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Heat kernel of non-minimal second-order operators
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We analyze the spectra of general non-minimal second-order operators. To do this, we
derive the local part of the trace of the second Seeley-DeWitt heat kernel coefficient for such
operators in a completely model-independent way. Afterwards, we provide three examples
to show how our result can be applied in practical scenarios. In particular, we emphasize
this discussion when dealing with a toy model of dynamical torsion, which is viewed as a
simple instance of higher-spin fields. All our results are compatible with the literature, and
we provide a Mathematica notebook with the model-independent results that are written in
the paper.

I. INTRODUCTION

The heat kernel formalism provides a powerful method for computing the quantum corrections
to the effective action [I]. It has been developed by physicists for dealing with quantum effects
on top of classical backgrounds [2H4], while mathematicians later put it on stable grounds and
connected it to the index theorem in topology [5H§].

The heat kernel method provides an elegant computational tool for deriving perturbative quan-
tum properties in the presence of background fields in a manifestly covariant fashion. For this
reason, it has been widely used in the context of gravitational theories (see, e.g.,[Il [, 10]). Among
the many phenomenological applications we cite the computation of beta-functions [11} 12], work-
ing out the quantum anomalies [I3| 14], deriving the quantum corrections to the black hole entropy
[15] and analyzing gravitational catalysis [16]. Furthermore, even though this formalism is mostly
applied in the 1-loop approximation, it can also be extended to take into account multi-loop dia-
grams [17H22].

Most of the applications of the heat kernel method have focused on minimal second-order
operators, i.e., those whose principal part is given by a Laplace-type operator. This is because
in this case one can prove that there exists an asymptotic expansion of the heat kernel for small
distances [7], which in turn suggests the introduction of the so-called Seeley-DeWitt bi-tensors.
Such an expansion was found in [3] by comparison with the known flat-space result of a diffusion
process. Then, the coincidence limits of such coefficients can be found in a recursive way [3].
Of particular interest are the first three coefficients ag, a1 and a9, since these dictate the form
of the beta-functions of marginal and relevant operators in d = 4 in the 1-loop approximation.
In practice, the knowledge of the trace of do suffices to yield the beta-functions of dimensionless
coupling constant; for this reason the focus of this paper will be on the derivation of such a trace
for a wide class of differential operators.

The most general minimal second-order operators are those that also comprise a derivative
interaction. These have been dealt with in in [23] 25], where the first Seeley-DeWitt coefficients
have been derived using a squaring procedure. Furthermore, fourth-order minimal operators have
been taken into account in [9, 24], and this procedure can be applied to higher order operators.

On the other hand, if one wants to check the gauge invariance of a given calculation or considers
more complicated fields such as torsion, non-metricity or higher-spins, he will have to deal with
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non-minimal operators. To derive the heat kernel coefficients of these operators a completely
different approach is needed, since there exists no asymptotic expansion when the principal part
is not of Laplace type. However, one can rely on a different perturbative expansion as in [9], or he
can adopt the so-called non-local heat kernel [26]. Recently, such a problem has been reanalyzed in
some special examples [27H30]. Of particular interest for the present discussion is the approach of
[29], in which a slight modification of the trick introduced in [9] was employed. Indeed, the approach
of [29] significantly improves the computational time needed for the derivation of the trace of the
as coefficient. A radically different approach towards non-minimal operator is given by employing
spin-parity decompositions, see, e.g. [26]. Here the idea is to trade non-minimality for higher order
but minimal operators. Such an approach was applied to a dynamical torsion theory in [31], but
it will not be pursued here. Finally, non-minimal operators arise also in Proca-like theories, where
the principal part is degenerate. In such cases one usually singles out the non-minimal part and
derives the heat kernel coefficients by deriving the algebra of the pseudo-differential operators that
appear in the Hessian [32, 33, [41].

Thus, the aim of this work is to derive local part of the trace of the second Seeley-DeWitt
coefficient for general non-minimal operators in a model-independent way, and to provide some
examples to show how the established recipe can be applied in practice. To this end the trick
of [9] is applied in the new formulation of [29], and vector bundles are employed to stand for an
unspecified target space parametrizing the quantum fields of the theory. On a practical viewpoint
the xAct packages of Mathematica [34-37] have been heavily exploited, out of which FieldsX has
played a crucial role [3§]. Furthermore, the complete form of the model-independent result derived
in this paper is also attached in a Mathematica notebook to provide a handy use of the present
findings [39].

The structure of the paper is as follows. First of all, in Sect. [[I the heat kernel is introduced,
and it is related to the trace of the logarithm of a second-order Laplace operator. Next, in Section
[[TT] non-minimal second order operators are considered in a formal way, singling out the trace-log
of the principal part in Subsections [[IT A] and [[TT B] and treating perturbatively the rest in[[TIC| To
turn formal expressions into concrete ones one has to evaluate functional traces, thus in Sect. [[V]
a method to perform such calculations is presented. In Sect.[V]the final result for the trace-log of
a general non-minimal second-order operator is written down. To this end, some computer-based
computational tools and the associated conventions for representing field-space indices are briefly
discussed in Subsect. [VVA]l Such conventions are employed in Subsect.s [VB| and [V C| to present
the resulting modifications to the trace of the second Seeley-DeWitt coefficient ag. Section [V]]
provides three examples of applications of the general findings, dealing with a vector field [VT A]
a Kalb-Ramond field [VIB| and a toy model of the torsion [VIC| The results are summarized and
some possible future developments are discussed in Sect. [VII] Finally, the Appendices contain
useful commutator identities [A] they provide all coincidence limits up to dimension-four terms [B]
and they collect the tensor structures that concur to tras that were omitted in Sect. [V] to avoid
overburdening the flow of the main text [C] Finally, the mostly-plus Minkowski signature will be
used throughout the paper.

