3ω

α
− 7ξω2

4
+
αξω2

4
+ 2ξ2ω2

)

+m2φ̄�φ̄
(

2 +
1

α
− α− 2

ξ

α
− 3ξ2 +

ξ2

α
− 5ω + 2αω + 2ξω +

3ω2

2
− αω2

2

)

+Rφ̄�φ̄
(5

6
− 1

6α
− 7α

6
+
α2

2
+ ξ +

4ξ

3α
+
ξ2

2
− 13ξ2

6α
− 3ξ3 +

ξ3

α
− 5ω

6
+

ω

2α
+ αω − α2ω

6

− 4ξω

3
− 2ξω

α
+
ξ2ω

2
+

5ξ2ω

2α
+ 3ξ3ω − ξ3ω

α
+

7ξω2

6
− αξω2

6
− 2ξ2ω2

)

+Rµν φ̄∇µ∇ν φ̄
(

3− α− 4ξ + ω − 2αω + α2ω + 2ξω
)

+ φ̄�2φ̄
(

1 + 2ω − αω − 3ω2

4
+
αω2

4

)

}

(D1)

Appendix E: Curvature expansion for derivatives acting on δ-functions

The index for quantities at spacetime point x are unprimed whereas for those at spacetime point y are primed.

∇αδ
4(x, y) =

∫

d4k

(2π)4
eiku[ikα +

i

6
kαRµνy

µyν ] (E1)

∇α′δ4(x, y) =

∫

d4k

(2π)4
eiku[ikα′ +

i

6
kγ(R

γ
α′µν −Rγ

µνα′)u
µ(uν + 2yν) +

i

6
kα′Rµνy

µyν ] (E2)
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∇α∇βδ
4(x, y) =

∫

d4k

(2π)4
eiku[−kαkβ +

2i

3
kµR

µ
(αβ)νx

ν − 1

6
kαkβRµνy

µyν ] (E3)

∇α∇β′δ4(x, y) =

∫

d4k

(2π)4
eiku[−kαkβ′ +

1

6
kαkγ(R

γ
µνβ′ −Rγ

β′µν)u
µ(uν + 2yν)

+
2i

3
KγR

γ
(αβ′)µx

µ − 1

6
kαkβ′Rµνy

µyν ] (E4)

∇α′∇β′δ4(x, y) =

∫

d4k

(2π)4
eiku[−kα′kβ′ +

1

3
k(α′kγ(R

γ
µνβ′) −Rγ

β′)µν)u
µ(uν + 2yν)

+
2i

3
kµR

µ
(α′β′)νx

ν − 1

6
kα′kβ′Rµνy

µyν ] (E5)

∇α∇β∇γδ
4(x, y) =

∫

d4k

(2π)4
eiku[−ikαkβkγ +

2i

3
kτR

τ
(βγ)α − 2

3
kαkτR

τ
(βγ)µx

µ

− 2

3
kβkτR

τ
(αγ)µx

µ − 2

3
kγkτR

τ
(βα)µx

µ − i

6
kαkβkγRµνy

µyν ] (E6)

∇α∇β∇γ′δ4(x, y) =

∫

d4k

(2π)4
eiku[−ikαkβkγ′ +

2i

3
kτR

τ
(βγ′)α − 2

3
kαkτR

τ
(βγ′)µx

µ

− 2

3
kβkτR

τ
(αγ′)µx

µ − 2

3
kγ′kτR

τ
(βα)µx

µ − i

6
kαkβkγ′Rµνy

µyν

+
i

6
kαkβkτ (R

τ
µνγ′ −Rτ

γ′µν)u
µ(uν + 2yν)] (E7)

