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The renormalization of interacting scalar field theories in general curved space-times is
discussed. The background-field method is used to calculate the effective action. Diver-
gences are analyzed using heat-kernel techniques and dimensional regularization. Renor-
malization of a scalar field theory with cubic and quartic self-interactions is shown at the
two-loop level in a four-dimensional space-time. Counterterms, including the gravitation-
al ones, are computed to this order. Renormalization of the one-loop effective action is
examined for a scalar field with a cubic self-interaction in a general six-dimensional
space-time. As a result of the asymptotic freedom of this theory, the coupling constant
appearing in the R¢? term is shown using the renormalization group to have an ultravio-
let fixed point given by its conformal value of %

I. INTRODUCTION

The study of quantum field theory in curved
space-time has been the subject of much current
research. Most of the work has been concerned
with free (i.e., noninteracting) quantum fields, al-
though the effects of interactions are now being
studied. The first problem encountered with in-
teracting fields is that of renormalizability.

Renormalization of interacting quantum field
theory in curved space-time has been considered by
several authors' ~!® (see the review of Birrell® for
an introduction). In the case where the external
gravitational field is weak so that the metric may
be expanded about the Minkowski metric, standard
momentum-space techniques familiar from flat-
space-time calculations may be used.!~* This ap-
proach cannot be applied to general space-times or
topologically nontrivial space-times. Studies in
more general space-times are discussed in Refs.
5—18. With the exceptions of Birrell and Ford®
who considered a spatially flat Robertson-Walker
universe with topology S'X R 3, and Drummond
and Shore!3~ 1318 who worked in S*, these calcula-
tions have been restricted to space-times which are
topologically trivial (i.e., diffeomorphic to space-
times with an R* topology). This restriction is
particularly clear in the momentum-space tech-
nique developed by Bunch and Parker'' which uses
Riemannian normal coordinates and thus can
probe only what happens in a neighborhood of the
origin of the coordinate system. The importance
of this restriction is evident from Refs. 8, 19—21,
where it is shown that the presence of a nontrivial
topology, even in flat space-time, complicates the
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renormalization procedure. This might seem to be
a bit peculiar, since naively (on the basis of the
equivalence principle) it would be expected that re-
normalization might be affected only by local cur-
vature terms and not by the global topology.
However, there is nothing to prevent this argument
from being applied to graphs which contribute
separately to the Green’s functions where it is
known to be incorrect.!>2° This is an indication
of how the equivalence principle may not apply
when quantum effects are considered (see also
Drummond and Hathrell??).

The present paper is concerned with the renor-
malization of interacting scalar field theories in
general curved space-times with arbitrary topolo-
gies. The method consists of an evaluation of the
effective action using the background-field
method.”*?* Dimensional regularization®* and
heat-kernel techniques?®~2® are used to handle the
divergences which are present. Because
coordinate-space methods are used, no assumptions
need to be made about the space-time topology.
This means that the results apply equally well to
the twisted scalar fields which exist if the space-
time is not simply connected.?

One advantage of using the background-field
method is that it cuts down considerably the num-
ber of diagrams which need to be calculated. All
contributions at a given order in the loop expan-
sion can be obtained by an evaluation of only vacu-
um bubbles without the necessity of evaluating the
n-point functions separately for each n=0,1,2, .. ..
(There are only two bubbles, plus one counterterm
diagram for ¢* theory at the two-loop level. See
Fig. 1.) Furthermore, recent formulations®*!' have
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FIG. 1. The vacuum bubbles contributing to the
two-loop effective action. The cross in (a) indicates the
insertion of the quadratic counterterm vertex defined in
Egs. (2.18) and (4.19).

given a procedure which respects the invariances
(e.g., gauge and general coordinate invariance)
which may be present (see also the review of Ab-
bott*?). This has advantages when calculating the
Yang-Mills 8 function.’® Finally, once the effec-
tive action has been renormalized, expressions such
as the expectation value of the stress-energy tensor
which is obtained by functional differentiation
with respect to the background metric, or the n-

point functions which are obtained by functional
differentiation with respect to the background
fields, will be automatically finite.

The outline of this paper is the following. In
Sec. II, the method of the background field is re-
viewed, showing how higher-loop contributions to
the effective action are obtained. The heat-kernel
method is discussed in Sec. III. In Sec. IV, the re-
normalizability of a scalar field theory with no
more than a quartic self-interaction is proved at
the two-loop level on a general (compact or non-
compact) four-dimensional manifold without
boundary. The renormalization of a scalar field
theory with a cubic self-interaction is discussed in
Sec. V at the one-loop level on a general six-
dimensional space-time without boundary. This is
of interest because the theory is the simplest one
which is asymptotically free. Some of the results
of this section are in disagreement with those of
Gass,'® who studied ¢* theory in a spatially flat
Robertson-Walker model. Sec. VI contains the
conclusions and discussion.

II. THE BACKGROUND-FIELD METHOD
AND THE EFFECTIVE ACTION

In this section, the background-field approach to
computing the effective action is considered. In
addition to Refs. 23, 24, 30— 32, which were men-
tioned in the Introduction, Refs. 34, 35 are also
useful.

Let I[¢] denote the classical action functional,
and let ¢ ;(x) denote the arbitrary background
fields. The disconnected generating functional, or
partition function, may be defined by the following
functional integral:

zuid1= [ [d¢]exp{— 1191

1 ~

It is assumed here that the space-time has a
Riemannian rather than a Lorentzian metric. In
(2.1) the index i denotes both internal and space-
time indices with a repeated index both summed
and integrated over; that is,

Tip—di=3 [ dodi(x)[:i(x)—,(x)] ,

2.2)

where
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dv, =[g(x)]"%d"x

is the invariant volume element on the n-
dimensional manifold. If the decomposition

bi(x)=;(x)+¢J(x) 2.3)

is made, where ¢(x) represents a quantum devia-
tion from the background field, then the sources in
(2.1) are seen to be coupled only to the quantum
part of the field.

