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A method known as covariant geodesic point separation is developed to calculate the vacuum expectation
value of the stress tensor for a massive scalar field in an arbitrary gravitational field. The vacuum expectation
value will diverge because the stress-tensor operator is constructed from products of field operators evaluated
at the same space-time point. To remedy this problem, one of the field operators is taken to a nearby point.
The resultant vacuum expectation value is finite and may be expressed in terms of the Hadamard elementary
function. This function is calculated using a curved-space generalization of Schwinger’s proper-time method
for calculating the Feynman Green’s function. The expression for the Hadamard function is written in terms
of the biscalar of geodetic interval which gives a measure of the square of the geodesic distance between the
separated points. Next, using a covariant expansion in terms of the tangent to the geodesic, the stress tensor
may be expanded in powers of the length of the geodesic. Covariant expressions for each divergent term and
for certain terms in the finite portion of the vacuum expectation value of the stress tensor are found. The
properties, uses, and limitations of the results are discussed.

I. INTRODUCTION

In the past few years the study of quantum field
theory in curved space-times has grown at a rapid
rate. This growth has been stimulated partly by
investigations of particle production in the gravi-
tational fields of black holes and various cosmo-
logical models and partly because it seems natural
to consider situations where the gravitational field
is fixed before proceeding to more difficult prob-
lems in a full quantum theory of gravity.

Consider some quantum scalar field propagating
on a fixed curved background. If the background
gravitational field is strong and time-varying,
particles may be produced. (In some cases it is
better to talk about the flux of energy rather than
particles. A particle is not always a well-defined
concept in a curved-space setting.) We may cal-
culate the vacuum expectation value (VEV) of the
stress tensor for this flux and use it as the source
in Einstein’s field equations. The new field equa-
tions are then solved (exactly, if possible; nu-
merically otherwise). This will give a new (semi-
classical since the gravitational field has not been
quantized) approximation to the metric structure
of the space-time.

Unfortunately, as is almost always the case, the
VEV of the stress tensor diverges and hence some
method of regularization must be found. The
method of regularization one chooses to use de-
pends on how the VEV of the stress tensor is
originally calculated or, as is often the case, on
one’s personal taste, that is, on which method
seems more physical to the individual doing the
calculation.

When calculating a VEV of the stress tensor,

one must normally do a separate calculation for
each background geometry. Usually, some com-
plete set of mode functions is found by solving the
scalar field equations and is used to express the
scalar field operator in terms of creation and
annjhilation operators. The stress tensor is
written in terms of these field operators and its
VEV taken. The result is a sum over products of
the mode functions and their derivatives (see Sec.
VII). If possible, the sums are done and the pieces
which diverge are isolated and disposed of in some
fashion.

In many interesting cases, such as the Schwarzs-
child metric, the mode functions cannot be written
in terms of known functions, or, if the functions
are known, the integrals or sums which appear
cannot be evaluated. One must normally resort
to approximations which rarely give all the de-
sired information.

The work presented here will focus on the prob-
lem of calculating the VEV of the stress tensor
for a massive scalar field in an arbitrary curved
background in a covariant manner without resort-
ing to mode sums. Using a method proposed by
DeWitt,' known as geodesic point separation, co-
variant expressions for the divergences in the
VEV of the stress tensor are found. Also, valu-
able, but incomplete, information (no knowledge
of real particle production is found) about the
finite portions of the VEV will be given.

The point-separation procedure is presented in
Secs. II through VI. In Sec. II, we define the
stress-tensor operator and note that it is con-
structed out of products of field operators eval-
uated at the same space-time point. It is this fact
which causes the VEV of the stress tensor to di-
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verge. To avoid these divergent quantities, one
operator in each product is moved to a nearby
point. The point-separated object which results
is expressed in terms of the so-called Hadamard
elementary function.

Section III presents the Schwinger-DeWitt coor-
dinate-space method for calculating the Feynman
Green’s function, and from it Hadamard’s func-
tion. It is found that through the use of biscalars,
the Hadamard function may be written in terms of
the distance along the geodesic between the sepa-
rated points and purely geometrical quantities
constructed out of the Riemann tensor.

Sections IV and V are a summary of the proper-
ties of bitensors. We find that the two-point func-
tions in the Hadamard function may be written as
functions of one of the points and a tangent vector
to the geodesic between the points by using co-
variant expansions in terms of the tangent vector.

In Sec. VI, the information derived in the pre-
ceding sections is brought together to form the
VEV of the stress tensor. The results show that
as the length of the tangent vector goes to zero
(that is, when the points coincide) there will be
quartic, quadratic, logarithmic, and linear di-
vergences in general. There are also finite tan-
gent-vector-dependent and -independent terms.

The last section discusses the properties, uses,
and limitations of the results of Sec. VI. We see
that there are serious problems when one attempts
to use the results in the limit of zero scalar field
mass.

In an appendix, we present the proof of a valuable
theorem on bitensors introduced in Sec. IV.

