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We consider the Schwinger-DeWitt proper-time expansion of the kernel of the Feynman propaga-
tor in curved space-time. We prove that the proper-time expansion can be written in a new form,
conjectured by Parker and Toms, in which all the terms containing the scalar curvature R are gen-
erated by a simple overall exponential factor. This sums all terms containing R, including those
with nonconstant coefficients, in the proper-time series. This result is valid for an arbitrary space-
time and for any spin. It also applies to the heat kernel. This form of the expansion is of impor-
tance in connection with nonperturbative effects in quantum field theory.

I. INTRODUCTION

Of crucial importance for the investigation of quantum
field theories in curved space-time is the Feynman propa-
gator or Green’s function. Exact results are known only
in certain special cases, and in general one must have
recourse to some approximation scheme. A very powerful
and general technique is to make an asymptotic expansion
of the kernel of the Green’s function in powers of the
Riemann curvature tensor. The expansion parameter is
related to a fictitious proper time. The terms in this
proper-time Schwinger-DeWitt! or heat-kernel? expansion
have a universal form in a general curved space-time.
However, so far the terms in the expansion are known ex-
plicitly only up to third order in the curvature.

It is possible that there may be infinite subsets of terms
in the series which converge and can be summed in closed
form. These nonlocal® expressions would give informa-
tion about effects of physical significance which cannot be
obtained from the known terms of the series. DeWitt* ef-
fectively performed such a partial summation in finding
an approximation from which he obtained certain nonlo-
cal terms in the effective action. Bekenstein and Parker’
derived a Gaussian path-integral approximation for the
propagator which includes certain nonlocal effects.
Motivated by the form of this Gaussian approximation
for particular cases, Parker and Toms® have recently sug-
gested an exact form for the coincidence limit of the
Feynman propagator for a scalar field which, they conjec-
ture, isolates and sums all terms containing the scalar cur-
vature R in the proper-time expansion. This includes
terms containing R with nonconstant coefficients. They
proceeded to prove this hypothesis to third order in the
proper time for general spacetimes. They also have shown
that the expression gives significant nonlocal terms in the
effective action for quantum fields in curved space-time,
and have extended their conjecture to higher spin.” In ad-
dition to its physical significance, the new form of the
proper-time series should make it technically simpler to
obtain the terms of the expansion beyond third order in
the proper time. A significant fraction of the terms (those
containing R) in the original expansion will not be present
in the coefficients of the new form of the expansion.

_ In the present paper, we shall prove their conjecture by
induction to all orders for a general space-time, and show
that the natural generalization of their result to fields of
higher spin also sums all terms involving R, and partially
sums extra terms produced by the spin connection and
Yang-Mills field as well. In fact, our method of proof
demonstrates that the proper-time expansion may be writ-
ten in a form in which the R dependence is summed be-
fore taking the coincidence limit. Exactly analogous re-
sults will be true for the heat kernel on a Riemannian
manifold.

The organization of the paper is as follows. In Sec. II
we introduce the Schwinger-DeWitt proper-time expan-
sion for a scalar field propagator and explain precisely the
conjecture of Parker and Toms. In Sec. III we prove some
important lemmas concerning the form of the metric in
Riemann normal coordinates and the structure of other
quantities appearing in the expansion as functions of the
curvature. Armed with these preliminaries, in Sec. IV we
are then able to prove the conjecture for scalar fields. In
Sec. V we present and prove the generalization of the con-
jecture to fields of higher spin. We offer some remarks on
the significance of our results in Sec. VI, and finally in an
appendix we display explicitly the coincidence limits of
the terms in the proper-time expansion as far as they are
known, both for the original version and the new simpli-
fied version, and also discuss the inclusion of background
gauge-field couplings.

II. THE PROPER-TIME EXPANSION
AND THE CONJECTURE OF PARKER AND TOMS

The Feynman propagator A(x,x’) of a scalar field cou-
pled to the curvature satisfies

[0, +m?+ER(x)]A(x,x") = —8(x,x’) , (2.1)

where [ is the covariant Laplacian, £ is an arbitrary di-
mensionless constant, and &(x,x’) is defined by

dv, 8(x,x")f(x)=f(x") with dv, the invariant volume
element.? If we write

Alx,x")=—i fow (x,s |x’,0>e‘i’"zsds 2.2)

[with Im(m?) <0 understood] then by virtue of (2.1) the
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kernel (x,s | x’,0) must obey o*V,.fo=0,
. 0 ’ ' . (2.8)
t-a:(x,s |x’,0) =(0+ER){x,s | x',0) (2.3) Jfi ="V, f=—Aym ™ VAO+ER N Ay fi_y)

with the boundary condition lim,_, ¢{x,s | x’,0) =8(x,x,").
Equation (2.3) is the Schrodinger equation for a particle
coupled to the curvature, with a fictitious “proper time”
s.

The Schwinger-DeWitt proper-time expansion for the
kernel is then’ -

)—d/2

(x,s |x",0) =i(4wis exp

io(x,x")
2s

X Avaa(x,x")F(x,x";is) , (2.4)

where 20(x,x’') is the square of the proper arc length
along the geodesic from x’ to x, and Ayy{x,x’) is the Van
Vleck-Morette'® determinant defined by

Avmlx,x")
=—|glx)| 7% | g(x")| ~'/2det %%g%l ,
2.5)
o and Ay, satisfy the important relations’
VoVio=—20,
(2.6)

AVMI\/ZDG—FZU;#V;LAVMI/ZZ _dAVM1/2 s

where V, is the covariant derivative. F(x,x’;is) is written
as a series
F(x,xis)= 3 (isVfj(x,x"), 2.7
j=0
and then as a consequence of (2.3), the f;(x,x’) satisfy the

recurrence relations'
]

(x,5 | x',0) =i(4mis) =% 72 Ayp ! %exp[ —is(E— +)R(x)]F '(x,x";is) ,

(x,5 | x',0) =i(dmris) =% 7/ Ayp!Zexp[ — 3is(E — + )R (x)]F "(x,x";is Jexp[ — 5 is(E— +)R(x")] .

Although, clearly

F(x,x;is)=F'(x,x;is)=F"(x,x;is) ,

which permit the iterative computation of the coincidence
limits f;(x,x).