In order to obtain the effective action, the by
now well-known procedure described below must
be followed. First, form the generating functional
which gives rise to the connected Green’s functions
and is defined in terms of (2.1) by

WJ;dl=—#InZ[J;d] . (2.4)

Next, perform the functional Legendre transforma-
.36
tion

A

C[¥;8]1=WI[J;61—J:Y; , 2.5)
where
)= L8] 2.6)
SJ,' (x)

The generating functional T [‘Il;a] gives rise only
to the one-particle-irreducible Green’s functions.
Finally, the effective action, which depends only
on the background field, is defined by

[[¢1=T[¥=0;8] . 2.7

In order to calculate the effective action, some
perturbative approach must be adopted. The usual
one is the loop expansion, in which # is used as a
loop-counting parameter.’’ Expand the classical
action in a functional Taylor series about the back-
ground field:

1161=T131+ (6Pl i+ 7@ =4~ Lay + 5B~ — By~ DLy

Lo, o a4 3
+ 16 =3)(6—3); (6= (d— L

where Iy;, . . ., L4 denote the first, . . ., fourth
functional derivatives of the classical action
evaluated at the background field. Substitution of
this expansion into (2.1) and working through
(2.4)—(2.7) results in the loop expansion of the ef-
fective action in powers of #:

rid1= 3 #T"3]. (2.9)
n=0

The convention for functional derivatives which
enter into (2.8) is that of Ref. 38:

8¢,—(x)
8¢J(X’)

where 8(x,x') is the biscalar Dirac distribution
which satisfies

[ dv80x,x" )i (x)=;(x") . @.11)

=8ij8(x,x') s (2.10)

It is necessary to write the bare quantities which
appear in the action in terms of renormalized ones
and counterterms. In the loop expansion, the
counterterms are then expanded in powers of #
leading to

1[3]=1%3]+ 3 #1™[3], 2.12)

n=1

where $ is understood to be the renormalized back-

(2.8

T
ground field, and a superscript R denotes the fact
that only renormalized parameters are present.
Note that because the quantum parts of the fields
get integrated over in the functional integral (2.1),
they may be rescaled at the irrelevant cost of
changing only the normalization of (2.1). This
means that any field renormalization factors may
be scaled away in this manner, except for those
coming from the background fields. Thus, only
the background fields need to be renormalized. By
writing the bare quantities appearing in I; in
terms of renormalized ones and counterterms the
following split may be made:

Ly=I5;+15] . (2.13)

I Zc"]r involves counterterms and so is at least of or-
der 7 in the loop expansion. Define analogously to
(2.12)

ISj =3 15 . (2.14)
n=1
This latter term will be treated as an additional
vertex.
From the references given at the beginning of

this section, the first two terms in the expansion
(2.9) are found to be

r'og1=I%41, (2.15)
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r'V[¢1=I1"[$]1+ 3 InDet/%; . (2.16)

The In Det] fij arises from performing a Gaussian
functional integration. The inverse of the operator
I 5‘,-]. is the propagator in the presence of the back-
ground field which is denoted by Aj; that is,

IFiBj =8y . 2.17)

Higher-order contributions to (2.9) are obtained
by evaluating only one-particle-irreducible vacuum
bubbles at a given order in the loop expansion with
the vertices obtained from the effective interaction

1 oT ﬁl/Z
Int= 56i¢;15; + _3,—¢i¢j¢k13ijk

7
+ 2490kl aiju - (2.18)

The exact propagator in the presence of the back-
ground field is used on internal lines. The factors
of #!'/? and 7 in front of the last two terms in
(2.18) have come from a rescaling ¢—7%'/%¢ in the
functional integral.***> Note that because the
background field is taken to be arbitrary, there will
be an effective-mass term in Eq. (2.17) for A;
which is not a constant. This means that
momentum-space techniques cannot be used to ob-
tain the propagator in the presence of the back-
ground field, even in Minkowski space-time. One
approach is to expand A;; in terms of the free
propagator as a power series in the background
field as in Ref. 38. A different approach is fol-
lowed here. In addition, because I S,.,T-,I 3ijks and
I4;jx; are functional derivatives of the action
evaluated at the background field, the rules for the
vertices arising from (2.18) will involve the back-
ground field and differ from the usual ones.

An 7 expansion for I3;5 and I, results from
expressing the bare quantities in terms of renor-
malized ones and counterterms:

L= Eoﬁ”l‘s',-'}k , (2.19)
n=

Lyja= 3, #'Li5 - (2.20)
n=0

There is an additional factor of (—7) in front of
the two-loop and higher contributions to I'[¢]
coming from the factor in (2.4). The two-loop vac-
uum bubbles contributing to I''?) are shown in Fig.
1 and lead to

A A 1
TO[$]=TP[$1+ 7 AuT 5 + 5 Ay AT
- %AiIAjm Aknl(s(?}klg%),m . (2.21)

It has been assumed that I3 and Iy are sym-
metric under a permutation of indices. If this is
not the case (for instance, if the index i refers to
different types of fields) the modification of (2.21)
is easy enough to write down. Higher-loop contri-
butions to the effective action are found in a simi-
lar manner.

III. THE HEAT-KERNEL EXPANSION

In this section, the heat-kernel expansion and its
application to regularizing the effective action are
discussed. This method has been used by many au-
thors?#26=28:39—43 1 regularize the one-loop effec-
tive action or expectation value of the stress tensor
for free scalar fields in curved space-time. Boul-
ware* has also used it to discuss the one-loop ef-
fective action for a scalar field in combined classi-
cal gravitational and electromagnetic backgrounds.
The first three coefficients in the asymptotic ex-
pansion (3.13) below were first given by DeWitt>*
and later extended to one more term by Sakai.*’
Gilkey*®*” has derived them rigorously using more
powerful methods.

From (2.16), one contribution to the one-loop ef-
fective action is seen to be (ignoring the term I'!)

r'[$]=1nDetl, 3.1)
==Trlnl, . (3.2)

The indices and superscript R will be dropped in
this section. The determinant in (3.1) and trace in
(3.2) are functional as well as over any indices
which I, might have.

Variation of (3.2) with respect to the background
field gives

8TV == Tr[I,~'81,] . (3.3)

This may be written as

80V =28 1Tr

[ ﬂe””2] ] , (34
0o

which leads to the definition

f o dt —,
—e
0 ¢

(The arbitrary integration constant which arises
may be absorbed into the bare gravitational action.)
Regularization of this quantity is still required.