∇α∇β′∇γ′δ4(x, y) =

∫

d4k

(2π)4
eiku[−ikαkβ′kγ′ +

2i

3
kτR

τ
(β′γ′)α − 2

3
kαkτR

τ
(β′γ′)µx

µ

− 2

3
kβ′kτR

τ
(αγ′)µx

µ − 2

3
kγ′kτR

τ
(β′α)µx

µ − i

6
kαkβ′kγ′Rµνy

µyν

+
i

3
kαk(β′kτ (R

τ
µνγ′) −Rτ

γ′)µν)u
µ(uν + 2yν)] (E8)

∇α′∇β′∇γ′δ4(x, y) =

∫

d4k

(2π)4
eiku[−ikα′kβ′kγ′ +

2i

3
kτR

τ
(β′γ′)α′ − 2

3
kα′kτR

τ
(β′γ′)µx

µ

− 2

3
kβ′kτR

τ
(α′γ′)µx

µ − 2

3
kγ′kτR

τ
(β′α′)µx

µ − i

6
kα′kβ′kγ′Rµνy

µyν

+
i

6
kα′kβ′kτ (R

τ
µνγ′ −Rτ

γ′µν)u
µ(uν + 2yν)

+
i

6
kα′kγ′kτ (R

τ
µνβ′ −Rτ

β′µν)u
µ(uν + 2yν)

+
i

6
kβ′kγ′kτ (R

τ
µνα′ −Rτ

α′µν)u
µ(uν + 2yν)] (E9)

∇α∇β∇γ∇τδ
4(x, y) =

∫

d4k

(2π)4
eiku[kαkβkγkτ −

{

2

3
kτkρR

ρ
(βγ)α +

2

3
kγkρR

ρ
(βτ)α

+
2

3
kβkρR

ρ
(γτ)α +

2

3
kαkρR

ρ
(γτ)β +

2i

3
kαkβkρR

ρ
(γτ)σx

σ

+
2i

3
kαkγkρR

ρ
(βτ)σx

σ +
2i

3
kαkτkρR

ρ
(βγ)σx

σ +
2i

3
kβkγkρR

ρ
(ατ)σx

σ

+
2i

3
kβkτkρR

ρ
(αγ)σx

σ +
2i

3
kγkτkρR

ρ
(αβ)σx

σ

− 1

6
kαkβkγkτRσρy

σyρ
}

] (E10)

∇α∇β∇γ∇τ ′δ4(x, y) =

∫

d4k

(2π)4
eiku[kαkβkγkτ ′ −

{

2

3
kτ ′kρR

ρ
(βγ)α +

2

3
kγkρR

ρ
(βτ ′)α

+
2

3
kβkρR

ρ
(γτ ′)α +

2

3
kαkρR

ρ
(γτ ′)β +

2i

3
kαkβkρR

ρ
(γτ ′)σx

σ

+
2i

3
kαkγkρR

ρ
(βτ ′)σx

σ +
2i

3
kαkτ ′kρR

ρ
(βγ)σx

σ
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+
2i

3
kβkγkρR

ρ
(ατ ′)σx

σ +
2i

3
kβkτ ′kρR

ρ
(αγ)σx

σ

+
2i

3
kγkτ ′kρR

ρ
(αβ)σx

σ − 1

6
kαkβkγkτ ′Rσρy

σyρ

+
1

6
kαkβkγkǫ(R

ǫ
σρτ ′ −Rǫ

τ ′σρ)u
σ(uρ + 2yρ)

}

] (E11)

∇α∇β∇γ′∇τ ′δ4(x, y) =

∫

d4k

(2π)4
eiku[kαkβkγ′kτ ′ −

{

2

3
kτ ′kρR

ρ
(βγ′)α +

2

3
kγ′kρR

ρ
(βτ ′)α

+
2

3
kβkρR

ρ
(γ′τ ′)α +

2

3
kαkρR

ρ
(γ′τ ′)β +

2i

3
kαkβkρR

ρ
(γ′τ ′)σx

σ

+
2i

3
kαkγ′kρR

ρ
(βτ ′)σx

σ +
2i

3
kαkτ ′kρR

ρ
(βγ′)σx

σ

+
2i

3
kβkγ′kρR

ρ
(ατ ′)σx

σ +
2i

3
kβkτ ′kρR

ρ
(αγ′)σx

σ

+
2i

3
kγ′kτ ′kρR

ρ
(αβ)σx

σ − 1

6
kαkβkγ′kτ ′Rσρy

σyρ

+
1

6
kαkβkγ′kǫ(R

ǫ
σρτ ′ −Rǫ

τ ′σρ)u
σ(uρ + 2yρ)