Parker and Toms® postulated that the coincidence limit
of the kernel {x;s | x’,0) could be written in the form

(x,5 | x,0) =i(4mis) = ?F(x,x;is)

Xexp[ —is(E—+)R(x)], (2.9)

where F(x,x;is) has the proper-time series
F(x,x;is)=1+4 3 (isVf;(x,x) (2.10)
j=1

such that the fj(x,x) contain no terms which vanish when
R (but not its covariant derivatives) is replaced by zero.
Henceforth we shall describe this property by the term “R
independent.” In other words, all the dependence on R in
(2.4) and (2.7) is now comprised in the exponential in (2.9).
Our aim in the following two sections is to prove this con-
tention. For our method of proof it is convenient to con-
sider the kernel without taking the coincidence limit, writ-
ing it in the form

(x,s |x",0) =i(4mis )_d/zei"""""/zsAVMl/z(x,x’)F(x,x’;is )

Xexp[ —is(E—+)R(x")] . 2.11)

In the course of proving the original conjecture it will
emerge that we can also prove the stronger assertion that
F(x,x";is) is R independent before we take the coin-
cidence limit. We should remark here that there are vari-
ous ways of writing (x,s |x’,0) which would reduce to
(2.9) in the coincidence limit, e.g.,

(2.12a)
(2.12b)

(2.13)

F, F', and F" will differ for noncoincident arguments, while all being R independent, as we shall see in Sec. IV. While
(2.12b) is preferable on account of its symmetry, (2.11) is more amenable to computation.
We find, on substituting (2.11) into (2.3), the following recurrence relations for f;(x,x’):

a;“V,,_}_'o(x,x’):O ,

JF6x") =0tV Fi(x,x") = — Ayp ™ PO [Aym'2F5 - 1(x,x )]+ E[R (x") —R()1fj 1 (%,x") — ¢ R(x")fj _1(x,x")

={—M+(E—DIR)—R)F_1(x,x") =0 fj_10x,x ) =N, V*f; _1(x,x"),

where
M= AVM_I/Z(DAVM1/2)+ %R(x) s

— —1/2 172
Ny=Aym™ "“V,Aym 7~ .

(2.15)

(2.14)

In Sec. IV we shall use these recurrence relations to prove
the conjecture of Parker and Toms by induction, but first
we need to demonstrate that the coincidence limits of co-
variant derivatives of o(x,x’), fo(x,x'), and M,N, de-
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fined in (2.15), are R independent. The following section
will be devoted to the proof of these subtheorems.

III. R INDEPENDENCE OF DERIVATIVES
OF o, fo, M, N,

All the results in this section can be considered as
consequences of the structure of the metric g,5(x) when
expanded as a Taylor series about x’ in Riemann normal
coordinates y* with origin at x’. In this expansion the
coefficient of y*...y"" is a sum of terms each of which
is a product of curvature tensors at x’, of which some
may be covariantly differentiated. The essential point is
that, for n >2, each term has the following two proper-
ties.

(a) There are no ‘“internal” contractions of indices
within any individual curvature tensor.

(b) All the undifferentiated curvature tensors have at
least one index which is not one of {a,B,uy, ...,u,} and
hence is contracted with an index elsewhere in the product
of tensors.

We shall describe an object with these two properties as
“curvature connected.” Riemann normal coordinates may
be set up in the following way:!! Given a point x, we de-
fine the transformation to normal coordinates y with ori-
gin x' by

y M Yy M »
y=0

(3.1

. 1 kxv
xV=x v+2____ - =
' k! lay}”l...aykk

where the coefficients

dy
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are chosen so as to ensure that in the y coordinates

(3.2)

v _ v .
F}‘llz 0——-0, a(;wa...;»rr;tlkz) y= =0.

y= 0

Explicitly,

1 :le ’
dy y=0

%x”
ay}‘lay)"z
3xV

ay™ay’ay™ ]y=0

=—T{n(x", (3.3)

y=0

_ v a
=[2Tga, %) =30, Ti )]y =0

and so on.
When the metric is Taylor expanded in these normal
coordinates about x’,

gaB(x):gaB |y=0+gaB,y.1 |y=0y#l+ e

13! By

1
+;Tga6,y‘“..,un ly=0y R A (3.4)

then the coefficients of y*. . .y"" may be written in terms
of Christoffel symbols and their derivatives. For instance,

A A
8apuy =8apiu; + Fﬂ:ag}‘13+ rﬂiﬂgkla

_h A A %,
8appp, = pyap,8rt+ F”la/( Fkl#zgkzﬁ + Iﬂf}l‘zgkl’"z )+ap

A A A A A A
— 1 1 2 1 2 1 1
ra(#,,uz)gklﬁ + ra(ylruz)klgkzﬁ + Fcz,ulrpzﬁgkllz +7R ay.lyzgktﬁ +a<f3

A A Ay A, A
:(ra(ﬂp.llz)gllﬁ+Fa(ulr;t2)klg}\.2ﬁ+Fa(lulryz)ﬁgklkz)+a‘_’B .

By iterating this procedure, g,g p, - - u, May be expressed as a sum of terms whose general form is

)

A .
r ...Fk'

where each A; €{A,, ..., A;_,B} and ri<ry<... <rj_i
<n, together with similar terms with a and B inter-
changed.
Using the definition of the Riemann tensor
1 pA A A
7R*apy=Taigy1+ Taisly 1 3.7
in conjunction with (3.2), we may solve for the sym-

metrized derivatives T' ﬁ(ﬂvﬂz'“#ﬁl y=o0 from which the

expansion coefficients in (3.4) are constructed. We obtain
immediately from (3.7) and (3.2)!!

