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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 x = 0, where k = 2/Mp in terms of the Planck
mass. The comparison yields the important result that taking the limit x = 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 H], authors performed a calculation using standard
effective formalism in quantized Yang-Mills-Einstein gravity and discovered quantum gravity contribution to the g
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 § function was taken into account. However, the calculations in H] were
shown to be ambiguous in B], where the authors performed a similar calculation in a different gauge and surprisingly
found no quantum gravitational contribution to the g function. In another paper B], 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 E, Ij]

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 ﬂg ). 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 B]) 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 o 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 x = 0, where x = 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 x = 0 was to turn off
gravity. Does this mean that taking x = 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/x? 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 « 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 x = 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,
1
d*z+/|g <—— + 29"V, dVu b + = (m2 + ER)$* + ﬂw‘*) : (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 2’ and the variable
space-time point = being in the neighborhood of /. This enabled the authors in [13] to obtain a local momentum
space expansion (Fourier transform with respect to z) 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(z,z’) in which both z and 2’ may be variable with a third point z chosen to be
fixed. The purpose of this was to study the two-loop renormalizability of A\¢* 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 [23,124]. 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



[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.Il] we prepare the necessary ingredients which are prerequisites for
the one-loop VD effective action computation. In [SecIll 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.IVl 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 [SecVl we perform renormalization with a detailed discussion on how the effective actions compare in the
limit x = 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 (?, 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
©" is equivalent to ¢(x), and if it is a vector field, then ¢ is equivalent to A, (), while for a second-rank tensor field,

©" is equivalent to g, (z). Additionally, the following summation convention is used in n dimensions:

gﬁiBij(pj :/dn.I‘/dnx/SﬁI(I)BIJ(IaI/)wJ(I/)a (2)

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

Also from,

ol (2) = / aa!|g()[ /25, ') (o),
:/d"x’g(x,x')gal(x'), (3)

we define é(z, 2'):

6(z,2") = |g(a)|'/*8(x,2"), (4)
where §(z, ") is the conventional bi-scalar Dirac d-distribution.

We also choose the (—, 4+, +, +) 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 x = 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



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,
Plg] = —In detQos[#) + 3 lim In det (57, + o K3 (7K [7]) (5)
af 2 a0 I g A )

where Qo is the ghost term, KZ, are the generators of gauge transformation and S is the classical action. The gauge
parameter « (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.j =84 — FkijS,kv (6)

)

where Fkij 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, + %KE, [@]Kf [#] 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, 130-35] 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, 125, 136, 137]).

We first split the fields ¢ into a background ¢ and a ”quantum part” n* as follows,
o' =¢ 0. (7)

Remember that o' 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 ¢’. We can now write the term in brackets in Eq. (§)) as,
1 " 1B
— 3t det (8% + o KA[PIKT4]) = In [ [dn] exp{—Sq}. (8)
where Sy is given by,
L k j
Sq = 57 (S, = T3Sk’ + Sgb, 9)
and Sy, is the gauge-breaking action given by,
L ipB J
Sep = 3o KU Ky (10)

The derivatives wrt. the fields of S appearing in Eqs. [l for instance, S ;;, 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:SO+S1+S2, (11)



where the subscript attached to S indicates the power of the background field it consists of, we can show that,
tn [ldlexp{ -5} = ~(51) - (520 + 2L 4 o) (12)

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

J1dyle=%8,
S} = 13
We finally obtain the one-loop effective action up to quadratic order in the background field,
o : ((51)?)
P[] = —In detQap + lim ((S1) +(S2) — =) (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:

K}y o(@,2") = =(0aguw () + Gua(€)0y + gua(2)0,)0(x, 2"),
K2(z,2') = —0,0(x)0(x,2"), (15)

where the index represents the fields: gog — 1, ¢ — 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. [ would read

G = Guv + F@huuu
¢=0+1, (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 0,$0, gag),

G20 (2,2') = VIO ) (000 ()38 () — g0 ()™ ()5 (. 2",
G55 (z,2") = \/9(x)

)
Gas(w,a') = /5(2)J (§)b(x, "), (17)

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

above read,
- Ii2§(lg2
F(¢) =1 _7 4 )
H() =",
26272
J@)=1+2 €2¢ (18)



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., @ = 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 f‘;k 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,
Xo = K. [@lgi;[#l(¢" — &) =0, (19)

then the complicated VD connections f‘kl-j can be replaced by simple Christoffel connections l"j—k over field space.

These have been written down in Appendix [A] along with the inverse field space metric. Upon using Eqs. (&), (1),
([IR) and ([I6) in ([I9) we find,

_ 2 e (VHF@ha) 3 VaF@)h) | Va(WH(G)
o= s @) (—— o + =

. %hH(gZ_))VoAf_) - %W(@Vasf_)), (20)

where we have inserted a factor of /F(¢) which does not alter the gauge. The gauge-breaking Lagrangian following

the gauge condition reads,

1 _

AT (V4 F (@) — 30 Va (@) — 5hH(5)Vad

K2

F(d)a

Sb =
- LI@Vad+ Vator @) (21)

We now proceed to calculate Sy, S1, and S5 as outlined earlier. We obtain

1 1 1
Sy = [ d*z\/|g(z)] [§m21/12 + (LZU + g(l - w)) Ry? + 3 VitV + S Vahy, VR
npe 4 Lo pas 1 a
= VhauV*h + =V 5h** Vo, + (1= =) V,uhVah?