II. THE SCHWINGER-DEWITT TECHNIQUE

Let us consider a minimal second-order differential operator, i.e.,

F(V)=0+E, (1)



II THE SCHWINGER-DEWITT TECHNIQUE

where F is an endomorphism. The covariant derivative @u is assumed to be compatible with the
metric, and such that the following commutation relations hold

[@m ﬁu}@;ﬂb = _R)\p,uu@/\@ + ﬁyuﬁp(ﬁ 3 (2)

where 7A2W is the generalized curvature acting on field space, and hats stand for field-valued tensors.
In practice, an operator like Eq. is usually associated with the Hessian H of a bosonic field
theory, or to the square of a fermionic Hessian, through

~ A

H=EF(V)-m?1, (3)

where 1 is the identity in field space and m is some mass parameter. Then, the Green’s function
is defined by

(F(V) - m2) G(m?) = -1. (4)

By giving an infinitesimal negative imaginary part to the mass, we obtain Feynman’s prescription
for the Green’s function, which allows to write the latter through the following integral represen-
tation over a “proper time” s [3]

~

I :z'/oodse”(ﬁ(v)_m2). (5)
F(V) —m? +ie 0

Taking the matrix elements of this equation yields

A~

G(z,y) = i/ooo ds (z, s|y,0) e_imQS, (6)
where the “transition amplitude” is defined by
(2 sly,0) = (ale! "Tly), (7)
and it satisfies a Cauchy problem described by the Schrodinger-like equation
iy (. sly, 0) + (z, 8| F(V)[y,0) =0, (x,0[y,0) = d(z,y). (8)
For notational convenience, we shall denote the “transition amplitude” by
K(@,y;5) = (2, ]y, 0) = (wle T T]y). (9)

In Euclidean signature the differential equation in becomes a heat-like equation, whence K is
referred to as the heat kernel. The Cauchy problem is solved by the following ansatz [3]

1
. L iD2(x,y) ;o) 4 . L R
K(z,y;s) = (s © 2 Az, y38), }EI_TQJA(ZL‘,ZJ,O) =1, (10)

which has to be thought of as a modification to the known flat-space solution in absence of back-
ground fields [2]. Here and in the following 2w = d, where d is the spacetime dimension. Moreover,
o(x,y) is the Synge world function, which is equal to half the square of the geodesic distance
between x and y. Thus, it generalizes the flat-space modulus of the difference of the x and y
coordinates, and it obeys

o= o0, o, =Vuo. (11)
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Furthermore, D(x,y) is the Van Vleck-Morette determinant

32
D(z,y) = —det (-Wgyu> , (12)

that describes the divergence or convergence of geodesics emanating from the point x, and it
becomes singular whenever we encounter a caustic surface. Such a bi-scalar density can be rewritten
to single out the densities as

) =V=g(x)V/—g9(z)A(z,2) (13)

where A(xz,2’) is a bi-scalar which is commonly called the de-densitized Van Vleck determinant.
The latter satisfies

ATV, (o'A) =d. (14)

Local information is extracted from the previous equations by first differentiating and then taking
the coincidence limit. This enables to approximate these bi-tensors by expanding them in a covari-
ant Taylor series [9]. The coincidence limits up to mass dimension four are given in the Appendix
Bl

While the Synge world function and the Van Vleck determinant pertain only to the underlying
pseudo-Riemannian structure of spacetime, all the information about the operator F is encoded in
A. Tt is convenient to expand the latter as an infinite series, whose coefficients are the Seeley-DeWitt
bi-tensors a,,

o0

A(w,a’;s) =) (is) an(x, 7). (15)

n=0

By plugging Eq. into the defining equation @D we find that A satisfies the following differential
equation [3]

—i0A — LoV A = ATV2E (A1/2[\) . (16)
S

Such a first-order differential equation is solved by employing the expansion and iteratively
deriving local expressions for the Seeley-DeWitt coefficients from the following recurrence relation

g + 0" Vi = ATV2E (A0, )

A (17)
ot'V,a0 =0, ap(z,z) =1.
Thus, once again local information is extracted by repeatedly dlfferentlatlng it and taking the
coincidence limit afterwards. Such limits are given in App. [B| for F (V) O+ E.
Let us now connect the heat kernel of the differential operator £ (V) to the trace of the logarithm
of this operator following Schwinger’s presentation [2]. Let F (@) be a differential operator, and
G(V) its Green’s function. Then, for a general functional variation we have

6Trlog F = — Tr (Géﬁ) = —i Tr/ ds 6 F sF (18)
0

:—Tr/ dgéeiSF:—(S(Tr/ dseiSF>.
o S o S
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Thus, up to an integration constant we have that the trace of the logarithm of £ can be written
in terms of the trace of the heat kernel as

Tr] A A _ ds (V) & ds ~ .
rlog(F(V)) = /0 ?Tre /0 s/ﬂ tr K(x, x; ). (19)
The last trace is not capitalized since it is to be taken on internal and spacetime indices only.
While this equation is valid in general, the asymptotic expansion of the heat kernel given by
and is valid only for Laplace-type second-order operators. Thus, when the principal part is
not given by [J we have to resort to different methods for evaluating the trace log and singling out
its divergent parts.