1
EECIY ’
alkpp, ”'1) A’Z(ﬂu‘rl—l—l"url-f—Z”'”rz) A;('u’ri_l'+1’”’7’.‘_["{'2..'

A'l }‘1
:F;Llag}»lﬁ+rylﬁghla ’ (3.5)
and furthermore,
(3.6)
A
cee F { , ,
l‘r’.) A'1‘(!";']._]«4—1"'F’n)g}”j.{_l}"j.+.2 ’
T
Thiap|y—0=—5R"apy » (3.8)
and after differentiating (3.7),
Chian | y=o=+5Ru; g - (3.9
Differentiating (3.7) again and using (3.8),
F,Z(a,ﬂy&) |y=0
=—%(%Rp(avﬁst.},)ﬂgpw—Rﬂ(svy,ag)) s (3.10)

and so on iteratively. In the process, by differentiating
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(3}.»7) (n —2) times and using (3.2) we can express

: A
Loy~ p,y) | y=o in terms of Ry, oty - ) and con-

tractions of pairs of Christoffel symbols with less than
(n —1) derivatives, which have already been calculated.
The partial derivatives in R a(ﬂlkﬂz’ufi -+ u,) may be rewrit-
ten in terms of covariant derivatives as was done for the
metric tensor following (3.4). It is then clear from this

. A
method of construction that each I'g, 4, - -- p,) | y=o for
n >2 is curvature connected, and hence, because of the
form of gup,, - -, stated earlier, gop, ..., | y=ois cur-

vature connected for n > 2. In the case of constant curva-
ture where all derivatives of the curvature are zero, it is
possible to calculate gop,, .- 4 explicitly,!!

8BaBuy-  py, |y=0

2k +1
2 oy o, .

=R R
(2k +2)(2k 4+ 1) 7 k2 T oikaHy
XR”k—l#zk_lﬁﬂzk i (3.11)
which is manifestly curvature connected, and

gaﬂ,p,l ok 1 'y=0:0.

The curvature connectedness of the 8aBp, - u, |y=oin
normal coordinates is the key to the proof of the R in-
dependence of F in (2.9), since it implies that any R
dependence may be traced to the quadratic term in (3.4).
We have, from (3.2), (3.5), (3.6), and (3.8),

8ap )y=0= +Naps 8aB,u, |y=0:O ,
(3.12)
3R

gaﬁ,pluz |y=O: - alpie,)B >

where 7 g=diag( + 1,—1,—1,—1).

We will now show that the coincidence limit of more
than four covariant derivatives of o(x,x’) is R indepen-
dent. In common with the other results which we will
prove later in this section, this can be demonstrated in
normal coordinates using the curvature connectedness of

1

the coefficients in (3.4), but in this case it is possible to
present a more elegant generally covariant proof founded
on the basic relationship for o in (2.6). We may calculate
the coincidence limit of Oq,---a, by successive differen-

tiation of (2.6). We immediately have

(3.13)

U;aldiag= 0,

the suffix “diag” indicating the coincidence limit. Dif-
ferentiating twice,

0F g0yt 0t a0,p=—0.0p
which implies, with (3.13)
O;apdiag= —8ap> U;aﬁdiag= _Saﬁ . (3.14)

A further differentiation gives, with use of (3.13) and
(3.14),

;apydiag =0 (3.15)
and, differentiating a fourth time,
Tt apys0 0 0y 0 s+ 0 g0y
+ qmayﬁ";uﬁ‘*‘ o g suys + T 0y 0
+ 0¥ 080,y + 000, uy5 =0 apys -
Taking the coincidence limit and using (3.13), (3.14), and
(3.15) yields

O ;8apydiag T 0;yaps diag + O Bays diag =0 » (3.16)
which after rearranging indices and using (3.14) again im-
plies

O,apysdiag= — 7 (Raygs +Raspy) - (3.17)
Clearly this process may be continued indefinitely. ~After

differentiating (2.6) n times, taking the coincidence limit,
and using (3.13) and (3.14) we obtain

— . I .
? o;aialazv‘~ai_lai+1-”andlag'*‘ E [0'; aiaja;/.l,az1 O _4@ 1@y ‘--a"]dlag

iJj

M . Ce
+ 2 [0'; aiajakal‘al"'ai—lai+1'"aj—laj+1"""k—1“k+1'"'“n]d‘ag+

il : i<j
ik
i<j<k

+ O [oFe, -

i - ”i[n/z] 1 [n/2]
i< <ipa

where

n/2 (n even)
(/2= 1w ~1)/2 (n 0dd) .

Opa, -

T 1@y ity o= 1%y +17 " % ]diag:O ’ (3.18)

(3.19)

(3.18) relates Oa, - a,diag t0 coincidence limits of o with smaller numbers of derivatives, once the indices in the first

term are rearranged into the right order. A typical step in this rearrangement would be

j=1
Tay oy, 0 a P

Let us suppose that 0,4, ... g

=04 ... g — R Bo.y ... .
n say aja; a, 2[ a;a; o a,al- al__lﬁaI_H-_~~aj_l],a.+2~~un .

(3.20)

J

/4 <k <n, are R independent. This is true for k =4, according to (3.17), provided not all
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the indices are internally contracted, which is sufficient to form the basis of the inductive procedure. We then see from
(3.20) and (3.18) that any dependence on R (and not its derivatives) could only be generated by letting all the derivatives
in the second term on the right-hand side (RHS) of (3.20) act on o. For n =4, as a consequence of (3.14) all the indices
in the curvature tensor in (3.20) could be contracted together to give R, but for n > 4 this is impossible. Hence by induc-
tion 0,4, ... 4, is R independent for all n > 5. Using this information about o, we will now show that in the scalar case

foa, - a,diag =0 - . (3.21)
For f, satisfies, from (2.14),

o*fo,, =0 . (3.22)
Differentiating

o*of o+ 0" Foua=0, | (3.23)
and hence, from (3.13) and (3.14),

Ffo.a=0. (3.24)

In general, differentiating » times, and taking the coincidence limit,

_zfo;aial-“ai_lai+‘--~andiag+2 [U’uaia]f();yal-”a,-_‘a,-+1-~-aj_]aj_H ay ]diag
i L]

i<j
Y s . ce 0 r L
+ Zk [O' aiajakfo;yal-~-a,~_1ai+1-~-aj_laj+l~-~ak__lak+l~--an]dlag+ +[0 a1~~-anf0;y]d1ag"‘0 . (3-25)
L],
i<j<k

After rearranging indices in the first term in (3.25), we obtain an equation for fo;al .- a,diag- Again, a typical rear-
rangement of a pair of indices is

(3.26)

— j—1
—F _ BF
fO;a1-~~aj+1aj~--an ‘_fO;al-“ajajJrl-“a" Igl [Rajaj+lal f0§a1“‘a1_13a1+1 "'aj~l];aj+2"'an .