1/1
+- (— = 1) VuhVih -+ (@ = 2R, Roy + (1 - g) hhiR,,,

2 \ 2«
T L I &
S1=r [ d'z/]g()] [Mf‘ SV + MY (@) Vath + MY ($)hu Vo V| (23)
So=r? [ d'ay/[g@)] | Ni()9? + N§ (B)V,0 + Ni“ ()Y V,u Voo + Ni* P ()
+NE T () Vb + NPT (6) V7 Vs . (24)

The expression of various functions appearing in S; and Ss have been written down in Appendix[Bl We have introduced
a parameter w which appears as a factor accompanying the field space connections. Mathematically we have just

made a replacement as follows.

I — Wl (25)



The purpose of introducing w is to keep track of terms arising from connections. In this way, we can turn off the terms
arising from connections by taking w = 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 Sy in the following section.

III. LOCAL MOMENTUM SPACE EXPANSION

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

satisfied by Green’s function can be extracted from Sy. The Green’s function for the scalar field satisfies,
9@ =9 VaVs+m?+ (5 +E0-w)) R)Gla,y) = 3(r,y), (26)
and the Green’s function for the graviton satisfies,
VIg@)] (Aaﬁwﬂﬂvpvg + Baﬁuu)G#W (@, y) = 8z, y)822, (27)

where

1 2
AcBuvop _ (1 _ _) gaﬁgwgm _ ga(ugV)ngd _ Egp(agﬁ)(ugl')d + di(agﬁ)(#gl')d

2«
1 [0 v)o v [0 o
+ <5 — 1) (9P grlig”)e + ghv grle gPlo), (28)
BBy — (w— Q)QQ(#RV)L" —(w— 2)gﬁ(‘“Ry)o‘ + (1 _ %}) go‘ﬁR”V + (1 _ %) gleaﬁ
1 w
N (5 - Z) (29°"g"" — g*Pg)R, (29)
1
Ot = 5 (0p0] + 676,)- (30)

The focus of this section is to solve equations (28) 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 y* and z*
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 S; and S3. These can be recast as derivatives of
propagators that diverge in the limit £ — 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.

1 o
G (Y) = Nv — 3Y Y° Ruavsly—o + O(R?),
v v 1 « v
9" () =" + Sy Y R gly=o + O(R?),
2
r~ (y) = _gyaR#(pa')a|y:0 + O(R2),

1
9(0)| = 1= 559" Raly=o + O(R2). (31)



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

4 ~
Gla,y) = / w2,

(2m)*
d4k iku A
GHV'yT(‘Tuy):/(2ﬂ_)4e GMUVT(kvz)v (32)
where u# = z* — y*. 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
G(k) = Go(k) + G1(k) + Ga(k) + ..., (33)

with a similar expression for the graviton propagator. The subscript counts the order of the derivative of the metric,
ie., Go will not contain any derivative of metric, G, will contain first order derivative of metric, G- 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. B1)), B2) 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 u* which can be dealt with by using,

, 1 o"
wthe | gt etk =

iku
R — 34
i Ok, Oy Oy, (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],

I\ d4k eiky ~
W) = [ e G,
o1 1 w R 2R, sk kP
Gk) = k2 +m?2 + (g 2 +oll —w)) (m? + k2)? B 3(m? + k?)3

Rapy®y®  Raus kKPyty
6(m2+k2)  3(m2 + k2)2

Apart from the connection-dependent terms (proportional to w), 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 [Cl Some important cross-checks of the graviton propagator from previous works are in order. The



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.(CT)) by taking w = 0 and set the gauge parameter o to 1 then the expression coincides
with that found in [40]. Since the gauge parameter « 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 o — 0 (see Eq. [l and the lines following it) after
having computed the effective action (&l).

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

coefficient through the relation [41]
Gop(z,2) = (4m) N 2(mA)N 2RI (| 4+ 1 — N/2) By () (36)

where N is the space-time dimension and Fj 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,
/ dt 11
(2m)4 kt  8w2e’

/ d kR
(2m)r k7

/ Ak kKPS g
(2m)4 kS 32m2¢’

/ d'k KCRPKTRT 90907 + g% g7 + %7 g™ (37)
(2m4 K8 19272¢ ’
where € = 4 — N, we find the pole part of (CI)) taking y as the origin,
R 5aR a’R
Tr[(G) o] = — _at 38
[(G2)yure] 2m2e + 24m2e  4m2e (38)
which implies
5aR
Tv B; = —4R + QT — 242R. (39)

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

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

v U(1+<)7N/2_1 v 02_N_2(1+<)7N/2
Tr E1 =9 9,0 Q.0 N +6,47Q0 N
N3 —N2—12N —48 (1 +{)N?+6(1+ ()N +24 N
1 —N/2 4
+R{ — + — (1+0~2 ), (40)

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

the one appearing in this work is,
14+¢= L (41)
=
For Einstein gravity without cosmological constant the expression for ) W/)‘T is,

1
AT _ DN T AT A DT A DT T DA T DA AT
w =R+ R, —5(5HRV+5VRM+5HRU+6URH)+9 R,
2

1
s AT AT AT
0w (R SRy ) + RSN, (42)
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Using this in (@0) we find the correct result to be

(43)

5N® — 27TN2 + 70N —72 18— 5N + (N +6)C N
Tr By = 14 ¢)~ N2
r R{ 12(2— N) * 6 1+ !

in place of Eq (4.42) of [26]. Setting 1+ ¢ = 1/a and N = 4 in the expression above leads to the correct result for Tr
E; as found in (B9). Another reason why (B9) has to be correct is that when ov — 1 (or equivalently ¢ — 0) limit is

taken, the operator turns into minimal form for which the expression for Tr F; is well known (see [42-44]),
Tr B = Tr(21 - Q). (44)
Using ([@2) we find
T B = -, (45)

which agrees with (39) when o — 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), (Sa), and (S7). 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 Sy