Before focusing on the evaluation of the divergent parts of complicated functional traces, let
us make a brief remark. When we are not dealing with scalar fields the Hessian H,, of a given
Lagrange density is not a differential operator in a strict sense, since it does not provide a map to
tensors or spinors of the same type. Thus, to make sense out of the tracing procedure in Eq. ,
we need to factor out a “configuration metric”, yielding a true differential operator

‘Fab(@) - gbC/Hac(@) . (20)

In practice, such a procedure becomes non-trivial only when the tensor fields that we are integrating
out are O(d)-reducible, like a symmetric 2-tensor. We shall comment on another type of such a

field in the last example in Subsect.

III. NON-MINIMAL OPERATORS

In this section we address the main concern of the present work, i.e., a general derivation of the
trace of the second Seeley-DeWitt coefficient ao for non-minimal second-order operators. First of
all, let us point out that the adjective non-minimal has had different interpretation in the literature.
For example, in [25] operators involving a derivative interaction are dubbed non-minimal, whereas
here we follow the nomenclature of [9], and we refer to non-minimality whenever the principal part
of the operator is not just given by [J. Therefore, our task is work out the correction to tras in
the presence of these non-minimal terms.

The class of operators on which we are focusing is quite broad, and we must make the two
following assumptions. First of all, the non-minimality cannot be completely general, in that we
require the principal part of the operator to be non-degenerate. Let this operator be written as

F(V)=D(V)+Y(V)=0+N(V)+Y(V), (21)

where f)(@) is the principal part, whereas Y comprises the derivative interactions and endomor-
phisms. Thus, the non-minimality is parametrized solely by N. Let us define the prln(:lpal symbol
of the operator by replacing the covariant derivative V with an arbitrary vector n, in D, ie.,

D(n) = D" n,n, (22)
Then, non-degeneracy means that
det D" n,n, #0. (23)

Furthermore, we also restrict on principal symbols that are parametrized by metric-compatible
tensors, i.e.,

V,D" =0. (24)
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When the background geometry is curved the last assumption merely asserts that the quantum
fields that we are integrating out must bear their canonical Weyl weights.

The existence of the asymptotic expansion of the heat kernel Eq. rests upon the hypothesis
that the operator is of Laplace type. Clearly, this is not the case when we introduce a non-minimal
term N (@) in the principal part. Nevertheless, in this situation we can derive the divergent parts of
the effective action employing a trick first introduced by Barvinksy and Vilkovisky [9], and recently
slightly modified by Melichev in [29]. The main observation of [29] that we will employ here is that
in absence of multiplicative anomalies [40)], our calculation can actually be split in two parts as

Trlog F(V) = Trlog D(V) + Trlog (1 + 15_117) . (25)

The trick introduced in [9] is to parameterize the principal ]_A)(@) as a one parameter family of
operators such that

D(V;()

=D(V), D(V;Q)| =0, (26)

‘g:1 ‘c:o

which allows to perform a perturbative expansion of the first term on the r.h.s. of Eq. . If
the dependence of N on ¢ is linear we have some important simplifications, which are discussed
in the next subsection However, such an assumption cannot always made in practice, as we
will show in one of our applications in [VIl Thus, the subsequent subsection [[II B| deals with those
scenarios in which the dependence of ¢ is the most general one. Finally, in [[ITC| we study the
second term on the r.h.s. of Eq. . Importantly, the latter does not require the introduction of
any auxiliary parameter.

A. Trace log of the principal part: The simple case

The trick employed in [9] to evaluate the divergent parts of the trace log of non-minimal operator
relies on the introduction of an auxiliary parameter ¢ such as Eq. . In the simplest case this
parameter appears linearly in D(V), i.e.,

A~

D(V) = (m + gN) Lzl — D(V: g)‘gzl . (27)

Obviously, for ¢ = 0 the operator is minimal, and its heat kernel coefficients can be found by means
of the standard asymptotic expansion. We consider the inverse of the principal symbol

D(V;¢) Go(V;¢) =1, (28)

which exists thanks to Eq. . Thus, using the fact that ﬁ(@, (=0)= [J, we can write the trace
of the logarithm of D(V) as

Trlog D(V) :Trlogf)(@;g)‘C 1:Trlogm+/1dgCZTrlogf)(@;g) (29)
= 0
=Trlog + /01 d¢Tr <N@g(()) = Trlog (] + /01 dCCTr [(f)(@,C) - ﬂ) Go(@;o]
=Trlog — /ldlog(Tr (CA}O(@;C) ﬂ) .
0

