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Abstract: We study the definition of trace anomalies for models of Dirac and Weyl fermions coupled
to a metric and a gauge potential. While in the non-perturbative case the trace anomaly is the
response of the effective action to a Weyl transformation, the definition in a perturbative approach is
more involved. In the latter case, we use a specific formula proposed by M.Duff, of which we present
a physical interpretation. The main body of the paper consists in deriving trace anomalies with the
above formula and comparing them with the corresponding non-perturbative results. We show that
they coincide and stress the basic role of diffeomorphism invariance for the validity of the approach.

Keywords: trace anomaly; diffeomorphims; Feynman diagrams; non-perturbative methods

1. Introduction

Chiral anomalies appear in the divergence of chiral currents as a result of regular-
izing fermion loops, in the perturbative case, and effective actions, in non-perturbative
approaches. No essential ambiguities arise in the process of defining the relevant proce-
dures. The case of trace anomalies is somewhat more involved (for various derivations
of trace anomalies, see [1-22]). As we shall see in examples, a priori several definitions of
the trace anomaly are possible in a perturbative approach, definitions that lead to differ-
ent results. As we shall see, there are in fact several sources of ambiguity. To eliminate
these ambiguities, our definition of trace anomaly in the perturbative case will be the one
adopted by M.Dulff, see for instance [23,24]. If T}, is the stress-energy tensor of a theory,
the trace anomaly is given by the difference

8 (T () = (8" T (%)) ©)

This formula is not by itself self-explanatory and needs suitable specifications, which
will be given in due time below. However, just to make an initial example, when a theory
is conformal invariant, the field operator T;f (x) vanishes on the shell, while in the case
a theory contains a conformal soft breaking term (a mass term, for instance), Tﬁ (x) #0,
even on-shell. The second term of (1) is certainly present in such a case, and the subtraction
is needed in order to exclude this unwanted term from the anomaly. As a matter of
fact, as we shall see, this term is non-vanishing in many other instances, and in a subtler
way (for more down-to-earth uncertainties, see [25] and references therein). The purpose
of our paper is to discuss the application of Formula (1). To study this issue, we have
to enlarge our vantage point by considering not only odd parity trace anomalies, but
also even parity ones. We will focus, in particular, on the anomalies of a free fermion
tield model coupled to an Abelian vector potential V,, with curvature F,,. Besides the
odd parity anomaly with density e#* FuF),, we wish to also consider the even parity
anomaly with density F,,, F/"". These density can show up as trace anomalies in the form
[ d*x\/gw(x) Fu(x)F*(x) and [ d*x,/g w(x) e F,, (x)F),(x), since they are consistent
under the conformal transformations dw gy = 2wguy and 6, V), = 0. We will consider
two examples where these anomalies do appear: the even trace anomaly in the theory
of a Dirac fermion, and the odd one in the theory of a Weyl fermion, both coupled to a
vector potential V. In both cases, we compare the results with the ones obtained via the
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non-perturbative heat-kernel-like method, which we refer to as the Seeley—DeWitt (SDW)
method, in which case the trace anomaly definition is the standard one, i.e., the response of
the effective action under a Weyl transformation. In both cases, the results coincide.

A pertinent question is why in the perturbative approach is there room for ambiguities.
The reason is that the approach based on Feynman diagrams is reasonably viable at the
lowest order of the perturbative expansion. If we were able to compute higher-order
approximations, there would be no room for ambiguities. Unfortunately, higher-order
calculations are much less accessible, in general, and we have to make do with the lowest
order. Now, at the lowest order, the relevant cohomology is determined by the lowest order
of the perturbative cohomology (see Appendix B). The lowest order cohomology is too
simple, for instance, it contains many more co-cycles than the non-perturbative (complete)
cohomology. The Definition (1) is more balanced than each of the two terms separately, and
it forces the perturbative calculations in the right non-perturbative direction. It also offers
a clear physical interpretation, which we discuss in the conclusive section.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we derive the above-mentioned even
trace anomaly for a Dirac fermion coupled to vector potential with a perturbative method
(Feynman diagrams plus dimensional regularization). In Section 3, we derive the same
result via the Seeley-DeWitt method. Section 4 is devoted to the odd parity trace anomaly
for a Weyl fermion coupled to a vector potential, and Section 5 to the same derivation
via SDW. In Sections 2.5 and 6, we discuss the conservation of diffeomorphims in the
presence of a gauge vector field in the two cases, respectively. In Section 7, we make
some final comments and, in particular, we offer our interpretation of the Definition (1)
for the trace anomaly. In Appendix A, we show that the density F,, F#" can never appear
as an anomaly of the divergence of a vector or axial current. In Appendix B, we define
perturbative cohomology.

2. Even Parity Trace Anomalies due to Vector Gauge Field

We consider the action of a Dirac fermion coupled to a metric and an Abelian vec-
tor potential

S = / d*x /g ipyt (8,4 + %wy + Vy)lp ()

where ¢# = el v, and wy is the spin connection, w, = wﬁbzab and X, = %[’ya,'yb] are
the Lorentz generators. For a uniform treatment with the non-Abelian case where the
generators are anti-Hermitean, we use an imaginary vector field V;,. Eventually, one can
make the replacement V}, — —iV},. The vector current is j, = {7y, and the stress-energy
tensor is

Tow = PV + {1 & v} )

They are both conserved on the shell. T, is also traceless on the shell. In this section,
we use perturbative methods with dimensional regularization and focus on the possibility
for F,,, F*V to appear as a trace anomaly. As expected, such a density cannot appear in the
divergence of a current, as we show anyhow in Appendix A.

Before we start, a clarification is in order concerning the Definition (3) of the em tensor.
There is in fact another definition, which corresponds to the general formula

2 65

Ty (x) = ﬁ(sgﬁ

4)
and reads

~ i— & i— 2 A
Ty = 2971 Vop + (4 < V) = 87" Vap = Tuw — g Th ©®)
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This ambiguity in the definition of the em tensor gives rise to an ambiguity in the
definition of the trace anomaly. Such an uncertainty is in fact resolved by the Definition (1):
thanks to the latter, the second term of Tw drops out. This will be verified later on. For the
time being, we proceed with (3), which is simpler.

The anomaly we are after can only appear at one-loop in the trace of the em tensor.
Therefore we have to compute the correlators that contain one insertion of the latter plus
insertions of the vector currents. With reference to the Definition (1), at the lowest order
we have two possibilities: the correlator "' (0|7 T,y (x)jr(y)jo(2)|0) and the correlator
<0\TT£ (x)jr(¥)jo(2)|0). The first means that we regularize and compute the correlator
(O[T Ty (x)ja(y)jo(2)]0) and afterwards we contract the two indices y and v. The second
means that we consider the correlator of Tﬁ inserted at x and two currents at y and z,
then regularize and compute it. Generally speaking, the two procedures lead to different
results. Notice that Tﬁ (x) can vanish on shell in conformal invariant theories, but in general
does not vanish off-shell. An important remark is that the trace T[f (x) is an irreducible
component of Ty, (x). So, the two above-mentioned amplitudes, when regulated, are
generally different. This situation is to be contrasted with the case of the three-point
current amplitude (077, (x)ja(v)jo(z)]0), whose divergence (see Appendix A) is the same
as (0|7 0#j,(x)ja(y)jo(2)|0). In this case, there is no regularization ambiguity.