Let K (t,x,y,1,) be the kernel associated with the
operator e ~"2. that is,

r'gl=—5Tr (3.5)
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(e_t12¢)(X)= f dl)y(K(t,x’y,I2 )¢)(y) > (36)

where ¢ is any cross section of the bundle over
space-time relevant to the type of field of interest.
Let {A;,9¥;}72 be a spectral resolution of 7, which
is assumed to be self-adjoint with respect to the
fiber inner product. The cross section may be
written as

6= a ;. (3.7)

i=1
Hence,

e ")x)= 3 aye " 2)0x)

i=1

=3 ge Miy(x) . (3.8)
i=1
(This is seen properly by using the functional cal-
culus of Secley.*®) The kernel function may, there-
fore, be written as

Kitxpl)=3 e My 090). (9

i=1

[Substitution of this expression into (3.6) is seen to
lead to (3.8).] It then follows from (3.9) that
K(t,x,y,I,) satisfies the “heat equation”

—E%K(t,x,y,lz)+12K(t,x,y,I2)=0 . (3.10)
The boundary condition
K (0,x,y,1,)=8(y,x) (3.11)

follows from the fact that as t—07, (e —ﬂ"d))(x)
—¢(x). This is most easily seen from (3.8).

The ¢ function used by Dowker and Critch-
ley*®?’ is the Mellin transform of the heat kernel
(with zero modes of the operator I, projected out).
The ¢ function used by Hawking?® is the Mellin
transform of the traced heat kernel.

Using (3.6) and (3.5), it follows that (interchang-
ing the order of integration)

1—\(1)[3;]:__% fdvx fow %trK(t,x,x,Iz) )
(3.12)

where the functional trace has been performed
leaving only the trace over any indices which K
might have. The heat kernel has the following
asymptotic expansion as t—07":

K(t,x,x,1,)~(4mt)™""* 3 t"E,(x,1,) ,

m=0

(3.13)

where the E,,(x,I,) are endomorphisms of the
fiber which are local invariants constructed from
quantities occurring in I,. This means that they
do not depend upon the space-time topology or
whether or not the bundle is trivial. Gilkey*®*’ as-
sumes that the manifold is an n-dimensional com-
pact Riemannian manifold without boundary. The
extension to the noncompact case has been dis-
cussed by Wald*! for the Klein-Gordon operator.
The results given in the present paper will, there-
fore, extend to the noncompact case provided that
surface terms may be ignored. (See the discussion
concerning this point in Sec. VI.) Terms which are
space-time integrals of total divergences will be
neglected in this paper.

Split the integration in (3.12) into

© dt ‘o dt
Jy SKwxxI)= [ K bxxl)

w dt
+ f'o _t'K(t,x’x,IZ) »
(3.14)

where ¢, is arbitrary. The second integral in (3.14)
is convergent. Since ¢, is arbitrary, it may be tak-
en to be as small as desired. The asymptotic ex-
pansion (3.13) may then be used in the first term
of (3.14). This leads to

o dt
fo ——t—K(t,x,x,Iz)

-2
n—2m

=(4m) "2y to" " ?Ep(x,15)
m=0

(3.15)

provided that n <2m. Adopting dimensional regu-
larization®> where the space-time dimension # is
treated as a regularizing parameter, it is seen that
(3.12) is analytic for Re(n) <0. If TV[] is
analytically continued out of this region, simple
poles are seen to occur at n=0,2,4,6,... . As a re-
sult, the one-loop effective action is seen to be fi-
nite in space-times of odd dimensions, even in the
presence of interactions. Let ng be the physical
space-time dimension. If ng is even, the one-loop
effective action has a pole part which is given
from (3.15), (3.12) by

P.P.{TV[8]} =(4m) "X (1 —ng)~!
X [ dvsttE, p(x.1) . (3.16)
It is customary to define

ay(x,1,)=ttE, (x,1,) , (3.17)
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a,(I,)= fdvxa,,(x,lz) , (3.18)
in which case,
P.P.{T'V[$]} =(4m) " (0 —ng)~!
X [ dvyay pix, 1) (3.19
—ng/2

=(4m) (n *ﬂo)_lano/z(lz) .

(3.20)

To save writing, the following definition is made:
e=4m)""*(n —ny) . (3.21)

Note that in order to obtain (3.16), it is neces-
sary that the extra dimensions which occur in the
dimensional regularization procedure be flat (but
not necessarily topologically trivial) with the n-
dimensional manifold a direct product of these ex-
tra dimensions and the physical space-time. This
has the consequence that the expansion coefficients
occurring in (3.15) are formed using quantities
formed from the physical space-time part of the

1

f dvxl <o dvxktrF(x,xl, ..

., xg)=Tr[AF|=Tr[I, *]=

operator I,. See Refs. 28 and 41 for comments in
the case where this is not done.

An expression for the pole part of the coin-
cidence limit of the propagator in the presence of
the background field may also be found using these
methods. From (2.17),

A=D'= [Tde™" . (322
Therefore, from the definition of the heat kernel
AGxx)= [ 7 diK (tx,x",15) . (3.23)

Let x =x’, split up the integration as in (3.14), and
use the asymptotic expansion (3.13). This leads to

P.P.{A(x,x)}=—2¢""'E, ,_1(x,I5) (3.24)

for even ng, and zero for odd n,.
More generally consider

F(x,xq, . .., X )=A(x,x1)A(x1,%x,) * * + Alxg,x) .
(3.25)
Then,
1 © k-1
T fo ditk =YK (t,x,x,1,) . (3.26)

This expression contains a pole term only if n, is even and k < %no. Using the asymptotic expansion as be-

fore, it is found that

(k—1)

f dve, "+ dvg trF (x,x4, . . . , Xk )=

Therefore, up to terms which are total divergences,

-2

P.PAF (X)) =€

if ng is even and k < %no, and vanishes otherwise.
In the case of multicomponent scalar fields, I,
will always be of the form

I,=-0+0Q, (3.29)
where Q is in general a matrix. For this opera-
tor?6:47

Eo(x,I,)=1, (3.30)
E\x,1,)=<R -0, (3.31)

e_ltrE,,O/z_k(x,Iz)+ finite terms . (3.27)

T'Epy k%, 12)8(x1,%) - - - 8(xp,%) (3.28)