Hence if fO;al~~~akdiag'=O’1 <k <n, then from (3.25) and (3.26), fo;a]...andiag=0. The statement is true for n =1 by
(3.24). Hence

70;‘11 . andiag =0Vn . (327)

Finally we shall show that M ;a, -+ - a,diag 1S R independent for all n, and N e, - - a,diag 18 R independent provided there
isnoa;, i=1,...,nfor which a;=p. From (3.12), we may write the normal coordinate expansion of g,g in the form

gap="Map+ %R akﬁyykyu +haﬁ’ gaB: 77“3— %R a}‘pr Ay” +h ap » (3.28)

where h,,lﬁ,h""‘3 are curvature connected. If g,p denotes the analytic continuation of g, to a spacetime of positive
(Riemannian) signature, then we have

Ing =tring,g, g=detg,g . (3.29)
Now g,p may be written
Zap=(142)yg, ‘ (3.30)

where 1,5=38,5 and Z g is the analytic continuation of (+ R 45,7 v*+h,g). The logarithm of g, may then be defined
B B B 3 NakBu "tap & B
as a formal power series,

n
InZap=In(1+Z)gs= | 3 (—1y+1 2% (3.31)
n=1 n afB
Hence, inserting (3.31) into (3.29) and then continuing back to the original spacetime,
In( _g)zéR,uvy#yv"'Ha g'—:detgaﬁ ’ (3.32)

where H is curvature connected. Only the term —:l,-R wwyty” in (3.32) can contribute to R dependence when derivatives

with respect to y are taken. In normal coordinates we can express M and N, exclusively in terms of g,g from (3.28) and
g from (3.32). We have’ .

Avm'2(x,x")=(—g) " *=exp | =y Ry p*y* — TH (3.33)
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and

O= \/l__g 3,V —g g7, (3.34)
or

O=(n%—+R%Lp yE+h P05+ (FRPYP+KP)3g (3.35)
where

KP=08,h"F— SR ,R%P,pPy 7 + 1 R gpyPh ®P 50°P3,H — +-3,HR %P,y yk 4 $3,Hh'P (3.36)
and hence K# is also curvature connected. Therefore,

M= —3(KP+RPyP+3,h PP) (G R gy + 4 3pH) — 70PO,3pH + (T RGPy yH —h P) (G Rop+50.05H) . (337)

In normal coordinates with origin at x’ the coincidence
limit corresponds to y =0. M, itself is clearly R in-
dependent, and it is apparent from the form of O in (3.35)
that (O"M )diag is also R independent for any n.
A fortiori M,y ... 4 diag 1S R free if the derivatives are not

contracted in pa1rs
A similar argument may be applled to N,. From (3.33)
and (2.15), in normal coordinates at x’,

N,=—(%R (3.38)

1
P P+78,LH).

up¥

From (3.28) we may calculate the Christoffel symbol in
normal coordinates,

I, = 8% (gaﬁ,y +8sy,8—8py,5)
=—5(R%,,+R%p)»°+G%, , (3.39)
where G%, is curvature connected.
Nya=—(5Ruq+53,0,H+T7,4N,) , (3.40)
SO
Nu;adiag = %R,ua - %(aaauH)diag ’ (3.41)
‘Nu;aB:aBN,u;u"FsuﬁNS;a“FaaBN;t;B (3.42)

Each successive covariant derivative is constructed
from the previous one as in (3.42) so that any curvature
tensors arising from the Christoffel symbol in (3.39) will
‘always be curvature connected, and hence N i, - - a,diag 1S

R independent for all n > 1 and N;q4iae is R independent
for as4pu.

We now have all the information about the individual
constituents of (2.14) which we need to prove the conjec-
ture, which will be the task of the following section.

IV. PROOF OF THE CONJECTURE
OF PARKER AND TOMS

In this section we shall prove the conjecture of Parker
and Toms that for a scalar field the kernel {(x,s | x’,0)
satisfying (2.3) has the expansion

(x,s |x",0) —i(daris) =92 057 Gy 2(x, %" ) F(x,x;is)
xexp[ —is(£—+)R(x")], 4.1)

where
F(x,x%is)=1+ 3, (is)f;(x,x") (4.2)
j=1
such that for each j, the coincidence limit fj(x,x) is R in-
dependent. In fact, it is necessary to prove the stronger
assertion that for all j, fj.q4, ... a, diag is R independent for

any number n of derivatives. This will then imply that
each fj(x,x’) is R independent even for x=£x’. Because
of the close relation between the kernel defined by (2.3),
and the heat kernel for an operator —O+&R on a
Riemannian manifold, our proof will apply equally to the
asymptotic expansion for the heat kernel in powers of s.
The proof is by induction on both j and n. Let us assume
first that fi.q,- - a disg i R independent for all 7, for all

k <j. We showed in Sec. III that this statement is true
for k =0. Let us also assume that f};, ..., giag is R in-
(s | m

dependent for all m <n. This is true for m =0, since the
coincidence limit of (2.14) yields

_[(M]—}—l)diag+(57j—l )diag+Nudiag.7j—l;'udiag] ’
(4.3)

]f—:] diag=

and hence by virtue of the first inductive hypothesis and
the results for M and N, proved in Sec. III, f; 4i, is R in-
dependent.

Differentiating (2.14) n times, taking the coincidence
limit, and using (3.13) and (3.14),
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.]fj;al s andiag+2fj;amzz1 T @y Oyt andiag
m
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— Y F. L. : —
% [0 alam.fj;ual R B T B R Y A I - ]diag_ —"[0 #al s anfj;,u]diag

l<m

='_[M;a1~-~andiag+(§_%)R;al"-an]]:/'-ldiag

—_ . L
%[M;aIH~am_]am+1~~~andlag+(§"“ 6 )R;al'“am_la

— > 1
Izm [M;al~~~a,~1al+,---am_lam+1‘~~andiag+(§—‘6‘)R;al

l<m

- _§ [M;amdiag+(§_%)R;am ]j}—l;al'“a
“‘Mdiagf:j—l;a]-‘-andiag“f‘j-l;ﬂﬁal~~andiag
—Nu;al...andiagf:i—l;”diag“'gN#;al...am_la
_Nudiagf.j—-l;ual'“a”diag .