Hereafter, we shall use the Definition (1) for the trace anomaly in the sense just
explained. So to the lowest order (One should consider also the lower order amplitude
(), but it is easy to show that)

(OIT T (x)ja )10} = 7" (0| T Ty (x)ja (¥)[0) = 0
in the perturbative approach the trace anomaly will be given by:

(T (0)) = " (O T Tyw (x)ja (1) (2)10) = (OIT Ty (x)jr () (2)10) (6)

In the sequel, we compute these two amplitudes by means of Feynman diagrams. The
Feynman rule for the vector—fermion—fermion vertex V¢ is 7, and the graviton—fermion—
fermion vertex Vj, ffis

_é [(P - P/);t'Yv +(p— PI)V'YV] )

There are also other vertices, but they are not relevant to the present calculation. The
fermion propagator is ; In order to regularize the Feynman integrals (and only to that
purpose) we will add, to the ordinary 3 + 1, § additional dimensions. The conventions for
the gamma matrix traces (in Minkowski background) are

g . g
tr(')’}t')’V) = 22+277y1// tr('Y,‘u'Yl/')’/\’Yp'YS) = _122+2€y1/)\p (8)

2.1. The First Correlator

We start by evaluating the second term in the RHS of (6), i.e., the amplitude schemati-
cally denoted (t ] j), where t represents the trace of the em tensor,

fJJ # o,
(k1,ko) = 2/ { V’*k %pfg(zi” 97)}
reg 1 d4pd5€ V"f'[ pP— ki+1 - ki+/ V_g+[
23] ot e e — e T = =) O

In the second line, we have regularized the integral by introducing an additional
momentum /£, with 4 = 4,...,6 — 1. Then we have rewritten 2p —gqasp+ /£ +p—q+/
and simplified.
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Adding the cross term ki <> kp, A <+ p, we get

BV (ky, k) + E (ko K

o / dipd®t [ Cippp +palp —ki)p —mpp-(p — k1) + (p —ki)app
(2m)*+o (P2 =) ((p—k1)? = £2)

Cippp +pa(p—k2)p — o p-(p —k2) + (p — k2)App }

(P = 2)((p— k2)? — ) (10)

Let us deal first with the first line of the last integral. Introducing a Feynman parameter
x and shifting p — p + k1 and Wick rotating (p° — ip®), one gets (In order to avoid clogging
our formulas with the Euclidean label such as pF, ..., we keep the same symbols for the
Wick-rotated momenta p, k1, k» and g, with the only change represented by the momentum
square acquiring the opposite sign)

ﬁgj) (k1,k2) + ﬁ(tjj) (ka, k1)
2

d4 d‘5€ %) Mp +x(x — 1) (2kypkp + 720k7)
)4+ (P2 + 02+ x(1 - x)K3)?

k2
= 62(kuk1p+mk1) +7——+1og2

Adding also the second line, we get

12
2(tj) #(tjj) _ 2 1
Fyp (ki ko) + 37 (ko ky) - = 12 = (kl/\klp + '7/\pk1) <(5 +v—3 + log 2)

2 5 K3
5 | Kaakop + 1rpka -3
+12 (k koo + 17 k) Sy 3+log2 (11)

This contains a non-local part. It is a (so-called) semi-local term, which is necessary in
order to satisfy the conformal Ward identity.

2.2. The Conformal Ward Identity

To find the WIs for our case, we have to start from the effective action that includes both
the vector current and the energy—-momentum tensor, which is born out of the action (2)

oo jntr— 1

Wlh, V] = W[0] + Z STl /dez (x:) h”’v‘ Hdm\/ s(y)ea (y1)Va, (v1)

X <0|TTV1V1 (x1) ... Tunvn (xn)j" (y1) - - J" (yr)10) (12)

The introduction of the vierbein is dictated by the coupling between the current and the
gauge potential in the presence of a nontrivial background metric: Vy (x)(x)el (x)7*(x).
Notice that in this definition we have used Tyv ; this is because, in the subsequent manipu-
lations, we will refer to (5). A remark is in order about the coefficients of this expansion.
They must be consistent with the definition of graviton emission vertices. Remember that
5 Qv | g=n = ?}W' This explain the factor 2" in the denominator of (12).
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Differentiating with respect to /1,,, (x) and setting h = 0, we obtain J (( THV (x))). Therefore,

oW

Shyy(x)

= i [y Vi, (Vi (r2)80 8 (01T (1) (12)[0)
h=0

i : :
5 [ 2V (Vs 42) (0o + 30, ) OIT % ()% (2) 0}

7% / dtyrd*ya VM (1) V2 (y2) (01 T Ty (1), (1), (42)10) (13)

Next, differentiating with respect to V*(y) and V*(z) and setting V), = 0 we get

CObI) | g (- 9 OTR W10 + 8L~ 2) 0Tl (1)10)
SVMy)ove(z)|,_, a P P
i , . i 4 ,
=5 1ur 00 =) 01T (x)jp(2)[0) = 5 11p 6 (x = 2)(0| T (x)ja ()]0)
i . . i . ,
=5 Moa 6(x = y) {0 Tju(x)jp(2)[0) = 5 110 8(x —2) (0] Tju (x)ja (y)]0)
~(O0| T Ty (x)ja (y)jo (2)10) (14)
Now we saturate this relation with ##" and notice that Ty "= —3T,". Itis easy to see
that the numerical factor 3 factors out and can be dropped from the equation obtained by
equating the RHS of (14) to zero. Thus, we obtain
OIT T} (2)ja (1)jp (2)10) +i (8(x — y) O Tja (1)jp (2)/0) + 8(x — 2) O Tir (i (x)[0)) =0 (15)
This is the appropriate conformal WI for a fermionic system coupled to an external
gauge potential V), at level 2, in absence of anomalies. Fourier transforming and Wick
rotating it (under a Wick rotation the two-point function changes sign, the three-point
function gets multiplied by —i), we get
*i(f)\p(kl,kz) + Eop (ko k1) + (0| T ja (k1) jp(—k1)|0) + <0|T]7A(k2)]7p(*k2)|0>> =0 (16)
multiplied by é(q — k1 — k). This is the WI if no anomaly is present.
2.3. The 2-Point Current Correlator
In order to verify (15) (or (16)), we need the two-point current correlators. The 2-
current correlator is given by a bubble diagram with a fermion propagating in the internal
lines and two gluons, one ingoing and the other outgoing, with the same momentum.
N Cdip (1 1 d*pd°/ 1 1
OTHEL-RI0) = [ Eudm—mt= [ ¢ 17
OT000 = [ Ghulin ) = [ g
This is equal to the first term in the third line of (9), apart from the coefficient %
Therefore,
T (—K0) = — (240 5 10 &
(0T jr(k)jp(—k)[0) = 52 (kAkp + a0k ) (5 + 3 +log = (18)

in Euclidean background. From this, one can see that the WI (16) is satisfied.
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2.4. The Second Correlator

As we have seen, replacing (11) and (18) in (16), we see that the WI is satisfied. One
could conclude, therefore, that in this case there is no anomaly. However, (11) corresponds
to ("' Tyy(x))), and, comparing it with g"”((T};, (x))), whose relevant amplitude is

(tn d*pdy 1 1 1
(ki k2) = 2 (27)4+0 {p+l’%;ﬂ—k1+£7p;ﬂ—g+[(2;ﬂ_g)}’(19)
one finds a difference
=(t)) _ dipd’t { 1 1 1 }
AF/\p (kl/kZ - 27T 415 V’+[’m}ﬂ*k1+l7p7/’*ﬂ+[2[ s (20)

which is a local term. Adding the cross term, after a Wick rotation, one finds
~(tii ~(tii i
AF,&;]) (k1,k2) + AFFS;\”) (ko, k1) = a2 [1r0k1-k2 + kopki, | (21)
Beware: here the metric is Euclidean!

The RHS is a local term that violates the conformal WI and corresponds to an anomaly.
The definition of the effective energy—momentum tensor is

2 W
Tllv = ﬁw/ (22)
The Weyl variation of gt" is 6g"V = —2wg"". Therefore,
oW
S W = /d4x o = —/d4x\/§w<(T;f>> 23)
which classically vanishes. We define the integrated anomaly as follows:
Au = [dx/gw (8" (T - (1) )

We have already remarked that if we use the definition (5) instead of (3), the second
piece of the former drops out in Equation (24).