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

WP =g { -t 4 R (-5 —ea-w)) ],

(hap () (x)) = é{ﬁlﬁ (@(6 + o — 20(1 + ) = 20 — 1) (Ga(uRu)s + T3 Rura)
%@aww + G Rap) + 961 0e3 322 —w) = 1)gapgu R
1’82 ((w =20 = 1) + w = 2) Ga(uGu)pR — (18+2a) Ra(w)ﬁ},

(W (@)V, Vo (z)) = #:25 {(1-3w—66(1 - w))GuwR — 2Ry — 3m?G,u} (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 z — y is taken. All other terms in (S2) ([24]) vanish within the scheme of dimensional
regularisation.

The divergent part of (S?) has been written down in Appendix[Dl 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 é-functions|15]. Up to fourth order derivatives appear in (S?) and the
relevant expressions for the same have been conveniently collected in the Appendix [El

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

25

KJ
Qa,@ = ga,@D - Raﬂ gaB

EQVH OV, + —=Va(dV ) — —VadVso. (47)
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1 - - -
After redefining V,, =V, + quﬁvm, we can rewrite the operator in a minimal form (again up to O(¢?)),

T P
Qo = 9apl0) = Rap + 5226V (69,0) + "5 Va(0V59) — 5 VadVsd. (48)
A straightforward use of the heat kernel method gives us the following expression for the divergence in the ghost term,
In DetQ" W L pd06 — ROPY,6V 40 (49)
_Iln - [z _ o
77 1672 \ 6 ?
After some simplifications, we end up with the following expression for divergences in one-loop effective action [14]
PUH&V::/l#xv@(A$D2é4-B&D$4-Cé24—D$234<ERéDé-+E¥WW$VMVU$), (50)
where,
K2 1 aw  3w? aw?
A= ———wt — 4+ —— - —,
1672¢ 2 2 8 8
m2k? a 362 19w fw  3%w  3w?  aw?
B= -1 —aw - S T
1672¢ < Tyttt T T 1 ) ’
Co (B o pe 38 b aw 38w 30 awh) | mPA
1672e \ 2 2 2 4 2 2 8 8 32m2e
m2 k2 5 o 11€  af 13&2 w 13w 1latw  o®éw
D=——|[1-—"4——+——=—-2=2_- "= 13683 — _ —
167‘(26( 12+ 2 + 6 2 4 3 24 4 + 12 2
72w W1+ E€—af)  3¢%? 38w 3&%wW? A 1 w
T T 8 L R S a2 \6 ° 2 T
FE = H2 _1+5_a_a_2_§_§+3_§3+31_w_19ﬂ_a2_w+@_%
1672¢ 12 6 6 2 4 2 48 24 12 12 12
a?éw 3w w2 aw?(l+a)  3w?  afw?  Ew? 383w?
57 ges z — —
Tyt TRt R T T 5 778 2 2 )
K? 7 a o w  Baw w W (1+a+a?)
F=—Ff|-—=—-- — 42 -+ —+ — - — 51
1672 < 6 2 3 X3t Ty o 3 ’ (51)

where ¢ = 4 — N. The expression for gauge-independent effective action can be derived by taking the limit o — 0

and w — 1. The coefficients now read,

92

A:_?é%’
5

B:gjlﬁlza (5_ )’

2,2
D:;%%(%_%§+%ﬁ_9£%’

2 13
Puzﬂg%@—2) (52)

A few comparisons with previous work are in order. The flat spacetime background limit (g, = 7., ) of the expression

(B0) is in agreement with [11, 12]. If we take the limit « — 1 and w — 0, we get the standard effective action in the
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Landau-DeWitt gauge with the following coefficients,
2

K
A=
32n2¢’

m2k?
B = 3¢2 -1

m*r? 3¢2 m2\
=0 (e ) A

1672¢ < &+ 2 ) 32m2e’

m2k? (13 4  13£2 A 1
D = —_— — - 3 - —
< + +3 > + 32m2e (6 §> ’

1672 \ 12 3 4
K2 1 2
E = S -2 43¢
32m2e (6 ¢ 2 +3¢ ) ’
2
F = —1). 53
e (53)

On comparing the expression for effective action (B0) with coefficients (B3] 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 V#q; = 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 (B0) with coefficients given

in (B2)). The divergences may be removed with the following counter-terms,
m2k? (5
0Zy=—5|=—
¢~ 3212 (2 5) ’

sm? = T (9—5 _2 3§2> 2

T 8n2e \ 4 4 1672’

m2k? (8¢ 13 A
66 = - - = -3¢ . 54
¢ 3272 (3 3 ¢ ) + 4872 (54)

We also need to add new terms in the classical action to remove the divergences ER¢¢ and F' R“”évuv,jé in the
effective action.
Renormalization of coupling constants from the standard effective action in Landau-DeWitt gauge (50) with coef-

ficients (B3)) read,

m2K?
824 = 3¢ -1
42 1 3¢? m2\
5 2 — m-K [ -
T e 1”2 ) " Tone
m2k? (1362 5¢ 13 A 1
5 = _— = — — 9 3 - = . 55
¢ 16m2¢ < 2 3 6 ¢ ) + 16m2¢e (5 6) (55)
Let us check whether the effective actions match in the limit k = 0. We find in the limit x = 0,
EDY
om? = 2 >
1;5” ¢ LvD (56)

0§

= A8n2e
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9 m2\
1672

A 1
55—@(5‘6)

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

om

Standard (57)

look closely at the expression for coefficient D in Eqs. (BI). We can see that the difference in the expressions for D
in Egs. (52) and Eqgs. (B3) in x = 0 limit arises after setting the value for w in the expression for D in Eqs. (&) as
shown below.

