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Trace Anomaly in Metric-Affine gravity
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We explore the trace (Weyl) anomaly within a general metric-affine geometry that includes both
torsion and nonmetricity. Using the Heat Kernel method and Seeley’s algorithm, we compute the
Minakshisundaram coefficients for arbitrary spacetimes within this framework, incorporating the
effects of the nonmetricity and torsion tensors for the first time. We then determine the correc-
tions to the trace anomaly at one loop for the matter sector in theories invariant under conformal
transformation, frame rescaling transformation, and projective transformation. We identify a new
anomaly related to hypermomentum, arising from the dilation part mediated by the Weyl compo-
nent of nonmetricity. As particular cases, we analyze the spin 0 and spin 1/2 cases, considering
various couplings between matter and the gravitational sector. We demonstrate that invariance
under the frame rescaling transformation results in an anomaly in the relationship between the
hypermomentum and the stress-energy tensor. In contrast, under the projective transformation, no
anomaly is present; specifically, there is no non-zero trace of the hypermomentum tensor in any of
our concrete examples.

I. INTRODUCTION

Trace anomaly of an energy momentum tensor [1] is one of anomalies in quantum field theory. Under the Weyl
symmetry, which also implies the conformal symmetry in the Minkowski background for a diffeomorphism invariant
theory [2], the trace of the energy momentum tensor vanishes classically. However, once quantum effects are taken into
account, its expectation value takes a non-zero value in general, which is called trace anomaly or conformal anomaly
[3, 4]. This effect has a lot of interesting applications in particle physics [5–7], cosmology [8–12], and gravity [13–16].

The form of the trace anomaly can be classified into two parts. One of them is sourced by spacetime curvature
and is often called Weyl anomaly while the other is sourced by local (four dimension) operators and the running of
the couplings. In this paper, we concentrate on the former without external gauge fields. The form of trace (Weyl)
anomaly depends on the gravity theory and matter content. In the context of the so-called metric formalism of gravity,
or equivalently, in the framework of Riemannian geometry, an affine connection is uniquely fixed to be the Levi-Civita
one. In such a framework, the form of the Weyl anomaly can be easily calculated and known to consist of only two
terms in four dimensions [17] given by 〈T µ

µ〉 = a1
(

C2 + 2
32R

)

+a2G with the Weyl squared term C2 ≡ CαβµνC
αβµν

and the Gauss-Bonnet term G = R2 − 4RµνR
µν + RαβµνR

αβµν , and whose coefficients a1, a2 depend on the matter
content.

Beyond the traditional Riemannian geometry, there are other formalisms of gravity, such as Einstein-Cartan gravity,
which employs Riemann-Cartan geometry with torsion, and the more general Metric-Affine Gravity (MAG), which
incorporates both torsion and nonmetricity tensors [18–22]. In both cases, the affine connection is not necessarily the
Levi-Civita connection and is only determined after the action is specified, provided these fields are non-dynamical.
However, if they possess additional dynamics, they lead to extra field equations obtained from the variation of the
action with respect to the affine connection (or the spin connection in the gauge formalism). These theories can also
introduce new dynamics and effects in astrophysical and cosmological scenarios [23–57], where the new degrees of
freedom from torsion and nonmetricity significantly impact gravity, reflecting its intrinsic properties [18, 58, 59].

In these non-Riemannian gravity theories, the form of the Weyl anomaly might also be modified. For example, the
form of the anomaly in the Riemann-Cartan case has been discussed by several authors [14, 60–69], while in the more
general case of MAG, particularly regarding the effects of nonmetricity, it has not yet been thoroughly explored, to
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the best of our knowledge. Our primary objective is to derive a generic form of the Weyl anomaly by considering
both the torsion and nonmetricity tensors.

In the generic case of MAG, a new source (or matter content) emerges, associated with the additional degrees of
freedom. This quantity is called the hypermomentum tensor, which is defined by taking the variation of a matter action
with respect to an affine connection. Depending on the definition of matter coupling, one may have hypermomentum
or not. In the minimal coupling scenario, there are no couplings between a scalar field and the connection, leading to
a zero hypermomentum [70]. However, in more general situations, one can have couplings between these quantities,

such as by changing the kinetic term from 1
2g

µν∇̃µφ∇̃νφ ≡ 1
2g

µν∂µφ∂νφ to − 1
2g

µνφ∇̃µ∇̃νφ (see for exmple [71]).
In a similar way, there are several scale transformations in the generic case of MAG since a metric and an affine

connection are independent at the action level and can transform independently under a scale transformation. Among
them, there are three particularly interesting scale transformations [72]. One is the conformal or Weyl transformation,
in which only the metric is transformed, and the trace of the energy-momentum tensor vanishes classically if the action
is invariant under this transformation. Another is the frame rescaling transformation, in which both the metric and
the affine connection are transformed, and the combination of the traces of the energy-momentum tensors and the
hypermomentum tensor vanishes classically if the action is invariant under this transformation. Yet another is the
projective transformation, in which only the affine connection is transformed, and the trace of the hypermomentum
tensor vanishes classically if the action is invariant under this transformation. In particular, the last one is quite special
in that only the affine connection is transformed. Therefore, any lesson from a framework of Riemannian geometry
does not apply, and it is a non-trivial question whether a new type of trace anomaly appears — that is, whether the
trace of the hypermomentum tensor becomes non-zero due to quantum effects under this projective transformation.
As far as we know, nobody has yet addressed this question, and this is the second main topic of this paper.

This paper is constructed as follows: In Sec. II, we briefly present the fundamental principles and geometrical
descriptions of MAG. In Sec. III, we review the heat kernel method via the derivation of the trace anomaly for the
stress-energy tensor in conformally invariant theories in the framework of Riemannian geometry. In Sec. IV, we go back
to the derivation of the asymptotic expansion of the heat kernel and then generalize the expansion coefficients from
the Riemannian case and Riemann-Cartan cases to the generic case of MAG. In the first half, we roughly introduce the
mathematical tools to construct the heat kernel in the context of the theory for pseudo differential operators. Using
these concepts for the heat operator, we follow the algorithm for deriving the Minakshisundaram coefficients, which is
known as Seeley’s algorithm. In the second part of this section, we review the Riemannian and the Riemann-Cartan
cases and then generalize to the MAG case. In this part, we emphasize that the advantage of Seeley’s algorithm
is that the calculation is systematic and thus easy to modify. In Sec. V, we apply the generalized coefficients to
several concrete theories. First, we consider the trace anomaly in the context of MAG. Since there are independent
fundamental variables, the metric and the affine connection, there are three types of scaling transformation: conformal
transformation, projective transformation, and frame rescaling. We investigate whether the trace anomaly appears
in the scale-invariant theories under these transformations. In particular, it is demonstrated that the trace anomaly
emerges in the relationship between the stress-energy tensor and the hypermomentum tensor when the scale-invariant
theory is considered under the frame rescaling. Furthermore, we apply our result to the spin 1/2 case in which fermion
couples to the torsion and the nonmetricity via non-minimal coupling. Finally, in Sec. VI, we summarize our main
results.

We will use the mostly negative signature ηµν = diag(+,−,−,−) and the natural units c = ~ = 1. For the indices
on tensors, we denote spacetime indices and internal indices in Greek and Latin, respectively.

II. BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF METRIC-AFFINE GEOMETRIES

We consider a 4-dimensional differentiable manifold equipped with two independent quantities: the metric gµν and

an affine connection Γ̃λ
µν . The latter provides a means to define parallel transport, and in generic MAG geometries,

it contains up to 64 degrees of freedom, which can be separated as:

Γ̃λ
µν = Γλ

µν +Nλ
µν , (1)

where Γλ
µν is the Levi-Civita connection and the post-Riemannian terms are described by the so-called distortion

tensor Nλ
µν , given by

Nλ
µν = Kλ

µν + Lλ
µν , (2)

where the contortion Kλ
µν and disformation tensors Lλ

µν are defined as:

Kλ
µν =

1

2

(

T λ
µν − Tµ

λ
ν − Tν

λ
µ

)

, Lλ
µν =

1

2

(

Qλ
µν −Qµ

λ
ν −Qν

λ
µ

)

. (3)
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In these equations, we have defined the torsion and nonmetricity tensors as

T λ
µν = 2Γ̃λ

[µν] , Qλµν = ∇̃λgµν , (4)

where ∇̃µ denotes the covariant derivative related to the general connection acting on an arbitrary tensor T λ1...λi
ρ1...ρj

defined as

∇̃µT
λ1...λi

ρ1...ρj
= ∂µT

λ1...λi
ρ1...ρj

+ Γ̃λ1

σµT
σ...λi

ρ1...ρj
+ ...+ Γ̃λi

σµi
T λ1...σ

ρ1...ρj

− Γ̃σ
ρ1µT

λ1...λi
σ...ρj

− ...− Γ̃σ
ρjµT

λ1...λi
ρ1...σ . (5)

Using these defintions we can define the curvature tensor as

R̃λ
ρµν = ∂µΓ̃

λ
ρν − ∂ν Γ̃

λ
ρµ + Γ̃λ

σµΓ̃
σ
ρν − Γ̃λ

σνΓ̃
σ

ρµ (6)

= Rλ
ρµν +∇µN

λ
ρν −∇νN

λ
ρµ +Nλ

σµN
σ
ρν −Nλ

σνN
σ
ρµ , (7)

where one notices that the Riemannian curvature tensor Rλ
ρµν is corrected due to torsion and nonmetricity.