II. THE POINT-SEPARATED STRESS TENSOR

The action functional for a scalar field in a
curved background is?

s[¢>]=-%fg1’2(q>;u¢>;"+eR¢2+m2¢Z)d4x, 2.1)

where ¢(x) is the scalar field, g is minus the
determinant of the background metric, g,,, R is
the curvature scalar, m is the scalar field’s
mass, and £ is some constant which is + for a
conformal scalar field and 0 for an ordinary scalar
field. Varying ¢ infinitesimally in Eq. (2.1), we
obtain the scalar field equations

6

%)

0=

=-g"%[¢,," - (ER +m?)¢], 2.2)

[
©

where 6/0¢ indicates functional differentiation.
The classical stress-tensor density?® is defined

as

6S

T =2 )
Sgu

2.3)

Using
6g" = -g' g g, ,
bgif =1g"2g"P0g,,,
and
6R=-R*®8g,5 +2*Pg" (=08 up, v +08up; aw)
we find that
T = g2 {3(1-28) ¢°F, 9V )4 +3 (26~ $)2"([ 9,0, 9*° s
= £, ol +E8"[0,°, B+

+3E@RY - 38" R) ¢, ¢)s - im2g" [p, ¢14},
(2.4)

where [, ], is the anticommutator. T’ is sym-
metric and by virtue of the field equations (2.2)
satisfies T*",, =0. Also, T", =0 when m =0, £=%,
and Eq. (2.2) holds. The transition from classical
to quantum fields is made by replacing the classi-
cal field ¢ by a field operator ¢. We then note
that Eq. (2.4) is constructed from products of field
operators or their derivatives at the same space-
time point. These quantities diverge when their
vacuum expectation value is taken. With a little
foresight, we rewrite the fourth term in Eq. (2.4)
as :

{(P;ouy (,b]+ =%[¢;co; ¢]+ +%(£R +m2)[¢, ¢}+ ’
2.5)

where we have employed the field equations (2.2).
This change makes Eq. (2.4) manifestly trace-free
[independent of Eq. (2.2)] when £=% and m =0.
The systems we consider will be required to
have some initial in-region and final out-region
with vacuum states |in, vac) and |out,vac), re-
spectively.? All dynamics occurs in the region
separating the in and out regions. As DeWitt
(Ref. 1) has pointed out, all information on the
divergences in the expectation values
(in, vac|T*"|in, vac) and (out, vac|T""|out, vac)
may be found by studying

_ (out, vac|T"|in, vac)
{out, vaclin, vac)

(T Dy (2.6)

Terms such as

(out, vac|[¢(x), ¢(x)].|in, vac)
{out, vaclin, vac)

appear and are divergent. The point-separation
procedure consists of replacing one of the g(x)
by ¢(x’), where x’ is some point near x. The
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finite quantity obtained is called the Hadamard
elementary function, G*’(x,x’). We have the
definition

_ {out, vac|[¢(x), ¢(x)].|in, vac)

(1) ’
G x,x) (out, vacl|in, vac)
(2.7a)
as well as®
guwiw _ Sout,vacllgier, o' Jin vac)
- (out, vac|in, vac) ) :
G <°“t’Vact[f‘“’ﬂ“"]»«liﬂﬂac) 2.7¢)
- (out, vac|in, vac) , (2.7c
Gu);u’v'=<°“t"’acll£,£‘“ v ]+|in,vac)’ @.1a)

({out, vac|in, vac)

J

(T )a =lim g5 = )GV + GV ) + (£-3) 8" G,
X x

where the prime on the indices indicates that the
derivative is taken at the point x’. Note that G’
and its derivatives are bitensors; they are func-
tions which transform as tensors at two different
points. For example, G***' transforms like the
product of two vectors, one at x, the other at

x’', A*(x) B (x').

We now take the first ¢ in each bracket in Eq.
(2.4) [modified by Eq. (2.5)] to x’, take the result,
and sandwich it between vacuum states as in Eq.
(2.6). We then do the same for the second ¢ in
each bracket and average the two results.® Using
Egs. (2.7), we get

’

—%E(G“"“"+G‘“‘”"")+§.§g“”(6(”;a°+G(”;o:°')+%£g“"(éR+m2)G‘”

CAE(RY - 18 RIG™ ~ g 6],

Equation (2.8) is a purely formal expression.
Terms such as G G® 'Y gare meaningless.
Each term transforms differently as a bitensor,
so they cannot be added. These terms will be given
a well-defined meaning in Sec. V. (T" ), is sym-
metric and, when £=% and m =0, trace-free.
However, a “conservation equation” such as
{T""Ygiv; » =0 has no meaning. (T*");, is not a
stress tensor in the strict sense since it is a bi-
tensor rather than a tensor at one point. In the
end, of course, the object we construct using
(TH )4 and put in Einstein’s equations as a source
will satisfy conservation equations.

III. GREEN’S FUNCTIONS

Because we are doing calculations in a curved-
space setting, all of the procedures we adopt will
be carried out in a fully covariant (as opposed to
merely Lorentz-covariant) manner. This requires
that we use coordinate-space methods. The meth-
od chosen here is DeWitt’s” curved-space general-
ization of Schwinger’s® proper-time technique for
finding the Feynman Green’s function, G(x,x’).
Using the relation

G(x,x")=G(x,x")=3iGV(x,x"), (3.1)

where G is the principal-value function (equal to
one-~half the sum of the advanced and retarded
Green’s functions), G’ may be found by studying
G. The Feynman function satisfies

fF(x,x”)G(x”,x')d“x"=—5(x,x'), (3.2)

(2.8)

r

where F(x,x") is some differential operator.

We introduce an abstract Hilbert space whose
basis vectors |x),|x’),... are eigenvectors of a
coordinate operator x*, whose eigenvalues are the
coordinates themsel;es, i.e.,

xH|x’) =x""|x’').
This allows us to write Eq. (3.2) in matrix form
FG=-1, (3.3)
where

G(x,x") = (x[Glx"),

F(x,x")=(x|F|x"),
and
0(x,x")=(x[1|x") ={x|x") .