Thus, our new task is to work out a perturbative expansion of Go(@; ¢), which will be used to
evaluate the trace of the logarithm of D(V;() through the previous equation. The first step in
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this direction is provided by inverting the principal symbol in momentum space, i.e., solving the
following equation for the matrix K (n;()

D(n;¢) K(n;¢) = n*l. (30)

Then, promoting the vectors n, to covariant derivatives defines K (@, ¢) by fixing the arbitrary
ordering of covariant derivatives. Next, due to the previous equation, we automatically find that

D(V; Q) K(V;¢) =% + M(V;(), (31)
where M is a differential operator of order two. Then, we compare Egs. and to find a
perturbative expression of Go(V; (), which reads

1 .1 S |
KM — +2K[0), M]— + KN M

Go(V3¢) = ng - 4 £ 6

o, (32)

where we use ellipsis to stand for higher-dimensional operators that we are not interested in. To
derive this equation we have commuted the inverse box operators to the right using Egs. (A3)) and
. Finally, we can insert Eq. into Eq. , obtaining the desired relation for the trace-log
of the principal part

1
Trlogf)(@):Trlogﬂ—/ dlog ¢ Tr (GO(C) ﬂ) (33)
0
Trlog ) /ldl T [f(l RN ok, N 4 ENINT
= 1rlo — (6] r = — = 5 = = | »
& 0 & g 03 04 0

where the dependence on ( is understood.

B. Trace log of the principal part: The general case
Now we want to address the problem of finding an expression for Trlog(D(V)) in the most
general case. As in the previous simpler case, our starting point is Eq. , while the difference is
that

dD(V; A -
dD(V;C) #D(V;¢(=1)-0. (34)
¢
Therefore, using the trick of [9] we find
1
Trlog D(V) :Trlogf)(@;g)‘c = TrlogCl +/ d¢ ddgTrloglA?(@;C) (35)
= 0
. 1 N(C) -
:TrlogD—i—/ d¢Tr (CldéC)Go(C)> )
0

where we have used the definition of the principal part. The expansion of the inverse Gy of D Eq.
can still be used. Thus, we can rewrite the previous equation as

Trlog D(Y) = Trlogt | 4Ty S (36)
AN(Q) o o 1 dN(Q) oo o 1
P 2RI M+ S S RN
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C. Trace-log of the rest

Let us now come back to the starting point, which is to derive the divergent parts of the trace
log of the operator Eq (21)). Assuming the absence of multiplicative anomalies [40] and using the
definition of G(V) (28) we can write

Trlog F(V) = Trlog D(V) + Trlog (1 + G’OY/> . (37)
The first term on the right-hand side is given by Eq. (or by Eq. in the most general case),

therefore we now focus on the second one. By using the known Taylor expansion of the logarithm
and commuting the [J=2 operators to the right we find

- NP TN 1 . - 1 . -
Trlog (1 + G0Y> =Tr [GOY — 5(GOY)2 + §(GOY)3 - Z(GOY)4 +.. } (38)
o1 1 . 1 1o 1
=Tr |YK—— —YKM— + 2V K[, M]— — -YKY K —
[12 (4 [p 2 []4
WYRIO, VR A LRV R 3vRe o) L vRuvE L
b al ) |j5 2 b b \jﬁ
AAAAA 1 i 1 o, 1
—YKYK[O,Y]K— + - (YK))—=— — Z(YK)*—
[0, Y] +3( ) = 4( ) = ]

Again, our perturbative expansion stops at dimension four operators, and we also exclude total
derivatives. Furthermore, we split the lower derivative part of the operator Y (V) into a derivative
interaction and an endomorphism as

YV B= U, 4+ B (39)

Thus, the contributions encoded in Eq. can be expressed as a series expansion in V. The
affine part of the latter is given by

Trlog (1 + G‘ﬁ’) ‘VU =Tr (40)
Next, we consider the terms linear in V, whose contribution is
Trlog (14 Go¥) | =T | V& ! ot _Yvker L @
og (1+Go¥)| | = o, 1@—5 = (D
([0, V]K — ([0, E]K — +

On the other hand, taking into account terms quadratic in 1% yields
Triog (14 GoP )| = T |[-LVAVE 4+ VRO VR — 2VROLOVIRL (2
vlog (1+Go¥ )| | =Tr | -3 ﬂ4+ [’]@‘5 OO VIE = (42)

AAAAAAAAAAA
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We have listed all terms that depend on the M operator and on the endomorphism E. Cubic terms
in this expansion have the following form

A 1/~-7\3 1 N2 a1
Trlog (1 n G0Y> ’VS — Ty [3 (VK) =5 2 (VK) OVIE =+ |, (43)
whereas quartic ones are given by
Trlog (1+ GoV') ‘ Tr |2 (VK>4 L (44)
rlo =Tr|—= —— +...
g 0 va 1 8

After having derived these formal expressions, let us briefly discuss the advantages of following
[29] instead of [9]. First of all, in practical applications the integration over ¢ is usually compu-
tationally expensive, thus, reducing the number of terms to integrate over is more efficient. The
second reason is explained by the subsequent observation. Both methods rely on the evaluation of
functional traces of the form