For our study, it would be useful to decompose torsion and nonmetricity in the pseudo-orthogonal group as:

T λ
µν =

1

3

(

δλ νTµ − δλ µTν
)

+
1

6
ελ ρµνS

ρ + tλ µν , (8)

Qλµν = gµνWλ +րQλµν = gµνWλ + gλ(µΛν) −
1

4
gµνΛλ +

1

3
ελρσ(µΩν)

ρσ + qλµν , (9)

where րQλµν is the so-called traceless part of nonmetricity. For the torsion sector, we have introduced one vector Tµ,
one pseudo-vector Sµ and one totally traceless tensor tλµν (satisying t[λµν] = 0). These quantities are defined as

Tµ = T ν
µν , (10)

Sµ = εµλρνT
λρν , (11)

tλµν = Tλµν − 2

3
gλ[νTµ] −

1

6
ελρµνS

ρ . (12)

On the other hand, for the nonmetricity sector, we introduce two vectors: Wµ (the so-called Weyl part of nonmetricity)
and Λµ, along with one totally traceless and pseudo-traceless tensor Ωλ

µν (also satisfying Ω[λµν] = 0), and finally, a
totally symmetric tensor qλµν , defined as:

Wµ =
1

4
Qµν

ν , (13)

Λµ =
4

9
(Qν

µν −Wµ) , (14)

Ωλ
µν = −

[

εµνρσQρσλ + εµνρ λ

(

3

4
Λρ −Wρ

)]

, (15)

qλµν = Q(λµν) − g(µνWλ) −
3

4
g(µνΛλ) . (16)

where εµνρσ =
√−gǫµνρσ is the 4-dimensional Levi-Civita tensor and ǫµνρσ the 4-dimensional Levi-Civita symbol.

There are different types of geometries that can be obtained from the generic MAG geometry case. For example, the
simplest of them is when torsion and nonmetricity vanish, providing us with Riemannian geometry. Other important
examples include when nonmetricity vanishes, giving rise to the so-called Riemann-Cartan geometries, or when only
nonmetricity is described solely by its Weyl part, labeled as Weyl-Cartan geometries.

We can then formulate theories of gravity in generic MAG geometries as:

S(g, Γ̃) =

∫

d4x
√−g

[

Lg(g, Γ̃) + Lm(g, Γ̃)
]

, (17)

with Lg denoting the gravitational sector and Lm the matter content. Since the matter Lagrangian depends on the
metric and the connection, we can define two different matter quantities. First, we can define the energy-momentum
tensor as

Tµν = − 2√−g
δ(
√−gLm)

δgµν
. (18)
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Further, we can define a new source labeled as hypermomentum defined as

∆λ
µν = − 2√−g

δ(
√−gLm)

δΓ̃λ
µν

. (19)

This quantity can be further split into three pieces:

∆µνλ = (s)∆[µν]λ +
1

4
gµν

(d)∆λ + (sh)ր∆(µν)λ . (20)

Here, the first part is related to intrinsic spin (which is the source of torsion), the second part is related to intrinsic
dilations (which is the source of the trace part of nonmetricity) with (d)∆µ = ∆ν

νµ, and the last part is related to
intrinsic shears (which provide a source for the traceless part of nonmetricity).

III. HEAT KERNEL METHOD

The heat kernel method is a useful prescription for evaluating one-loop effective actions and their variations. One
interesting quantum effect that can be analyzed using this method is the trace anomaly, which we will focus on
hereafter. It is then worthwhile to review its broad outlines in the context of GR before discussing anomalies in MAG.
This section briefly reviews the heat kernel method and the Weyl anomaly in the GR case. Some mathematical concepts
and definitions introduced in this section will be used in the following sections when considering the generalization of
trace anomalies to MAG.

A. One-loop effective action

Let us consider the simplest case with N -dimensional real scalar fields ~φ = (φ1, φ2, · · · , φN )T and its action Sm in
the presence of a gravitational field, given by:

Sm =
1

2

∫ √−g d4x ~φ† O ~φ , (21)

where O is a second-order differential operator acting on the fields that we will assume to be of the form

O = −
(

gµν(x)∇̃µ∇̃ν1N + A
µ(x)∇̃µ + X(x)

)

. (22)

Here, we introduce the identity matrix 1N ∈ MN×N(R) and coefficients on covariant derivatives. The coefficients
A

µ(x) and X(x) are N × N matrix and, in general, they are matrix-valued functions depending on the coordinate
x. In what follows, we will always denote matrix-valued quantities by a blackboard bold character. For instance, we
denote the matrix with a Lorentz index like A

µ = A
µ(x).

Now let us impose that, under the scale transformation on the metric gµν −→ e2k(x)gµν with an arbitrary function

k(x), the set of fields ~φ(x) transforms as

~φ(x) −→ e−wk(x)~φ(x) , (23)

where w is known as the conformal weight. This weight is determined such that we can make the kinetic term invariant
under this transformation. For instance, a scalar field with the two-derivative kinetic term has w = 1. With this
transformation law (23), the operator transforms as:

O −→ e−(4−w)k(x)Oewk(x) , (24)

leaving the matter action invariant. Then, classically, the energy-momentum tensor will be traceless. Nevertheless,
this property will be broken after considering a quantum perspective. Such anomaly is labelled as the Weyl anomaly.
In what follows, let us consider the evaluation of this anomaly by the effective action.

When we consider the path integral and the effective action, we usually introduce the eigenvalues λn and eigen-
functions ~ϕn of O which satisfy

O~ϕn(x) = λn~ϕn(x) (25)
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with the orthonormal condition and the normalization in the presence of the curved spacetime:

∫ √−gd4x~ϕ†
n(x)~ϕm(x) = δnm

∑

n

~ϕ†
n(x)~ϕn(y) =

δ(x− y)
4

√

−g(x) 4

√

−g(y)
. (26)

By assuming that the set of these eigenfunctions {~ϕn(x)} is a complete orthonormal system, we can expand the set

of fields ~φ with dimensionless coefficients an on the eigenfunction ~ϕn(x) as follows

~φ(x) =
∑

n

an~ϕn(x) . (27)

Under this expansion, the integral measure [D~φ] in the path integral is represented by the product of the measure
dan as the following equation:

[D~φ] =
∏

n

dan√
2π

, (28)

where we have introduced a normalization factor (2π)−1/2. After performing the path integral and a Legendre
transformation, the one-loop effective action Γ[gµν ] becomes

Γ[gµν ] = S[gµν ] +
1

2
log detO , (29)

where detO denotes the functional determinant of the operator O defined as

detO =
∏

n

λn , (30)

which is the product of all its eigenvalues.

B. The heat kernel method

Since the product of all the eigenvalues is not a finite quantity, we need to regularize it. To do this, one usually
introduce spectral zeta function ζ(O, s) defined by

ζ(O, s) =
∑

n

(

1

λn

)s

, (31)

where the sum converges for sufficiently large real s and then becomes an analytical function [73]. When the differential
operator O is a Laplacian on a compact Riemannian manifold, this zeta function is called as Minakshisundaram-Pleijel
zeta function [60, 74, 75]. The spectral zeta function gives the representation for the logarithm of the functional
determinant:

log detO = − ∂ζ(O, s)
∂s

∣

∣

∣

∣

s=0

. (32)

To be precise, this equation defines the functional determinant of the operator.
The heat kernel method gives the representation of this zeta function ζ(O, s). At first, we consider the heat operator,

defined by e−Oτ with the parameter τ . The heat kernel K(e−Oτ ;x, y) is defined by the following equation:

e−Oτ~u(x) =

∫ √−gdyK(e−Oτ ;x, y)~u(y) , (33)

with an arbitrary N -component function ~u(x). Under the basis of the eigenfunction ~ϕn(x), we can find the represen-
tation of this heat kernel by

K(e−Oτ ;x, y) =
∑

n

e−λnτ ~ϕn(x)~ϕ
†
n(y) . (34)
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Note that this heat kernel K(e−Oτ ;x, y) is given as a matrix-valued function. From this representation, the trace of
the diagonal part in the heat kernel is represented as

Tr e−Oτ =

∫ √
−gdx trK(e−Oτ ;x, x) =

∑

n

e−λnτ . (35)

The trace operator tr is a usual trace of the matrix and the trace operator Tr is the trace for all degrees of freedom,
which is defined by the following equation.

Tr [· · · ] =
∫

dx
√−g

∑

n

~ϕ†
n(x)[· · · ]~ϕn(x) . (36)

For a positive number λ, we can use the identity for the Melin transformation of τs−1:

1

λs
=

∫

dτ

Γ(s)
τs−1e−λτ . (37)

By applying this identity for each eigenvalue λn, we can find the representation for the zeta function by the trace of
the heat kernel

ζ(O, s) =
∫

dτ

Γ(s)
τs−1 Tr e−Oτ . (38)

Further, the diagonal part of the heat kernel K(e−Oτ ;x, x) has the following asymptotic expansion as τ → +0:

trK(e−Oτ ;x, x) ∼
√−g

(4πτ)d/2

∑

n

cn(x)τ
n , (39)

where d is the dimension of the manifold. This asymptotic expansion is called as the Minackshisundaram-Pleijel
expansion and the expansion coefficients are called as the Hadamard-Minakshisundaram-DeWitt-Seeley (HMDS)
coefficients [75–77]. The evaluation of the anomaly on the curved spacetime strongly relates to these coefficients.

C. The Weyl anomaly in Riemannian geometry

When we evaluate the variation of the effective action, the proper time representation is useful. By using this we
have

Seff[gµν ] = S[gµν ]−
1

2

∫ ∞

1/Λ2

ds

s
Tr e−sO , (40)

where Λ is a cut-off scale of the UV-divergence. From this representation, we can define the variation of the effective
action as follows:

δSeff[gµν ] =
1

2

∫ ∞

1/Λ2

dsTr
(

e−sOδO
)

=

∫

d4x

√−g
(4π)2

[

c0(x)Λ
4 + c1(x)Λ

2 + c2(x) + c3(x)

(

1

Λ2

)

+ · · ·
]

ω(x) . (41)

In the above equation, the first two terms (that are proportional to Λ2 and Λ4) must be removed by a suitable
renormalization scheme. After doing so, we can find a finite result in the limit Λ → ∞.