We may assure ourselves that G is the Feynman
function by adding a small positive imaginary num-
ber, i0,, to F(x,x’). Formally,

g1/4Gg1/4 - l
2 2 g174£g.--174+i0+ .

The g' =g'#(x) factors are added to maintain the
transformation properties of the matrix elements
of G. Now using

L 1
-i(2=i04)s -
fo e =5z =100)
we have (dropping the ¢0,’s for the moment, but
remembering that we will need to reinsert them
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later)

§1/4§§1/4 =i f exp(ig'l/"zg'l/“s)ds ,

0

or after taking matrix elements,
G(x,x")=i f g'l/"(x)(xlexp(ig‘”‘*ﬁg‘“‘*s)lx')
0

x g Yi(x")ds. (3.4)
We define the “transition amplitude”
(x,8]x",0) = (x| exp(ig"V*F g~ Ys)|x") ,

which when operated on by i8/8s gives
iais(x,slx',o)=—F(x,s|x’,0). (3.5)

For a scalar field
F=V, V! - ER-m?,

where V* is the covariant derivative operator.
When s =0,

(x,01x",0) = (x|x") =8 (x,x"). (3.6)

Thus (x, s|x’,0) satisfies a Schrédinger-type equa-
tion with the boundary condition (3.6).

In the context of a WKB expansion, which is
sufficient to give all the divergences, Eq. (3.5) has
a solution of the form

(x, s|x",0) === D'2(x,x")

T @ny s?
. o(x,x") S92 ’
X exp[zT - im?s|Q(x,x",s),

(8.7

where Q(x,x’,s) is some function to be deter-
mined. The boundary condition (3.6) forces
Q(x,x’,0) to equal unity. The quantity o(x,x’) is
the biscalar of a geodetic interval® which is equal
to one-half the square of the geodesic distance
between x and x’. The VanVleck-Morette deter-
minant, D(x,x’), is defined by (Ref. 7)

D(x,x")= —det(=0; ). (3.8)
Geodesic theory (Ref. 7) gives us

o(x,x") =30 g, , 3.9)
and

D7 (Do*),, =4. (3.10)

Now substituting Eq. (3.7) into (3.5), we obtain
a differential equation for Q,

;2 Loqitg = _p-le(pik
Zgn+—3_9u0;u“"l) 2(DV*Q), ! + ERQ.
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We try to solve this equation by a power series
in (is),

Q(x,x’, s):ia,,(x,x’)(is)” ,
n=0

which results in a set of recursion relations for
the a,’s,

a,, ,0°* =0 (3.11)

and
Ol apyy,y ++1)a, =A‘1/2(A‘/2a,,);u“ - &¢Ra,,
(3.12)

where A(x, x’)Eg'1/2(x)D(x,x’)g'l/z(x'). When
s=0,

Q(x)x,,o):ao(xyx/):ly (3'13)

for all x and x’. Equation (3.11) is satisfied im-
mediately. As we shall see, we will not need to
solve the recursion relation for the a,’s, but will
use Eq. (3.12) to find the a,’s and their derivatives
in the limit that x’ coincides with x.

Now substitute Eq. (3.7) into (3.4) to get

, AI/Z ot 1 . . o
G(x,x )_WJ; ?exp[-—z<m S - —2—8—>]

o

X Za"(is)”ds .

n=0

(3.14)

Exchanging the summation and integration, we
have

G(x,x'):—(%i a, (‘?%E)n

n=0

XJ; Elg exp[:— i (mzs - —;;)] ds.

Using!®

_1_fw_l i(m? i]ds
@4y J, s? exp| - $7 2s

_ —y_}/ﬁ H® )((_ 2m2cr)1/2)

8w (=2m?g)H2 ’
we find that

G(x,x' =—-Al—/?~ 3 a 2y
’ 81 & "\ oam?

mzHl(z)((_zmzo.)l/z)
(_zmzo.)l/z ’

(3.15)

where H{? is the Hankel function of the second
kind of order one.
We may write H® as an asymptotic series,
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m2H§2)((—2m20)1/2)_i( 1
T o

(—-2m30)2 o+10,

1 2m2o
T4T 22x4

+zm2{[y+émem2>+%ln<v+f°+”[% '

+3) -

2mis  (@mPe)? :|
2°x4 " 2Px4ixp T

(2m?3o)?

m(l%-%-&-%)—"‘}—"‘), (3.16)

where we have reinserted ¢0,’s. The constant v is Euler’s constant. We now substitute Eq. (3.16) into
(3.15) and carry out the differentiations and summation, Using

1 1
IS SR 0)- ol
570, -5 (0), In(oc+20,)=1n|o| +7i8(=0),
where
1, o<0
0(-0) =
0, ¢>0

and Eq. (3.1), we obtain an expansion for G'*:

, Al 1 A A f
GV (x,x") = 5 {Go| 5 +m*( +z Inlzm®)(1 +5mP0 +- -

1
')—"g‘le—ngm20+"‘]

- a,[(y +2 In[zmPa])A +5mP 4+ ) —gmPo -+ -+ ]

+a,0l(y +3 In|3m20|)G +5m20 4+ ) =

1 1
+——3[a2+"

Equation (3.17) includes only those terms which
will contribute to the divergences and certain
finite terms in (T"")g. The divergences in

G® (x,x') appear as o~! and In|$m20| terms which
blow up when 0 -0 as x' - x,

IV. BITENSORS

In Sec. II, we introduced the term bitensor. A
general bitensor,
Tal”'anﬁl’"' Bl
transforms like the product of two tensors, one at
each space-time point,

Aal,,,a"(x)BBI... Bm(x') .