-
Ey(x,I;)=55(120R +5R*~2R*R,,

+2R¥POR e

—60RQ +180Q%—6001Q)
(3.32)
give the first three coefficients in the asymptotic
expansion (3.13). (The sign conventions for the
curvature used here are those of Ref. 49, which are

opposite to those of Gilkey.*¢*’) In Sec. V, the re-
sult for E; is required. For operators of the form
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(3.29), the result is easily found in Refs. 46 and
47. [Note a misprint in Ref. 47 where the last
term in the third last line of theorem 4.3(d) should
read —4R;;# & in Gilkey’s notation.] It is suffi-
cient for the purposes of the present paper to have

J

ay(I,)= % [ dv,( SEROR + 2 RFOR yy+ TR¥POR o + 2R3 — L RRR,,, + L RRFPOR

an expression for a3(I,) in the case of a single
scalar field, so that the fiber is the real line and Q
in (3.29) is just a function. After using a number
of curvature identities, and discarding terms which
are integrals of total divergences, it follows that

puvpo

Y 20 o 8 8
—4R,, R¥,R* + TR, R 1o R ~;RFVR"}‘WR" a'*"?RyvpuR”VMRWM)

+ % f dv,(30Q 0Q — 12Q0OR —60Q° +30RQ>—5R2Q +2R*R,,Q —2R*°R,,,,,0) .

(3.33)

It should be noted that the expressions in (3.30)—(3.33) are universal ones, and in particular the coefficients

do not depend upon the dimension of the manifold.

IV. APPLICATION TO ¢* THEORY IN FOUR DIMENSIONS

Although the results of the previous sections are applicable to multicomponent scalar fields, attention
shall be restricted to only a single scalar field. This shows all of the relevant features of the calculation and
has the advantage of shortening the expressions which are involved.

Take the bare matter action for the scalar fields to be

Il41= [ dos | = 36006500+ TMp*657(x) + FEpR (X)857(x) + 512505 °00) + 5 Aphs )

+hB¢B(X)+’T]BR (x)¢B(x) .

In addition to the linear or tadpole term hgdp
which is required in flat space-time for renormal-
izability, it is also necessary to include the non-
minimal gravitational tadpole term yzR ¢y if the
theory is to be renormalizable in curved space-
time. The term £zR@z? is the well-known one
which leads to the so-called improvement term in
the stress-energy tensor.>® It is also necessary to
include a bare Einstein-Hilbert gravitational action
of the form?

Ig=— f dv,( Ap+kpR +a pR¥PIR 50
+a23R”vRyv+a3BR2) y 4.2)

Here Ajp is the bare cosmological constant and kp
is related to the bare Newtonian gravitational con-
stant.

All of the bare quantities appearing in (4.1) and
(4.2) are now expressed in terms of renormalized
ones plus counterterms, where the counterterms are

(4.1)
[
given as a sum of pole terms at n=4.
Mg?=M?*1+8M?*, (4.3a)
Ep=E+08¢, (4.3b)
p gy =g+8g, (4.3¢)
u* " Ap=A+8A, (4.3d)
u*"*hp=h +8h , (4.3¢)
wr g =n+8n, (4.3f)
p"Ap=A+8A, (4.3g)
u* " =Kk+8k , (4.3h)
w Mg =a;+8a; (i=1,2,3). (4.3i)

The unit of mass y is introduced®">? so that all of
the renormalized couplings appearing in (4.3) have
the same dimensions for all # as they do for n=4.
In addition to (4.3), there is a renormalization of
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the background field

yz_”/zag(x)=21/2$(x) , (4.4a)
where
Z=14+08Z . (4.4b)

All of the counterterms appearing in (4.3) and (4.4)
are given in the loop expansion as series in # of the
form

sC= 3 #wsc™ (4.5)

n=1

where C stands for any of the couplings occurring
in (4.3) or Z in (4.4a).

A. The one-loop effective action

The required expression for the one-loop effec-
tive action has been given in (2.16). Since I; is
defined to be the second functional derivative of
the action evaluated at the background field, it fol-
lows from (4.1) that

L(x,x")=p" =4 — O, +Mp>+£5R (x)+gpdp(x)
+ 5 Apd5%x)18(x,x") . (4.6)

Substitution of (4.3) and (4.4) into (4.6) and making
the split defined in (2.13) leads to

L(x,x" ) =[— O, +M?+£R (x)+gd(x)
+ 3 A2 %) ]8(x,x") 4.7)

where the factor of u*~" may be dropped. Only
the first term in the # expansion (2.14) of IST is re-
quired. This is

15" (e, x ) =t~ [8MX D - 86 VR (x) + (8 V4 3:8Z Vg)(x) + - (SAY +8Z VA)$2(x)18(x, x") . (4.8)

Higher-order terms are easily found.

The pole part of %ln DetI?X is, from (3.16) and (3.21),
P.P.{5InDetlf} =e~'u"~* [ dv,ttE,(x,I%) .

(4.9)

The factor of " ~* ensures the correct dimensionality of T’ (”[a]. I is seen from (4.7) to be of the form

(3.29) where
Q =M2+4£R (x)+88(x)+ TAd*(x) .

(4.10)

From (3.32), noting that since the fiber is one dimensional the trace is trivial, it is found that

P.P.{ %ln Detl§}=¢~ " —* f dv,( %R’”""R

T RF R+ 5 (E— 5 PR MHE— IR +TM*

+ M2 (E—5)R1gS(x)+ 5 {[M>+(£— +)RIA+g2}d%(x)
+ 58030 + A2 (x)) . (4.11)

(Total divergences have been discarded.) The pole term which is linear in the background field necessitates
the two tadpole terms occurring in (4.1) for renormalizability.
The complete expression for the pole part of the one-loop effective action is from (2.16)

P.P.{T'V[$]} = P.P.{I'"'[$]} +P.P.{ +InDetI¥} ,

(4.12)

where I'! is the term of order % which occurs when (4.3) and (4.4) are substituted into (4.1) and (4.2); thus,

P.P.(IV[$]}=p"~* [ av,

_ %SZ(I)a(X)Da(X)-{-%(8M2(1)+M252(1))$2(x)+%(8§(1)+§SZ(1))R (x)$2(x)