Under the transformation law (24), the infinitesimal transformation of the operator O is given by

δO = −(4− w)ω(x)O + wOω(x) . (42)

By substituting this expression (42) into Eq. (41), we find

δSeff = (2− w)

∫

d4xTr
(

e−sOω
)

. (43)

On the other hand, the variation of the effective action δSeff gives the expectation value of the energy-momentum
tensor:

δSeff =

∫

d4x
√−g

〈

T µ
µ

〉

ω(x) . (44)
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By comparing this variation to (43) with (41), we can evaluate the expectation value of the trace in the energy-
momentum tensor. Thus, the final result for varying the effective action gives

δSeff =

∫

d4x

√−g
(4π)2

c2(x)
〈

T µ
µ

〉

=
c2(x)

(4π)2
. (45)

Finally, we can evaluate the variation of the effective action and the trace anomaly for the energy-momentum
tensor by using the asymptotic expansion of the heat kernel (39). In this expansion, the expansion coefficients cn(x)
are strongly dependent on the geometry of spacetime. So, when we consider the heat kernel method in the non-
Riemannian spacetime, we have to modify these coefficients based on the geometry of the spacetime in which we
apply this method. Furthermore, in the presence of a hypermomentum, another term would appear in the above
expressions. In the following sections, we will go back to the derivations for these expansion coefficients.

IV. SEELEY’S ALGORITHM AND HMDS COEFFICIENTS IN METRIC-AFFINE GRAVITY

In the derivation for Seeley-DeWitt expansion, there are several methods [74, 76]. In this paper, we consider the
approach based on the theories of (pseudo) differential operators. The Riemannian case was found by Gilkey in [74].
Then, Obukhov generalised such a result for the Riemann-Cartan case, which includes an additional torsion degree
of freedom to the Riemannian case [60]. Both studies are mainly based on the work of Seeley [77]. In this section, we
introduce Seeley’s algorithm and then apply this method to the Riemannian case and generic MAG. To emphasize
that the differential operator in the following discussion is generic, we will denote it by D.

A. Seeley’s algorithm

1. The resolvent and symbol

Let us first introduce the mathematical concepts related to the theory of pseudo-differential operators. Consider
the (pseudo) differential operator D which acts on arbitrary functions. Let us denote u(x) as an arbitrary function
on R

n and its Fourier transformation as û(ξ).

û(ξ) =

∫

dnξ

(2π)n
e−ixµξµu(ξ) . u(x) =

∫

dnxeix
µξµ û(ξ) , (46)

Here we denote the Fourier variables by the covector ξµ. The action of the differential operator D on u(x) will be
represented by using this Fourier transformation pair

Du(x) =

∫

dnξ

(2π)n
eix

µξµ σ(D)(x, ξ) û(ξ) , (47)

where σ(D)(x, ξ) is a polynomial in xµ and ξµ that is usually labelled as the symbol of the differential operator
D. Between two given symbols p1(x, ξ) = σ(D1)(x, ξ) and p2(x, ξ) = σ(D2)(x, ξ), the symbol of the product σ(D1 ·
D2)(x, ξ) is given by the following equation [78]:

σ(D1 ·D2)(x, ξ) =

∞
∑

l=0

(−1)l

l!

(

V α1

ξ V α2

ξ · · ·V αl

ξ p1(x, ξ)
)

(

∂xα1
∂xα2

· · ·∂xαl
p2(x, ξ)

)

(48)

with V α
ξ := ∂/∂ξα.

Let us now introduced the so-called kernel, which is constructed from the differential operator D, K(D;x, y), and
is defined as:

Du(x) =

∫

dny K(D;x, y) u(y) . (49)

The heat kernel introduced in the previous section has a similar definition. Now, for a differential operator D, there
is an important relation between the symbol σ(D)(x, ξ) and the kernel K(D;x, y). By substituting an equation of the
Fourier transformation for u(x) (46) into (49) and comparing it with (47), we obtain

K(D;x, y) =

∫

dnξ

(2π)n
σ(D)(x, ξ)ei(x

µ−yµ)ξµ . (50)
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This equation implies that the trace part (y → x) of the kernel has the following integral representation formula:

K(D;x, x) =

∫

dnξ

(2π)n
σ(D)(x, ξ) . (51)

This is an important property connecting the kernel and the symbol. Note that K(D;x, x) corresponds to the diagonal
part of the heat kernel.

2. The heat operator and kernel

The heat operator of D has the following integral representation

e−τD =
i

2π

∫

C

dλ e−τλ (D − λ)
−1

for τ > 0 . (52)

The integration contour C is defined so that its interior encompasses the spectrum of D [60, 74]. . In this equation,

the operator (D − λ)
−1

is called the resolvent. The core of the heat kernel’s asymptotic expansion comes from this
resolvent’s asymptotic expansion. Let us apply this representation to the definition of symbol (47) with P = exp(−τD):

σ
(

e−τD
)

=
i

2π

∫

C

dλ e−τλ σ
(

(D − λ)
−1

)

. (53)

With this quantity, we can construct the asymptotic expansion of the symbol σ((λ−D)−1)(x, ξ) for the heat operator
P = exp(−τD). This means that, through (51), we can obtain the trace TrK(P ;x, x) as an asymptotic expansion,
known as the Seeley-DeWitt expansion.

3. The asymptotic expansion for the symbol of resolvent

In general, we can consider the differential operator D acting on fields with multiple N -components where N is
defined as a positive integer number. For instance, the simplest example is the multiple scalar field case. Also,
in the Dirac theory, the corresponding differential operator will be identified with the square of the Dirac operator
γµ(∂µ −m). As in (22), let us then consider the following second-order differential operator D as:

D = −
(

gµν1N ∇̃µ∇̃ν + A
µ∇̃µ + X

)

, (54)

= −(gµν∂µ∂ν1N +H
µ∂µ + E) , (55)

where in the last step we have expanded the generalised covariant derivative that was defined in (5) and redefined the

coefficient matrix H
µ = H

µ(x) and E = E(x) by substituting the definition of the covariant derivative ∇̃µ = ∂µ+ω̃µ+Γ̃µ

with the partial derivative ∂µ, the spin connection ω̃µ, and the affine connection Γ̃λ
µν . For instance, the covariant

derivative ∇̃µ act on a scalar field φ and a fermion field ψ as follows

∇̃µφ = ∂µφ (56)

∇̃µψ =

{

∂µ +
1

8
ω̃µ

ab[γa, γb]

}

ψ , (57)

where ω̃µ
ab is the component of the spin connection ω̃µ.

We should note that the group where the gauge approach of MAG is constructed is the so-called General Linear
group GL(4, R) that is an infinite dimensional gauge group [18]. Therefore, any coupling between a spin 1/2 and a
general spin connection is somehow artificial or introduced by hand. However, we assumed the above form as one
possible coupling that can exist in this framework and only introduce interactions between the antisymmetric part of
the connection and the spin 1/2. This means that we assumed that the hypermomentum associated with this field
would not contain any shear current.

As we will notice later, the coefficient matrices will depend on an affine connection for the curved space-time. In
the component representation, this differential operator D can be written as

Dij = −
(

δijg
µν∂µ∂ν + (Hµ)ij∂µ + (E)ij

)

, (58)
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where the indices i, j run from 1, 2, ..., N . This operator acts on the N -component field Φ as

(DΦ)i = DijΦj , (59)

where Φi is the i-th component of the field Φ.
Now we will asymptotically construct the resolvent. To do this, we consider the symbol σ(B) = b(x, ξ, λ) decom-

posed as

σ(B) = b(x, ξ, λ) ∼ b0(x, ξ, λ) + b1(x, ξ, λ) + · · ·+ bi(x, ξ, λ) + · · · (60)

where each symbol bi(x, ξ, λ) is dependent only on the coordinate xµ. Here, we have defined a covector ξµ and a
complex parameter λ. Next, we assume that the symbol bi has a homogeneous order −2 − i with respect to the
covector ξµ. Thus, we require that the symbol B must obey the following relation

σ(B(D − λ)) = I . (61)

Based on this relation, we can inductively construct the asymptotic expansion of the symbol of resolvent by looking
at the homogeneous order. From the multiple law for the symbols (48), σ(B(D − λ)) acquires the following form:

σ(B(D − λ)) =

∞
∑

p=0

(−i)p
p!

(Vξ
α1 · · ·Vξαp

b)
(

∂xα1
· · ·∂xαp

σ(D − λ)
)

. (62)

By decomposing this sum with respect to the homogeneous order in the covector ξµ, we obtain the following relations:

b0 =
(

a

2 − λ1N

)−1
= (gµνξµξν − λ)

−1
1N , (63)

bn = −b0

n−1
∑

j=0

∞
∑

p=0

(−i)p
p!

(Vξ
α1 · · ·Vξαp

bj)
(

∂xα1
· · ·∂xαp

a

p+2+j−n
)

, (64)

where each ai is defined by the following equations

σ(D) = a

2 + a

1 + a

0 , a

2 = gµνξµξν1N , a

1 = −iHµξµ , a

0 = −E . (65)

Now, we can compute bn by substituting bi<n, i.e., b0, b1, b2, . . . ,bn−1. into (64). For instance, the symbol b3

is determined from the symbol b0, b1, and b2. Then, our aim is to obtain the symbols bn and their coefficients
b

α1α2...αp

(n) (x) as expressed as:

bn =

∞
∑

p=0

(b0)
1+(n+p)/2

b

α1α2...αp

(n) (x) ξα1
ξα2

. . . ξαp
. (66)

This structure is determined from the homogeneous order with respect to the covector ξ. Since these coefficients are
cumbersome, we provide them explicitly in the Appendix A.

4. Asymptotic expansion for heat kernel

Now we are ready to obtain the asymptotic expansion of the heat kernel. By substituting (66) into (53), we obtain
the asymptotic form of the symbol for the heat operator

σ(exp (−Dτ)) =
∞
∑

n=0

τn/2

[

∞
∑

p=0

{(

n+ p

2

)

!

}−1

· bα1α2...αp

(n) (x) ·
{

τp/2e−gµνξµξν ξα1α2...αp

}

]

. (67)

In this equation, the ξ-dependence appears only in the second curly bracket. This symbol gives the trace of the heat
kernel via (51):

K(exp (−τD);x, x) =

∞
∑

n=0

τn/2

[

∞
∑

p=0

{(

n+ p

2

)

!