. 1 A 5 |
Tr (0 ﬂn) = Tr (Oﬂlmﬂkv,ﬂ ...v#kmn> : (45)

When the starting operator involves a derivative interaction V, the method of [9] requires the
evaluation of expressions with up to 16 covariant derivatives acting on (319, On the other hand,
in the present case we must handle expressions with up to 12 derivatives acting on [J-8. As
we will show in the next section working out the precise form of these functional traces is not
particularly involved. Instead, the computational cost increases with the number of derivatives,
regardless the overall mass dimension of a given functional trace. This is due to the appearance
of a number of symmetrized metric tensors which is at most equal to half the number of covariant
derivatives. In general, handling these kinds of expressions embodies a very expensive part of
any such computation. Therefore, the present method significantly improves the computational
efficiency of the calculation.

IV. FUNCTIONAL TRACES

In this section we shall deal with the universal functional traces, i.e., objects like

. 1
Vi o Vi 0@, oo (46)

which represent derivative interactions in loop diagrams with n internal lines. Here we are only
interested in the logarithmically divergent parts of these diagrams, which will be combined with
the explicit form of the differential operators entering Eqs. and .

The first step in the evaluation of Eq. is provided by employing a Laplace transform to
rewrite the (=" operator as

ﬂ Y 00 R
— = (Z)/ dss" et (47)
O (n—1!Jg

Next, we exploit the asymptotic expansion of the heat kernel Eq. to find a more convenient
expression for the exponential that appears in the previous equation. The expansion of A in Eq.
(10) reads

A,y s) = Ap(z,y:8) = Y (is)" an(,y) (48)

n>0
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where the a,, are the Seeley-DeWitt coefficients of the 0 operator. At this point it is advantageous
to modify our covariant derivatives to automatically account for the presence of the exponential of
the Synge world function in . This is done by defining

—'Uu 1. (49)

Finally, we are able to write a concise expression for the functional trace (46 as the integral over
the proper time of some coincidence limit, i.e.,

. | —g)ntl /= *© ds A 1
Vﬂl ce Vwﬁ&% gj’)|x/:l, = _En_)l)! (ZL/WT)gw /0 oiin LQ#I .. 'gﬂk (AiAﬁ(l‘,x’; S))J s
(50)
where LOJ stands for the coincidence limit of the operator O. The integral in s depends on the
spacetime dimension through the w parameter, and we are only interested in the logarithmically
divergent contributions of these diagrams. Furthermore, to obtain tensor structures with the correct
mass or background dimensions we need only consider integrals of the form

oo
1
/ dss' ™ f(s,w) = ——f(0,2) + ..., (51)
0 2—w

where the dots stand for non-divergent terms in dimensional regularization. Following [9] we shall
parameterize the pole as

—— =logL* fo — 2. 52
2-w & e (52)
Nevertheless, we will factor out this divergent logarithm at the end of the calculation, thus re-
writing our final result as a modification of the trace of the second Seeley-DeWitt coefficient as,
i.e., in a regularization-independent way.

By inspecting of Eqgs. , , , , , and we can list the functional traces

that we need to evaluate

~ ~ ﬂ iv - - ﬂ iv

Vi Vi, Tj(s(xv 33,) i':x ) \r GQ(S(:E’ xl) g/::p ; (53)
. . i . R .1 )

Vi V= 25(33’ x,) g}\;x ’ Vi \ @6(% x,> g}ix )

= ﬂ 7\ (div v - ]Al 7\ (div

V/ﬂ vu4 ~ 35($7x ) r'=x vul vue ES 46(‘7:755 ) r'=x"

- - ﬂ /N (div v - ﬂ 7\ (div
Vul...VMﬁ(S(:E,:E)x/:M VM...V%E(S(:U,SE)I/::E;

- - il 7\ (div v = ]A]' 7y (div

Vg - Vg @5(1'7 ) |ely Vi -+ Vi E(S(% ') ey -

Instead of simply providing the specific expressions for all these quantities, we prefer to analyze
more deeply some general features of functional traces up to dimension-four operators.

Dimensional analysis already suggests that the structure of these objects may be written in an
universal way, as we will show below. Let us start by considering 2n —4 covariant derivatives acting
on the nth inverse power of the box operator. By employing Eq. we find

v = 1 div ilog L* v—9 n—2 3
VM PN VMQn_4A75($, I’l) ol=r — 1672 2”72(71 — 1)!.9‘1(1,1...;1,)2n,4]]- ’ (54)

10
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where gfﬁii)%_ , are completely symmetric tensors defined by
9(0)217 9;(}1/) v s g(’“:o for k<O0;

(55)
g#l -H2n Zgﬂllh guz uj 141 h2n

We point out that we have extended the definition of these symmetric tensors to negative argu-
ments. This choice is convenient for the present analysis, as it will allow us to write down in a
simple fashion all the functional traces that we are interested in.