In order to obtain the form of the anomaly in coordinate representation, we proceed
as follows. We have in general

—3 [tV )V R OITE ()i W)jp(2)10) = —5 [ dyatzvA ) Vo)

dtq Ak d*ko it iko. s .
| G e 0 g~k k) QT @) (K (k2)I0)

Inserting (21) in the RHS gives the contribution corresponding to the anomaly in coordinates:

1 4. 4 1A 0 / d4‘7 d*ky d*k; e iqxtikiy+ikezg(4) (g _ Jy _
2 | vV V) [ G 59—k~ ko)

i
: (— o2 [11r0k1 k2 + koakap) ) (25)

i Z
= o2 /d4yd4zV/\(y)VP(z)(—quax.az_a%aA)5(4)(x_y)(s(4)(x_Z)

= -0 @AV VP + 0,007

Therefore, after migrating back to Minkowski, the trace anomaly at the (non-trivial)
lowest level of approximation is
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Ay = —1217 / Prew (-2 VA + 9,13 V) = 2417 / PrwE, F(26)

This is a (trivially) consistent conformal anomaly because in perturbative cohomology
(see Appendix B) at the lowest order, we have

Ww=0 sPv,=0 27)
SO
69 A, =0 (28)

It is clear that the all-order expression of this anomaly is

1
Ao=3 / d*x /3w EpF™, (29)

which is invariant both under diffeomorphisms and under gauge transformations. When
diffeomorphisms are involved, however, one must pay double attention. It is usually
assumed that diffeomorphisms are conserved in 4d. This is due to the fact that consistent
chiral diffeomorphism anomalies are uniquely linked to the existence of the third order
symmetric adjoint invariant tensor of the relevant Lie algebra, which, in 4d, is the Lie alge-
bra of GL(3,1) and, thus, the relevant tensor vanishes. However, here we are considering
the possibility that diffeomorphisms are violated by the coupling of a Dirac fermion to a
vector potential, and an anomaly proportional to [ d*x 9-¢ F,, F*’ (where ¢* is the general
coordinate transformation parameter) is consistent and algebraically not excluded. To
cancel it, a counterterm f d*xh F,y F*" would be necessary. Since h = hﬁ transforms as
dwh = 8w under Weyl transformations, such a counterterm would generate an anomaly of
the same kind as (26) and, thus, modify its coefficient. It is therefore important to verify
that such a diffeomorphism anomaly generated by the coupling to a gauge field V) is
absent in our theory. This is what we intend to show next.

2.5. Diffeomorphisms Are Conserved

We have to show that the WI for diffeomorphisms is respected when coupling our
Dirac fermion to V. In order to derive the relevant WI we return to Section 2.2 and,
precisely, to Equation (14). We differentiate the RHS of the latter with respect to x#, and
equate it to zero. The WI we obtain is formulated in terms of TVV' The identity simplifies
considerably if we express it in terms of T}y, for, using (15), the first line in the RHS of (14)
drops out. Therefore, we are left with

0 = —% (ai(é(x =)0 T v (x)jo(2)]0)) + 95 (5 (x — z)<o|ij(x)jA(y)\o>))
—é (110025 (5(x = )OI T (2)jo 2)10)) + 110p 3% (8¢ —2) (0| T (x)ja (v)[0)) )
—0 (0T Ty ()ja (v)jp (2)10) (30)

If we denote by Tw,\p(kl,kz) the Fourier transform of (0|7 Ty, (x)jr(y)jo(2)]0), the
Fourier transform of Equation (30) is

—ig? (Tuunp (ki ka) + T (ko k1)) = 2 (01T (k) (—K0)10) + 42 01T (k2)j (—2)10)

e (O fu (k) (—k1)10) + 70ag" (01 T (oo (—k2)10)) @)

where g = ki + ky. Thus, we have to compute g# TIW Ap(k1, ko)
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qﬂ

1 1 1
P‘ . _ _
7" Tyvap (k1 k2) = [ o g(q 2p—g)r+(2p Q)vﬂ)}
reg dipd’t { 1 1 o B }
= 2 (2m)ihe p+['YAV_k1+[7pV_g+[(q 2p =@+ (2p—9)vq) (32)

Usingnow g = p+ /£ —(p—g+£),and q-(2p —q) = p> + £ = ((p — 9)* + 7), we

obtain an easier-to-deal-with expression of the integrand:

- d*pdot
Tyap(ki ko) = 5 / 2n)& ltr POy —ki+)vp(p—q+ [)%) (33)

><< 1 B 1 )

(p=Fk)? =) ((p—9)>=2) (P> =) ((p—k1)> = £2)
1 1 1 1

Hr(“p—kﬁﬂpp—gu - ;»+t”z»—k1+ﬂ"><2p”_q”)]

This expression contains four integrations, but two of them are copies of the other
two. To see it, one can proceed by changing variables as follows: p — p + g, followed by
p — —p, thenkj < kp, A < p; finally using the invariance of the trace under transposition.

Next, selecting two independent terms, one works out the gamma matrix algebra,
introduces a Feynman parameter and performs a Wick rotation, after which the integrals
can be easily calculated. After some algebra, the final result is

_ 2 5 k?
" Typp (ki ka) = 24 T (klAklqu MaokTqo + 1vp (kikop — ky-ka km)) (5 +79—= +log 2;{)

3
(34)

to which we have to add the cross term with k1 <+ k2, A <+ p. As a consequence, we are left
with two semi-local terms, which are exactly what is needed in order to satisfy the WI (31).

In conclusion, the WI for diffeomorphims is satisfied and there is no anomaly (On the
contrary, if we replace Dirac fermions with Weyl fermions this result is not guaranteed).
The trace anomaly (29) is therefore confirmed.

3. The Seeley-DeWitt Approach

In this section, we apply the Seeley-DeWitt approach (see [26-32]) to the same theory
of Dirac fermions coupled to a vector potential V}, (2), where the covariant operator

1
swy+Vy (35)

=D
Vi=Dy+3

features.
To apply the SDW method, we need the square of the Dirac operator, which is
not self-adjoint.

(W2>+ = 1Y70 (36)

To get a self-adjoint operator, we apply a Wick rotation, which means: x? — %0 =
—ix%, k0 — k0 = ik and 7 — 4° = —iy0, while x/, k;, 7' remain unchanged. From now

on, a tilde represents a Wick rotated object. In particular, we have

.
(?72) _v (37)
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Therefore we can use %2 for the SDW approach and return to the Minkowski metric
with a reverse Wick rotation after applying this method. However, as before, we will
avoid clogging the formulas with Euclidean symbols. We will use all the time Minkowski
symbols, but we will leave the gamma matrix products indicated, without using the gamma
matrix algebra to simplify them, before returning to the Lorentz metric with an inverse
Wick rotation. This amounts, in practice, to using all the time non-Wick rotated quantities,
replacing them in the relations appropriate to their Euclidean counterparts. This is what
we will do in the sequel.

With this attitude in mind, we define the amplitude

(x,s]x,0) = (x]e"T*|x") (38)

which satisfies the (heat kernel) differential equation

i%(x,s|x’,0> = —F{x,s]x’,0) = K(x,«/,5) (39)

where Jy is the above-mentioned quadratic differential operator

1
= Vg Vy = ZR+V (40)

where V = Z”b\?ﬂb = yab ol eqep Vyy, and Fyy is the curvature of V. Then we make the ansatz

. N a(x,x’)i 2
(x,5x',0) = — lim — M;( » ms><I>(x,x’,s) (41)

m=0 16712 s2

where D(x, x') is the VVM determinant and ¢ (x, x’) is the world function. ®(x, x’,s) is a
function to be determined. It is useful to also introduce the mass parameter m, which we
will eventually set to zero. In the limit s — 0 the RHS of (41) becomes the definition of a
delta function multiplied by ®. More precisely, since it must be (x,0|x’,0) = é(x,x"), and

. 7 . 0(%,7(’)7 2
i /D) (% ’"S):mg(x)lé(x,x’), (42)

s—0 16712 52

we must have

lim ®(x,x,5) =1 (43)

s—0

Equation (39) becomes an equation for ®(x, x’,s). After some algebra, one gets

9P 1 1
1z V —(=R-V-—m?)®=
=+ V PV + =V v, (VDo) <4R % m>CI> 0 (44)
Now we expand
D(x,x,s) E (45)

with the boundary condition [ag] = 1. The a, must satisfy the recursive relations:

1 1
(n+1)ay1 + V¥, 1 Vo — —=VHV, (\/Ean) + <4R -V - m2> ay =0 (46)

VD
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Using these relations and the coincidence limits, it is possible to compute each coeffi-
cient a, at the coincidence limit. In particular,
1 4, 1 1 5 1 1 "
= -m*— —m?R+-—R?>— —R,* — —R,,RM RFVAP (47
a2} = gm 12 T 2ggR T 1a0™ T 1g0 R F g R #7)
1
-Vt V“VAOA 12( Rmp+mw)<2RWﬂ+VW>
where Ry, = Rw/“bZab
In this method, let us set
dS 1? s
W=—= + const = L + const (48)
2 0 is
where L is the relevant effective action
in/ﬂxL@) (49)
It can be written as
1 ©d
L(x) = —5 r/o T:K(x,x’,s) (50)
where the kernel K is defined by
K(x,x',s) = e 55(x, &) (51)
Inserted in 6,W, under the symbol Tr, it means integrating over x after taking the
limit x" — x. So, looking at (41), in dimension d
— Vg (x, x,5) 52)

K(x,x,8) =
(471is)?