+§1'_(5g(1)_+__i_gﬁz(l))$3(x)+ %(sk(1)+2A52(1))$4(x)_+,(8h(I)+%hsz(l))a(x)

+ (87 4+ 378Z V)R (x)(x)—8AV — 8k VR —sa{VR#PIR

—8a4'R*R,,, —8a5'R? ] i

nvpo

(4.13)



26 RENORMALIZATION OF INTERACTING SCALAR FIELD... 2721

Demanding that lirr(l)r“)[a ] be finite, fixes the I (3?};( and I f;?}kl are required. Functional differen-
€—>!

counterterms in (4.13) to cancel off the poles in tiation of (4.6) gives

(4.11). This gives I30x,x",x")

(_ Lard —1 -
AN'=sM"e"", (4.14a) =;1,3"/2_6[g3+KB¢B(X)]§(X,X')8(X,X") ,  (4.15)
Sk V=M E—+)e !, (4.14b)
] I4(X,x',x",x”,)

sailV= L et (4.14c)

] =T € ¢ =" ~8hp8(x,x")8(x,x")8(x,x"") .  (4.16)
Sy = — =1, (4.14d) .

1 1 Defining the 7 expansions as in (2.19) and (2.20)

daf)=5(E—¢)e !, (4.14¢) leads to
SZ(I)ZO , (4.14f) IgO)(x’x,’x,:)
SM* V= —(M*A+gPe !, (4.14g) =u" g +Ad(x)]80x,x")8(x,x") ,  (4.17)
SEW= _(£—)re~!, (4.14h)

g § 6 If‘m(x,x',x”,x'”)
8g'V=—3gre!, 4.14i

J g€ (4.14) =p" ~*A8(x,x")8(x,x")8(x,x"") . (4.18)
A= _322%"1, 4.14j)

€ @14 From (4.8), using the fact that no one-loop field re-
ShiV=_M?ge !, (4.14k) normalization is required (4.14f),
M_ _(g_ L -1 A

o '=—(—<5)ge (4.14)) I8 (%) ="~ 8MXD 4 86 VR (x)+8g V3 (x)

as the one-loop counterterms. 1 an (122
+50A % (x)18(x,x") .

B. The two-loop effective action (4.19)
The expression for the two-loop effective action The contributions to the two-loop effective ac-
has been given in (2.21). Explicit expressions for tion shown in Fig. 1 are seen to be
|
rZ81=3u""* [ av, [5M2<”+5§<”R +8g VB (x)+ 581 V$(x) ]A(x,x) , (4.20a)
CE6]1=5m"* [ dv A¥x,x), (4.20b)
T31=—5u"~* [ dv.dv, [g +A$(x) } [g +A(x") ]A3(x,x') . (4.20c)

The divergent parts of T’ 8; and I“E,z,i follow easily from results given in Sec. III, using the heat-kernel expan-

sion. From (3.24),

P.P.{A(x,x)} = —2¢"'E|(x,I%) . 4.21)
For Q given in (4.10) and E, given in (3.31) this becomes

P.P.{A(x,x)} =2 [M?+(£— c)R (x)+gd(x)+ 3A$*x)] . 4.22)
The expression for A(x,x) may, therefore, be written as

A(x,x) =26~ [M2+(E— )R +gd+ 7821+ Ag(x)+0(e) , (4.23)

where Ag(x) is finite as e—0. Ag(x) is in general a nonlocal expression involving the curvature and the
background field. It also contains quantities like /n (M?/47u?) and the Euler constant which are familiar
from flat space-time. The expression for Ag(x) is different for the inequivalent scalar fields which exist if
the space-time is not simply connected;®!%2%® thus, it also contains information about the type of bundle of
which the field is a cross section.

Using (4.23) in (4.20a), with the one-loop counterterms given in (4.14) leads to
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P.{T2[$]} =p"~ 4fdv,, {—¢ 2[(AM2+g2)M2+(2kM2+g2)(§——)R +AME— < PR*+(4AM>+g1)gd(x)
+4Ag (E—5)RP(x) +(2AM> + LgAd(x
+2A2E— £ )RFAX)+ 308 (x) + 2 A3B4(x)]

—e  [FAM? + 582+ TAME— ¢

Substituting (4.23) into (4.20b) gives
PATGI6]} =n

+ € [FAM? £ TME— TR ++Agdx) + A202x) ] Ag (x)

Unfortunately, it does not appear possible to cal-
culate the pole part of 1‘{3,’ using heat-kernel
methods. Consider instead the following argu-
ment. A3(x,x’) has dimension six and transforms
as a biscalar under coordinate transformations.
Therefore, it necessarily takes the form

A¥(x,x")=O(x)8(x,x") + Ox,x") (4.26)

where &,(x) is an operator of dimension two
which transforms as a scalar, and Z4(x,x’) is an
operator of dimension six, which transforms as a
biscalar. Only the pole parts of these two opera-
tors need be considered. If Z¢(x,x’) contains any
pole terms, from (4.20c) it is seen that there will be
a contribution to the pole part of the two-loop ef-
fective action involving ¢ x)¢(x This is impos-
sible to remove in a theory with a local Lagran-
gian, and thus it would be necessary to conclude
that the theory is nonrenormalizable. It is first ar-
gued that J¢(x,x’) contains no pole terms.

The products of local curvature-independent
quantities such as M 2¢ ¢(x ) times pole terms
may be immediately ruled out by the knowledge
that the theory is renormalizable in flat space-time
with an R* topology.> The presence of nonlocal
curvature-independent divergences such as those
arising from a nontrivial topology may be ruled
out by the calculations done®!%% in S!x R3 where
such terms would have occurred had they existed.
This leaves only the possibility of nonlocal
curvature-dependent divergences which may be

"4 [ dv (e [ TAM* 4 AMA(E— )R + T A(E—
+ 5 AM +g20$2(x) + T AHE—

IR +32g8(x)+ T2 0)]A ()} . (4.24)

PR 4 AgM P (x) +Ag(E— TR P(x)
IR x)+ TA%8d (%) + +A%B4(x)]

}. (4.25)

ruled out by the calculations'* done in $*, or by
Birrell and Ford® in a spatially flat Robertson-
Walker universe with one of the spatial coordinates
periodically identified to give a nontrivial topology.
(Any of these types of divergences which one
might think of [such as R%(x)R(x’) times a dimen-
sionless function of RM ~?] would appear to be
pathological in certain limits.) The conclusion is
that Z¢(x,x’) must be finite as €0, and that any
pole terms must come from Z,(x).