}−1

· bα1α2...αp

(n) (x) ·
{

τ−d/2

∫

Rd

dξ

(2π)d
e−gµνξµξν ξα1

ξα2
. . . ξαp

}

]

,

(68)
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where for simplicity, we denote the above integral using the following notation
∫

Rd

dξ

(2π)d
ξα1

ξα2
. . . ξαp

e−gµνξµξν =

√−g
(4π)d/2

Xα1α2...αp
. (69)

The quantity Xα1α2...αp
is constructed from the product of metric tensors [60, 79]. We explicitly provide the first

terms in the Appendix B. Using this notation, the ξ-integrals in (68) are replaced with functions that depend on the
coordinates. Then, Eq. (68) gives us the asymptotic expansion of the heat kernel τ

K(exp (−τD);x, x) =

√−g
(4πτ)d/2

∞
∑

n=0
n:even

[{

∞
∑

p=0

b

α1α2...αp

(n) Xα1α2...αp

(

n+p
2

)

!

}

τn/2

]

. (70)

Therefore, we find the following series in terms of τ :

K(exp (−τD);x, x) =

√−g
(4πτ)d/2

[

K0 + τK1 + τ2K2 + · · ·
]

Kn =

∞
∑

p=0

Xα1α2...αp
(

2n+p
2

)

!
b

α1α2...αp

(2n) , (71)

In the standard notation, the trace of the heat operator is expressed as

trK(exp (−τD);x, x) =

√−g
(4πτ)d/2

[

c0(x) + c1(x)τ + c2(x)τ
2 + · · ·+ ck(x)τ

k + · · ·
]

. (72)

where c0 = 1. By comparing the above equation with (70), we obtain the expression for each coefficient cn:

cn(x) =
∞
∑

p=0

Xα1α2...αp
(

2n+p
2

)

!
trb

α1α2...αp

(2n) . (73)

In particular, the most important coefficients c1(x) and c2(x) can be expressed as the following series.

c1(x) =
∞
∑

p=0

Xα1α2...αp
(

2+p
2

)

!
trb

α1α2...αp

(2) , c2(x) =
∞
∑

p=0

Xα1α2...αp
(

4+p
2

)

!
trb

α1α2...αp

(4) , (74)

where we have denoted the trace for matrix indices by tr [· · · ]. To be more specific, for a matrix-valued tensor tµ1···µp
,

the trace tr
[

tµ1···µp

]

is defined as

tr
[

tµ1···µp

]

=

N
∑

i=1

(

tµ1···µp

)

ii
(75)

where (· · · )ij means the (i, j)-component of the matrix. These expressions are important to the calculation for 1-loop
effective action in the two-dimensional case and the four-dimensional case.

5. Calculation of the coefficients

The explicit form of the coefficients c1(x) and c2(x) in (74) are extremely complicated and cumbersome. However,
we can reduce this computation by a certain special coordinate system, known as the Riemann normal coordinate.
In this coordinate system, the covariant derivatives are reduced to the partial derivative and the metric tensor can
be represented as a kind of Taylor expansion around a certain point [80–82]. Since their coefficients are covariant
objects, we can recover the covariant form of the results even using the special coordinate. We provide the important
geometrical quantities and their derivatives on these coordinates in Appendix A. On the other hand, when we consider
torsion and non-metricity, it is not possible to make them zero since they are tensors and do not generally vanish. In
the case that they are zero at a certain coordinate system, they are identically zero at any coordinate system due to
the transformation law of tensors. This means we should keep a finite value of the torsion and non-metricity tensors
at the expanded point in the Taylor series.

After imposing the Riemann normal coordinate, many parts of the symbols’ coefficients will vanish. In particular,
the series in (74) are reduced to the following form:

c1(x) = Trb•
(2) +

1

2!
Xα1α2

Trbα1α2

(2) +
1

3!
Xα1α2α3α4

Trbα1α2α3α4

(2) , (76)
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c2(x) =
1

2!
Trb•

(4) +
1

3!
Xα1α2

Trbα1α2

(4) +
1

4!
Xα1α2α3α4

Trbα1α2α3α4

(4) , (77)

where a subscript • means that the quantity does not have indices. The form of each quantity is presented in the
Appendix A3. Finally, by substituting the equations in the Appendix A3 into (76) and (77), we find an explicit form
of the coefficients c1(x) and c2(x)

c1(x) = Tr

(

Z+
R

6
1N

)

, (78)

c2(x) =
1

6
Tr

{

2

(

Z+
R

5
1N

)}

+
1

2
Tr

{

(

Z+
R

6
1N

)2
}

+
1

180

(

RµνρσR
µνρσ −RµνR

µν
)

Tr1N +
1

12
Tr (YµνY

µν) , (79)

where we introduced the following tensors

Z = X−∇µS
µ − SµS

µ ,

Yµν = Fµν +∇µSν −∇νSµ + SµSν − SνSµ ,

FµνΨ =
[

∇̃µ, ∇̃ν

]

Ψ .

(80)

Here, recall that tildes are denoting the general covariant derivative. Also, the vector S
µ is defined by the coefficient

of the covariant derivative for the Levi-Civita connection:

D = −(gµν∇µ∇ν + 2Sµ∇µ + Z) . (81)

Let us emphasize here that the coefficients (78) and (79) are the final expressions derived from Seeley’s algorithm,
and they play a crucial role in the trace anomaly effect for the energy-momentum tensor. Thus, these expressions
represent one of the most important results in this manuscript.

6. The commutator of covariant derivatives on fields

Note that the tensor Fµν depends on the field we consider. Using the spin connection ω̃µ, this tensor is represented
as

Fµν = ∂µω̃ν − ∂ν ω̃µ + ω̃µω̃ν − ω̃ν ω̃µ . (82)

For instance, on a scalar field φ and a fermionic field ψ, the commutator of covariant derivatives acts as

[

∇̃µ, ∇̃ν

]

φ = 0 =⇒ Fµν = 0 , (83)

[

∇̃µ, ∇̃ν

]

ψ =
1

4
R̃ρσµνσ

ρσψ =⇒ Fµν =
1

4
R̃ρσµνσ

ρσ , (84)

with σµν = 1
2 [γ

µ, γν ]. When considering covariant derivatives ∇µ for the Levi-Civita connection or the spin connection

ωµ including only the Riemannian part, a generic curvature tensor R̃µνρσ will be replaced by Riemannian one Rµνρσ

as follows. It is possible to make a post-Riemannian expansion and re-express the general covariant derivative in
terms of Levi-Civita covariant derivative plus additional degrees of freedom coming from torsion and nonmetricity.
Then, it would be also useful to recall that for the Riemannian sector, we have the following identity [83, 84]:

Rρσµνγ
µγνγργσ = −2R (85)

that would be useful later on.

B. Coefficients in the scalar field theories on specific gravitational theories

The advantage of Seeley’s algorithm is that its scheme is systematic and independent of the space-time geometry.
Once we expand the differential operator D in the local coordinate, we can straightforwardly compute the symbols and
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then the coefficients. It implies that we can use the same symbols and equations by writing down the representations
in the local coordinate even if considering another kind of spacetime geometry. We briefly consider the application of
the above results to a multiple field Ψ under the Riemannian case [74], thr Riemann-Cartan case [60] and then, its
generalization to the generic MAG case. For this purpose, we consider the following action:

S =

∫

d4x
√
−g 1

2
~Ψ†D~Ψ , (86)

where D denotes the differential operator that would introduce differences in the Riemannian and non-Riemannian
cases.

1. Riemannian case

Let us apply the above analysis to the Riemannian case [74]. Here we consider the differential operator D as follows:

D = −(gµν∇µ∇ν1N + A
µ∇µ + X) , (87)

where the covariant derivative is the same as the Riemannian covariant derivative ∇µ in this case. By expanding the
covariant derivatives, we obtain the representation of the coefficients in (58) as follows

S
µ =

1

2
A

µ , (88)

H
µ = A

µ +
(

2gµνων − gαβΓµ
βα

)

1N , (89)

E = X+ gµν
(

ωµων + ∂µων − Γα
µνωα

)

1N + A
µωµ . (90)

Now we can derive the first two Seeley-DeWitt coefficients c1(x) and c2(x) by substituting (89), (90), into the
expressions (76) and (77).

For instance, when we consider the case D = −(gµν∇µ∇ν + X), we find the first coefficient c1(x) takes the following
form

c1(x) = tr

(

X+
R

6
1N

)

. (91)

This is the well-known result of the Seeley-DeWitt expansion [79, 84].

2. Riemann-Cartan case

We can easily extend the Seeley-DeWitt coefficients to the Riemann-Cartan case [60] based on Seeley’s algorithm.
In Riemann-Cartan geometries, we consider the differential operator D:

D = −
(

gµν∇̃µ∇̃ν1N + A
µ∇̃µ + X

)

, (92)

where now the covariant derivative ∇̃ is computed with the affine connections including the torsion degrees of freedom.
From the above equation, we can write down the coefficients Hµ, Sµ and E in (55) as follows: We decompose the general
covariant derivative using a post-Riemannian expansion and then all the additional degrees of freedom coming from
the non-Riemannian sector would be encoded in the vector Sµ. After doing that, the vector Sµ behaves as

S
µ =

1

2

(

A
µ − gρσNµ

ρσ1N

)

=
1

2
(Aµ + T µ

1N ) , (93)

and the other coefficients appearing in (58) will be given by

H
µ = 2Sµ +

(

2gµνων − gαβΓµ
αβ

)

1N , (94)

E = X+ 2Sµωµ + gµν
(

∂µων + ωµων − Γα
µνωα

)

1N . (95)

Therefore, in this case, the vector Sµ contains the trace part of the torsion tensor that is a vector. On the other hand,
the spin connection ω̃A

Bµ is related to the affine connection as follows:

ω̃A
Bµ = eA λ eB

ρ Γ̃λ
ρµ + eA λ ∂µ eB

λ . (96)

Using these equation for (78) and (79), the coefficients c1(x) and c2(x) will be found. It is important to note that the
covariant derivative must be considered whether it respects the Levi-Civita connection or an affine connection that
includes torsion.
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3. Generic Metric-Affine Gravity case

From the Riemann-Cartan case to the generic MAG case, the modification appears only in the covariant derivative
since now the connection contains nonmetricity as well. We recall that the advantage of Seeley’s algorithm is that
we can use the same scheme after expanding the differential operator D in the local coordinate. Therefore, we can
easily extend the computations in the Riemann-Cartan case to the generic MAG case by redefining the vector Sµ and
the spin connection ω̃µ with torsion and nonmetricity. Here, let us consider the same notations for the differential
operator D as (92) with the coefficient H

µ and E. As seen in the previous case, we find the equations for coefficients
H

µ and E where the vector S
µ is redefined by the following equation:

S
µ =

1

2

(

A
µ − gρσNµ

ρσ1N

)

=
1

2

{

A
µ +

(

T µ +
9

4
Λµ −Wµ

)

1N

}

. (97)

Notice that the two traces of nonmetricity now enters in this equation.