+
1

6
kαkβkτ ′kǫ(R

ǫ
σργ′ −Rǫ

γ′σρ)u
σ(uρ + 2yρ)

}

] (E12)

∇α∇β′∇γ′∇τ ′δ4(x, y) =

∫

d4k

(2π)4
eiku[kαkβ′kγ′kτ ′ −

{

2

3
kτ ′kρR

ρ
(β′γ′)α +

2

3
kγ′kρR

ρ
(β′τ ′)α

+
2

3
kβ′kρR

ρ
(γ′τ ′)α +

2

3
kαkρR

ρ
(γ′τ ′)β′ +

2i

3
kαkβ′kρR

ρ
(γ′τ ′)σx

σ

+
2i

3
kαkγ′kρR

ρ
(β′τ ′)σx

σ +
2i

3
kαkτ ′kρR

ρ
(β′γ′)σx

σ

+
2i

3
kβ′kγ′kρR

ρ
(ατ ′)σx

σ +
2i

3
kβ′kτ ′kρR

ρ
(αγ′)σx

σ

+
2i

3
kγ′kτ ′kρR

ρ
(αβ′)σx

σ − 1

6
kαkβ′kγ′kτ ′Rσρy

σyρ

+
1

6
kαkβ′kγ′kǫ(R

ǫ
σρτ ′ −Rǫ

τ ′σρ)u
σ(uρ + 2yρ)

+
1

6
kαkβ′kτ ′kǫ(R

ǫ
σργ′ −Rǫ

γ′σρ)u
σ(uρ + 2yρ)

+
1

6
kαkγ′kτ ′kǫ(R

ǫ
σρβ′ −Rǫ

β′σρ)u
σ(uρ + 2yρ)

}

] (E13)

∇α′∇β′∇γ′∇τ ′δ4(x, y) =

∫

d4k

(2π)4
eiku[kα′kβ′kγ′kτ ′ −

{

2

3
kτ ′kρR

ρ
(β′γ′)α′

+
2

3
kγ′kρR

ρ
(β′τ ′)α′

+
2

3
kβ′kρR

ρ
(γ′τ ′)α′

+
2

3
kα′kρR

ρ
(γ′τ ′)β′

+
2i

3
kα′kβ′kρR

ρ
(γ′τ ′)σx

σ

+
2i

3
kα′kγ′kρR

ρ
(β′τ ′)σx

σ +
2i

3
kα′kτ ′kρR

ρ
(β′γ′)σx

σ

+
2i

3
kβ′kγ′kρR

ρ
(α′τ ′)σx

σ +
2i

3
kβ′kτ ′kρR

ρ
(α′γ′)σx

σ

+
2i

3
kγ′kτ ′kρR

ρ
(α′β′)σx

σ − 1

6
kα′kβ′kγ′kτ ′Rσρy

σyρ

+
1

6
kα′kβ′kγ′kǫ(R

ǫ
σρτ ′ −Rǫ

τ ′σρ)u
σ(uρ + 2yρ)

+
1

6
kα′kβ′kτ ′kǫ(R

ǫ
σργ′ −Rǫ

γ′σρ)u
σ(uρ + 2yρ)

+
1

6
kα′kγ′kτ ′kǫ(R

ǫ
σρβ′ −Rǫ

β′σρ)u
σ(uρ + 2yρ)
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+
1

6
kβ′kγ′kτ ′kǫ(R

ǫ
σρα′ −Rǫ

α′σρ)u
σ(uρ + 2yρ)

}

] (E14)
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