Since #,(x) has dimension two and is a scalar, it
must be a linear combination of the following
dimension-two quantities:

O,, M2, R(x), gd(x), $%(x), F(x), (427

where F(x) is any nonlocal expression of dimen-
sion two which may occur as a result of curvature
or a nontrivial topology. [Terms like M. a(x)
which are linear in the mass are forbidden because
A(x,x') is symmetric under M — —M.] The com-
bination of references quoted in the previous para-
graph is sufficient to rule out any other possibili-
ties, to show that F(x)=Ag(x) and to fix the pole
term coefficients of (4.27). The coefficient of
go+ %M)z must be the same as that of M? because
derivatives of ¢ do not appear so that the coeffi-
cien* of this term may be fixed by repeating the
flat space-time calculation with a constant back-
ground field. This results in the replacement of
M? in the result obtalned by Collins®® for example,
with M2+gd+ A2 This leads to

P.P.{Oy(x)} = [—6€2+3(4m) 2%~ [[M?+ (£~ £)R (x)+gd(x) + +23%x)]

— 2 (47) 210, — 6~ 'Ag(x) —

—(4m) "% 'R (x) . (4.28)
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From (4.20c), using (4.26) and (4.28) it follows that
P.PTA8] =p"* [ dv,{ 37 (4m) "% A2 (x)0,$(x)
+ 71267 2—(4m) % 1lg + A0 PIM >+ (£ — +)R (x)+gd(x) + ~Ad(x)]
+ 77 (4m) 2% R (0)[g +AB(X)P+e [ 382 +Agd(x) + ~ A2 (x)|Ar (%)} .
(4.29)

The pole part of the two-loop contribution from the graphs shown in Fig. 1 is obtained by adding (4.24),
(4.25), and (4.29). This gives

P.P{TE, i+ 0[d1} =p"~* [ dv, { 574m) "2~ A23(x) O, $(x)
+e - AM*— 2 g?M>— (AM?+ 58— +)R (x)— 7 ME— 7 PR (x)
—(2Mg + 58))¢(x)—2Ag (£ — +)RP(x) — (A2M2+ T Ag)P(x)
—AAE— )R (x)3%(x)— 312833 (x) — 21334 (x)]
— +(4m) 2% [M%2 4 (§— )8 R (x) +(2M?Ag +g°)$(x)
+2(§—3—1>ng (x)B(x) + (A2M2+ S Ag*)dx)

+AXE— )R (x)$Hx)+ 2028 B (x) + TA$Hx)]]
(4.30)
Finally, all that is required to complete the two-loop calculation is the #(#?) term in (2.12). This is (not-
ing that 8ZV=0)

I9[81=p"~* [ do, |~ $5ZV3(x)0.B0x) + HEM+ MIBZO)Fx) + L (5EV +5Z R (x)F(x)
—(5g‘2’+2gaz‘2’)¢ x)+—(8k‘2)+2k82(2))¢( )

+(6h(2)+%haz(Z))g(x)+(8n(2)+%naz(Z))R (x)a(x)_aA(Z)

—8k?'R (x)— 8 R¥*P7R ypy — B0 "R¥'R 1y —Ba"R? | - (4.31)

The divergences occurring in (4.30) are seen to AP = — S (AM*+g*M?)e2
be of types which are removable by the counter-
terms in (4.35). This is because the nonlocal diver-
gences containing Ag(x) which have arisen
separately among the graphs of Fig. 1 have can-

—+(4m) g M %! (4.33¢)

SM2P=(202M?+ ZAg?)e?

celled among each other. The counterterms are 5 —2(32342 2y.—1
(4 A°M
fixed by the requirement that o (4m +3hg0e,
imIr?[4] 4.32) (4.33f)
€—0 8§(Z)= 2)»2(@-__
be finite. The two-loop counterterms are therefore s a2 7
@ 1 s +74m)TAAE— ), (4.33g)
0Z' V=4 (4m)~“A%€™ ", (4.33a)
@ _
sa¥ =8a?'=0, (4.33b) 5= 92
gz —222, 1
8o = — TA(E— )2, (4.330) UM e (4.33h)
8P = _( 7LM2+%g2)(§—-%)e‘2 AP =932

G e (S e (4.33d) +4(4m) e, (4.33i)
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8h(2): %(gS +4M2}\,g)€_2
+1(4m)Ag +2M g — APt

1 (4.33))
‘P =2Ag(E—¢)e?

+54m) (=g — A nle " .
(4.33K)

This completes the proof of renormalizability and
computation of the two-loop counterterms.

V. APPLICATION TO ¢° THEORY
IN SIX DIMENSIONS

Consider a single scalar field with a cubic self-
interaction in a six-dimensional space-time. Such a
theory has been discussed in flat space-time by
Macfarlane and Woo,>* in S* by Drummond,'>!*
and in a spatially flat Robertson-Walker universe
by Gass.!® The theory is discussed in a general
curved space-time in this section and some errors
in Ref. 16 are corrected.

The bare matter action must contain, as in flat
space-time,

[ dvo( — 565005 +5Mph5

1
+§83¢B3+h5¢3) . (5.1)
) |

Iyl¢l= [ dv,

If only these terms were present, this would
represent the minimally coupled theory, which, as
shall be seen below, would be nonrenormalizable in
curved space-time. It would also be expected to
have a nonrenormalizable stress-energy tensor in
flat space-time. Extra nonminimal terms, similar
to the familiar £R ¢* term in four dimensions must
be added. Attention may be restricted to local ex-
pressions involving the curvature and the fields
which are of dimension six and which are indepen-
dent up to a total divergence.

The only terms in the field such that invariants
representing a coupling to the background geo-
metry may be formed are

$,9,6,4°, V., 6,04 .