From now on, a Wick rotation is understood. Continuing analytically in 4, one finds
(53)

3>tr<m — 2m2[a1] —|—2[a2]) N

Lix) = 321712(1114_4
tr/ ds In(4riy® s)fa( AE ( S (@ (x, x S)])

where tr refers to the gamma matrix trace. The last line depends explicitly on the parameter

u and represents a non-local part, which cannot give rise to anomalies. Let us take the

variation under a Weyl transformation
80 (Vin VH) = —4w V,, VIV (54)

Swr /3 =dw /3,

w guv(x) = 2w(x) guv(x)
and consider the flat limit \/g — 1 as well as m — 0. Focusing on the V,, dependence in
(55)

the d — 4 limit, we find
b L(x) = 32712 /d4x ~w Vy, VI
when g,y — 77,,v. This defines the anomaly
1 13%
T(x) = oY) Vi VH (56)
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which coincides with (26). We remark that the - sign and a factor of % in the coefficient
of (55) comes from the transformation property of ¥ under a Weyl transformation, which is

50 = —%{W,w} 57)

This is due to the presence of /g in the action (2) and is the complementary in the

action (2) of the transformation property of the ‘effective’ field ¥ = gilp, which trans-
forms as

6, = o299, (58)

for Weyl transformations.

We have already pointed out that the result (26) is the correct one, provided the
invariance under diffeomorphisms is preserved. In the perturbative case, we have verified
it by computing the divergence of the em tensor to at least second order in V. In the case
of the SDW method, this invariance is imbedded in the method itself because the latter is
designed to respect the diffeomorphisms.

4. The Case of a Right-Handed Weyl Fermion. Odd Parity

The second example we wish to consider is the case of a Weyl fermion coupled to
a vector potential and compute its odd parity trace anomaly on the basis of the Defini-
tion (1). That is, we intend now to compute the relation between the (odd parity) trace
7" 0|7 Tryuv (x)jrA(Y)jRe(2)|0) and the (odd parity) correlator 0|7'T£ (x)jrA (¥)]Rp(2)]0).

Let us start from the following remark. For a right-handed fermion, the triangle
contribution to the gauge trace anomaly is

FR)p _ d*p {1 1 1 - ]
Ton (kika) = 2/ 'YAPRp_ Kl’YpPRp_ = (2p — 4)Pr (59)
reg d*p d‘5€ 1 1 1
- 2 2n4+5 [p+t’”PR;ﬂ—lé1+l7pPRp—g+l(2’”+2[_ﬂ)p4
d4pd‘5é P p—K p—q+/
2 (2m)4+o { e (p—kl)zl—ﬁﬂp(;ﬂ—q)z—52(2%21_g)PR}

to which the cross term must be added.
In ref. [33], we have already calculated amplitude for (9-jr jr jr)

Rodd d*pd°/ 4 y—ki P—1
By ki ky 0) = / (2n)4+‘5tr{ P2 k)2 - 2T (p—q)? —ﬁngR}

1
= 2477 ZeﬁVAPkka (60)

odd

which, multiplied by 2, gives (0|7 0" jg,, (x)jra(y )]Rp( )]0).
The difference with (59) apart from the factor 1 5,1is the 2p — ¢ factor in the RHS, instead
of the g one. On the other hand, let us remark that the odd part of the expression

~(R)u _ d4pd‘5€ 1 1 B
ATy (kik) = 2 2n) rewiel vy MO Ry k n [7PPRV T [(ZVJFZ[ 24)Pr
_ d*pd’ tr 'mmp(zﬂ K1) Pg] 1)
@)+ (p? = 2)((p = k1)* = £2)
vanishes by symmetry. Now, since 2p +2/ — g = 2p + 2/ — 2q + g, it follows that
7R TR _ 1
Tang! Gk k) + T o )| = o semnghis, (©2)
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which is the result for <0\TT£H (x)jrA(¥)]Rp(2)[0). Now, it is easy to compute

d*p M P p—Ki p—q+/
2 (2)4+ { N R e A PR EZZZPR} odd
= 487 2€VW\Pk k3 (63)
Subtracting (63) from (62) we get
d*pd’l { 4 p— ki p—4
tr YA 07 (2p — g)PR} + cross
413 2_p2 22l 2 g2
(27) pr= 7 (p—k)? =2 (p—q)2 =L o
KKy (64)

which gives gives the odd parity part of #""(0|T Truy (x)jrA(¥)jre(2)|0). Therefore, we
can say

1

1= oS MV (x)oM VP (x) (65)

M (Truw (X)) | = (8" Truw (x)))

odd

5. A Heat-Kernel Derivation. The SDW Method for Weyl Fermions

We would like now to compare the previous result with the one obtained with a
Seeley-DeWitt method. In the sequel, we apply this method to a right-handed Weyl
fermion to compute the odd-parity trace anomaly. However, as we shall see, and as it
should be expected at this point, this calculation is strictly connected to the calculation of
the consistent chiral anomaly. It is in fact more convenient to carry out the latter first.

5.1. The Consistent Chiral Anomaly via SDW

The general method is the same as in Section 3, but for the choice of the appropriate
elliptic operator. To put the problem in a suitable framework, we consider a Dirac fermion in
anon-Abelian (V, A) background, i.e., we use the covariant operator i¥, defined as follows

1 ~

where \A7,4 =Vy+rsA,and V), = V;,Z T, Ay = A‘Z, T?, and T* are anti-hermitean Lie algebra
generators. Next we take the limit V — V/2,A — V/2. Then, the relevant kinetic
operator becomes

T+75
2

@:i’)/y@y, @H:ay+P+Vy, §y:ay+P7Vyr Py = (67)

As pointed out before, in order to apply the SDW method we need the square of this
operator, which, however, as before, is not self-adjoint

()" = w0 (68)

After a Wick rotation, this relation becomes

(@Zy -9 (69)
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~2
Therefore, we can use & . However, in practice, with the precautions explained in
Section 2.3, we will work with

P = DD~ (DD~ D)
—(O+Pd-V 4+ V-3) =T (@ Vy = 9V + 15 (Vidy = Vids))  (70)

The consistent chiral anomaly is given by

A:/d‘lx(lim/ ds Tr (275 p (x,s]x’,0)) ) /d4 (lim /oodsTr('y5p(x|ei?s|x’>)) (71)

X' —=x x'—=xJ0

~2
where p = p?(x)T" is the gauge parameter and ¥ = % and Tr includes all the traces.
Expanding J in powers of is, this becomes

A= b [xTspla), w0 = m o) 72)

x'—x

In order to compute the coefficient a; in a flat background, we have at our disposal
the heat kernel equation

i (x,5]x',0) = —9*(x,5|x’,0) (73)
with
(x,s]x',0) = —;ei(xié/)z d(x,x';s) (74)
7 7 (47_[0()2 7 7

Replacing this into (73) and using (70), we get the equation

ia;: + 00+ VH,d + é(x—x’)%a,p + zis(x—x’)ﬂv,,cb + éyszV“(x—x’)yvvcp
— 25TV, 9, + Py (0-V + X (2, Vy — 0,V,,)) D = 0 (75)

Using the expansion
(x,x',s) Zanxx is) (76)

we arrive at the recursion relation

1
(n+1)ay41 + Oay + VFouay + (x—x") 0ua,41 + E(x—x’)”VVan+1 + 15X (x—x) y Vot
—2955MV,, 0y, 4 Py (0-V +ZH (9, Vi, — 9, V) )an = 0 (77)

Setting n = —1, we get
1
(x—x")H0,a0 + E(x—x’)”V},ao + 52 (x—x") Viag = 0 (78)
Differentiating with respect to x*, we obtain
1 v A 1 A
duag + EVyao + 52, Vyag + (x—x')"0,0 a0 + E(x—x )"0, Vaag

+ 2 (x =) Vaduao + 15ZM (x—x) 10, Vg + 15ZN (x—x') A Vyduag = 0 (79)

N —

Starting from [4](x) = 1, we compute the coincidence limit and obtain, for instance,
[8}, ap) = — % Vi — 52" V. Then, differentiating (79) with respect to xt, contracting A with
u and taking the coincidence limit, we get
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Cag] = — 2V — 2V2 — SV, V, — Sssi (3,V, — 9,V
[QO]—_E' _g - ;41/_5’)/5 (yl/_l/;l) (80)
where we have used ZHE, N = — 3yt — EVA,
Similarly, choosing now n = 0 and proceeding the same way, we get
1 3 2 uv 1 uv uv
] = =50V -gV + IV - S5 04V — Vi) + Py (9-V + 5ZM (9, Vi — 9, V)
3 1
= gv2+zwvm+5(758-1/+2W(ayvv—avvy)) (81)
and, withn =1,
— 1 O 1o ) Avyzrg 1 p) %

[{Ilz] = E[ al] + EV [ /\111] + 5% Vv[ )Lllﬂ + §P+( V42 ny[lll]) (82)
where Cy, = 9,V — 9, V},. We need to compute [d,a1] and [a;], which, in turn, requires
the knowledge of [[00ao], [9,0ag] and [9,dya0]. All these quantities can be computed with
a lengthy but straightforward procedure.