So far we have introduced the biscalars, o(x,x’),
AY2(x x'), and a,(x,x’). We will also need to
study the bivector, g",,, which is called the bi-
vector of parallel displacement. This object,
when acting on a vector AV at x’, gives the vector
A", which is obtained by parallel transport of

AV tox along the geodesic connecting ¥ and x'.
Soll

At =gt AV,

We can find the properties of g* . by studying the
action of g, on ¢*”’, which is tangent to the

T g Lag ool

F RPN PR

. } (3.17)

r

geodesic at x’, has length equal to the geodesic
distance between x and x’, and is oriented in the
x —«x' direction, We have

gt =gh gV, 4.1)

When a tangent vector is parallel transported, it
remains tangent and keeps the same length. So
the action of g*, on o°”’ must give —o**, which is
tangent to the geodesic at x and has the same
length as o} ', The minus sign comes from the
fact that ¢¥ is oriented in the x’ —x direction.

The key property of bitensors is the coincidence
limit, defined by

[Tar"anﬂi"' B§n] =1:1m le...angi... Bl
x X
where we have adopted Synge’s bracket notation
(see Ref. 9).

We will start by finding the coincidence limits
of o(x,x’) and its derivatives. As x’ approaches
x, the length of the geodesic goes to zero, so that
by definition

[¢]=0 (4.2a)

lo,,]=0. (4.2b)
Turning to Eq. (3.9) and differentiating at x re-



14 VACUUM EXPECTATION VALUE OF THE STRESS TENSOR IN... 2495

peatedly, we find

0,,=0 0,5, (4.3a)
0w =000, +0°P0, 50, (4.3b)
Ty =0 160, o #0720, 46+ 07750 oy

+0 PG,y o, (4.3c)

and so forth. From Eq. (4.2b) and Eq. (4.3b), we
get

[o;yv] =8uv - (4.4&)

Taking the coincidence limits of Eq. (4.3c) and the
higher-derivative equations, we have

[c;u,,o]:O, (4.4b)
[U;uuo‘r]=s;wc'rz_%(Rpovr +Rpruc); (4-4(:)

[U:HUoTp] =%(SplloT;p+SpVTp;o+Suvpc‘.‘r)’ (4-4d)

and a six-derivative limit which has 36 terms in-
volving S, 5.*2
Next we look at AY2, From Eq. (4.1), we get

0w’ ==8v'0:p 0" = 8u160° %y,
which, when we note that [g,,/]=g,,, gives
A EEY S (4.5)
Definition (3.8) then says that
[D]=-det(-[o, . ])
=-detg,, = g(x).
Now we have

[a(x,2")] =[g 7 2(x)D (x, x")g 72(x")]
=1 ,

or
[are] =1, @.6)
Equation (3.10) may be written as
ATHAGH),, =4
or 4.7
402 =202 PP L ARG,

Once again, we differentiate Eq. (4.7) repeatedly,
take the coincidence limit of each equation, and
then use the o-coincidence limits. This gives

[Al/z;cx] =0 ’ (4-83)
LAI/Z;OLES] =%Ra8 3 (4-8b)
[a¥2, 5. ] =45 (Rug;y +Ray;s +Royi o) s (4.8¢)

[AI/Z;ocﬁy 6]
L H i
==5(0°° papys) = 3Ry RP 5,5 = 5R5, RP o5
—%Rprpaaa —%Rﬁp dee.y +%Rapspﬁ.,,5
1 1 1
+'3‘Rﬁp Spayé +§Rypsp(x55 +§R5p Spagy
2 2 2
-sRysRys~5RayRps ~5RasRoy).
(4.8d)

For g*,,, we use Eq. (4.1) and [g",/]=6", to
obtain

[gu v’;a]=0, (4.93.)
[guv’;aB]=—%R“vocB; (4'9b)

and higher derivatives whose most important
property is

[g" v/ ap... J0*%0? P+ o0 =0, (4.9¢)

where the dots denote any number of unprimed
indices.

Finally, we will need the coincidence limits of
the a,’s and their first few derivatives. We al-
ready know that

ay(x,x") =1,
which gives

la,] =1 (4.102)
and

[@0; apee- =0 (4.10b)

These limits and those of o and AY2 allow us to
use the recursion relations (3.12) to show that

[a,]=G - &R, (4.11a)
[a,,,)=5 & - DR, (4.11b)

1
[al;uv] =(2Lo "’:li E)R;;w +F15Rpu;pp +_§5RPTRpuTu

_%RWR",,+313RPKT“RP”,,, (4.11c)
and
(a,) == 55 R "Ry ; + 155 R* T Ryr ot
G -ORP G - PR (@110)

In later calculations, we will need coincidence
limits of biscalars with primed derivatives. These
may be found most easily by using a generaliza-
tion of a theorem proved by Synge (Ref, 9) origi-
nally for o(x,x’) only. The general theorem, which
we prove in the Appendix, is

[Tal.'..ansi... Blns U'] =_[T°l1°"°‘neyl,"' B;n;ll]
+[Ta1"'°‘nﬁ1’,"'51'-n];“’ (4.12)
where

Tal...anﬂ{... Bl
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is any bitensor whose coincidence limit and deri-
vative coincidence limits exist. Consider [O;WOIT,]:

[0, worrd ==l worr ] + [0 ol -
==(-[0; wrol+l0sr)io)
+(=[0; ol +loswlio)ir
=[0,uwrol =Swro=Swor
and (g%, )
(e%sr ) ==[8%ss ] + g% )0
=3R% .