A

A 1 w w=1

3272 <6 gt 5”) “96re VDL (58)
A 1 w w=0 A 1

m <6 — 5 — 5 + &U) —_— % (6 — §> [standard]. (59)

This makes it clear that the difference in renormalization for £ 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 R¢? in £ — 0 limit. Such terms arise from Ny (¢)1)?

in the expression for Sy ([24). The terms not involving w in Ni(4)? read (see Appendix [B)

A -2 1 <2 2 m? 3m2§2 §2R 2\ not involving w A ) 1
{4¢> T <ms v S Ly T (60)
which agrees with the standard result. The terms involving w in Ny (¢)1)? read,
A 22 1 72 2 m2 3m2§2 ng 2\ involving w Aw -2 1
{4¢ + 5w (m R e e [ (61)

which is completely independent of x causing the discrepancy between the VD and the standard effective actions.
But how do the field space connections which are all proportional to » (see Appendix [Al), contribute towards the
effective action through terms which are independent of k7 To see this we consider the following term involving the
field space connections.
w
2Tl (S04 (62)
We remind the readers of the convention we introduced following Eq.(I5) that is being used here. The term mentioned

above originates from l"fj S kn'n’ in Eq. @ The expression for (I'},),, from the Appendix [A] reads.

K~ = ,%2{&2 z) (1 _
(F%2)HV($7 xlv CL‘”) = Zé(x”v x')&(x”, ‘T){l - 25 + T() (Z - 5 + 3§2> gu”(‘r) (63)
And the derivative of the action wrt. the metric reads,

§

(5.2 (z) = W(ingmxw(@ S GACEE

5 ggﬂy(x)R(ar)> ¢ (z) + <§ - %) VHo(2) V" d(x)

€TV 30) + (] - €) ) Tadlo) Vi) - sgwxw(wm(m))

+ @ (2R"™ (z) — " (z)R()). (64)

The product of Eqgs. (63) and (64]) would then contain terms independent of &,

(T35) w (S1)2p? = (% - w§> Ry? + other k-dependent terms (65)

w

2
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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 x = 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 £ = 0 in [12])

Now that we have shown that the effective actions differ in the limit x = 0, let us also see how the effective actions
compare if we start with the classical theory [l 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 = \/Eg(x,w’) (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. B0 with w taken zero in [B1] (of course, we
throw away all the x-dependent terms in the absence of gravity (h,, = 0)). Since the x-independent terms in [1]
are also independent of the gauge parameter « 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 k = 0,
taken after computing them for the classical theory [l 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 k = 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 E;. 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
k = 0. We have shown that a non-trivial cancellation of s 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 [l and taking the limit x = 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.

Chbas () = {% (1+ 552 @010 0300 5) - 0 )30 + 5 g >gaﬁ<x>}6<x,x’>,

a2 wat) = 90, @)s(e. ),

G2(z,2') = (1 - %)5@,5), (A1)

The Christoffel connection I‘é i arising from the field space metric is given by the following expression,

, 1 .
k= ggd(glj,k + Gik,j = Gjk,t) (A2)
A straightforward calculation of the components of the connections yields,

<rh>“”"°'<:c,:c',x">=n5<w",x'>5<w”=w>( 5GP (@07) + 79" (2)50,0 + 79 (2)6050%

KJ2 242 T :‘$2 2 12 T
+1 (1= 2D g @0 @) - g (1- ) gm)wu)g"%m)

(Tia)ps (2, 2",2") = —¢ o(a",a")8 (", @)(Gpo ()" (x) — 25,0%)

()0’ = 5" 2/)5a", ) (1 ~2e+ SO (1 hag) >gw<w>

K2EQ(z) ~ <
(0329 (.2 = X500 01150 2 (017 (@) — 290 ()57 ()
(03)" (2", 2") = (2" ,a)o(a", )7 (x)
K2EP(x) = <
(T2,)(x, 2, 2") = 5;5( )5($/I,£CI)5(LL'/I,$) (3¢ —1) (A3)

Appendix B: Functions appearing in the expression for S; and 5S>

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

that appear in the expression for S; B3] read,

M{"(¢) = %{éﬁ’“’ (1 - %") (m? 4 €R) — 26¢pRapg® 5" (1 _ g)

_1—1/7 —a v) T —a(p-v e
+ S @06 - 257V 599) + 265705V V0 + 706 (& %) )

(0%
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Mg (@) =g 056 (-0 - 1) + 976 (36— 1) 1)

2c
—a(pu=v)B8 7 _ l v =af3 iy i _ l
+¢g°tg ¢<2 >+9“ 9"V (5 (2a 1>+2) By
M§Va6(¢) 59“(0‘ l/(b (1 _ l) +§gaﬁ Hu(b (_ _ 2) (BQ)