This restricts the allowed expressions in the curva-
ture to be a dimension-two second-rank tensor, a
dimension-three vector, or a scalar of dimension
two, three, or four. The only terms which are in-
dependent up to a total divergence are

¢OR,$R%,$R*R,,,¢R* 'R 5, 6°R,6R .

uvpo>
Therefore, there are six allowed nonminimal terms
in contrast to the two which appeared in the last
section. The bare scalar-field matter action is tak-
en to be

1 1 1
— 50p0¢p+5Mp pp*+ g,‘gB¢B3+hB¢B + % sRép*+m1pRép+1,565OR

+13808R*+M4pdpR¥Ryy + 1555 R¥PR 5 | - (5.2

An expression for the bare Einstein-Hilbert gravitational action in six dimensions is also required. In ad-
dition to the terms appearing in (4.2) it is necessary to add on those curvature invariants of dimension six
with dimensionless coupling constants, which are independent up to a total divergence. There are ten of
these which may be found from Sakai** or Gilkey.***’ The bare gravitational action is taken to be

IG = — f de( AB +KBR —{—alBR’“'p"R”vpa —}—amR’“'R,W—}—awR 2
+713ROR +7,5R¥OR yy, + V35 R¥POR 1y + Vap R
+ YSBRR ‘MVR.U.V + 76BRR HYWIR uvpo + 77BR;WR uaR o + ySBRuvaaR Heve

+ 7/9BR/.LVR I’LAPUR vApa + YIOBR;vaaR ’WM‘R pakf) . (5.3)
[
Define the counterterms and renormalized quanti- Mp*= M218M?, (5.4c)
ties by
P32 (x)=Z "% (x) , (5.42) £p=5+8¢, (5.4d)
Z=1+48Z, (5.4b) u"?3gp =g +8¢, (5.4¢)
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W hy—h +-8h (5.4 I3 (x,x")=[— O, +M?
3=nllp p=m;+8n; (i=1,...,5), 5.4 ~
W g =+ 8y (0 y, Gag) FER(X)+g018xx) . (5.5)
b "Ap=A+8A, (5.4h)
6 ) From (3.20) and (3.21),
u "kp=x+8k, (5.44)
wb g =a; +8a; (i =1,2,3), (5.4j) P.P.{sInDetlf} =¢'a;(1%), (5.6)
6—n, :
3=V +06y; (i=1...,10). (5.4k) L
B VB =YiTov where a3(I%) is given in (3.33). The quantity Q
All counterterms have loop expansions of the form which enters the expression for a; is
(4.5).
=M>+ER $(x) . :
A. The One-Loop Effective Action Q HER (x)+gd(x) 5D
It is clear that I,(x,x’) may be obtained from After some algebra, discarding terms which are to-
that of the last section by setting A=0. Thus, tal divergences, it is found that

P.P.{3InDet/5}=p" %! [ dv, (— MO~ TM*E— )R — s MHE— R+ 755 MHR* Ry —RP¥PR )

1 1 23
+lE—3)7- 9—4sa]R OR + %R‘”DR;LW ww R*P7OR g

1
—F(é‘—%PRs 180 (§ %RRWR ~ T80 §“?)RRWP"R#vpa

— 5 RuvR* R ™ + 55 Ry R p R* — <R, RM¥RY,

T 5670

+ Tas0 1890 IWPC' TRPUA‘Y 180 gR ’WR’W(]S(X 180 gR e aRy.vpa
++(6—T)gd(x)OR — 3 M*gd(x) — Mg (£ — e )R$(x) — 78(£— + )R *P(x)

+58%8(x)0¢(x)— s M ?¢Xx) — 5 (— +)g*RPAx)— +g°h’(x)} . (5.8)
The term of order 7 in the expansion (2.12) of the classical action is
1(1)[¢] =p"- 6fdvx[— —SZ‘“¢ x)D¢(x)+—(6M2“ +M282“’)¢2(x 5{;— +§SZ(”)R$2(x)
+3?(8g(1)+%gSZ(”)$3(x)+(8h“’+%hSZ‘l))$(x)+(8n(1”+%7]152(”)R$(x)
+ 0+ 51,8Z V)G(x) TR + (818" + 3138Z )B(x)R 2+ (874" + 318Z V)$(x)R*R ,,,
+(8n(51)+%7’552(1))$(x)vapaRWpa_SA(U_SKU)R
—8a"'R¥PR,,,,, —8a; "R*R,,, —8a5 R?
—87{"ROR —8y5"R¥OR,, —8y5"R¥P°OR
_SYS'I)R3_87/(51)RR;WR“V_SY%I)RRyvpaR“vpa

——8’}/(71)R#VRP'0-R vo SV(I)R R R[tp‘va__a,y(gl)R#VRukpUR lea_sy(lz))R,uvpo'R”vAprakT] .

(5.9
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The expression (2.16) for the one-loop effective ac-
tion is finite as e—0 provided that the counter-
terms are fixed by

SZ“’=ig26‘1 , (5.10a)
SM* V=M% !, (5.10b)
sgV=2g%"", (5.10c)
8h‘”=——g(6M4——gh)e_‘ , (5.10d)
SEV=2(E—5)g% ", (5.10€)
5yl = g[12M2(§—%)—gm]e—1, (5.10f)
o= ——g[2E—5)+gmle”!,  (5.109)

sni = 12g[6(§—— 2—gnsle !, (5.10h)
o= — og(1+15gm e ", (5.10i)
o= =g (1—15gns)e ", (5.10)
AV = —M%!, (5.10k)
scV= — S MHE—c)e !, (5.101)
dafl)=— o M% !, (5.10m)
sy =M%, (5.10m)
sa ‘”=-—M2(§——)2e—1 (5.100)

A=5lE—) 5z le!, (5.10p)
87/(2”—%;“;6" , (5.10q)
i =€ !, (5.10r)
Sy = — %(g—i)%-’ (5.10s)
sy = m(g % - (5.10t)
Sy = — oo (E— (5.10u)
Sy = — e ‘, (5.10v)
oy = e !, (5.10w)
Sy = —mme !, (5.10x)
8 =o€ ! - (5.10y)

The presence of all of the nonminimal terms in
(5.2) is seen to be required for renormalizability.
The theory considered by Gass'® will, therefore,
not be renormalizable in a general space-time. The
form the 8£ counterterm differs from that given by
Gass.!6

B. Renormalization-Group Analysis

In this section, the asymptotic freedom of the
theory above is discussed using the renormaliza-
tion-group approach of Refs. 51,52.