The indices in the second term can be rearranged to the
order a * * * a,, introducing further terms consisting of f;
with less than n derivatives contracted into curvature ten-
sors. Such terms are R independent by the second induc-
tive hypothesis. The succeeding terms on the left-hand
side (LHS) of (4.4) are R independent by virtue of the re-
sult concerning o in Sec. III, and the second inductive hy-
pothesis yet again. The terms on the RHS of (4.4) are R
independent as a consequence of the first inductive hy-
pothesis and the fact that the coincidence limits of deriva-
tives of M and N, (provided u is left as a free index) are
R independent. Hence fj;4, - . a,diag is R independent. As

we remarked earlier, this statement is true
(a) for j =0 and all n and
(o) for any j and n =0, given it is true for all k <.
Now we have shown that if fy.q, - diag i$ R indepen-

dent for all #, for k <j, and fj;al...amdmg is R indepen-
dent for all m <n, then fj.q4 ... 4, diag is also R indepen-
dent. Hence this statement is true for all j and n by in-

duction. The conjecture of Parker and Toms is therefore
proved in general, and moreover since we can write

.}?j(x’xI)=.7:idiag(x)+0';a.7}';adiag+ %U;aa;ﬁfj;aﬁdiag‘F e

1 e,

a7
+“n_’0' g fj;al---andiag (4.5)

the expansion in (4.1) is R independent before taking the
coincidence limit. _

We should emphasize that the terms in f i, a,diag
which do not depend on R are exactly the same as those
in the original fjq ...q,diag computed from (2.8). This

can be shown by making the same inductive hypotheses as
were used in the proof of the main theorem. Clearly the

m4+1" " Ay ]fj—l;amdiag

B BT R T S R - ]fj—l;a,amdiag

m—1%m 41" " " @, diag

1 .~andiagf‘j—l’#amdiag_ Tt

(4.4)

statement is true with j =0, for all n, and since (4.3) has
the same form as the coincidence limit of (2.8) apart from
terms depending on R, the statement is also true for any j
with n =0 provided it holds for all kK <j. Moreover, since
when we take derivatives of (2.14) these act only on R(x)
and not R(x'), the terms in (4.4) have the same form as
would be obtained by differentiating (2.8) apart from
those involving R and not its derivatives. Hence the
statement is proved by induction. We could also see this
more simply by expanding exp[ —is(£ —+)R(x")] in (4.1)
and obtaining j—"j(x,x') as a function of the fi(x,x") by
comparing coefficients of (is).

On the other hand, if we were to use, for instance, the
alternative expansion (2.12a), then the recurrence relations
for f} would be somewhat more complicated owing to the
extra x dependence in the exponential. Nevertheless, we
could prove in a similar fashion as for the f] earlier that
the coincidence limits of f} and its derivatives are R in-
dependent and indeed it is clear from (2.12) and (2.12a)
that

Sjdiag=1 j diag - (4.6)

However, the coincidence limits of derivatives of f
will differ from the corresponding quantities involving fj
by terms involving covariant derivatives of R. These
terms could be evaluated in principle by expanding
exp[ —is(E—+)R(x")] in (4.1) and exp[ —is(£ —+)R (x)]
in (2.12a) as power series in (is), and then comparing coef-
ficients of powers of is. Similar remarks apply to the oth-
er possible expansion written down in (2.12b).

Before leaving the case of the propagator for a scalar
field, we must point out that when background gauge
fields are contained in the covariant Laplacian, as happens
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for Faddeev-Popov ghosts, or Higgs fields, then the situa-
tion is somewhat more involved, and is considered in de-
tail in the Appendix. The results of this section still hold
good even in this case.

V. THE CASE OF HIGHER SPIN

We now turn to consider the kernel {x,s | x’,0) for the
propagator of a field with nonzero spin. The field then
carries indices according to the particular spin, and the
covariant derivative D, acting on the field contains the
appropriate spin connection. We may write

D,=14V,, V,=3,+T,, (5.1

where 14 is the unit matrix for the particular representa-
tion of the gauge group & to which the field belongs and
I, is the relevant spin connection. The case where back-
ground gauge fields are included in D, is considered in
the Appendix. Two covariant derivatives acting on the
field successively do not now commute (in contrast to the
scalar case) and we have

[D,u,’Dv]:W/,w ’ (5.2)

where W, will be specified later. We shall consider D,
always to contain the correct spin connection for whatever
object it acts on, and denote D, Y by Y,,.

The kernel is now a bispinor (for half-integral spin) or
bitensor (for integral spin), transforming as a direct prod-
uct of two spinor or tensor representations, at x and x’.
Although the calculation will be perfectly general, we
shall exemplify it by reference to the spin-3 and spin-1
(vector) cases. Any higher-spin representation can be con-
structed as a direct product of two or more of these.!
Omitting matrix indices, the propagator now satisfies

[D2+X(x)]A(x,x") = —8(x,x")1, (5.3)

where 1 is the unit matrix for the particular spin represen-
tation, and X (x) is a matrix whose form will be discussed
in detail later, which may include mass terms and in par-
ticular any imaginary mass term necessary to ensure con-
vergence.

If background gauge fields are included in the defini-
tion of the propagator then the form of X will be modi-
fied, as is discussed in the Appendix. However the argu-
ments of this section still apply. Since each of the matrix
indices of X transform as a spinor or tensor, the covariant
derivative acts according to

X, =[D,.X]. (5.4
The kernel {x,s | x’,0) which gives A(x,x’) according to
Alx,x")=—i fow (x,s | x',0)ds (5.5)
has a Schwinger-DeWitt expansion' corresponding to
(2.4),
(x,s |x',0)
' = i(4aris ) ~4/2i00XV2A 1 2(x xVGx,x";is) ,
(5.6)

G(x,x";is)= i (is)jgj(x,x’) .
j=0

We now assert that this expansion may be rewritten in the
form,

(x,s |x',0> Zi(47n-s)—d/2eia(x,x’)/2sAVM1/Z(x’x:)a(x’x,;I-S)

Xexp{ —is[X(x")—+R(x"]}, (5.7)

G(x,x’;is)= (isYgi(x,x"),

j=0
where exp{ —is[X(x')—+ R(x')1]} is defined as a formal
matrix power series, such that the g; have the following
properties:

(1) The coincidence limits of g; and all its derivatives
are R independent for all j.

(2) There are no terms in the coincidence limits of g; or
any of its derivatives containing factors of X, unless they
also contain factors of either W or its derivatives, or
derivatives of X.