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

appear in the expression for S 23] read,

o Aoy 1 9 m?  3m2¢2 2R f(}BD(JB 1 & w
Ni(¢) = 79" + qwo (m§ 1 SRl R wll S
VooV [ 1 £ w 362w
AL [ - B
T <2a 203 T (B3)
VV
N3 (¢) = €¢a ¢ (— 6) (B4)
v E2gh §*
“ - _
N (g) = -2 (B)
NMVQIQ(QT)) g (1 _ %) (52 (g#l’Raﬁ + gaﬁR#V _ 2@“(#}%’/)5 _ 2@#’(#1{”)0‘)
m2¢2(1 _gw) —aff —uv —a(p=v)B 5 72 w —afB-uv —a(p=v)B
T(g g" —2g*"g )+E¢R(1—§—€w)(g g —2g*"g"")
2
-5 <1 + f - % + gw) (§*PVHGVY G + gV PVE G — 257wV § — 2gP gy i)
1 _ _ _ _ _ _ _
- % (5 + %’) (g™ VIV G+ g VIVIG = 257V VIV — 257GV g)
W ol —a(p=v VV w —aff —pv —a(p=v
+ g—(zﬂ<z5(g Pghv —2gong)fy 4 % (1 -5 +€w) (g*Pg" — 2g°g)P) (B6)
ro 1 o —= v 17 OL v OL
NE ) = (1+ 2—)( g g D+ g gV G+ g2 g VP + g 6V )
g g7 (2P 6 1 38 a8 & LN apow oz
— g g oVIo (14 = | = =g g PoVIio+ 2 (14— | g*7g" eV 9 (B7)
« 4 4 2
prafyT 5952 1 oy zT(kzV)B | ZBYaT(kar)o ah(vaTIvzaB _ zuysr(azp)T
Ng (@) = =g 5797”7 +97g™"g") + 49" g g™ — 979" g
vy spu(a=06)T “pu(a=0)v=yT 1 Va3 =T 1 SUV sa(Y 5T
— g gtleghT 4 gMleghlvgrT — (1 — %> G gl — 2 (1 + a) g geg )B) (B8)

Appendix C: Graviton propagator

The expression for the graviton propagator in the momentum space defined in Eq. up to the first order in the
background curvature reads,
~ 21— )4 —w+ a(w
(G2)yuryr = =

1 o 1
+ %(gm/g'y‘r - 2gu(797)u>k kﬁRaﬁ + (

—2) . 8(1—a) o
kK Rag kugu)rkr) + iy Byase b kK7

8
—a)2-w) (.
16 <gwk k( Br)a

— 2Ra(7§7)(#ky)ka + kuky Ryr — k(wgf)(#Ry)aka + gwko‘k(#Ry)a + kykr R,

_ _ 2 (4o 4
— Gukyk R — gwkukuR) + 7% (? —wo? +w— §> k(R (v ir
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1

4o 2 2
+ — <— —l—sz —2a° + g — w) k(ugu)('yk‘r)R — —(gm/kakﬁR'yaTﬁ

k6 3k6
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16(1 — )
3k6
1 [w 5\ _ _ 1 2 _ _
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3k
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(k(uRuyypr + k(uRpy)r + 4k, RT)(W)ﬁ — 2k(.90) (v Rryp

= Kk Rey(amph = kK Bey(ap ki)Y’ 3k4 97k Ra(un 9

4i _ (a—=1), a
+ 373k (Gutr By ays + v By (amp)y” + i Fv)(kn) Rapy y°
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1
12k2
1 _ _ _
+ @(g’YTRMOZVﬂ + guuRvaTB - 29#(7R7)auﬁ - 2gv(’yRT)a,u‘r)

il —1), _ o 4(1 — )
a6 FIn)(rfiryaspk Ky =g

376 Fuli) () KK Ry y”

+
1 _ _ ar.B P,
+ @(guugv‘r - 2.g,u('yg~r)u)]€ k Rapﬂay Y. (Cl)
Appendix D: Divergent part of S?

After considerable calculation, we obtain the following expression for the divergences in S%,

S%laiv = m{&2m4<a—3+4§—3g2 §2+3w—aw—2§w—3i+o‘—‘“2> 2¢2R( B ag+ B

1672¢ 4 4 2
2 26316 2¢3 Téw? 2
R —10§w+g togh - B0 TR okw +26%0°)
6 o 3 4 4
- 1 2 2
+m2¢D¢(2+——o¢—2§—3§2 5 5w+2aw+2§w+3%—%)
1 Ta  ao? 5 {2 1352 &£ bw  w a’w
Opl=— —— —+ — -3+ =4 — - —
+ R ¢( A e T o o3 S aw - T
dw 2w w 5{2 3 5 w o TEW? afw? 9 9
- - =+ — -2
35 o T2 T PRI TG 6 5“’)

_ _ 3 2
—I—RWQZ)V”VV(b(?)—a—Zl{—I—w—2aw+a2w+2§w) + o0 ¢(1+2w—aw—%+%)}

(D1)

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

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

4 d4k ikup; i W, vV

Vad*(z,y) = (27T)4e [tk + —kaRw,y d (E1)
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Vud*(z,y) = (27r)4 [ika + = k (B — R Ju" (u” +2y7) + gka/RWy v (E2)



d4 Z u Z v 1 v
VaVsdt(z,y) _/(%)4 k[ —kokg + T huB{op), " = Ghaks Ruy"y"] (E3)
4 d4k 1ku Y Wi, v v
VaVid'(z,y) = 2m)i° [~kake + & k: ky(R), 5 — R, )ut (u” +2y")
2 v
+ —K»szaﬁ/)#iE‘u - —kakg/Rw,y“y ] (E4)
d4k zku Y Wi,V v
Var V) = [ (gogae ook + Rk (Rl = R i +20°)
2i . .
+ gk#Réto/ﬁ’)vx N Ekwkﬁ'Rwy“y J (E5)