The tensor structure of Eq. could have been guessed by dimensional arguments. Indeed,
since there are no dimension-one background tensors by applying one more covariant derivative we
automatically obtain zero, i.e.,

~ A 1 .
Vi ...VMQn_3§5(x,x') dv _—o0. (56)

l:x

Obviously, the situation changes when we further increase the number of covariant derivatives by
one. In this case the non-trivial tensor structure turns out to be

e o i 7y |div i log L? v—9 1 1 3
Vi - Vi |jn5(x’ e == 1672 202 (n—1)! 12Rg,l(g M)zn o 1 (57)
(n—2) 1 N C\ (n=3) -
B Z ( R”]l + 2 Zj> PRI, T + 3 Z (Rritj + Faik;) gm---%---lA---uzna]l
i<j 1<j<k<l

Notice that we have employed our generalized definition of ¢*) = 0 for any k& < 0, see Eq. ,
and we are using the shorthand V; = V,,. By taking a further covariant derivative we end up with
dimension-three terms on the right-hand side, whose precise structure is

) ) i o logL2 V=9 1 5o i (n—1)
vul s Vuzn—l ﬁé(% x ) ’'=x — 1672 92n—2 (TL — 1)! ﬁ zz: v Rma + §VMR gu1~~~5-~u2n71
(n—2)
— Z < k + v(lRJk) ) gﬂl...%...];?.../.mn—l (58)
i<j<k
1 (n—3) i
+ 3 Z (VZ‘R(”ﬂm)k + ij(l|i|m)k + ka(”i\m)j) guy..%..‘m,..}mn—l]l] '
i<j<k<l<m

Finally, we consider the dimension-four contributions. In such a case many non-trivial tensor
structures arise, and the general expression of this type of functional traces is quite complicated.
Thus, we choose to write it implicitly in terms of the coincidence limits summarized in the Appendix
Bl Moreover, we assume that the summed indices never enter the symmetrized metrics. Using this
kind of notation we have

2 a i n (div i log L? 1/2 (4
VM"'vmn ﬂné(xvm)x’:x: - 1672 2n— 2 n—l Z gm...“..m (Lvi1”-vi4A / J]l
i <---<ig
Vs Vido)) + 30 3 g2, (Vi VA2V, Viao) + 5 ng o (Vi1
11 <ig j1<J2 z<]
+|Viv; A2 ) > A N N (anVmAI/ZJﬂ + L@’ilﬁiQ&OJ)

17 <ig j1<-<jq
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1 e (n— .
+5 S g Vi Violla — Y gl (Vi .. Vigo )1

i< <ig i1 < <ig

(n— 1 1 n ~
Z Z 9 A;22n Vo] lvjl e vj4UJ 1- 19;(“?..#2” laz] | - (59)

i <-<ig J1<---<jq

All the functional traces that we have listed in Eq. fall into the three classes that we have
just taken into account. Thus, their specific contribution to the derivation of the 1-loop divergent
terms can be found by specializing these general formulae.

V. FINAL RESULT

In this section we wrap up our previous calculations, and we present the modification to the
trace of the second Seeley-DeWitt coefficient due to non-minimal terms. Furthermore, we discuss
how known results can be recovered as liming cases. In Sect. [VI|and we will show three practical
applications of these results.

First of all, by using Egs. , , and we can write down the divergent part due
to the box operator as

i log L?

Trlog ] =
div 167 1672

/ Vogtran(D). (60)

Thus, to derive the modifications to tras we need to factor out the divergent pre-factor, which
is the reason why we have already singled out such a numerical factor in the functional traces
computed in the previous section.

Before delving into the details of out result, we take on a brief detour to discuss how we have
extensively exploited computer algebra to perform most of our calculations.

A. On our computational tools

Combining expressions like Eq. with functional traces like Eq. is generally very lengthy,
and numerical mistakes may occur. Therefore, we have opted for performing such a calculation in
Mathematica, employing the extension FieldsX [38] of the xAct packages [34-37].

First of all, we have used inner vector bundles to parameterize field space, which is done through
the commands DefVBundleWithMetric and DefVBundle. Two such bundles are needed to derive
the coincidence limits of Seeley-DeWitt coefficients and their derivatives, since they are bi-local
tensors and covariant derivatives must be performed before letting y — .

Covariant derivatives for differentiating vector bundle tensors can be defined using DefCovD.
This is made compatible with the underlying (psuedo-)Riemannian structure and the vector bundle
metric through the options ExtendedFrom and FromMetric. A drawback of these packages is that,
even though we have used the aforementioned definitions and options, covariant differentiation
of objects in the vector bundles is still not directly allowed. Problems are due to the automatic
canonicalization of tensorial expressions, which is prevented by explicitly specifying the metrics
that we have defined as those to be used by ToCanonical, i.e, employing the UseMetricOnVBundle
option of the latter.

Changing the options of ToCanonical also reduces the ability of CollectTensors to recognize
like scalars contractions, which is biggest drawback that we have encountered using FieldsX. For
example, RMRY p and RH 7@W may not be seen to be the proportional to each other. A possible
way to circumvent this issue is to define additional tensors like derV o and to substitute them

12
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whenever Vo V* is present. After making sure that all the covariant derivatives that are present
have the form @u = ]AlV,“ we can reset the UseMetricOnVBundle option of ToCanonical, and
employ CollectTensors afterwards. Finally, by substituting back objects like Vo VH we recover a
simplified expression of the starting tensor quantity.