This technique saves a great deal of time when a
large number of primed indices is involved. Once
we have the coincidence limits of quantities with
no primes, a simple application of the theorem
gives all other primed-unprimed combinations.

V. COVARIANT EXPANSIONS

In the expression (2.8) for ( T"")4,, the
G (x,x') quantities diverge in the limit x’ —x.
We can avoid this problem by simply not taking
the coincidence limit. This presents us with a
nonsensical equation. On the left side of Eq.
(2.8), we have a tensor at x, while on the right,
a mixture of quantities with various transforma-
tion properties. We need to express the right-
hand side in terms of quantities at x with the cor-
rect transformation properties. At the same time,
we want to isolate, in a covariant manner, those
quantities which diverge when x’—~x. We accom-
plish this by expanding all bitensors in terms of
functions at x and the tangent vector, o’*=o*,

Consider some bitensor T «---a,8{-- 8}, Which,
along with its derivatives, has a known finite
coincidence limit., We note that an expansion such
as

Tal...ane{... B;n=ta1...angl... Bm(x)

+ty. ..

e By Bmp(x)op 4000 (5.1)

is meaningless because again the two sides have
different transformation properties. We must

tys =[°';oc8’] ==8aB
taBu =[U;a6'p] +8aB;p =0,
taﬂuv =[c:aﬂ’pu] +8aiw == Saws

and

taBu.vo: [G; aB’uva] +gcz8; uv0+ SmuVB; ot Sach; w + Sacuﬂ;v

transform
T"‘1"'°‘n5{"' B8,

into a tensor at x and then try to expand it. We
do this by using g%/, constructing

- Pleas Pm
Tal...angl...gm gﬂl 88, Tocl"'OL”P{"'P;,,’

and then expanding as in Eq. (5.1).

To avoid writing so many indices, we will find
the expansion for a bivector 7,5/, The method we
use is applicable to any bitensor with known coin-
cidence limits. Suppose we know the coincidence
limits of T,/ and its derivatives. We assume that

— '
Tys :ng Tocp’ =ty +ta5ucu

1
+-2_!—toc6uu°'uov+"' ) (5.2)
where the ¢ coefficients are functions of x only.
Differentiate Eq. (5.2) repeatedly and take coinci-

dence limits of each equation. We find that
[Taﬂ]:[gﬁp'Tap'] =tup,
[Topi ) =[86° 1 Tpr +88° Tapr ]
=top;u+lapy,

and so forth. Using the properties of g%5/, we ob-
tain

tap =[Tas'J ,

Lasy :[Tocﬁ’;u] —lapiu s

tappw =[Togtwl = tas;w = tasy; v
= lagvsp +[Zap, ,“,] terms,

taB;wc :[Taﬁ’;uuo] - taﬂ;uuo - tasu; vo
-t -t ¢

aBvipoc aBospv T “aBpvio

-t -t

P
aBvoip oLBou;u"tothS wo

+[go¢8’;uvc] terms s

and very long higher-coefficient expressions.
Owing to Eq. (4.9¢), the [g4p% ... ] terms vanish
when the coefficients are put into Eq. (5.2), so
we ignore them. To illustrate the use of these
expressions, we will calculate the expansion for
Gop=88° 0,041, We have

3
- Z(Soz Lvo;B + sauaB;v +Sot qu;a) + Scx uva;8‘+ Sauus;o + sa voBi L + Sa(mB;W
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where we have used Egs. (4.2)-(4.4), (4.12), and g,,.,=0. Putting these and higher terms into Eq. (5.2),
we get
Tas=—8up — tRaus” 0"+ 3R 0upu; 000”0 = (R o gy or + 585 R* uap Riapr) 040V 00T +2 0+ . (5.3)
Applying this method to the other bitensors, we get
0=38,40%0",

Gh =gl gV = »
0r=g",0" =-0",

suv _ 1 o B, 1L pue v BY 1 1
o =gt _ JR* Y 0%0Pr 5 R [V, 0%0P0" — (B R Vayst BR PG R, 50000 1o e
1/2 _ 1 o L1 B, 1 1l pe T 1 6, eoe
AY2=14FR,0%0" - 3R 14, 0%0°0" + (555 R s Rys + 565 R, "6 R py s + 35 Ry 0% 0P0F 0% o0 e |
1/25u — 1 pu 1 7 _ HE B4 (L RH L H 1 ppp 1
AMZE =3 RE 0% — 35Q2R" 45— Rog *)0% 0P + (5 R 55, — 5 Rag’™y + 5 R4 Ropry + % R Ry,

+ 55 R R, 5",)0% 080" 4000

B ¥

Alfz““'=—éR“"+ 11_2(2R(um;v) _ Ruum)oa

1 pury 1 sCuv) _ 1 ple 5v) 1 wy, 1 pu v 1 pe v) p 1 pupvr
+(4OR ;aB+ 40Rozl3, _lsR oty B+72RaB,R +36R aRB+180R pR uB+ 90R Rpa'rB

+ QI—ORpaT(uRTu)pB + 31(_)Rpm'r(;LRpu)“_B_l_ -l%deRp(””)B)O’aO'B+' ..,
a, = ('%;'_ E)R - %('%— ‘g’)R;aO‘a‘ + [_ 'el_oRoszpB+ lLBORmeaTB*' T%(‘J'Rp-ma RMKB+ ﬁRuB; np+ (%*%g)R;aB]GQOB e,
al;u =%(_é - g)R;u + [_ ﬁRuaRpa + %RMR“WT"' %RprkuRp”a + .SI—ORMOC;PF +—%(£ - _%)R;ua]o-a L
a15uv=__ %R“pRW'F 3laRm'Ru.puT,*_ _gl_oRpTKuRp'rkv_*_SLORuv;pp*,(_é%__ég)R;uv_*_. LN
and

ay=— 155R R, + 15 R Ry, +2E— E)R, S +3(5— EVR + 200 .