Replacing them into (82), we find a long expression, but only a few terms can con-
tribute to the odd parity part: they must be proportional to four gamma’s, so it is not hard
to figure out the candidates. For [a,], they are the following ones:

= vivea,e Lyvevy, 2TV, V(9,0 LysS (VA V, 10,9
] = 5 [0A yﬂo]+§ v p[ﬂ1]+§ wVol0a yﬂo]+§’75 {V*, Vi }ordpao]
1 1 1 1
+ <4 + 12’)/5) ZV"CW[al] + gaAVV [a)\ayﬂo] + 5’)/52;“/3/\‘/1/ [a)\ayao]
1 1 1
+ZV)\ [a)\Dao] + E’)@ZP’VVU [a)\Dao] + EZ’WCPU[D{Z()] +... (83)

where ellipses denote terms that cannot contribute to the odd parity part.

Using the above expansions to evaluate (72) and tr(y57uYv YA 7p) = —4i€110, We find
that the term with 4 Vs vanishes. The coefficients of the terms 0VVV,VoVV and VVaV
are all equal, and equal half the coefficient of the term dV0V. In conclusion, we obtain the
well-known expression
A= /d4xTr('y5p [12(x)]) = b /d4x e tr <8 p(V oV, + 1V V)V, )> (84)

1672 2472 A

In the Abelian case, we have C;, = V};y and, of course, the second term in the RHS is
absent. In view of the following subsection, we notice that the result would be the same if,
in the mid terms of (84), instead of 75, there were 2P, for the difference in the two cases
vanishes for parity odd terms.

It should be stressed that in the above derivation, we have dropped all the even parity
terms. They are polynomials of canonical dimension 4 in V and its derivatives, which
satisfy the WZ consistency conditions. Since we know there do not exist even parity chiral
anomalies, these terms can be canceled by adding suitable counterterms to the effective
action. We dispense from that here.

5.2. The Odd Trace Anomaly via SDW

We use the previous calculation as a shortcut to compute the odd trace anomaly for a
Weyl fermion coupled to a vector potential V. In this case, we need to introduce an axial
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partner also for the metric, that is we couple the Weyl fermion to a MAT (metric-axial-tensor)
background [34]. The kinetic operator in this case is i) with

Dy:ﬁy+%ﬁw+w (85)
where f)y is the covariant derivative and ﬁ}, = QS) + 75();2) the spin connection with
respect to the metric gy = guv + 75fuw. Here, V), is an imaginary vector potential in
agreement with the notation of Section 2 and the previous subsection. In reality, for our
present calculation, we will not need the full SDW derivation in a MAT background. A
shortcut is as follows. The density of the anomaly we are after is p €#V*?9,,V;,,0, V,, which
‘occupies’ the dimensionally available slots in 4d. The only change that MAT can (and does)
bring about is the multiplication by the factor /g @, where @ = w + 757 is the extended
Weyl parameter. Therefore, giving for granted a derivation analogous Sections 3 and 5.1,
and using the {-function regularization as in [35], we can simply replace the symbols in

the final formula. The variation of the effective action under an extended infinitesimal
Weyl transformation

bl = —iTr(@{(x,0)), (86)

_ iH(ZéEV@@Wﬂ@]—bﬁwﬂﬂ]+mﬂ>
Cc

where Tr denotes spacetime integration and gamma matrix trace and [a1], [a2] are those of

the previous subsection, and the subscript ;. denotes the chiral limit. The terms proportional

to m? drop out because of the limit m — 0. It remains for us to compute the chiral limit of

/8 @. To this end, let us recall

\/§ = \/det(g) = \/det(g + fisf) (87)

Using the formula det = e!"18, this gives

trin(g + sf) = Pririn(g + f) + P trin(g — f) (88)

For Weyl fermions, we have to take the chiral limit. In the right-handed chiral limit,
we have not only V,, — V,/2, A, — V,,/2, but also hyy — huv/2, fyy — hyy/2, and
w — w/2,y — w/2. Therefore, \/§ o — %PR /8- An additional factor % is due, as
explained in Section 2, to the fact that the kinetic operator we are working with transforms
under a Weyl transformation in a way complementary to (58), i.e., with a parameter — %w.
Therefore, we obtain

doL = —3;—2 /d4x V8 wtr(Praz](x)) (89)
T

Recalling now the remark in the last paragraph of the previous section, tr(Pg|[a2](x))

produces precisely the density €#'*?9,,V;,0, V,. Therefore, (89) yields

1

T

/fm@wMW%%%%, (90)
which coincides with Equation (65).

In [33], this anomaly was tagged with the label (), which stands for consistent (in
fact, in [33], only the second term in the RHS of (65) was computed, which explains the
different coefficients). The origin of this label is better explained starting from an Abelian
V — A background. If we compute the trace anomaly due to such a background for a
Dirac fermion, we can take two limits: either the vector limit A — 0 or the chiral limit
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V = V/2,A — V /2 Inthe two cases, the trace anomaly has the same form, but different
coefficients, which we distinguish by labeling the first with (%), the second with (¢s).

6. Anomalies and Diffeomorphisms

As already noticed, in order to validate the above results, it is necessary to verify
the invariance under diffeomorphisms in the presence of a gauge field V, for we cannot
exclude a priori an anomaly of the type [ d*x,/g9-g €9, V,0,V,. This means that we
need to analyze amplitudes (9-T ], J), where T and | are the appropriate em tensor and
currents. The proof in the case of (absence of) odd parity anomalies can be given in a general
form, applicable also to a V — A background. For this reason we consider amplitudes that
involve T, and j,, but also Ts,, and js,,, where the last two are obtained by inserting 5 in
the former.

6.1. The Amplitude (9-Ts j j)
Let us start from the amplitude (0-T5j j), given by

1/ a 1 1 1
Wﬁ%%nbﬁqfcﬁ bnpk = ¢<m—quw—mm@
dtp M 1 1
= 4 (2m)A7 L,H’mp_hH'rpp_g+l(q~(2p—q)%+(2p—q)uﬂ>'r5} 1)

Appolkr ky) =

+2 *fzewpf (p— k)t —tr(pya(p — K)o (p — ) 1vrs) }

We call ﬁmp(kl, ky) the piece proportional to g-(2p — g)7v, and gw\p (k1,ky) the rest,
and write g-(2p — q) = p?> — 2 — ((p — q)> — ¢?). Then,

d*pd’y —22+%i€y1mp52(?7 k1 — ko)t 4+t ((p + k) 1Apr0(p — K2)1075)
4 (27r)4+0 (P —02)((p — k2)> — £2)

92

WO kP 2) 2
where the first line has been obtained with a shift p — p + k;. To this, we have to add the
cross contribution A +,k; <> ko. Now, since the trace of a matrix equals the trace of its
transpose, we get

tr(pa(p — K)vo(p — 1) vvvs) = (v (p — D) vo(p — K1) 1Ap) (93)

Next, one can prove that, when integrated,

tr(vs7v (P — (P — K)mp) _ (P K)Np1e(p — 1) 1075)
(P> = 2)((p—k1)* = £2) (P2 =) ((p —k2)* = £2)

This is obtained, once again, with the exchanges A <+ p, k1 <+ ky, followed by the shift
p — p+kpand p — —p. Therefore, since eventually we have to add the cross contribution,
we see that the second term in the second line of (92) cancels the second in the first line. In
a similar fashion, one can prove that, upon integration,

(p — k)" (p+ki — k)"

(P2 =) ((p—k)*=02) (PP =) ((p—k2)> = £2)

by shifting p — p + k; and changing p — —p, followed by the cross exchange A <> p, k1 <+
ko. It follows that the first term in the first line of (92) cancels the first term of the second
line. Therefore,

Appp(ky ko) + Aypp (ko ky) =0 (94)

Now, let us consider B:
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d*pd°e 1 1 1
Biap (ki k2) = 4/ 4+6t{wz“y—kwﬂpp—g+t(2”“7)””75

dpd®r —2 +2l€y(7/\p€ (p+k)tq” +te((p+ )valp + K2)vopq7s)
- 4 (27r)4t0 (P2 =) ((p+k)2 = 2)((p +9)2 — ) 2p+4q)y (95)

after a shift p — p + q. Now, using transposition inside the trace

tr((p+ Da(p + k) 100 g75) = —tr(prp(p + k2)va(p + 4)475)

The cross contribution A <+ p, k1 <> kp is

dpdt 22 ey, (p + k2)lq” — tr(prap + kD)7 (p + ) 475)

Bisthak) = 5 [ (s PP (k- B) (7 + 97— ) @+ a)
A pd®t 22 i€, 2 (p — k2)Pg” — e (pra(p — k)Y (p + 4)475) 2p — ) (96)
4 (2m)4+0 =) ((p—k)2—2)((p—q)2 - &) Py
Therefore,
Buap(k1,k2) + Bypa (ka, k) = 0 97)
Therefore,
(0-T5jj) =0 (98)

Remark 1. For later use, it is important to remark that the amplitude (91) vanishes separately for
the (?-dependent and the (*-independent parts.