4 d4k 1ku 2i T 2 T
VQvﬁV»Y(S (I,y) = [ Zk kﬁk + kTR(ﬁ’)’)Ot_ gkakTR(ﬁ,y)‘u.f'u

2 N 2 N i ,
- gkﬁkTR(a,y)#I’M - —kfykTR( a)p H — —kakﬁkvR‘uyyuy ] (EG)

k Z u
vavﬁv7,54(x,y)_/(2ﬂ)4 M —ikakgky + o k R e — k: kr R7g o,

2 T T v
— gk,@k-,—R(a,yz)#CEu - gkv’kTR(ﬁa),uxu - EkakBkV,Rﬁ”’y”y

+ %kakﬁkT(RT . — RI, b (u 4 2y7)] (ET)

pry Ww)

d*k 2i 2
4 zku T T
V o Cﬁ/ C»Y/(S (.I,y) = / 271')4 [ ik kﬁlk + kq-R( a7 gkak‘rR( /'Y/)HI

2 ; 2 ; i ,
= ke kr Riay @ — ghy ke Rigia), @ — gkakprky Ruwy™y

A

i T T v v

+ gkak(ﬁ/kT (R#V'Y,) - R,Y/)#U)’U,M(’U, + 2y )] (ES)
4 d4k zku 2 T
VG’VB’V’Y’é (z,y) = (27‘()4 [ ikarkp by + 3 k R(5 "yl gko‘,kTR(ﬁ"Y’)#x
2 . i ,

- gkﬂ’k R(a 1oy )# - gkrylkTR(ﬁ/a/)#Jiu - Eka’kﬁ’kv’Ruuyuy
+ Gka/kﬁ/k (R — R )ul (u” + 2yY)

i T T v v
+ Eka/k ’kT(R,uuﬁ’ - Rﬁmy)u”(u + 2y )

7
+ kﬁ'k kr (Ruua - Ra uu)u#(u + 2y )] (Eg)
d4k

e kokghyky — { krk,Rl

vavﬁv7V754($7y) :/ (BY) +3 k k R(BT)Q

e

+ 3kﬂk R .+ 3k ok RY, T)ﬂ+ 5 2 ok, R(W)U v
k ki R 2 gkakfkpRﬁw kﬁk ko R, 07"
+ ngkapR(pM)gx” + %kykapraﬁ)U;v"
- %kakﬁkwkTRgpygyp}] (E10)
VanV7V7/54(x,y) = / (;ljrl;l etk (kakpkykr — {ng/kpR(pﬁ'y)a + gk’ykpR@sT/)a
+ 3kﬂk Rl o+ 3k akipR{ 5+ 5 2 kko R, @
+ ékakwkprﬁT,)Gx“ + gkakT,kprng“



2 ko R, 42 3 2 sk kR °

T3 (am)o®

Z o o
+ gk'ykT/kpR?aﬁ)ox N Ekakﬁk'YkT’dey y’

1 € € (e
—+ gkakﬁk'}’kﬁ(Ro’p‘ﬂ — RT'G’p)u (UP =+ 2yp)}]

d4k iku
VanVW/VT/M(;p,y) = / (27T)4€k [kakﬁk'y/kT’ —{ k. k R(B’Y )a+ k 'k R(,@T’)a

+ klgkR

; + 2kak RO, D kaksk RE, . 2

(vr)a T 3 (’Y’T’) 3 o (v'7")o

kk kR( /)I+ kk‘r/kR( /)

k@k k R? 7 + 3k6k7—’k R? xz°

(at")o

3 (av)o®

3k etk R g 07 = &

+ = k kﬁk k (Rap‘r _R‘er/ap)ug(up_FQyp)

kakgkv/kT/Rgpy”yp

+ 6k akpkrke(Rg 0y — Ry p,)u’ (u” + 2yp)}]

d*k
(2m)*

VoV VyVed(2,y) = / U [kakg ke krr — {3k7fk R(ﬂ,v/)a + 2k kR

2
P P 2°
+ gkerkpRY o + 3 k: koR{ e + 5 2 ks, R,

o) w)o

14 o P a
+ gkak 'k R(B/ Nt + kakT/kpR x

3 (B'v")o
k kyk,R? 2 ke, R U
s (ar)o®’ g R Rp by e T

1
3 k kT’k R(aB )O’ - gkakﬂ/k'ylkT,RG'Pyayp

+ 6k ok ke (RS

1 €
+ Gk kﬁ/k k (Rapv R’y ap) (up + 2yp)

— R%,,)u’ (uf + 2y°)

opt’

1 € [ea
+ 6k akykr ke (RS 50 — Ry, (u”+2y”)}]

d'k 2
VQIVB,V’YlvT’54($,y) = / (2Tr>4 €Zku[ka’k6’k’7,k7l - {gk-,—/kpr )O/ + k k R

3 (ﬂ/ /) ’

+ kg/k Ry gka/k wa’r’)ﬁ' 42 ka/kﬁ/k R{ 0,
3 2 ko oR{grot” + 5 2 kakink oRl o
kﬁ/k kR ékﬁ/kq-/kpR?a,,y/)UIU
+ gkv’kr’kpRé)a’ﬁ’)ng - %ka’kﬁ’kv’kT’Ropyayp
+ %ka'kﬁ’kw'ke(f?émf = RLrgp)u” (u” +2y7)
+ éka,kﬁ,kT,k (RS — Ry )u” (uf + 2y°)

1 € € [ed
+ Eka’kv’kT’ké(Ropﬂ’ - RB'UP)U (’U,p + 2yp)

3 (B'm)ex

19

(E11)

(BE12)

(E13)



(1]
2]

(16]

(17]

(18]

(19]

20]

(21]

(22]

20

1 € € (e
+ ghiorky krke (R o — Riygy)u® (u” + 2y”)}] (E14)

S.P. Robinson & F. Wilczek, Gravitational Correction to Running of Gauge Couplings.|Phys. Rev. Lett. 96, 231601|(2006).
A. R. Pietrykowski, Gauge Dependence of Gravitational Correction to Running of Gauge Couplings.
Phys. Rev. Lett. 98, 061801 (2007).