Since the counterterms are given as a sum of
pole terms, the following definitions may be made:

g=w> "1+ 3 (n—6)""a,(g) g, (5.11)

v=1
§p=5+ i (n—6)""b,(£,8) . (5.12)
v=1

Define the renormalization-group functions B, (g)
and Bg(g,§ ) b

B,(g)= ,ugg (5.13)
—, 98
Be(g,8)=u u (5.14)

Renormalization-group functions for the other cou-
pling constants appearing in (5.2) and (5.3) may be
defined in a similar manner (see Refs. 55—58 for
the procedure in the four-dimensional case).

Bare quantities must be independent of how the
renormalization mass is chosen; that is,
1(3/3u)gp =0, u(3/3u)ép=0. By equating coef-
ficients of powers of (n —6) it is found that

By(g)=— 2g o al(g) (5.15)

B(g,6)= —-;gé;;bl(é,g) (5.16)
when n—6. From (5.10¢) and (5.11),

a(g)=+4m) g2+ - -+, (5.17)
so that

Bglg)=—3(4m) g3+ -+ - . (5.18)

This result for the B, function agrees with Macfar-
lane and Woo.>* From (5.18) it is seen immediate-
ly that the theory is asymptotically free. Integra-
tion of (5.13) and (5.18) leads to
-1
L b
Ho ] l

(5.19)

g (p)=go? |1+ 5(4m)~3gy’n

where go=g (o). This describes how the coupling
constant changes under a change of renormaliza-
tion point. From (5.19), g(u)—0 as p— . From
(5.10¢) and (5.12),
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bi(Eg)==4m) -2+ -+ . (520
Therefore, from (5.14), (5.19), and (5.20), it follows
that

—5/9

Ep)=5+(&—3) |1+304m)%g? | £ H

Ko
(5.21)

describes how £ changes under a change of u,
where £ o=£&(ug). As p— o it is observed that
§(y)—>%, which is the conformal value. In Ref.
16 it is claimed that £= is the ultraviolet fixed
point in contrast to what we have found here.

VI. CONCLUSIONS AND DISCUSSION

In the preceding sections, the renormalization of
interacting scalar field theories in general curved
space-times has been discussed. The background-
field method was used to compute the effective ac-
tion and the heat-kernel method was used to
analyze the divergences. It is evident from the cal-
culations of Secs. IV and V that this approach is
much shorter than the usual diagrammatic calcula-
tions which involve an evaluation of the n-point
functions separately for each n. Only a few vacu-
um bubbles need to be considered at each order in
the loop expansion.

In Sec. IV, renormalization of the effective ac-
tion was shown at the two-loop level for a scalar
field with cubic and quartic self-interactions in
curved space-time. The counterterms, including
the gravitational ones, were computed to this order
using dimensional regularization. They agree with
previous flat-space-time results where they are
known. The gravitational counterterms can still be
fixed by flat-space-time calculations involving mul-
tiple insertions of the stress tensor in flat-space-
time diagrams.’®*® This does not prove that the
theory is renormalizable in curved space-time how-
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beyond the two-loop level in curved space-time
would be quite difficult. Also, except perhaps in
special space-times, the finite parts of the higher-
loop contributions will not be easy to obtain.

In Sec. V, renormalization of the effective action
at the one-loop level was shown for a scalar field
with a cubic self-interaction in a six-dimensional
curved space-time. It was demonstrated using a
renormalization-group analysis that the coupling
constant £ had an ultraviolet fixed point given by
the conformal value of % This corrects a recent
result of Gass.'®

The extension of the calculation in Sec. V to two
loops is considerably more difficult than the four-
dimensional one in Sec. IVB. In place of (4.26)
there is

A¥x,x")=Og(x)8(x,x") + O 15(x,x") , (6.1)

where d¢(x) is a scalar operator of dimension six
and Z,(x,x’) is a biscalar of dimension twelve.
The argument presented in Sec. IV B cannot be re-
peated to show that & ,(x,x’) must be finite as
€—0 since not enough calculations have been done.
(It is still presumably true however.) It would be
of interest to have a more direct way of evaluating
A3(x,x’). An additional complication is that there
are many operators of dimension six which can
contribute to Z4(x).

In the case of a noncompact manifold, it is
necessary to impose boundary conditions on the
fields. Boundary effects, which have been ignored
in the preceding sections, can alter the analysis
even in the free-field case.”* For an n-
dimensional manifold M with (n — 1)-dimensional
boundary 0M, the asymptotic expansion of the

heat kernel is changed from that given in Sec. III
tob1—64

[, doxtrK (tx,%,1) ~(4m) ™72 3 12*2C (1)
k=0

ever. The extension of the background-field 6.2)
method (or even the more traditional approach) where
|
[, @oainx D)+ [, docbien(x,Iy), k even, (6.3)
Ci(l,)=
k(1) faMdaxbk n(x,0,), kodd . (6.3b)

(do is the induced volume element on dM.) Here a; /5(x,1,) is as given in Sec. III and by so(x,I,) arises be-
cause IM=£0. by(x,1,)=0 so that the leading term in the asymptotic expansion is independent of whether
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or not a boundary is present.
Repeating the analysis of Sec. III using (6.2), in place of (3.16), there is (assuming n, is even)

PTG =" | [ dustn,pels) + [, d0ubyinla) | - (6.4)

Only the last term in (6.4) is present if n, is odd, so that the one-loop effective action is not necessarily
one-loop finite in odd-dimensional space-times if OM£0

From (6.4), it is clear that there may be additional pole terms present which are caused by boundary ef-
fects. This is true even in the noninteracting case.’>® It is also known that surface terms may be required
in the Einstein gravitational action.’>® It is not possible to be more explicit at this stage, since the by (x,I,)
are not known for operators of the form (3.29). Expressions for by ,,(x,I,), b;(x,1,), and b3 /,(x,I,) may be
found in Ref. 60 in the case where I, = — [0+ £R acts on scalars. In order to discuss renormalization in
four dimensions, b,(x,1,) is required. This coefficient has been computed by Kennedy®’ in the case
I,=—0 acting on scalars for M flat. The extension of the analysis of the present paper to the case when
boundary effects may not be ignored merits further attention (see also Ref. 68).

Application of the methods of this paper to Yang-Mills theory will be given elsewhere.®
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