6.2. The Amplitude (3-Tr jr jr)
The triangle contribution is

W (RRR) _lrdp [1 1 v o _ ]
7" Torp (k1 k2) 4/(27T)4tr V'YAPRp_h’YpPRV_g(q 2p— @)+ (2p —9)vq)Pr (99)
d4pd‘5€ -k - 1+7
4 (2m)ie [ VEQ'YA(P VH 27, _Vq)zg_gz(q-<2p—q)%+(2p—q)vﬂ)72 5]

It is evident that the odd part is half the ¢ independent part of (91), thus it vanishes.

6.3. The Amplitude (9-Ts js j5)

The amplitude is
g4
HF(55) ,E/Q 1 ! LI _
9 Tynp (ki k2) = 2 2" Vrm,YSV_Kl’YPIYSV_ﬂ(q 2p—a)rv+2p—9)vd)rs
dipd’t [ 1 1 1
= -(2p — 2p — 100
4 2t { l%‘%r)—thl%%p—ng[(q(p 7+ (2p q)vﬂ)%] (100)
The ¢?-independent part is the same as before, and vanishes. The ¢2-dependent part is
q" ﬁ?\? (k1,k2) (101)

_ 22,21./ d*pd’y P €vap(3p—2k1—k2)"q- (2p—q) + €020 (B3P —2k1—k2)#q” (2p—q)v)
(2m)+to (P2 =2)((p—k1)> = 2)((p—9)* = £2)
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If we shift p — p + g, change p — —p and make the exchange A < p,k; < ko
we obtain the same expression with opposite sign. Therefore, the amplitude (9-T5 Js j5)
vanishes too.

6.4. The Amplitudes (0-T j j5) and (0-T js j)
The amplitudes (9-Tjj5) and (9-T j5j) are non-vanishing, but in fact, due to the
bosonic symmetry, we have to compute the average (0-Tjjs) + (9-Tjs j), that is
‘7”( ,EL/F)(kl,kz) + T<Mp >(k1,k2)>

_ d4pd‘5£ 1 1 1
= 4 (2o { t“;z—k +[’Yp75V_ﬂ+[(LI'(2P*Q)’YV+(2P*‘1)vﬂ)

1
;HZM%V k +l"rp¢ g+,€( q-2p—q)rv + (2p —9)vq)

_ 7251./ d*pd®e 2 € (P — k)" q-(2p—q) + €40 (p — k1)"97 (2p — 9)v (102)

(2m)4+0 (P =) ((p = k1)> = 2)((p —q)* = £7)

Now, if we shift p — p + g, change p — —p and make the exchange A <+ p, k1 < k2
we obtain the same expression with opposite sign. Therefore, (102) vanishes.

This is enough to conclude that the WIs for diffeomorphims concerning odd am-
plitudes are conserved. The odd parity 2pt correlators vanish, therefore the odd parity
WIs reduce to the vanishing of the divergence of 3pt functions containing one em tensor
insertion. These 3pt correlator divergences must vanish, up to anomalies. Furthermore,
this is what we have just proven.

In conclusion, diffeomorphisms are conserved as far as the gauge fields are concerned:
no odd parity anomalies appear.

7. Conclusions

We can now draw some conclusions concerning the Formula (1). On the basis of the
above results, we have the following situation: the WI (14) and (15) says that perturbative
(8" Ty (x))) is not anomalous, while g (T, (x))) is anomalous because of (26).

In the odd parity case, the situation is different. Since all odd two-current corre-
lators vanish, the WI reduces to the vanishing of the three-point functions em-tensor—
current-current, that is (0|7'T£y(x) % (¥)j&(2)|0) in the right-handed fermion case, and

OIT T (x)2 (1) (2)10), (OTTE (x)7 () (2)10) and (O|TTE, (x) 2 (1) £(=)[0) in the V-A
case. In the right-handed fermion case, we have seen that both g*" ((Tr,, (x))) and (( T} " (x))

are anomalous with different anomalies (the same is true for the <0|7'T5Vy (x)j*(y)j* (2)]0)
case, which has not been reported here). To complete the panorama, we should add that, in
the gravitational trace anomaly case for a right-handed Weyl fermion, the 7V (0| Tg,,,, (x) Trap
(y) Tre(2)|0) vanishes, while <0|T£H(x)TR A0 () Tror(2)[0) is anomalous [34-36] (These re-
sults have been challenged in the literature, although with controversial methods. See
ref. [25], for references to the literature and for punctual counter-criticisms).

We would like now to spend a few words to interpret these results.

A Discussion about gt ((Tyy (x))) — (&M Tyuv(x)))

The gauge and diffeomorphism anomalies are violations of the classical conservation
laws 0#j,(x) = 0 and V#T,,(x) = 0, respectively. The trace anomaly is a violation of
the classical tracelessness condition T;f (x) = 0. The basic point here is that these equa-
tions are all valid on-shell, while off-shell they do not hold in general (except possibly in
dimension 2). Another important point to be kept in mind is that, in terms of represen-
tations of the Lorentz group, Ty, (x) is a reducible tensor of which the trace T}/ (x) is an
irreducible component. In the expression of the effective action, the latter is coupled to
the field hi(x) = h},(x). The amplitude (0| 7T}, (x)®(y)¥ (z)|0), where ® and ¥ are generic
fields, is an irreducible component of (0|7 Ty, (x)®(y)¥(2)]0).
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We have seen several examples where, when calculated with Feynman diagrams, the
amplitudes (0|7 T (x)®(y)¥(z)|0) and 7" (0| T,.,®(y) ¥ (z)|0) are generally different. In
the face of it, one possible attitude is to declare that the true value of the amplitude is
given by the latter and ignore the former, considering their difference to be an oddity of
the regularization. After all, the (semi-classical, i.e., without anomaly) conformal W1 is also
satisfied in this way. However, there is a difficulty on the way of such a cavalier solution.
On the one hand, we have seen that the Definition (1) for the trace anomaly coincides with
the non-perturbative way of defining the trace anomaly. On the other hand, we have seen
on several examples, see also [37], that the amplitudes of the type (0| 7T} (x)jx(v)jo(z)|0)
are related to the Adler—Bell-Jackiw anomalies, and, moreover, it is possible to prove that
the amplitude <0|TT£ (x)Trp(¥) Trz(2)]0) are rigidly related to the Kimura-Delbourgo-
Salam anomaly [38,39]. Therefore, if we decide to ignore <0|7'Tﬁ(x) A (y)je(2)]0) and
(0] TT;: (x)Trp(¥) Tz (2)]0), the calculation of KDS and ABJ anomalies becomes problematic,
to say the least (For the connection between chiral trace and ABJ anomaly, see [33]; for the
connection between chiral trace and Kimura-Delbourgo-Salam anomaly, see for instance
ref. [37]. In both cases, the connection is visible at the level of the corresponding lowest
order Feynman diagrams. However, also in the non-perturbative approach of Section 5,
this link is clear. It should be added that this connection does not hold for even trace
anomalies, and, in any case, although a link is undeniable, it certainly deserves a deeper
analysis). That is unacceptable.