T. Appelquist & A. Chodos, Quantum effects in Kaluza-Klein Theories. |Phys. Rev. Lett. 50, 141l (1982)

G. Kunstatter & H.P. Leivo, On the gauge-dependence of the one-loop effective potential in self-consistent dimensional
reduction. | Phys. Lett. B, Volume 166, Issue 3, Pages 321-324| (1986)

G. Kunstatter & H.P. Leivo, Gauge-dependence of self-consistent dimensional reduction.
Nucl. Phys. B, Volume 279, Issue 3-4, Pages 641-658| (1987)

I. Antoniadis, J. Iliopoulos & T.N. Tomaras, Gauge mvariance n quantum gravity.
Nucl. Phys. B, Volume 267, Issue 2, Pages 497-508 (1986)

B. de Wit & N.D. Hari Dass, Gauge independence in quantum gravity. |Nucl. Phys. B, Volume 374, Issue 1, Pages 99-122
(1992)

G. A. Vilkovisky, The unique effective action in quantum field theory, Nucl. Phys. B, Volume 23/, Issue 1, Pages 125-137
(1984).

L. E. Parker and D. J. Toms, Quantum Field Theory in Curved Spacetime: Quantized Fields and Gravity, Cambridge
Monographs on Mathematical Physics, Cambridge University Press (2009).

I. L. Buchbinder, S. D. Odintsov, and I. L. Shapiro, |Effective Action in Quantum Gravity, CRC Press, Bristol, UK (1992).
S. Aashish, S. Panda, A. Tinwala & A. Vidyarthi. Covariant Effective Action for Scalar-Tensor Theories of Gravity.
JCAP10(2021)006| (2021).

P. Mackay & D. J. Toms, Quantum gravity and scalar fields. |Phys. Lett. B, Volume 684. Issue 4-5, Pages 251-255](2009).
T. S. Bunch & L. Parker, Feynman Propagator in Curved Space-Time: A Momentum Space Representation.
Phys. Rev. D 20, 2499-2510) (1979).

T.S. Bunch, Local momentum space and two-loop renormalizability of \¢* field theory in curved space-time.
Gen Relal Gravit 13, 711-723] (1981).

E. Calzetta, I. Jack & L. Parker, Quantum gauge fields at high curvature. |[Phys. Rev. D, 33, 953-977| (1986).

M. Awada & D. J. Toms, Induced gravitational and gauge field actions from quantized matter fields in non-abelian Kaluza-
Klein theory. |[Nucl. Phys. B, Volume 245, Pages 161-188) (1984).

S.R. Huggins, G. Kunstatter, H. P. Leivo & D. J. Toms, The Vilkovisky-DeWitt effective action for quantum gravity
Nucl. Phys. B, Volume 301, Issue 4, Pages 627-660| (1988).

D. J. Toms, Induced Einstein-Mazwell action in Kaluza-Klein theory. |Phys. Lett. B, Volume 129, Issues 1-2, Pages 31-35
(1983).

E. Calzetta, H. Salehi, & Bei-Lok Hu, Quantum kinetic field theory in curved spacetime: Covariant Wigner function and
Liouville-Viasov equations. Phys. Rev. D, 37, Pages 2901-2919| (1988).

Bei-Lok Hu & D. O’Connor, Effective Lagrangian for 4 theory in curved spacetime with varying background fields: Quasilocal
approzimation. |[Phys. Rev. D. 30, 743 (1984).

Bei-Lok Hu, R. Critchley, & A. Stylianopoulos, Finite-temperature quantum field theory in curved spacetime: Quasilocal
effective Lagrangians. Phys. Rev. D 35, 510-527| (1987).

I. Moss, D. J. Toms, & A. Wright, Effective action at finite temperature. [Phys. Rev. D. 46, 1671-1679 (1992).


https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.96.231601
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.98.061801
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.50.141
https://doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(86)90808-7
https://doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(87)90014-9
https://doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(86)90402-5
https://doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(92)90478-T
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/0550321384902281
https://www.cambridge.org/in/academic/subjects/physics/theoretical-physics-and-mathematical-physics/quantum-field-theory-curved-spacetime-quantized-fields-and-gravity?format=HB&isbn=9780521877879
https://www.routledge.com/Effective-Action-in-Quantum-Gravity/Buchbinder-Odintsov-Shapiro/p/book/9780750301220
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2021/10/006
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2009.12.032
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.20.2499
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00759414
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.33.953
https://doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(84)90428-0
https://doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(88)90280-5
https://doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(83)90722-0
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.37.2901
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.30.743
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.35.510
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.46.1671

21

[23] D. J. Toms, Quantum gravitational contributions to quantum electrodynamics. [Nature 468, 56-59| (2010).

[24] D. J. Toms, Quadratic divergences and quantum gravitational contributions to gauge coupling constants. |[Phys. Rev. D. 84
(2011).

[25] D. J. Toms, Gauged Yukawa model in curved spacetime. |Phys. Rev. D 98, 025015] (2018).

[26] 1. Moss & D. J. Toms, Invariants of the heat equation  for  non-minimal  operators.
Journal of Physics A: Mathematical and Theoretical. 47 (2013).