PTKL
The primed derivative expansions can be obtained by differentiating the series above and using Eq. (5.3).
Finally, we will need to expand objects such as (¢™)?*” which diverge in the coincidence limit so that we

cannot use Eq. (5.2) directly. However, if we carry out the differentiations

=1\;ny _ -3 3 H =2 3
(01)i#? = 20730340 — g 2giHY
we can expand o°* to get

ine 4 o%g? . 0% ofa” foadoudoudond
(o) =— (0°0 ) [g “—4 (©%0) }"’_gRuaVe [CEA sR* Vs [CEAd +4(316Ruav3;76 + ZIERpauBRmfva) 2 V-
o I3 3 P

We now have all the information we will need to find (T"")y,.

VI. THE RESULTS
We begin the expansion of the right-hand side of Eq. (2.8) by considering G¥(x,x’) in Eq. (3.17). Sub-
stituting the series for o, Al/2 a,, and a,, and collecting together terms in like powers of ¢*, we get

4G (x, 1) = [m? - & = ORIy +3 In|s m*o°0,)| ] - 2m*

_2
(o"o",)+
o%o? 1

1
+sR 75—+
6 {vap CEA) * oz

[2G¢ - £)R2 —5%RR 1+ 1R ™R e + (5 — ER 7]+ O(1/m*). (6.1)

G has a quadratic and logarithmic divergence as well as direction-dependent (¢*-dependent) finite terms
and finite terms with no ¢* dependence at all. O(1/m?) implies that there will also be finite terms propor-
tional to 1/m*, 1/m®, and so forth.

We now differentiate Eq. (3.17) to form Gi#  GWie»  GWiwr' g G%#Y | In the expressions we ob-
tain, we substitute the series expansion from Sec. V. Finally, after much algebra, we form (7""), using
Eq. (2.8) and collect equal powers of ¢*. The results are -

1/2 "
uy -5 1 w_ 420 o’
<Z Dauartic 21 (0°0,)? [g 4 (Upop)]’ (6.2)
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1z 4 o o* o%*cPoto” o*o”
<Zuv>quadratic= £ ({%R (ua - %R _%mz[guu -2

4n% (0°0,) (0°0,) *® (o%0,)? (0°a,)
(- wy _ L wy _ o*o” :l_ w v 0%° oo’ uV})
G 5’{R R e IR AR ) (6.3)

/2
g ; 1
<ZW>1omrithmic=—4'nT{[§lT) (R"“"R,,,—%R"TR‘,Tg“”)—;;ﬁR(R““—iRg””)+-1%R”";pp-—ﬁR’“”—ﬁR;p"g“"—lmqg“”]

-3 - m*R* -2R g*")] -1t - )7~ 2R(R* - 3R g*")+ 2R** — 2R g™’ ]}

x[y+% In|im3(0®,)|], (6.4)
1/2 @ @ B ¥ o B ¥ ©
v _& 1 (puv _lp ouv O _Lipu ) _L wry 0007 1 g oo uu_,ﬁ’d)}
<Z )linear - ({12 R kg );a(o"op) sR™a8"s~1Rop8 )”(0”00)2 12Ra13;7(0,po.p)2£g 1(0’"0‘9)
1 w v woy 0%P0" 0% [ o“o”} L [g s uﬂ)
(& -8R -R s +3R. 5|8 = 27— =83 R w75
(5 £) {( o B B8 ),y(o_po_p)g +4R,a(o_pop) g (o,po,p) | +(g—£)?a ,a(o.po.p)g s
(6.5)
1/2 4 gt o*o”
(TH),, = — o ({_im“[g“"-— ]+L(R"”‘R —-RPR, +R.°)5—
Sl finite 8712 16 3(0“70',,) 360 PTKL T H (o”op)
1 12 wy o.uo,u:] 1 po_uoy L 2puv 1 2[L 20'“0”}
= - m°R -2 =R. —5m == R
+(6 g){‘lm [g (O,po_p) +12R,p ((T"O'p) ng +(5 g) 4 (O’pUp)
+{(%RW;QB+EIBR(M(1;V)B—%R;aﬁguv ‘ﬁRaB;(uu)’*%RaB;nguu‘*‘E%RuaRVB_%RapRpBg‘w
1 () , 1 p( 1 1 r, 1 vor y 0%0°
v 14
+aR o R g+ 55 R upRV)apB + 5 RYR gt 1R rpalR st 5B oY 5) (0°0.)
p
1 pp(u 1 peTp(n 1 ppTK (b, 1 (n P 1 pie oy)oa
—2(—'4—5RaR p+9_OR R poz‘r+9_oR osz'rK +%R a;p —mR a)(O'DO')
P
“of 4o’
~ (= &R 4R 5+ R R pora+ 1a5R preaR ™ s+ 1o R asie” — 555 R s a8) 15 [“"_2———}
( 568 0ol s+ 165 parst a5l orkadt’ 8t T30 0o’ — 36000 ;a8 (()“’Op)g (O_po_p)
V) o o (T
1oalopw 070% . 0%Pe o}
tgm {ZR m(opo.p) RaB (0.90.0)2
. o o® [ o*o” < U”G">
1 _ i (v L Llpiu L _Lip. )
+(5 E){ sRR™,+3R “)(O“’Gp)+ SRR"‘B(O"’O’D) sR;0s\8 (0%,
+ %R apR(upy)B "é_R as;(uv) +<13_R aB;pPguu - LRapRaBguV
o%o®
+%R“VRas+m2(Ruav[; —Raﬁguv):](o_po_p)}
O'aO'B 3 O’aOB :l
1 _ £)2 vy wv _3 uv
—(G 5) [}E(R a B Raﬂg )(O_po_p) 4 ;aB(O'pO'p)g
; V0% Po”
+{(_éR(ua;Bv'%RaB'(ur ‘%RfazprpBw“;_R(uwRﬂr"KlERapRpB(u") (UpO' )2
P
0%0®070® o*o”
—(71'-2RaBR~/6+gl_oRpaTBRpwa'*‘EIBRaB;yﬁ) (°0,)? [gw—‘l(o.po.p)
o%Po70®
+(91_0Ru04VB;75_%stauBvavb+%§Rw6;7ﬁguu+%RaﬂRyﬁguv+sl_staTBRﬂyTﬁguu) (0’"0‘ )2 }
o
1 2pu v lpp u Pt Ly 2 wy 1 wv lpo T - o*aPo?o?
- - &)|(GR"q 8iv6t 3R R ) s + 3R el Y s — 3R 006 8" — TR opl 68 — 3Ry gl pyrs & )—(GPO‘ )2
I