V. APPLICATIONS: TRACE ANOMALY FOR THE ENERGY-MOMENTUM TENSOR AND

HYPERMOMENTUM

In the following, we will consider applications for three different types of possible transformations related to the
metric and the connection, with the aim of finding the trace anomalies and exploring possible extensions involving
hypermomentum.

A. Scale transformations and invariance

As one of the applications for our heat kernel method, we can straightforwardly consider the anomaly relevant to
scaling transformations. In MAG, we can define the following three types of scaling transformation [72, 85, 86].

• Conformal transformation : gµν → e2ωgµν , Γ̃λ
µν → Γ̃λ

µν

• Projective transformation : gµν → gµν , Γ̃
λ
µν → Γ̃λ

µν + δλµξν

• Frame rescaling : gµν → e2ωgµν , Γ̃λ
µν → Γ̃λ

µν + δλµ∂νω

In the case of GR, the Levi-Civita connection is also transformed under the conformal transformation. Since the metric
tensor and the affine connection are independent of each other, we can define more transformations as expressed above.

Under an infinitesimal transformation for the metric and the affine connection, the action Sm for matter fields is
transformed as:

δSm = −1

2

∫

d4x
√−g

{

Tµνδg
µν +∆ µν

λ δΓ̃λ
µν

}

, (98)

where Tµν is the energy-momentum tensor and ∆ µν
λ is the hypermomentum tensor. In this equation, δgµν and δΓλ

µν
are infinitesimal variations of the metric and the connection. Imposing the invariance under this transformation on
the action δSm = 0, we find a relation on the stress-energy or/and hypermomentum tensor. For instance, when
considering conformal invariant theories, this relation will be reduced to the equation for the traceless property. On
the other hand, at the quantum level, the variation for the effective action δΓ would be

δSeff = −1

2

∫

d4x
√−g

{

〈Tµν〉 δgµν +
〈

∆ µν
λ

〉

δΓ̃λ
µν

}

. (99)

As seen in the previous section, we can evaluate this variation using the heat kernel expansion. Note that its result
strongly depends on each theory and its action. In the following subsections, we will consider and evaluate the
variation of effective action with the scale-invariant theories based on the paper [72] 1.

1 We note that the authors in the paper [72] use the opposite signature in the definition of the non-metricity tensor. So, if writing down
non-metricity tensor by using covariant derivatives of the metric tensors, our LQT has an opposite signature with respect to the paper
[72].
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We consider a single scalar field φ and the following action S

S =

∫ √−gd4xλ [LQ + LT + LQT ]φ
2 + Sφ , (100)

Sφ =

∫ √−gd4x1
2
φOφ , with O = −(gµν∇µ∇ν + 2Sµ∇µ + Z) , (101)

where O is a second-order differential operator and each Li are defined as the linear combination of quadratic terms
for torsion and nonmetricity:

LQ = p1QαµνQ
αµν + p2QαµνQ

µνα + p3QµQ
µ + p4Q̂µQ̂

µ + p5QµQ̂
µ , (102)

LT = q1TαµνT
αµν + q2TαµνT

µνα + q3TµT
µ , (103)

LQT = r1QµνλT
λµν + r2QµT

µ + r3Q̂µT
µ . (104)

Here, we defined the vectors Qµ = Qµαλg
αλ, and Q̂µ = Qλαµg

λα to match the convention of [72]. It is easy to see
that those vectors are related to ours as

Qµ = 4Wµ , Q̂ =
9

4
Λµ +Wµ . (105)

Then, there are 5+3+3 = 11 coefficients (pi, qi and ri) that parametrizes the action. In what follows, after requiring an
invariance of this action under a particular transformation, these coefficients will be constrained by certain conditions.
Note that we use non-bold characters for the coefficients Aµ and X since a scalar field φ is singlet in this case.

1. Conformal transformation

In the conformal transformation, the variation of the metric and connection are given by

δgµν = 2ωgµν δΓ̃λ
µν = 0 , (106)

and a scalar field is transformed as

φ→ e−ωφ . (107)

Imposing the invariance under conformal transformation, the parameters are constrained by the following equations
(in a four-dimensional spacetime):

0 =2p1 + 8p3 + p5 ,

0 =2p2 + 2p4 + 4p5 ,

0 =4p1 + p2 + 16p3 + p4 + 4p5 ,

0 =r1 + 4r2 + r3 .

(108)

Note that, when imposing the conditions (108), the sum of Li are invariant under projective transformation:

δ(LQ + LT + LQT ) = 0 . (109)

Also, we can choose the action for the matter field with the operator O as follows

Sφ = −1

2

∫ √
−gd4x φ

[

gµν∇µ∇ν +
1

8

(

∇λQ
λ
)

− 1

64
QλQ

λ

]

φ (110)

that corresponds to having

Sµ = 0 Z =

{

1

8

(

∇λQ
λ
)

− 1

64
QλQ

λ − 2(LQ + LT + LQT )

}

1N (111)

in Eq. (54). We can see that the theory with the action S = Sg + Sφ is a conformally invariant theory with φ→ φ.
Classically, the invariance under conformal transformation leads to the traceless property of energy-momentum

tensor:

Tµ
µ = 0 , (112)
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This is the same as the traceless property in the conformal invariant theory within GR (or Riemannian geometry).
At the quantum level, applying (106) to (99) we find the variation of the effective action as follows:

δSeff =

∫

d4x
√−g

〈

T µ
µ

〉

ω(x) . (113)

This is the same result as the Weyl anomaly in the Riemannian (GR) case. Thus, we can find the anomaly on the
trace of the energy-momentum tensor by using the coefficient c2(x):

〈

T µ
µ

〉

=
c2(x)

(4π)2
, (114)

where the coffiecient c2(x) is determined by the equation (79) with the coefficients (80), (97), and (111), namely

c2(x) =
1

6

{

2

(

1

8

(

∇λQ
λ
)

− 1

64
QλQ

λ − 2(LQ + LT + LQT ) +
R

5

)}

+
1

2

{

(

1

8

(

∇λQ
λ
)

− 1

64
QλQ

λ − 2(LQ + LT + LQT ) +
R

6

)2
}

+
1

180

(

RµνρσR
µνρσ −RµνR

µν
)

. (115)

Then, in a conformally invariant theory for MAG, the so-called trace anomaly is modified by the presence of the traces
of torsion and nonmetricity.

The difference with the GR case is that the coefficient c2(x) contains the torsion and non-metricity tensors. So,
this trace anomaly on the stress-energy tensor gets the non-Riemannian contributions as the quantum correction.

2. Projective transformation

In the projective transformation, the variation of the metric and connection are given by

δgµν = 0 δΓ̃λ
µν = δλµξν , (116)

and a scalar field is not transformed, i.e.,

φ→ φ . (117)

This case does not exist in the Riemnaninan case since it is not possible to transforms only the connection. Imposing
the invariance of the action S = Sg + Sφ under this transformation (116), we find the following constraint

0 = 4(2p1 + p5 + 8p3) + (r1 + 3r2) ,

0 = 4(2p2 + 2p4 + 4p5)− (r1 − 3r3) ,

0 = 2q1 − q2 + 3q3 + 2(r1 + 4r2 + r3) ,

0 = 16(4p1 + p2 + 16p3 + p4 + 4p5) + 3{2q1 − q2 + 3q3 + 4(r1 + 4r2 + r3)} .

(118)

Further, let us choose the scalar field action Sφ as follows:

Sφ =
1

2

∫ √−gd4x(−φgµν∇µ∇νφ) . (119)

This case corresponds to Sµ = 0 and Z = −2(LQ + LT + LQT ) in Eq. (54).
The projective invariance of the theory (δS = 0) leads to the traceless property on the hypermomentum tensor

from the equation (98):

δS = −1

2

∫

d4x
√−g

{

∆ µν
λ

(

δλµξν
)

}

= −1

2

∫

d4x
√−g

{

∆ λν
λ ξν

}

= 0 =⇒ ∆ λµ
λ = 0 , (120)

where we used the fact that the vector ξµ is arbitrary in the last step. This implies that the dilation component of the

hypermomentum tensor must vanish under projective invariance, i.e., (d)∆µ = 0 (see Eq. (20) for the decomposition
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of the hypermomentum tensor). At the quantum level, applying (116) to (99), the variation of the effective action
becomes

δSeff =

∫

d4x
√−g

〈

∆ λν
λ

〉

ξν =

∫

d4x
√−g

〈

(d)∆µ
〉

ξµ . (121)

Thus, the variation of the effective action in the case of projective invariance gives rise to a quantity that depends
solely on the hypermomentum tensor. This is a generic result for a projective invariant theory.

Let us consider the quantum effect for the traceless property in this projective invariant theory. From the above
discussion, a theory constructed from the action S = Sg + Sφ is invariant under projective transformations with
φ→ φ. Because of the invariance of the field φ, the metric δgµν = 0, and the action δS = 0, we find the variation δO
of the operator O from the variation of the action δS as follows

δS = δ

[
∫ √−g 1

2
φOφ

]

, (122)

=

∫ √−g 1

2
φ(O + δO)φ−

∫ √−g 1

2
φOφ , (123)

=

∫ √−g 1

2
φ(δO)φ = 0 . (124)

To find the effective action, let us go back to Eq. (41) using the proper time representation. By substituting δO = 0,
we find that the variation of the effective action vanishes

δSeff[gµν ] =
1

2

∫ ∞

1/Λ2

dsTr
(

e−sOδO
)

= 0 . (125)

Compared with (121), this equation implies that the variation of the effective action will also vanish, δΓ = 0. Thus
the expectational value of the hypermomentum is zero:

〈

(d)∆µ
〉

= 0 . (126)

This expression follows from the invariance of the metric δgµν = 0 under the transformation. This implies that at
one-loop level, we need to consider a transformation for the metric to obtain quantum anomalies from the variation
of the effective action.