(3) Any terms in the coincidence limits of g;, or its
derivatives, which contain X and also contain (a) deriva-
tives of X, or (b) W, or (c) derivatives of W, are such as to
sum to zero if X commutes with whichever quantities of
type (a), (b), or (c) are present.

The expansion (5.7) was first proposed in Ref. 7, where
it was pointed out that in the coincidence limit G was R
independent to order s3. In the Appendix, the first three
nontrivial terms in G are written down explicitly, demon-
strating that properties (1)—(3) hold to this order. As a
corollary of statement (1) above, G(x,x';is) is evidently R
independent to all orders even for xs£x'. As for the sca-
lar case, these results apply equally to the heat kernel for
an operator —D?+X(x) defined on a Riemannian mani-
fold.

The proof of the statements following (5.7) is as fol-
lows: from (5.3), (5.5), and (5.7), the coefficients g; satisfy
a recurrence relation analogous to (2.14),

0'*8o,u =0, (5.8a)

J8i— "= =81, — N8 "
+{—M+$[R(x)—R(x"1}g
HE_X(x)—X(x)g_].  (5.8b)

The proof that the coincidence limits of g; and all its
derivatives are R independent follows the same steps as in
the scalar case in Secs. III and IV, with some minor
differences in detail. The first is that although
80;a, - - - a,diag Temains R independent for all n, it is in gen-
eral no longer zero. Differentiating (5.8a) twice and tak-
ing the coincidence limit,

g_O;aBdiag +§O;Badiag =0. (5.9)

We now have, from (5.2),

Zo.apdiag =5 W pa (5.10)
and in general, in the analogous equation to (3.25) when
we rearrange indices in Eigo:afar~-af_1a;+1~~-a,.diag into
the order a;...a,, we obtain terms depending on W, for
instance,
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- =7 _ B_
go""l"'“Hl"j'““n go’“l"'aj“j+l"'“n 2(R"‘j"’j+1“‘1 go?“l""'1—15"‘1+1"""‘j—l)?“j+2"'an

=1

+( Wa.a.

JUi+1

gO;al ~'-aj_1)

;aj+2”'an .

(5.11)

Since o and its derivatives are R independent, it is clear from (5.11) and (3.25) with g replacing f, that 80;a, - - a, diag is

built up out of curvature tensors contracted with each other or with W, together with terms involving W alone. There is
no explicit R dependence, and in fact there is none concealed in W either. For spin 5, W has spinor indices, !

WaB= - %Raﬁpafyv Py e, yP=vy%l,

(5.12)

where y“ are the usual Dirac ¥ matrices and ef is the vierbein with the properties

v a, b
aab:e#ebgyv: g;w:euevaab .

For spin 1, W has Lorentz indices!

( Wozﬁ‘)pa= _Raﬁpalg .

(5.13)

(5.14)

The forms of W, in (5.12) and (5.14) must be modified when background gauge fields are included. Details are given in
the Appendix. In products of several W’s, the a8 indices in (5.12) and (5.14) are completely independent of the spinor or
Lorentz indices p,o and hence they cannot be contracted together to give dependence on R.

Evidently the remainder of Sec. III carries over unaltered. However, Sec. IV requires some modification. Following
the procedure of that section we make the inductive hypotheses that

(a) the coincidence limits of g; and all its derivatives are R independent for all k <j and

(b) The coincidence limits of 8j;a,- - a, are R independent for all m <n. 4

Then, differentiating (5.8b) n times, taking the coincidence limits and using (3.13) and (3.14), we have

.]gj;al--~andiag+2§j;a,~al-~~a,-_1ai+, -+ a,diag
i

— W’ g, e
2 (o a,-ajgj;p.al TR 4Gt @ty )dlag
LJ

' —(U’Mal e angj;p,)diag

= g, “ A g oM R g,
g]—l;p a) - a,diag ,udlaggj—l’ ay - a,diag Z(N/L;a,-gj—lual--'ai_lai+l"‘an )diag
i

— 5. M . ce
Z(N/‘;aiajgj—l °‘1"'“i—lai+1",""f—1‘1j+1"'an)d‘ag'—

—]V;L;az1 s a”diaggj—-l"udiag

a, T X;a - a,)8j —1diag

n ’

ooy a, T Xa e e a, B ading
{

. . 1 I3
- —Z(M;a,-dlag_ 6R;a,-+X;ai )gj—l;al~«'ai__,a,.+1~~andiag
i

—_ (Mg_j—l;al ce andiag)+ [gj—l;m1 ce andiag)X] .

i<j
ij
i<j
1
_—(M;a1 e andiag—'—{R;al e
1
— XMy o e aydieg— $Ria, -
i
When we  rearrange indices in terms in

Eigi;aial"‘a,-_xa.-+1"'a..diag’ we obtain terms involving
W as in (5.11), but according to the remarks following
(5.11), they do not introduce any R dependence. Hence,
given the inductive hypotheses and by virtue of the results
of Sec. III for M, N,,, 8jia,- - a,diag 18 R independent.

The coincidence limit of (5.8b)
jgj diag = —-g_j— l;y”diag—Mdiaggj—l diag+ [§] —1 diag’X] (516)

iglplies that gj4i,e is R independent given the first induc-
tive hypothesis, that 8k;a, - - a,diag 1S R independent for
k<j and any r, and we have already seen that

(5.15)

I
80;a, - - - a,diag 18 R independent. Hence the inductive pro-

cesses can be initiated and &jia, - - a,diag i R independent

for every j and all n.