Due to the generality and complicated nature of our calculation, the final expression of the
divergent part of Eq. is still very long. Thus, in order to avoid typos in the transcription, we
have chosen to directly print out the resulting scalar contraction from the code using TexPrint,
and to attach the code itself to the arXiv version of the paper [39]. This implies that the vector
bundle indices are displayed explicitly as

Ry © = Rouwa™ Par - (61)
In an analogous way, we have that
KM =gm, 2 vr=veM E=ES". (62)

To specialize our general result to specific tensor fields, we will then introduce soldering forms like
O~ , for a 2-tensor. In this way

Pa = 9m’a¢,uzu (63)

where ¢,,,, is the quantum field whose fluctuations we are taking into account. Then, we have that
euuaepaa = ]l'wjpcr ) (64)

where 1" ,; is the identity on the (in general reducible) representation of gl(4) in which ¢, takes
values.

B. First part of the result

Having set the notation, we now focus on the first part of our result, i.e., that which is given by
the integral over the ( parameter. Such a contribution to the trace of the second Seeley-DeWitt
coefficient is not too complicated when the assumptions of Subsect. [[IT A] are valid, especially when
it is compared to the most general case of Subsect. [ITB] This is because the functional traces
needed to evaluate Eq. have fewer tensor structures than those of Eq. . For this reason,
here we shall only provide the complete result in the first case, deferring the reader to the Appendix
for the general one.

First of all, let us notice that M is a second-order differential operator which also contains
first-order parts. Thus, in general we have

M = My" "'V, V, + M3", 1V, + b.t. (65)

where the numerical subscripts indicate the mass-dimension of the tensors. Moreover, mass-
dimension-four terms are always total-derivative endomorphisms, thence we discard them. Flnally,

Ms can only enter the result when considering terms linear in the derivative interaction tensor V.
The part of Eq. (33)) that does not explicitly depend on the Riemann tensor and its contractions
is given by

1
tr &2 D/ legC [iRﬁ)\aQaRﬁAala2KO‘aaal - %Ra)\a2aRﬁ)\ala2Kaﬂaal 1 Ra al Rﬁ)\aQaKaﬁaal
0

1 1 A 2 1 1 A 2 1 1 A 2
_gRﬁ)\aQaKaﬂaa M2a ala - gRﬁ)\(ﬂaKaﬁaa M2 aala - gRaﬁa2aKaBaa M2 )\ala
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1 1 A 2 1 1 A 2 1 1 A 2
_gRa)\(ﬁaKaﬂaa M2 Bala - gRaAa2aKa6aa MQB ala - gRﬁ)\aZaKaaaa M26 ala

1 1 A 2 (2 1 1 A 2 (2
_gRuyaZaKQBaa My, g( )aﬁ/\u - ER)\Va2aKa5aa My 0 g( )aﬁuu

+W12KaﬁaalMQA#alaQM2”pa2ag(3)o¢,8)\uyp ) (66)

On the other hand, the part that comprises both M, and the Riemann tensor (or ts contractions)
takes the following form

1
trag O / dlog ¢ [ K Mo ga1a Rax — s K7 Mog* q1aRax — a3 KP4 Mo \g10Rap (67)
0

+%KaﬁaalMQAMalaR)\Vg(z)aﬂpu + %KaﬂaalMQ/\MalaRuallg@)aﬁ)\u - iKaﬂaalMQQ)\alaRﬁ)\
_LKaBaalM A Ray — LKQ aalM BA Ray + iKaBaalM A R
pY) 2 aalaflBX 24 a 2 alaflB\ 12 2 " alaflapB

+%KQ5aa1M2AﬂalaRa)\Bu - %Kaﬁaa1M2)\#alaR)\Vupg(2)aBt/p + éKQﬁaalMQ)\HalaRg@)aﬁ)\u
Finally, the terms that depend neither on R nor on M are

1
trég O / dlog ¢ [EK“P",Ra*Rax — 555 K0 e RaAR™ — 5 Raga1a K" R — =K RosR
0

g K% R = 5K R Ry — 95 K0 R Raxgy + 585 K% o aRpauw RO (68)

C. Second part of the result

Now we focus on the part of the result that does not depend on the integration over the auxiliary
parameter (, i.e., Eq. . As we have done in Sect. we split the final expression as a series in
Vi = Ykt

1. Order VO terms

The contributions that do not depend on V' come from Eq. (40). They give rise to few scalar
contractions when compared to the other ones, and they read
tr&Q o - %KaﬂaalRaBEala + %KaaaalREala + ilfo{ﬁaal-Z\42Ml/ala2 a2ag(2)o¢B,uu (69)
_ %RaﬂalaQKaﬁaalE(ﬂa + éK(xﬂaalKuva2a3Ea1a2Ea3a'g(2)aﬂuV )

Thus, if one is interested in deriving the back-reaction of some matter fields on the pseudo-
Riemannian structure, then, if the assumption of Subsect. [ITA] are met, it is sufficient to take into

account this last equation, together with Eqs. , and .