3. Other projective-invariant theories

In the previously studied projective invariant theory, no anomaly was found for theories of the type presented in
[72]. Let us now consider another theory that is projective invariant and see if any anomaly appears or not. Inspired
by [86], let us introduce the following action of a fermion field ψ

S =

∫

d4x
√−g

{

i

2
ψ̄ γµ

(

∇̃µ +
i

2
Wµ

)

ψ + h.c.

}

, (127)

where Wµ is the Weyl vector. For this action, we define the scaling transformation as follows

ψ −→ eiΩψ , Γ̃λ
µν −→ Γ̃λ

µν + δλµ∂νΩ , Wµ −→Wµ − 2∂µΩ , gµν −→ gµν , (128)

which is a subclass of the projective transformation. By construction, the above action is invariant under this
transformation law (128). In contrast to the previous section, the scaling transformation also affects the fermionic
field. The projective invariance δSm under this transformation (128) leads the traceless property on the corresponding
hypermomentum tensor ∆λµν :

δS =

∫

d4x
√−g δSm

δΓ̃λ
µν

δΓ̃λ
µν (129)

=

∫

d4x
√−g ∆λ

µν
(

δλµ∂νΩ
)

(130)
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=

∫

d4x
√−g −

{

1√−g∂µ
(√−g∆λ

λµ
)

}

Ω = 0 (131)

=⇒ 1√−g∂µ
(√−g (d)∆µ

)

= ∇µ
(d)∆µ = 0 . (132)

The above equation implies that, in this case, the dilation part (d)∆µ of the hypermomentum tensor is covariantly
conserved (with respect to the Levi-Civita connection). Let us now find out the effective action based on this
transformation law (128). From the transformation law on a fermionic field ψ, the operator O is transformed to
O + δO as

δO = i(ΩO −OΩ) (133)

up to the infinitesimal transformation. By applying this equation to the variation of the effective action, we find that
the action at one-loop effect becomes

δSeff = −1

2

∫ ∞

1/Λ2

ds Tr
[

e−sO{i(ΩO −OΩ)}
]

= − i

2

∫ ∞

1/Λ2

ds Tr
[

e−sOΩO − e−sOOΩ
]

= 0 , (134)

where we have used the cyclic property of the (functional) trace in the last line. Similarly to what occurred in the
previous section, there is no trace anomaly at the one-loop level for this theory. Note that in this case, even though
the field is transformed, there is still no effect concerning anomalies.

4. Frame rescaling

In the frame rescaling, the variations for the metric and connection sectors become

δgµν = −2ωgµν δΓ̃λ
µν = δλµ∂νω , (135)

and a scalar field is transformed as

φ→ e−ωφ . (136)

We require the following conditions to obtain an invariant theory with an action S = Sg+Sφ under the transformation
(135):

0 = 2q1 − q2 + 3q3 , 0 = r1 + 3r2 , 0 = r1 − 3r3 . (137)

Also, as we have seen in the previous cases, the invariance under the frame rescaling determines the action Sφ. If we
impose that a scalar field φ is transformed as φ→ e−ωφ, we find

S = −1

2

∫ √−gd4xφ
{

gµν∇µ∇ν − 2

3
∇λT

λ +
4

9
T µTµ

}

φ . (138)

From this action, the coefficients Sµ and Z yield

Sµ = 0 Z = −2

3
∇λT

λ +
4

9
T µTµ − 2(LQ + LT + LQT ) , (139)

and then the coefficient c2 in this case as yields

c2(x) =
1

6

{

2

(

−2

3
∇λT

λ +
4

9
T µTµ − 2(LQ + LT + LQT ) +

R

5

)}

+
1

2

{

(

−2

3
∇λT

λ +
4

9
T µTµ − 2(LQ + LT + LQT ) +

R

6

)2
}

+
1

180

(

RµνρσR
µνρσ −RµνR

µν
)

. (140)

Under the frame rescaling, the invariance of the theory (δS = 0) leads to the traceless property on the hypermo-
mentum tensor from the equation (98), namely

δS = −1

2

∫

d4x
√−g

{

Tµν(−2ωgµν) + ∆ µν
λ

(

δλµ∂νω
)

}

(141)
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= −1

2

∫

d4x
√−g

{

−2T µ
µω +∆ λµ

λ (∂µω)
}

(142)

=

∫

d4x
√−g

{

T µ
µ +

1

2

1√−g∂µ
(√−g(d)∆µ

)

}

ω (143)

=⇒ T µ
µ +

1

2
∇µ

(d)∆µ = 0 . (144)

Similarly, the variation of the effective action becomes

δSeff =

∫

d4x
√−g

{

〈

T µ
µ

〉

+
1

2
∇µ

〈

(d)∆µ
〉

}

ω , (145)

where we have integrated by part. From the expansion of the heat kernel, we can obtain the variation of the effective
action in the same way as the conformal transformation case. By doing that, we find

〈

T µ
µ

〉

+
1

2
∇µ

〈

(d)∆µ
〉

=
c2(x)

(4π)2
. (146)

Thus, in this case, we not only find the standard trace anomaly for the energy-momentum tensor, but we also discover
that one of the traces of the hypermomentum (the one related to dilations) appears in the above equation. Then, we
found a trace anomaly related to the dilation part of the hypermomentum. This is a new effect that, to our knowledge,
has not been found elsewhere.

B. Theory for spin 1/2

In this section, we consider couplings betwern fermionic field ψ with gravity in the MAG framework. Let us consider
the kinetic term in the fermionic sector as [87]

Lkin =
i

2
ψ̄γµ(1− iα− iβγ5)∇̃µψ + h.c. , (147)

with constants α and β representing nonminimal couplings between torsion/nonmetricity and a spin 1/2, respectively.
Let us emphasise again that the above coupling is not the most general that one can encounter in MAG since the
symmetric part of the connection does not couple to a spin 1/2 field. The decomposition of this kinetic Lagrangian
into the Riemannian part and torsion/non-metricity part is

Lkin =

(

i

2
ψ̄γµ∇µψ + h.c.

)

+
α

4

(

2Tµ + 3Wµ − 9

4
Λµ

)

ψ̄γµψ

+
β

4

(

2Tµ + 3Wµ − 9

4
Λµ

)

ψ̄γ5γ
µψ − 1

8
Sµψ̄γ5γ

µψ . (148)

In the above equation, the case with α = β = 0 corresponds to the minimal fermion coupling in MAG. Let us try to
apply our heat kernel method for this theory and to derive the coefficient c2(x).

For simplicity in the computations, we redefine this kinetic term as follows.

Lkin = iψ̄γµ(∇µ − iAµ + iBµγ5)ψ , (149)

Aµ = αVµ , (150)

Bµ = −1

8
Sµ + βVµ , (151)

Vµ =
1

4

(

2Tµ − 3Wµ +
9

4
Λµ

)

. (152)

In the Riemann-Cartan case, only torsion appears and couples with spin 1/2 fields. The trace anomaly in this case
was already reported in [14, 60, 88, 89].

To apply our heat kernel method, we have to make the corresponding second-order differential operator O on the
fermion field ψ. In the standard way, we derive such an operator by taking the square of the kinetic operator, yielding

Oψ = −
[

gµν∇µ∇ν +
(

−2iAµ + 2iγ[µγν]γ5Bν

)

∇µ
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+
{

−i∇µAµ + i(∇µBµ)γ5 −AµAµ + BµBµ − i(∇µAν)γ
[µγν]

+i(∇µBν)γ
[µγν]γ5 + 2AµBνγ

[µγν]γ5 − 1

4
R1N

}]

ψ . (153)

If we compare the above expression with the definitions of the tensor Sµ and X , we find

O = −(gµν∇µ∇ν + 2Sµ∇µ +X) , (154)

where

Sµ = −iAµ + iγ[µγν]γ5Bν , (155)

Z = −i∇µAµ + i(∇µBµ)γ5 −AµAµ + BµBµ − i(∇µAν)γ
[µγν]

+ i(∇µBν)γ
[µγν]γ5 + 2AµBνγ

[µγν]γ5 − 1

4
R1N . (156)

From these equations, we can find the coefficient c2(x), leading to the one-loop correction in this theory. This term
becomes

c2(x) = − 1

30
2R − 1

45
RµνR

µν − 7

360
RµνρσR

µνρσ +
1

72
R2 − 4

3
2

(

BλBλ
)

+
4

3
∇µ(Bν∇νBµ − Bµ∇νBν)

+
2

3
(∇µBν −∇νBµ)(∇µBν −∇νBµ) +

2

3
(∇µAν −∇νAµ)(∇µAν −∇νAµ) . (157)

This coefficient c2(x) gives a one-loop divergence and an expectation value of the trace of the stress-energy tensor for
this theory in a four-dimensional spacetime. For instance, when imposing the conformal invariance, we find

〈Tµµ〉 = c2(x)

(4π)2
. (158)

We note that the coefficient cn(x) is needed if considering a one-loop contribution in the 2n-dimensional spacetime.
Recall that Aµ and Bµ are given by (150) and (151) along with (152), and therefore depend on both torsion and
nonmetricity. Thus, for the spin 1/2 case, both torsion and nonmetricity directly affect the trace anomaly of the
energy-momentum tensor.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, we have investigated the trace anomalies for scaling-invariant theories within the framework of Metric-
Affine Gravity (MAG). The first part of our work focuses on the generalization of the asymptotic expansion of the
heat kernel, specifically the so-called HMDS coefficients. By employing Seeley’s algorithm, as used by Obukhov in
his work, we systematically extended these coefficients. As a result, the non-metricity and torsion tensors appear in
the HMDS coefficients through the tensor S

µ and the spin connection. In the second part of our paper, we explored
some concrete applications of the generalized coefficients to scale-invariant scalar field theories and spin 1/2 theory. In
particular, we demonstrated that among the three types of scaling transformations for a scalar field within MAG, only
the projective-invariant case does not produce a trace anomaly at the one-loop level. While this absence of an anomaly
for the projective transformation may generally hold, a complete (dis)proof is left for future work. Additionally, the
theory invariant under frame rescaling exhibits an anomaly in the relationship between the stress-energy tensor and the
hypermomentum tensor. We also found that in certain cases, both torsion and nonmetricity modify the c2 coefficient
appearing in the trace anomaly, potentially inducing new effects related to these quantities, similar to those studied
in the Riemannian sector [13–16].