The second statement following (5.7) is readily proved
by induction, since it is only derivatives of X, and W and
its derivatives with which X may not commute. Given
that statement (2) is true for 8k;a, - - - a,diag fOr k <j and
arbitrary r, and for 8j;a, - - a,,diag fOr m <n, then since
terms in &j—t;a,- - - a,diag NOt containing derivatives of X,

. or W or its derivatives, will give a vanishing contribution

to the commutator in (5.15), the statement is also true for
8jsa, - - - a,diag- Evidently for the same reason the statement
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is true of g; giag, given it holds for 8k;a, - - - a,diag With k <,

and obviously it is true for Zo,q, - .- a,diag for all n. Hence

the second statement is true in.general by induction. Con-
versely, terms involving X and also derivatives of X could
only be generated by the commutator in (5.15) and there-
fore would sum to zero if X commuted with the objects
concerned. On the other hand, terms involving X and W
or its derivatives can also be generated in a different
fashion, since from (5.2) and (5.4)

X 1apy=[Wpa X1, (5.17)

and so terms containing W,g contracted with X .ap> Which
are first encountered in evaluating g3giag, can yield extra
terms involving X and W. It is still the case however that
all such terms sum to zero if X commutes with whichever
of W or its derivatives appears. This proves the third
statement following (5.7). As in the scalar case, since the
coincidence limits of all derivatives of each g; are R in-
dependent, the expansion (5.7) is R independent in gen-
eral, without taking the coincidence limit.
We could also postulate the alternative expansions

(x,5 | x',0) =i(4mis) =427/ Ay\ 2

X exp{ —is[X(x)—+R(x)11}G "(x,x";is)

(5.18)
or the symmetrical
(x,s | x',0) =i(daris) =4 %7/ BAyp />
Xexp{ — +is[X(x)—+R(x)1]}G "(x,x";is)
Xexp{ —Tis[X(x")—+R(x)1]},  (5.19)

where G’ and G " have a series expression similar to G in
(5.7).

J

g /(x,x")=g;(x,x")+[8_1(x,x") Y (x')—

1 k
+ 7{* §
where
k k!
D)7 k-1 -

It is then a matter of tedious combinatorics, using in par-
ticular the relation

(—1)l= (5.25)

p>
1=0 !

to show that the properties of g; imply the same proper-
ties for g ;.

Finally let us display explicitly the forms of X for the
particular cases of spin + and spin 1. In the case of spin
5, the propagator A satisfies a first-order equation

'f”DpAF(x,x’)z-—S(x,x’) , (5.26)

Y(x)g; _1(x,x)]+5[g; _2Y(x

i (—DIY0OVg _x (e, x N[ Y(xN]*F 1o,

These expansions also share the properties of (5.7). The
immediate difficulty in proving this is that there is no
convenient  expression . for the derivative of
exp{ —is[X(x)— < R (x)1]}, and hence it is not clear how
to obtain the recurrence relations for g; and g ; from
(5.3), (5.5), and (5.18) or (5.19). This is easily overcome in
the case of (5.18) since, neglecting any complications due
to possible zero modes, the propagator also satisfies

Alx,x")[D 2 +X(x")]=—8(x,x")1 (5.20)

and hence recurrence relations can be written down which
are similar in form to (5.8) except that derivatives are now
with respect to x' rather than x. The proof then carries
through as previously. In the case of (5.19), however,
another approach is evidently required. Comparing (5.7)
with (5.19), we see

G(x,x")exp{ — +is[X(x)—+R(x")1]}

=exp{ — 5is[X(x)—+R(x)]}G "(x,x') . (5.21)

Expanding the exponentials and equating coefficients of
(is) we obtain

J=1 ]J—l

(x,x’ +2

g [(x,x")
= (—1>v !

T SN b (30}
—1§0g1(x,x )W , (5.22)
where
Y(x)=3[+R(x)—X(x)] . (5.23)

It is straightforward to show by induction that the solu-
tion for g/ interms of g, k=1,...,/is

,)2_2y(x)§j_2Y(x')+ Y(X)Zgj—Z]

(5.24)

I .

with 7# as in (5.12). In order to be able to work with a
second-order operator as required for the Schwinger-
DeWitt expansion, we write

Ap(x,x")=7-DA(x,x") (5.27)
so that, from (5.26),
(7D)A(x,x")=—8(x,x") . (5.28)

Using (5.2) and (5.12) together with the usual y-matrix
properties, (5.28) may be written in the form (5.3) with

X=+R1 (5.29)
and hence X does commute with all quantities involved.
Thus for spin %, there are no terms in the coincidence
limits of g; or any of its derivatives which vanish when X
(but not its derivatives) is set to zero. In other words,
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G(x,x';is) remains R independent even when the R
dependence in X is taken into account.

For the spin-1 case, on the other hand, assuming that
(5.3) applies to the propagator for a quantum gauge
theory with a Feynman-type gauge, then

X=Ruly . (5.30)

Thus in this instance X does not commute with its deriva-
tives, nor with W and its derivatives as given by (5.14).
However, evidently the terms containing X can introduce
no R dependence into the coincidence limits of g; and its
derivatives. The reader is referred to the Appendix for a
discussion of the inclusion of background gauge fields.

VI. CONCLUSION

We have now proved the theorem stated in Eq. (5.7)
and the paragraph following it. The quantity X of Eq.
(5.7) is given for spin 3 in Eq. (5.29) and for a spin-1
Yang-Mills field in Eq. (5.30). In the scalar case, X is
given by &R and the theorem reduces to Egs. (4.1) and
(4.2) with the fj(x,x') being R independent, even when x
and x' are not equal.

An immediate application of the theorem is in simplify-
ing the calculation of the higher-order coefficients of the
heat kernel or Schwinger-DeWitt expansion. We have
proved that, when written in the new form, the set of

J

Ciaag=%R—X ,

gldiag =0,

gZdiag = %( %R _X)Z_ Tx;HRuvR#V+ TéaRuvpaR“vpa_ JI_ODR + %DX—F % WaBWaB 4
Badiog = — 15 RuwR* + 55 R uypo RFP7 — - 0OR + L0OX + 5 Wz WB
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terms containing the scalar curvature will not appear in
the expansion coefficients for any spin.

The new form of the expansion should also be useful in
probing nonlocal effects which could not be obtained
from a finite set of terms. In quantum field theory, for
example, the exponential term in Eq. (5.7) or Eq. (4.1)
gives rise to nonlocal curvature dependence of the effec-
tive coupling constants, and introduces significant modifi-
cations into the gravitational field equations.” Finally; by
retaining a finite known set of terms in the expansion of F
in Eq. (4.2) or G in Eq. (5.7), one obtains useful approxi-
mations for the heat kernel and Feynman propagator.
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APPENDIX

In this Appendix we list the explicit forms of the coin-
cidence limits of the first three nontrivial terms in the ex-
pansions of G,G in (5.6) and (5.7) so that the properties
stated after (5.7) may be checked in these cases. For an
operator of the form D2+ X where the covariant deriva-
tive D, satisfies the commutation relation (5.2), we have?