Therefore, we have to live with the trace anomaly (perturbatively) defined by
the difference

1" {0 T T (x) @(y) ¥ (2)[0) — (0| T Ty (x)@(y) ¥ (2)[0) (103)

This difference means in particular that the (regularized) effective action has disconti-
nuities: differentiating it with respect to 1, and then saturating the result with 7,,, is not
the same as differentiating it with respect to h(x) = hZ(x), which is the conjugate source of
Tﬁ (x). Like in many other situations in quantum theories, we are not allowed to make a
choice such as ignoring the second term in (103). We have to let the theory speak and keep
all the information provided by it and, eventually, interpret it.

A model of the situation we are facing is given by the formula

D% ~ 6@ (x). (104)
valid in distribution theory in a Euclidean 4d space. The derivatives 9, of xl—z or % are well
defined for x* # 0 where Dxl—z = 0, but they are ill-defined at x# = 0. On the other hand
the derivation with respect to r = V/x2 makes sense even at r = 0, and gives rise to the
Formula (104). In our case, the analog of x* is 1, the analog of r is hg and the analog of
x = 0 is the classical on-shell condition T;f = 0 (for a closer analogy, one should actually
consider Dm, which becomes a delta function when a — 0). We are therefore forced
to take into account this discontinuity of the effective action. Indeed, in the perturbative
approach, we are obliged to refine the naive definition of the trace anomaly as follows:

&M (1) (T (x))) — (8" (¥) Ty (x))) = —Tg] (). (105)

After verifying that this definition works properly, one may ask what its physical
meaning is. It is clear that the reason for taking the difference in the LHS of (105) is that two
correlators may in general contain extra terms that have nothing to do with the anomaly.
These terms are:

*  Possible soft terms that classically violate conformal invariance;
*  The term in"ipdy in the modified definition of the em tensor;
e  The semilocal terms in the conformal WI;
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e  Possible off-shell contributions to the anomaly: contrary to the example above where
0 applied to the argument yields 0 for x # 0, the derivative with respect to
contracted with ##", or the derivative with respect to K%, do not automatically vanish
off-shell. In fact the operator T;f identically vanish on-shell, therefore its contribution
can only be off-shell. This means that in Formula (105), the off-shell contributions to
the anomaly are subtracted away. In other words, the trace anomaly (105) receives
only on-shell contributions.

All these terms cancel out in (105).
Let us expand a bit on the last point. First of all, let us notice that

T (x) ~ ¢ § P (106)

Therefore, (0] TT;,‘ (x)®(y)P(z)|0) is proportional to the LHS of the equation of motion.

A nd
So it represents a contribution to the quantum object (¢ ¥ ¢)) off-shell (because on-shell it
vanishes).
On the other hand, #*V (0|7 T,y (x)®(y)®(z)|0) represents the contribution coming
from the differentiation of the effective action with respect to h*¥(x), which we know
does not coincide with the differentiation with respect to h(x) (there is a discontinuity).

<~
Therefore, we interpret it as the on-shell plus off-shell contribution to (p ¥ ¢)). The
difference (103) measures the one-loop violation to the equation of motion. It represents, so
to speak, the quantization of 0, a genuine quantum effect, and supports Formula (1). We
call this violation the trace anomaly.
This has to be compared (and contrasted) with the other anomalies (gauge and diff).
For instance, in the case of gauge anomalies we have, similarly to the trace case,

aﬂf”(@ ~ ay(lp'Y”‘/’) (107)

which is proportional to the LHS of the Dirac eoms. However, in this case, the ampli-
tude (0|7 9j,(x)jy(y)ja(z)|0) gives the same result as (0| T j,(x)ju(y)jr(2)]|0). Which
is not surprising because (0|7 0%}, (x)jv(y)jr(2z)|0) is not an amplitude independent of
(0[T7u(x)ju(v)jr(2)]0). This is reflected in the fact that in the effective action (0|7 0%}, (x)
jv(¥)jr(2)|0) is not coupled to an independent source field. There is no way to disentangle
the on-shell from the off-shell part. Therefore, we simply set

I (" (x))) = ((9yj"(x))) = anomaly (108)

To conclude, let us make a comment on the Definition (1). As we said at the beginning,
it has a clear meaning in a perturbative framework. It is not applicable to a non-perturbative
approach, like the SDW one, in which case the definition of trace anomaly is simply the
response of the effective action to a Weyl transformation. Therefore, the natural question is:
what is the meaning of the two terms in the LHS of (1) in relation to the non-perturbative
case? An explanation has been suggested in the introduction. The perturbative approach
is based on the lowest order of the perturbative cohomology, which is a much looser
mathematical structure than the full BRST cohomology (whose non-trivial co-cycles are very
limited in number). The Definition (1) is tailored to channel the lowest order perturbative
results in the direction of a coincidence with the non-perturbative approaches. In more
furbished language, one could say the each term of (1) is unstable in terms of perturbative
cohomology, while their difference is stable.
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Appendix A. Even Gauge Current Correlators

In this Appendix, we show that in a theory of Dirac or Weyl fermions the integrated
anomaly [ d*x,/g a(x) F,y(x)F*(x) cannot appear in the divergence of a gauge current,
i.e., from regularizing an amplitude (9-] ], J,) (with an even number of j5). We recall that,
in order to reproduce the anomaly proportional to | d*x,/g a(x) F,, (x)F*(x), the Fourier
transform of the amplitude must contain a local term of the form ~ (klpkz A — apkt -kz).

Appendix A.1. A Preliminary Calculation

As a starting calculation, we want to prove that the even triangle diagram contribution

490
p(evenl) _ d*pd°l 4 P — k1 ?—1
P k) = | G E e e e a G g

(A)

vanishes. Using (p — q)qp = (2p-q — g*)p — p*4, the integrand becomes

~(even d*pdoe (2p-q — 2)tr (p—H+) — p2tr (p — 1)
P ke = | s e ey )

Evaluating traces:

5 4,70
=0 / (i;)if; (P =P (palp k0o = mapp-(p = k1) + pp(p — k1))

+P2((p = (P =Ko = mp(p = )-(p k1) + (= )P — k1))
1

X (A3)
(P> =) ((p—hk)> = 2)((p—q)> — )
To this we have to add the cross contribution k1 <+ kp, A <+ p
- s [ dipdt
' Tion D (ko k) = 23 / (Z;JW [~ (p = 02 (Pap = k2)p = mapp(p = k2) + Po(p — k2)2)
P2 ((p—= (P —k2)p = g (p = )-(p —k2) + (p = D) (p —k2)1)
1
X A4
(A Ly (R ) Y
Now shift p — p + g and change p — —p, then (A4) becomes
_ s [ dipd®l

0T ™ k) =248 [ SB[ (0= 0a(p = k)p —map(p ) (p — )

+(p = @p(p— k) + (P = 02 (pa(p — k1) — b~ (p = k1) + po(p — k1)) |
. (A5)

=) ((r-k)2—2)((p—92-0)

which is the opposite of (A3). Therefore

q”TP(l;Z;fnl)(kl,kz) + q”TP(l;zj\enz) (ka2 k1) =0 (A6)
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Now we can look at the various cases

Appendix A.2. Even Part of (9-jg jr jr)
The three point function (9-jr jr jr) is

d4pd®y¢ 1 1-— 1 1— 1 1—
qﬂ ()(kl,k2)=/ P tr{ '75,)/ 75,)/ Z’YSg}

pAp QrAe T | p+L 2 )‘;H—t—lél 2 p;ﬂ+l—g
d*p M -k 1-—
- [ G5 { ?52“( zﬂk a—— P14 - 75g}
p—ki)? (p—q)? 2
p R (k1 k2, 0) (A7)

The even part thereof is 1/2 of (A1), therefore it vanishes.
In view of an application to the V — A system, let us consider other even 3pt correlator.

Appendix A.3. Even Part of (9-jjf)
Let us consider the correlator

/d4p tr{;y L1 ﬂ}
o Ly -k ""p—yg

dpdt ptt o p-kitt  pogtt
|G larn g neang et 49

(VVV)(

qu kl/kZ)

Using (A6), this reduces to

FFV (k) = /d4pd‘5€ 21N — 7+ 1 (P~ K)70d + Pr2Yp4]
HAp (2m)4+o (P> =) ((p—k1)> = 2)((p— )% — )

4/ d*pad( 2’7/\p(p ka)-q+qr(p — 2k —k2)o +qo(p + k2)a
27) ! (P2 = 2)((p—k1)? = 2)((p —9)* — £?)