As one of the future directions, we should consider the general properties of the trace anomaly. Now, in particular,
we have shown several examples for evaluating the trace anomaly with scale-invariant theories. Curiously, we have
no anomaly in the projective invariant cases. We indeed consider only a few examples of such invariant theories, so
this feature is not guaranteed in general. However, we consider it maybe robust even in other projective invariant
theories and more generic cases. Since projective invariance exists in Riemannian geometry (as in GR), but within a
theory where an affine connection is introduced, we conjecture that scale invariance under projective transformation
represents a different form of invariance compared to invariance under conformal transformation and frame rescaling.
We need to confirm these points and discuss proof if it is true. Another potential direction is the application of our
results to theories involving non-metricity. As an extension of the Riemannian case, Riemann-Cartan geometries with
torsion have been extensively studied by several authors. However, in the presence of non-metricity, many features
remain unclear compared to the torsional case. We believe that our results can provide insights into the quantum
aspects of non-metricity, at least at the one-loop level.
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Appendix A: The result of Seeley’s algorithm

This appendix presents several key mathematical equations that are crucial for understanding and implementing
Seeley’s algorithm. These equations provide the foundational principles and calculations necessary for the algorithm’s
effective application and analysis. By detailing these equations, this section aims to offer a comprehensive resource
for users who wish to gain a deeper understanding of the mathematical underpinnings of Seeley’s algorithm.

1. The symbols bn

To follow the Seeley’s algorithm, the symbols bn are needed. To obtain them, one needs to compute them step
by step using the recurrence relations (64) and then represent them as the form (66). In this appendix, we show the
non-zero coefficients appearing on the symbol (66) without imposing the Riemann normal coordinate as the special
coordinate system. From the definition of the coefficients (66), it can be seen that they are totally symmetric tensors
since we can exchange the indices on the co-vectors ξµ. Then, they can be expressed as:

b

µ1

(1) = iHµ1 ,

b

µ1µ2µ3

(1) = −2igµ1µ2

,λg
λµ3 ,

(A1)

b

•
(2) = E ,

b

µ1µ2

(2) = ibµ1

(1)H
µ2 − gµ1µ2

,ρσg
ρσ + igµ1µ2

,αb
α
(1) − 2gµ1α∂αH

µ2 ,

b

µ1µ2µ3µ4

(2) = ibµ1µ2µ3

(1) H
µ4 + 3igµ1µ2

,αb
(µ3µ4α)
(1) − 4igµ1µ2

,αg
αµ3

b

µ4

(1) + 4gµ1µ2

,αβg
αµ3gβµ4

1N ,

b

µ1µ2µ3µ4µ5µ6

(2) = −6igµ1µ2

,αg
αµ3

b

µ4µ5µ6

(1) ,

(A2)

b

µ1

(3) = 2igµ1α∂αE+ igαβ∂α∂βH
µ1 + b

µ1

(1)E+ ib•
(2)H

µ1 + b

α
(1)∂αH

µ1 , (A3)

b

µ1µ2µ3

(3) = −4igµ1αgµ2β∂α∂βH
µ3 − 4igαβgγµ1gµ2µ3

,αβγ + b

µ1µ2µ3

(1) E+ ibµ1µ2

(2) H
µ3

− 4gµ1α
b

µ2

(1)∂αH
µ3 + 3b

(µ1µ2α)
(1) ∂αH

µ3 − 4igµ1µ2

,αg
αµ3

b

•
(2) + 2igµ1µ2

,αb
(αµ3)
(2)

− 4gµ1µ2

,αβg
αµ3

b

β
(1) − 2gµ1µ2

,αβg
αβ
b

µ3

(1) + 3gµ1µ2

,αβb
(µ3αβ)
(1) , (A4)

b

µ1µ2µ3µ4µ5

(3) = 8igµ1µ2

,αβγg
αµ3gβµ4gγµ5 + b

µ1µ2µ3µ4

(2) H
µ5 − 6gµ1α

b

µ2µ3µ4

(1) ∂αH
µ5

− 6igµ1αgµ2µ3

,αb
µ4µ5

(2) + 4igµ1µ2

,αb
(µ3µ4µ5α)
(2) + 12gµ1µ2

,αβg
αµ3gβµ4

b

µ5

(1)

− 3gαβgµ1µ2

,αβb
µ3µ4µ5

(1) − 18gµ1µ2

,αβg
αµ2

b

(µ4µ5α)
(1) , (A5)

b

µ1µ2µ3µ4µ5µ6µ7

(3) = ibµ1µ2µ3µ4µ5µ6

(2) H
µ7 − 8igµ1µ2

,αg
αµ3

b

µ4µ5µ6µ7

(2) + 6igµ1µ2

,αb
(µ3µ4µ5µ6µ7α)
(2) , (A6)

b

µ1µ2µ3µ4µ5µ6µ7µ8µ9

(3) = −10igµ1µ2

,αg
αµ3

b

µ4µ5µ6µ7µ8µ9

(2) , (A7)

b

•
(4) = gαβ∂α∂βE+ b

•
(2)E− ibα

(1)∂αE , (A8)

b

µ1µ2

(4) = −4gµ1αgµ2β∂α∂βE− 4gαβgγµ1∂α∂β∂γH
µ2 − gαβgγλgµ1µ2

αβγλ

+ 4igµ1α
b

µ2

(1)∂αE− 3ib
(µ1µ2α)
(1) ∂αE+ 2igαβbµ1

(1)∂α∂βH
µ2
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+ 4igµ1α
b

β
(1)∂α∂βH

µ2 − 3ib
(µ1αβ)
(1) ∂α∂βH

µ2 + 2igµ1µ2

,αβγg
αβ
b

γ
(1)

− igµ1µ2

,αβγb
αβγ
(1) + b

µ1µ2

(2) E− 4gµ1α
b

•
(2)∂αH

µ2 + 2b
(µ1α)
(2) ∂αH

µ2

− 2gαβgµ1µ2

,αβb
•
(2) + gµ1µ2

,αβb
αβ
(2) + ibµ1

(3)H
µ2 + igµ1µ2

,αb
α
(3) , (A9)

b

µ1µ2µ3µ4

(4) = 8gµ1αgµ2βgµ3γ∂α∂β∂γH
µ4 + 12gαβgγµ1gλµ2gµ3µ4

,αβγλ + 6igαµ1
b

µ2µ3µ4

(1) ∂αE

− 12igαµ1gβµ2
b

µ3

(1)∂α∂βH
µ4 + 3igαβbµ1µ2µ3

(1) ∂α∂βH
µ4 + 18igαµ1

b

(µ2µ3β)
(1) ∂α∂βH

µ4

− 12igµ1αgβγgµ2µ3

,αβγb
µ4

(1) − 12igµ1αgµ2βgµ3µ4

,αβγb
γ
(1) + 12igαβgµ1µ2

,αβγb
(µ3µ4γ)
(1)

+ 18igµ1αgµ2µ3

,αβγb
(µ4βγ)
(1) + ibµ1µ2µ3

(3) H
µ4 − 6gµ1α

b

µ2µ3

(2) ∂αH
µ4 + 4b

(µ1µ2µ3α)
(2) ∂αH

µ4

+ 12gαµ1gβµ2gµ3µ4

,αβb
• − 6gαµ1gµ2µ3

,αβb
(βµ4)
(2) − 3gαβgµ1µ2

,αβb
µ3µ4

(2)

− 6igµ1µ2

,αg
αµ3

b

µ4

(1) + b

µ1µ2µ3µ4

(2) E+ 6gµ1µ2

,αβb
(µ3µ4αβ)
(2) + 3igµ1µ2

,αb
(µ3µ4α)
(3) , (A10)

b

µ1µ2µ3µ4µ5µ6

(4) = −16gµ1αgµ2βgµ3γgµ4λgµ5µ6

,αβλγ − 24igµ1αgµ2β
b

µ3µ4µ5

(1) ∂α∂βH
µ6

+ 32igµ1αgµ2βgµ3γgµ4µ5

,αβγb
µ6

(1) − 72igµ1αgµ2βgµ3µ4

,αβγb
(µ5µ6γ)
(1)

− 24igαβgγµ1gµ2µ3

,αβγb
µ4µ5µ6

(1) + b

µ1µ2µ3µ4µ5µ6

(2) E− 8gµ1α
b

µ2µ3µ4µ5

(2) ∂αH
µ6

+ b

µ1µ2µ3µ4µ5

(3) H
µ6 + 24gµ1µ2

,αβg
αµ3gβµ4

b

µ5µ6

(2) − 4gµ1µ2

,αβg
αβ
b

µ3µ4µ5µ6

(2)

+ 6b
(µ1µ2µ3µ4µ5α)
(2) ∂αH

µ6 − 32gµ1µ2

,αβg
αµ3

b

(µ4µ5µ6β)
(2) − 8igµ1µ2

,αg
αµ3

b

µ4µ5µ6

(3)

+ 5igµ1µ2

,αb
(µ3µ4µ5µ6α)
(3) + 15gµ1µ2

,αβb
(µ3µ4µ5µ6αβ)
(2) , (A11)

b

µ1µ2µ3µ4µ5µ6µ7µ8

(4) = ibµ1µ2µ3µ4µ5µ6µ7

(3) H
µ8 + 80igµ1αgµ2βgµ3γgµ4µ5

,αβγb
µ6µ7µ8

(1)

− 10igµ1α
b

µ2µ3µ4µ5µ6µ7

(2) ∂αH
µ8 + 40gµ1αgµ2βgµ3µ4

,αβb
µ5µ6µ7µ8

(2)

− 5gαβgµ1µ2

,αβb
µ3µ4µ5µ6µ7µ8

(2) − 10igµ1αgµ2µ3

,αb
µ4µ5µ6µ7µ8

(3)