(A1)
(A2)
(A3)
(A4)

1 . . . .
83diag = 7[ I80°R —17R R+ 2R 1y p R¥VP+AR 11y p RV —OR i, RHPPHT—28ROIR

+8Ry ORFY —24R , R¥PY, — 12R ,,p, ORFP? 2R3 RR  RHY

+ isiRR,uvpaR GAE %R;WR “pR ¥+ '63—4 R uvaoR peve %RM‘VR #parR wor
+ %R,uvpaR ,uvaBR paaﬁ + %QR ;wpaR uapBR VaaB]

1 3 1 .
— a5 Wapy WY — s WP g W oV — 5 (OW o) WP — G5 W o gOW B L W WP W

+ G Rapys WPW T — 5 R \ WHAW L RW g WP — L2

— 5 X(OX)— 35 (OX)X — X, X*—tX3— &

XW g WB

— w5 WapXW* =5 aB WePX + 3¢ ROX + wR aBX;aB + BIT)'R;#X;M + G_IOX;BWaﬂ;a“' % WaB;aX;B +5X*R

+ 3 XOR — - XR>+ - XR wR™ — 2= XR pvpo

and

RHMvpo

(AS5)
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pvpo; R Hpost

+8R,,,[OR*—24R , , R¥**,—12R ;,,, (IR #*P7 —— 2~(9)§R#‘,R KR+ %RWRPUR bpve

1 .
RHePBR vaoﬁ] — Waﬁ;y weaBy

16 44
_ TR,uvR 'uparR woT | TR,uvpch wvaBp PoaB+ %QR,wpa

1

— 75 W WV — 55 (OWap) WP — G W o gTOW P S5 W (g WEY W, % SR s WP WY

— S5 Ry WH W — X + 5 XOX — 5 (OX)X — 5 X, X 4 5 Ry + 5 R, XH

+_6%X;3Waﬂ;a_TloWaB;aX;B‘*‘?lEXWaBWaB_s% aBXWaB_% aBWaBX- (A6)

In the main text we considered explicitly the usual
propagators for fields Q of spin 0, <, or 1 satisfying equa-
tions like (5.3) where the operator [0+ X is derived simply
from the kinetic part of the action I[Q], in other words,
the part quadratic in Q. However, the Schwinger-DeWitt
or heat-kernel expansion is also a very powerful tool when
used in conjunction with the background-field meth-
od."*12 In this case the field Q is written

Q=q+q, (A7)

where now ¢ is the quantum field and g a classical back-

ground field. While some authors who work with the -

background-field method find it convenient to continue to
use the usual propagator as before,!>!* so that all the
terms in the expansion of I[§+gq] containing § are con-
sidered as interactions, some calculations are simplified by
using the full propagator in the presence of the back-
ground fields,»*!>1¢ so that the operator [J+X is that
which is associated with the full set of terms quadratic in
g in the expansion of I[¢+q], and then X and D, may
acquire contributions from the background fields §. In
this appendix we will consider in detail the modifications
induced by including a background gauge field 4,,, but no
other background fields. The covariant derivative in (5.1)
will now become in general,

D, =V, lgy—ie,A,, (A8)

where A4, is the matrix-valued vector-gauge connection
with coupling constant e,. The forms of W,z and X for
each spin will now be modified and are displayed below.
(Scalar and spinor background fields may also be intro-
duced without further alteration in W,g, but the forms of
X will then be more complicated and are listed elsewhere
in the literature.!) We shall consider each spin in turn.

A. Spin O

Let us suppose we have an n-dimensional multiplet of
scalar fields transforming under a representation of the
gauge group with generators t,‘f. These generators are
chosen to be Hermitian and satisfy

[2,681=if wet? . (A9)

The propagator then satisfies an equation of the form
(5.3) with the covariant derivative given by (A8) with now

T )
A,=A, 1, (A10)

where A4, , are the components of the gauge field. Conse-
quently, W ,g, as defined in (5.2), is given by

WaB:—‘—llengB, Fgﬁz aﬁ,atr?’ (All)
where
Faﬁ,a=aaAﬁ,a_aBAa,a'f_vegfabcAa,bAﬁ,c . (A12)

The form of X depends on the type of scalar fields we are
considering. For instance, when they are anticommuting
Faddeev-Popov ghost fields, then X =0 and tg’ are the
generators of the adjoint representation

tz?:t:dj’ (taadj)bc:_ifabc . (A13)
On the other hand, for a multiplet of Higgs fields, then
X=—_M?+ER1, (A14)

where M? is the mass-squared matrix. The properties of
the expansion (5.7) then imply that all the M? dependence
is contained in the exponential, which could be seen
directly as for the scalar field propagator without back-
ground gauge field in (2.2).

B. Spin 5.

For a multiplet of spinor fields transforming under a
representation of & with Hermitian generators r’ with
commutation relations as for tf in (A9), the covariant
derivative has the form (A8) with

Ay=A, 1 (A15)
and we find

W= W + WEgE |

;lgv = %Raﬂpa7 p7 i Wia/\guge = _iegFgBI ’
(A16)
X:XCUI'V +Xgauge R
XV=1R1®1y, XFC=_ie,0""F},,
where
F/'/:szuv,atf’ MVZ%[?”’V 1, (A17)

where 7 # is defined in (5.12) and F,,, , in (A12).
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Clearly the terms involving X will still contribute no R
dependence to g; in (5.7) and its derivatives. However
X828 does not commute with W55 or its derivatives, or
with derivatives of X588 and hence there will in general
be sets of terms in g; and its derivatives containing prod-
ucts of X8Ve° together with W88 or its derivatives, or
derivatives of X828,

C. Spin 1

For a spin-1 field, in order to obtain an equation of the
form (5.3), when we include the background gauge field,
we need to use the so-called background field gauge.'*
This leads in general to a propagator A satisfying

830+ |+ —1 |DED, + X", | AL, =—8"8(x,x"), (A18)

where £ is a variable gauge-fixing parameter, and the co-
variant derivative D, is given by (A8) with

A=A, 437, (A19)
12% being defined in (A13). We have in this case
( WaB );w'—— ‘“Raﬁp.vlg _ieng(gsyv )
4 (A20)
X,“,=Rm,lg——2iegFfWJ ,
where
F=F,, t2% . (A21)

Evidently to obtain the form (5.3) we must take {=1.
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