[27] B. S. DeWitt, Quantum Field Theory and Quantum Statistics vol 1, ed I. A. Batalin, C. J. Isham and G. A. Vilkovisky
(Bristol: Hilger) p 191 (1987).

[28] A. O. Barvinsky, Heat kernel expansion in the background field formalism, |Scholarpedia, 10(6):31644 (2015).

[29] A.O. Barvinsky & G.A. Vilkovisky The generalized Schwinger-Dewitt technique in gauge theories and quantum gravity
Physics Reports, Volume 119, Issue 1, Pages 1-74] (1985).

[30] I.L. Buchbinder & S.D. Odintsov Unique effective action in Kaluza-Klein theories and spontaneous compactification
Sov. J. Nucl. Phys. 47, 377-379, Yad.Fiz. 47, 598-601] (1988).

[31] I.L. Buchbinder, E.N. Kirillova & S.D. Odintsov, The Vilkovisky effective action in the even-dimensional quantum gravity
Mod. Phys. Lett. A 4, 633-644/ (1989).

[32] PM. Lavrov, S.D. Odintsov & LV. Tyutin, On the Unique Effective Action in Field Theory
Mod. Phys. Lett. A 3, 1273-1276| (1988).

[33] L.L. Buchbinder & S.D. Odintsov, Parametrization and gauge invariant effective action for constituent fields
Phys. Lett. B, Volume 228, Issue 1, Pages 104-110| (1989).

[34] S.D. Odintsov, The Vilkovisky Effective Action in Quantum Gravity with SU(5) Grand Unification Theory
Europhys. Lett. 10, 287-292/ (1989).

[35] S.D. Odintsov & LN. Shevchenko Unique effective action in two-dimensional induced quantum gravity
Z. Phys. C 56 (1992) 315-318, Sov. Phys. J. 34 (1991) 624-627, Izv.Vuz.Fiz. 7 (1991) 74-76.

[36] S. Panda, A. Tinwala & A. Vidyarthi, Covariant effective action for generalized Proca theories. JCAPO01(2022)062 (2022).

[37] S. Aashish & S. Panda, Covariant quantum corrections to a scalar field model inspired by nonminimal natural inflation.
JCAP06(2020)009| (2020).

[38] B. L. Giacchini, T. Netto, and I. L. Shapiro, Vilkovisky unique effective action in quantum grav-
ity/Phys. Rev. D 102, 106006 (2020).

[39] E. S. Fradkin & A. A. Tseytlin, On the New  Definition of Off-shell  Effective  Action.
Nucl. Phys. B, Volume 234, Issue 2, Pages 509-523| (1984).

[40] I. L. Bukhbinder, S.D. Odintsov & I. L. Shapiro, Local momentum-space representation of graviton propagators in an
external gravitational field and one-loop counterterms in quantum gravity. Soviet Physics Journal 27, 298-300| (1984).

[41] D. J. Toms, Quantization of the minimal and non-minimal vector field in curved space. larXiv.1509.05989 (2015).

[42] G. W. Gibbons, |General Relativity: An Finstein Centenary Survey. S. W. Hawking & W. Israel. Cambridge University
Press (2010).

[43] P. B. Gilkey, Invariance theory, the heat equation and the Atiyah-Singer index theorem), CRC Press(2018).

[44] B. S. DeWitt, Dynamical Theory of Groups and Fields. Am. J. Phys. 341209| (1966).

[45] C. F. Steinwachs & A. Y. Kamenshchik, One-loop divergences for gravity nonminimally coupled to a multiplet of scalar
fields: Calculation in the Jordan frame. 1. the main results, |[Phys. Rev. D 84, 024026/ (2011).

[46] J. M. Martin-Garcia, zTensor: Fast abstract tensor computer algebra| (2002).

[47] D. Brizuela, J. M. Martin-Garcia, & G. A. M. Marugan, zPert: computer algebra for metric perturbation theory,
Gen. Relativ. Gravit. 41, 2415| (2009).


https://doi.org/10.1038/nature09506
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.84.084016
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.98.025015
https://doi.org/10.1088/1751-8113/47/21/215401
http://www.scholarpedia.org/article/Heat_kernel_expansion_in_the_background_field_formalism#Eq-8
https://doi.org/10.1016/0370-1573(85)90148-6
https://inspirehep.net/literature/273565
https://doi.org/10.1142/S0217732389000769
https://doi.org/10.1142/S0217732388001525
https://doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(89)90533-9
https://doi.org/10.1209/0295-5075/10/4/001
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01555530
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2022/01/062
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2020/06/009
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.102.106006
https://doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(84)90075-0
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00893711
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.1509.05989
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2010grae.book.....H/abstract
https://www.routledge.com/Invariance-Theory-The-Heat-Equation-and-the-Atiyah-Singer-Index-Theorem/Gilkey/p/book/9780203749791
https://doi.org/10.1119/1.1953053
https://journals.aps.org/prd/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevD.84.024026
http://www.xact.es/xTensor/index.html
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007%2Fs10714-009-0773-2#citeas 

	Local momentum space: Scalar field and gravity
	Abstract
	Introduction
	Some essential preliminaries for the computation of divergences in the one-loop VD effective action
	Local momentum space expansion
	Propagators

	One-loop divergences in the VD effective action
	Renormalization and comparison of the effective actions
	Conclusion
	Acknowledgement
	Field space Christoffel connections
	Functions appearing in the expression for S1 and S2
	Graviton propagator
	Divergent part of S12
	Curvature expansion for derivatives acting on -functions
	References