− 60gµ1αgµ2µ3

,αβb
(µ4µ5µ6µ7µ8β)
(2) + 7gµ1µ2

,αb
(µ3µ4µ5µ6µ7µ8α)
(3) , (A12)

b

µ1µ2µ3µ4µ5µ6µ7µ8µ9µ10

(4) = ibµ1µ2µ3µ4µ5µ6µ7µ8µ9

(3) H
µ10 + 60gµ1αgµ2βgµ3µ4

,αβb
µ5µ6µ7µ8µ9µ10

(2)

− 12igµ1µ2

,αg
αµ3

b

µ4µ5µ6µ7µ8µ9µ10

(3) + 9igµ1µ2

,αb
(µ3µ4µ5µ6µ7µ8µ9µ10α)
(3) , (A13)

b

µ1µ2µ3µ4µ5µ6µ7µ8µ9µ10µ11µ12

(4) = −14igµ1µ2

,αg
αµ3

b

µ4µ5µ6µ7µ8µ9µ10µ11µ12

(3) . (A14)

For computing the trace anomaly for the matter sector, for a positive integer k, the symbol b2k and its coefficients
b

µ1µ2...µp

(2k) are relevant to the one-loop effective action in the k-dimensional case via (73). For instance, we should

compute these symbols b
µ1...µp

(n) up to the fourth order (n = 4) when considering the trace anomaly with quantum

field theory in four-dimensional spacetime. Therefore, for our purpose, it is sufficient to compute the coefficients up
to this order as it is displayed above. We stress that the most important term in the asymptotic expansion highly
depends on what theory/model we consider.

2. The values on the Riemann normal coordinate

In this appendix, we provide the quantities of different tensors in Riemann normal coordinates. We denote sym-
metrization as usual [80]: We introduce the symmetrization of tensors by

A(µν) =
1

2!
(Aµν +Aνµ) , (A15)

A(µνρ) =
1

3!
(Aµνρ +Aνρµ +Aρµν +Aνµρ +Aµρν +Aρνµ) , (A16)
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...

Note that the indices surrounded by a vertical bar | · · · | are not symmetrized. In what follows, we denote a value of
quantity (· · · ) at the point by the subscript zero, [(· · · )]0.

a. Metrics and its derivatives

The metric and its derivatives in Riemann normal coordinates become:

[gµν ]0 = δµν , (A17)

[gµν,λ]0 = 0 , (A18)

[gµν,ρσ]0 =
2

3
Rµ(ρσ)ν , (A19)

[gµν,ρσα]0 = ∇(αR|µ|ρσ)ν , (A20)

[gµν,ρσαβ ]0 =
6

5
∇(β∇αR|µ|ρσ)ν +

16

15
R

λ
µ(ρσ R|λ|αβ)ν . (A21)

b. Spin connections and its derivatives

We note that the third derivative of the spin connection will vanish after taking summation in the K2 in Eq.(71).
So its value on the Riemann normal coordinate is not needed on our computations. The important quantities then
become

[ωµ]0 = 0 , (A22)

[∂αωµ]0 =
1

2
Fαµ , (A23)

[∂α∂βωµ]0 =
2

3
∇(αFβ)µ , (A24)

where the tensor Fµν is the curvature tensor defined by

Fµν = ∂µων − ∂νωµ + ωµων − ωνωµ . (A25)

c. The vector S
µ and its derivatives

For higher derivative tensors computed in Riemann normal coordinates, we can symmetrize the indices that emerge
on the partial derivative since they commute. In this symmetrization, the additional curvature terms will appear due
to the commutator of the covariant derivatives, yielding the following quantities

[Sµ]0 = S
µ , (A26)

[∂αS
µ]0 = ∇αS

µ , (A27)

[∂α∂βS
µ]0 = ∇(α∇β)S

µ +
1

3
Rµ

(β|λ|α)S
λ , (A28)

[∂α∂β∂γS
µ]0 = ∇(α∇β∇γ)S

µ +Rµ
(α|λ|β∇γ)S

λ − 1

2
∇(αR

µ
βγ)λS

λ . (A29)

d. Coefficients E, Hµ and its derivatives

The expressions of E, Hµ and their derivatives are easily derived by substituting the result of the previous subsection
into the definitions of the matrices H

µ and E, yielding

[E]0 = X , (A30)

[∂µE]0 = ∇µX+ S
λ
Fµλ +

1

3
∇λ

Fµλ , (A31)
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[∂µ∂νE]0 = ∇(µ∇ν)X+ 2∇(µS
λ
Fν)λ +

4

3
S
λ∇(µFν)λ − 1

2
Fλ(µF

λ
ν) − 2

3
Rλ

(µFν)λ + gρσ[∂µ∂ν∂ρωσ]0 . (A32)

[Hµ]0 = 2Sµ , (A33)

[∂αH
µ]0 = 2∇αS

µ − 2

3
Rµ

α + F
µ

α , (A34)

[∂α∂βH
µ]0 = 2

[

∇(α∇β)S
µ +

1

3
Rµ

(β|λ|α)S
λ

]

+
4

3
∇(αFβ)µ −

[

∂α∂β
(

gρσΓµ
σρ

)]

0
, (A35)

[∂α∂β∂γH
µ]0 = 2

[

∇(α∇β∇γ)S
µ +Rµ

(α|λ|β∇γ)S
λ − 1

2
∇(αR

µ
βγ)λS

λ

]

+
2

3
Fλ(αR

λ µ
βγ) −

[

∂α∂β∂γ
(

gρσΓµ
σρ

)]

0
+ 2gµλ[∂α∂β∂γωλ]0 . (A36)

In the above equations, we have omitted the value of the object [∂α∂β∂γωλ]0 since this term will vanish due to the
symmetry of indices. We additionally introduce the following tensor K

µν to simplify the coefficients in the symbols:

[Kµν ]0 = 4(∇µ
S
ν + S

µ
S
ν) + 2Fµν − 2

3
Rµν

1N . (A37)

3. Non-zero symbols on Riemann normal coordinate

By using the Riemann normal coordinate, we can highly reduce the complexity of Seeley’s algorithm. Here, we
show the first two nontrivial terms for the heat kernel expansion (71) in the Riemann normal coordinate, namely:

K1 = b

•
(2) +

1

2!
Xα1α2

b

α1α2

(2) , (A38)

K2 =
1

2!
b

•
(4) +

1

3!
Xα1α2

b

α1α2

(4) +
1

4!
Xα1α2α3α4

b

α1α2α3α4

(4) . (A39)

In particular, K2 term is made out of the following terms in the symbol b4:

b

•
(4)

∣

∣

∣

gµν,λ=0
= gρσ∂ρσE+H

µ∂µE+ E
2

, (A40)

b

µν
(4)

∣

∣

∣

gµν,λ=0
= −

{

4gµαgνβ∂αβE+ 4gαβgµλ∂αβλH
ν + gαβgρσgµν,αβρσ + 4Hµgνλ∂λE

+2Hλgαβgµν,αβλ + 2Hµgαβ∂αβH
ν +K

µν
E+ 4gµαHβ∂αβH

ν

+E

(

4gµλ∂λH
ν + 2gαβgµν,αβ +H

µ
H

ν
)

+ 2K(µλ)∂λH
ν + 2Kαβgµν,αβ

+2gµλ(∂λE)H
ν + gαβ(∂αβH

µ)Hν +H
µ
EH

ν +H
λ(∂λH

µ)Hν
}

,

(A41)

b

µνρσ
(4)

∣

∣

∣

gµν,λ=0
= 8gµαgνβgρλ∂αβλH

σ + 12gµµ1gνν1gαβgρσ,αβµ1ν1
+ 12Hρgµαgνβ∂αβH

σ

+ 12Hρgαβgσλgµν,αβλ + 12Hλgραgσβgµν,αβλ + 4gµαgνβgρσ,αβE

+ 6Kµνgρλ∂λH
σ + 8gµλgαβgρσ,λβ∂αH

ν + 8gραgσβgµλ,αβ∂λH
ν

+ 12gµαgνβgρσ,αβE+ 12gµαK(νβ)gρσ,αβ + 3Kµνgαβgρσ,αβ

+ 4gµαgνβ(∂αβH
ρ)Hσ +K

µν
H

ρ
H

σ + 2Hµ
H

νgαβgρσ,αβ

+ 4
(

gαλgβτgµν,λτ + gµλgντgαβ,λτ + 4gµλgατgνβ,λτ

)

gρσ,αβ

+ 4Hµgνλ(∂λH
ρ)Hσ + 4gαβgµλgρσ,αβλH

ν + 4Hα
H

νgµβgρσ,αβ .

(A42)

In this paper, we have considered only the first two non-trivial coefficients c1(x) and c2(x) in the asymptotic
expansion. If we need to find higher coefficients cn(x) (n > 2), the algorithm can be continued in the same way.
However, the higher-order coefficients we consider, the more complicated the corresponding computations become.
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Appendix B: The integration of the product of covectors

In Sec. IVA4, the tensorXα1α2...αp
was introduced as the integration of the product of covector ξµ with the Gaussian

kernel e−gµνξµξν . From the definition, Xα1α2...αp
vanishes when p is odd. Therefore, the non-trivial contributions of

Xα1α2...αp
appears when p is even. For a 4-dimensional spacetime, we only need the expressions for p = 0, 2, 4. In

this cases, the tensor Xα1α2...αp
becomes

X• = 1 , (B1)

Xα1α2
=

1

2
gα1α2

, (B2)

Xα1α2α3α4
=

1

4
(gα1α2

gα3α4
+ gα1α3

gα2α4
+ gα1α4

gα2α3
) , (B3)

where • was introduced to denote that the quantity does not have indices (i.e., it is a scalar). In Ref. [60], the generic
form of tensor Xα1α2...αp

is introduced and reads as follows

Xα1α2...αp
=

1

2p

[

∂

∂zα1

∂

∂zα2

· · · ∂

∂zαp
exp (gµνz

µzν)

]

z→0

. (B4)

This equation can be easily obtained from the symmetry of indices of the metric and their products.
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