Introducing x, y Feynman parameters and shifting p — p + (x + y)k; + ykp, and
integrating over p and ¢, one gets

(A9)

(VVV) L 8i 1 1—x B .
7Ty k) = sy [V [ dy g (et vk + (v = Dka)-g

oA ((x +y = 2)ki + (y = Dk2)p + 4o ((x + y)kr + (v + 1)k2))\]
— ﬁ [qu(kl —k2)-q—qr(2ky +k2)p + g (k1 + ZkZ)A} (A10)

Adding the cross term (k1 <+ ko, A <+ p) one gets 0.

Appendix A.4. Even part of (3-] j5 js)

Let us write down the triangle contribution to (9-j js js). It is

WF(VAA) _ [ {1 1 1 }
q'T,, (k1 k2) /(2n)4tr ?’Y/\')’Spikl'Yp')’Spigﬂ

d*pd®/ +/ — K+ ! gt
/ (271—)4+(5t { pp; iy YAY5 (P’p_ kl;Z ) YoV5 (P;ﬂ_ qﬂ)z —2 ﬂ} (All)

Using (A6), this reduces to
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uF(VAA) o dipdo Lt [—mare(p — D) d + (g — K1ved — praved]
Pk = [ s G G kP - OG- P ) (12

_ / d*pd°/ 2 —1rp(3p — 2k1 —k2)-q + qa(p +ka)p + qo(p — 2k1 —k2)a
(2m)4+e (P2 =02)((p—k1)2 = 2)((p —9)*> — £?)

Introducing x, y Feynman parameters and shifting p — p + (x + y)k; + ykp, and
integrating over p and /, one gets

~(VAA
EIVTIEAP )(klsz)

—% /01 dx /OH dy [mp((3x +3y = 2)k1 + By —1)k2)-q
+0((x+ Yk + (v + k) +ol(x +y = 2k + (y = ko),

i
= e { —kiak1p + k2/\k2p] (A13)

Adding the cross term (k1 <+ k2, A <+ p) one gets 0.

Appendix A.5. Even Part of (9-js j j5) and (9-js js J)
Let us consider next the triangle contribution to (9-j5j j5). It is

d4p

uF(AVA) _ 1 1 1 }
T (k1k2) / 2n) { V’M’Ysp 7 = g%g

_ d*pd’( p+/ p—Ki+/1 p—q+!

B / (27r)4+o { p? — (2 TATS (p—ki)2— 12 To (p—q2—12 '755]} (A14)

Using (A6), this reduces to

F(AvA) _ [ d*pdt ztr[*%%(i”*ﬂ)ﬂ*%(ﬂ*kﬂpﬂ*i”%%ﬂ]
T k) = G s e e e &) (A15)
_ 4/ d*pd’l 2 Mo (P +k2)-qg —gr(3p — 2k1 — k), +‘79(P k2)a
(2m)4+e (P> =0)((p—k1)2 = 2)((p—q)> = 1?)

Introducing x, y Feynman parameters and shifting p — p + (x + y)k; + ykp, and
integrating over p and ¢, one gets

44 1 1-x
P (k1 ko) = _7(“)2/0 dx [ dy = g k(v + Dho)g

+AA((3% +3y — 2)k1 + (By = 1ka) + o (x + y)k1 + (y = Dka) |

i 1 1
= 12 { = 3k +2k2) - + 240 (k1 — kZ)/\} (A16)

Adding the cross term one gets

qﬂT(AVA)(kl,kz) + QVT(AVA)(kzrkl) =

1Ap [ Mol + 3 (kukzp szkm} (A17)

i
4m?
The even part of (9-j5 j5) and (9-Js5 j5 j) are nonvanishing, but opposite, for repeating
the calculation of

T = [ )
q Mp (k1,k2) /(27_[)4’[1' V’Y/\v_kl')’p'YS?_g’mg
_ d*pd’e p+1L p—Ki+ 1 V q-+

+/
S ) (A18)
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oM (

we find
AAV AAV i 2
EIFT;EAP (k1 k2) + " ;Ep;\ (ko kr) = 2 {UMZ = 3 (kiakap —kanksy (A19)
Thus
1 Co. .o
5((0:75]]5) + (95 5) = 0 (A20)

Appendix A.6. Result in Coordinate Space

Inserting the above results and, in particular, (A17) into the formula for the
effective action

oo n+m 1

W[V, Al = WI[0,0]+ /Hd X; Vi, (x ]—[d y;A

1’1

X (O[T jyuy ( xl) .- ~]yn(xn)]5vl (1) - -]5vm(xm)|0>c (A21)

from which one can extract the effective vector current

. W[V, A & it n
G = Sy = B [ Tttt ) 1A
X <O‘ij (x)jﬂl (x1) - Jpn (xn)]Sw (Y1) - - - Jovy (Xm)[0)c (A22)
and axial current
. W[V, A © - jntm
{(su(x))) = W = Zoz,m, /]_[d X Vi, (%) Hd yj Ay (y))
X (0T Jsp (%) jpy (x1) - - - i (X )0, (Y1) - - - s (xm) 0)c (A23)
one finds
= [ gtz GV VP EHOR i) 210 (a24)

+ V() AP (2)(010"ju ()] (y) o (2 )|0>+;AA(y)AP(Z)<0|ayjﬂ(x)j5A( )fsp )|0>)

a ]5;1

and

= [ gtz 3V VOB (0 W )0 (A25)

+ VA (y) AP (2)(0[0" sy (x)ja (1) o (2)10) + AA(_‘/)AP(Z)<0|ayj5y(x)j5/\( )jzp(z )|0>>

These are the gauge Ward identities to order two in the potentials (one can eas-
ily prove that the WI are satisfied also to order 1 in the potential, i.e., for two-point
correlators). Of course there are no anomalies. The basic remark here is that there is
no ambiguity in passing from the regularization of (0j,(x)ja(¥)je(2)[0) to the regular-
ization of (0]0#j,(x)jr(y)jo(2)|0), in other words 0¥ (0lj,(x)jr(v)jo(2)|0) is the same as
(0[0"j(x)jr(¥)jp(2)|0). As we have seen the situation is different for trace anomalies.

Appendix B. Perturbative Cohomology

In this Appendix, we define the form of local cohomology which is needed in a
perturbative approach. Let us start from the gauge transformations.

1
SA=dA+ (A, SA=—3AAy, =0, A=A(T (A26)
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To dovetail the perturbative expansion it is useful to split it by considering A and A
infinitesimal (and the latter anticommuting) and define the perturbative cohomology

s0Aa=dr,  s9r=0, (5©)2=0
sMWA=1[A,1], WA= —%[A, Ay
601 4+ 550 =9,  (5M)2=0 (A27)
The full coboundary operator for diffeomorphisms is given by the transformations
Oy = Vil + Voly, 68" = 1apet (A28)

with ¢, = ¢,,¢". We can introduce a perturbative cohomology, or graded cohomology,
using as grading the order of infinitesimal, as follows

gw/ — 77}!1/ + hw/, gHV — 71}“/ _ hP‘V + hKh/\V o (A29)

The analogous expansions for the vielbein is
eﬂ _ 5“ _"_ a _"_ llpﬂ _"_
pE O T X T T
Since el‘ﬁqubeﬁ = hyy, we can choose

1 1
Xuv = Ehw’ Yy = _XZLXW/ = —Zh;,\h/\v, (A30)

Inserting the above expansions in (A28) we see that we have a grading in the transforma-
tions, given by the order of infinitesimals. So we can define a sequence of transformations

o =00 + o)+ + ...
At the lowest level we find immediately

60y = 08y + 008, 68y =0 (A31)
and ¢, = ¢*. Since (5&0) )2 = 0 this defines a cohomology problem.
At the next level we get

0 = B0ty + 0,8y + 0,8y, 6 = 10,80 (A32)
One can verify that
@2 =0 %" +5M6” =0, (W2 =0 (A33)

Proceeding in the same way we can define an analogous sequence of transformations
for the Weyl transformations. From g,y = 17,y + hyy and dwhyy = 2wgyy we find

2

0O = 20m, 0P My =20k, 8Py =0, (A34)

(0) (1)

aswellas d;,’w =464, 'w=0,....

Notice that we have 5éo)w =0, Jémw = *9)w. As a consequence we can extend
(A33) to

D46y 459y = o (A35)

(80 4+ 5y (6 + 5) + (6! ¢

4 ¢ ¢
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and (5é1)58 )4 5((4,1 s é(,l) = 0, which together with the previous relations make

(0 +68) + o + 6012 =0 (A36)
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