+ o<7n—12>) (6‘.6)
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The various orders in (T""),, have been written
so that the conformal scalar field’s stress tensor
may be found easily. It consists of those terms
independent of (; — £). In the finite term, when
the trace is taken we will get terms with no o*’s,
terms with 0*0®/(0°0,) dependence, and terms with
0%0%0"6%(0°0,)? dependence. (T"") ... has been
written so that those terms which give each type
when the trace is taken are grouped together. As
many symmetrizations as possible have been done
to shorten the lengthy expressions. We have also
grouped terms so that as many trace-free com-
binations as possible are presented. Finally,
those terms of order 1/m? and higher in
(T"")¢:nite are 0" -independent.

VII. DISCUSSION

Now that we have (T""), , how do we use it?
Suppose we are given—some background gravita-
tional field and are able to find some complete set
of mode functions,'® u,(x), by solving the scalar
field equations with some given boundary condi-
tions. The field operator, ¢, is written in terms
of these functions as

(¥ =2 [au(x) +afuf (0], (7.1)

where a; and a7} are creation and annihilation
operators. The choice of a particular set of mode
functions in, say, the in-region will define the
lin, vac) state. Using Eq. (7.1) and the fact that
T"" is constructed from products of the form ¢?,
we find that -

(in, vac|T*"|in, vac) = Z TH (u;(x), u%(x)),

where the summation may include integrations if
the ¢ index is continuous.
DeWitt (Ref. 1) has shown that

(in,vac|T""|in, vac) = { T" )y, +finite terms.

Hence, any divergences in (in, vac|T"|in, vac)
also appear in ( T"" )y,.

We take Eq. (7.1) and perform a point separa-
tion on the %;(x) and #%(x) in the mode sum and
then express the x’'-dependent quantities in terms
of the tangent vector at x to the geodesic between
x and x’., All of this is done in some convenient
coordinate system so the explicit form of the
result will be highly coordinate-dependent. Itis nor-
mally extremely difficult to put the various divergent
and direction-dependent terms into any covariant
form. Itisatthis point where results (6.2) through
(6.6) become important. One takes these expressions
and specializes them to the particular metric one has

chosen. Unless errors have beenmade, the mode
sums for the divergent and direction-dependent finite
parts (with one exception to be explained below)
should be identical to the answer obtained by the
general method.

At this point, we can ask a practical question:
How do we choose x’ most efficiently so as to
shorten what is almost always a long calculation?
There are two possible ways to choose x’ given x.
First, there may be some natural vector such as
a Killing vector which when plugged into the gen-
eral expression for (7" ), in Sec. VI gives a
simple expression for each order. The point x
and the vector at x will define a geodesic and if
the length of the vector (chosen to be non-null)
is given, some point x’ along the geodesic will be
fixed. This is the point we use to separate the
mode sum. However, this choice may be a bad
one since even though it gives simple results, it
may make the mode sums very hard to do. So a
second method is to choose a convenient point x’
which permits one to do the mode sums. The re-
sult may not be as simple as in the first method
but at least an answer has been found. Details
of the application of the results in this paper to
practical calculations will be given in a future
paper.

Suppose we consider the Schwarzschild metric,

-1
ds? =-<1 - Z——M)dt2+<l - ﬂ”—) dr?
v (s

+72(d6? +sin®6d ¢?),

where R, =0. Calculating the divergences in Eqgs.
(6.2)—-(6.5) for a massless conformal scalar field,
we find that there is only a quartic divergence.

If we choose the vector o* =(¢ (1 - 2M/7)"*2, 0,0, 0)
so that 0o, =-€?, then the quartic term is

-1 000
$ 00
3g1/2 3
<Zli v >quartic = ~2'7}_2€—4 0 0 % ol * (7-2)
0 00 %

which is identical to the usual zero-point fluctua-
tion term found in the stress tensor for a scalar
field in flat space with Minkowski coordinates.
There is also a finite term which will be discussed
elsewhere. Had we chosen a different vector, the
meaning of the quartic term might not have been
so transparent.

The point-separation method has recently been
used by Davies and Fulling!* for calculating, via
mode sums, the VEV of the stress tensor for a
massless conformal scalar field in a spatially flat
Robertson-Walker background. They report agree-
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ment with all divergent terms. Agreement with
the finite direction-dependent terms is not com-
plete because of problems in the massless case
to be discussed below.

Now let us investigate some of the general prop-
erties of the results for (T )g,. If we take the
trace of ( T"”),, and set £=1 and m =0, we find
that it is trace-free except for the finite term.
There we get a trace

1/2
(T* e == a7 (B Roree =R Ryr R, ).

(7.3)

Something is wrong. We started with a manifestly
trace-free object (even when x’ #x) and now we
have an object whose trace is nonzero when =+
and m =0. Looking back we find that the trace
above arises from a 1/m? term in G, Clearly,
when m =0, this term diverges. Looking at the
integral for H{?», we see that when m =0, the in-
tegral is undefined. The asymptotic expansion in
powers of 1/m? is not valid. Also, we see that
the trace in Eq. (7.3) comes from a direction-
dependent term in ( T )., namely,

(RPTKLR -RP"R__+R P)_(_I_ulv_
pTKL pT e T 6Pg,)

This term is not correct in the massless case,

so some of the direction-dependent terms in

( T" )4 will not be found in (in,vac|7""|in, vac).

We must take care to remember this when we do

a calculation.

The massless limit also presents problems for
the direction-independent terms in the finite part
of { T")g4 and in the logarithmic term. The terms
of order 1/m? and higher are divergent in the
massless limit and cannot be used. The logarith-
mic term also diverges when m =0, except in
certain cases such as for the massless conformal
field in a conformally flat background (as in
the Fulling and Davies calculation) or when the
background field satisfies the vacuum field equa-
tions, R, =0. In each of these cases, the logarith-
mic term is zero.

There is another problem which we must re-
solve. In Eq. (6.3), for example, we find terms
of the form

o%g?
aB (opgp) ’
which may be written as
o B
(Rep - %Rgaﬂ)(gp—gp) +zR.

We see that some direction-dependent terms can
be written as the sum of other direction-dependent

terms and direction-independent terms. How do
we determine which way to write such terms? We
will fix these terms by demanding that the direc-
tion-independent terms satisfy the covariant con-
servation equations, (T*”),,=0. This restriction
is reasonable since the direction-independent
terms remain when the length of the tangent vec-
tor goes to zero. The divergent terms have been
regularized away in some fashion and so we ex-
pect what remains to satisfy the conservation
equations. If we look at the direction-independent
terms in the results in Sec. VI, we see that they
do satisfy the conservation equations already so
no separation of the direction-dependent terms is
called for.

Next we see that the linear term is completely
direction-dependent. We can eliminate the linear
term altogether if we average over a separation
in the o direction and one in the —o* direction.
An alternative method is to originally separate
one ¢(x) to ¢(x’) and the other ¢(x) to ¢p(x”)
along the geodesic between ¥ and x’ an equal dis-
tance in the opposite direction. This “symmetric”
point separation eliminates the linear term that
appears in the “asymmetric” method described in
Sec. II. The two methods will give different finite
direction-dependent results. This difference will
be discussed in Ref, 14,

Finally, we look once again at the logarithmic
term. It is obvious that we could absorb Euler’s
constant term into the logarithm. What looked
like a finite term is now part of the logarithmic
divergence. Actually, it is possible to add any
multiple of the coefficient of the logarithmic term
into the logarithmic divergence as long as we sub-
tract it from the finite term. This ambiguity is
well known. It simply corresponds to the am-
biguity that is always present when a logarith-
mically divergent quantity appears in a theory.
Only in the cases where the logarithmic term
vanishes (as in the cases discussed earlier) will
this problem not present itself.
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APPENDIX

We will prove the generalization of Synge’s theo-
rem stated in Sec. IV.
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Theorem.
[Tal"'anﬂ'l"‘ B"n:IJ']=_[TOt1"‘Ol,,B{‘"B,'n:}l]
+[T“1"'ansi"'ﬁ,',,]ﬂl ,
where
T°‘1"'°‘n5{"'8ln

is any bitensor whose unprimed derivative coinci-
dence limits are known.
Proof. We are given

[o;4]=[0,u]=0,
(o wl=lowurl=l-0sp]=8u,

and (A1)
[£%]=0%, [&%:ul=[8%5;w]=0.

We homogenize T“x‘ ceo,BltetBL

’ p’
T°‘1' ceo,Bye e .Bm=g61”1:. <*gg,' ™ qu. o Pl 0
(A2)
and expand

T = Piooe
Toeecappyspp=loyr-epptlar - p,pd+ s
(A3)

where the #'s are functions of x only. Now differ-
entiate Eq. (A3) with respect to x*,

= P
Topeeogpsntaeppnttogeceg, p;u0
L
+ta1"'ﬂmp° u+ )

and take the coincidence limits using properties
(A1) to get

[Toy e gpsn]=togeeppsntlayeessm-
Doing the same for x*', we find
[To‘l. .o Bm:“1]=—tal. .o Bm“ .
Thus
[Tal‘ . Bmzu']"“[Tal- .o Bm”}]=[7u1' .. Bm] R
(A4)

since o ..., =[Tq,...5,]- Substituting definition
(A2) into (A4) and using the g%, properties in
(A1), we have

[T°‘1'"“nﬁi“'5;.?“']=—[T°‘1’"‘xnﬂf"'ﬂr'n”‘]
+[Ta1---a,,6{°"6,',,]:ﬂ’

which is the result we wanted.
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