2. Order V! terms

There are many terms which are linear in V', so we further divide them. Moreover, we choose

to write down these terms so that no covariant derivative is acting on V. The contractions that
involve the Ricci tensor and the Ricci scalar are

tras O — S KNV 1,V Ry + g K W1,V R — 5KV E 1,V 5 R, (70)
+ o KN 01 VR + 5 K VP 1,V R — LKV E 1,V Rag

while those that are linear in the generalized curvature 7%“” are

tr d2 D) %KO{BGGIVMGQU‘@&RB#U‘IG, - %KaﬂaaquaQa@uRaﬁala2 + %Kaﬂaalvﬁa2aﬁu7zauala2 (71)
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+ 12K“ﬂ““1V az vuRﬂualaQ + K(X aal‘/BGQ V“Rﬁuahﬂ

Finally, the remaining terms are given in the Appendix

3. Order V2 terms

There is a huge number of tensor structures which are quadratic in V. For this reason, in the
main text we only present those involve the endomorphism F and M. These can be written in the
following simple form

tr d? o - ﬁKaﬁaal Kuua2a4Kp0'a3a5 v)\alaQ VTa4a3Ea5a 9(4) afuvpoAT (72)

1 1 2a4 3172 4
- 1920Ka6aa Krvasa M, pg a Vv a4aVTa3a2 g( )aﬂuypaAT-

All the other scalar contractions are listed in subsect. of App. [C|

4. Order V3 terms

The number of independent tensor structures drastically decreases when we move on to consider
contributions which are cubic in V. Indeed, they can be written as

tr d2 5 — 5760Ka6aalKuu a5K aa3a4v)\a5a3V wda vpvnalcﬂ (4) oBvoNTH (73)
. 28180 feeBaal gepy a5 g Ua3a4v 1asV T a5 TPY Raa2 9(4)aﬁ,wa,\m
o 57160Ka6a Kuu a5Kp a3a4V/\a5a3V‘ra4a@UVnala2 9(4)aﬁpyp/\rn
_ 28180KaﬁaalK,u1/ a5Kp a3 aV a1a3V7a5a@avna4a2 9(4)aﬁ,uz/p)\7—n
o 28180 KaﬁaalK,uch ‘Kvpaa3 V)\a4av7_a1a2@’rvna5a3 9(4)01,8qu0>\/€
B 57160 FoBaal a2 pepo adA |y Ty kaad (4 )aﬁuupa)\n

L 1 2 5a3 (5
+ 5760Ka6aa KM 5 KP7 03" V ata2V’ a4avwvﬁa “ g( )aﬁuupa/\‘m'y.

5. Order V* terms

Finally, terms that are quartic in V can be written in the simple fashion

~ 1 2a3 4ab - Akaba7 4 6
tras O Kaﬁaa Kpvasas gopoatas graraba VTa1a2V’Ya3a4Vna5a6V aTa g( )aﬁ,uupa)\/{‘r'\m0 . (74)

1
1290240

D. Limiting case

Let us take a look at our non-minimal second-order operator (21] . If we switch off the non-
minimal part N the resulting operator is of Laplace type, and it has the derivative interaction which
has been considered by Obukhov in [23]. In this limit the first part of our general result (that which
is given by the integral over () automatically vanishes, see Subsect. while KM, — ghv§,ol
see Eq. (30). Thus, the expansion performed in Sect. must yield the same result given in [23]
for the trace of the second Seeley-DeWitt coefficient. Indeed, we find complete agreement with [23]
up to boundary terms, which is consistent since we have discarded surface terms from the onset.

15



A Vector field VI APPLICATIONS

E. Some words on other computational schemes

Recently, a new computational approach towards non-minimal differential operators was pro-
posed in [4I], whose main concern is to derive the low-energy part of the heat kernel in an exact
way. It relies on the introduction of spin-projectors, which are employed in a different manner
with respect to previous studies [31]. Indeed, in flat space these projectors allow to express the
untraced heat kernel as a sum over the spin-parity eigenspaces. When the background geometry is
curved the projectors are replaced by quasi-projectors, and an appropriate subtraction procedure
is introduced to deal with the non-locality of them. A systematic perturbative expansion in the
background dimension is then carried out on the full heat kernel, which is free of IR pathologies.

When some simple operators are considered and a judicious choice of the endomorphism is
made the approach of [41] yields an exact expression for the full untraced heat kernel. However,
for more complicated differential operators this technique requires to deal with many integrations
over proper time of some complicated nested commutators. The final expressions shall still be
non-perturbative in the proper time, but they do not allow to implement the final result on a
computer to yield an easy-to-use expression. Nevertheless, this result represents a cornerstone in
the derivation of infrared properties of 1-loop effective action stemming from non-minimal second
order operators.

On the other hand, the approach that we have followed in this paper was to focus on the traced
heat kernel coefficients, and in particular on the second one. By doing this and employing the
results of Sect. [[V] on universal functional traces we were able to provide a model-independent
expression for this coefficient. Furthermore, the open-source implementation in Mathematica of
this Seeley-DeWitt coefficient significantly contributes to the applicability of our results. Finally,
no subtraction procedure is needed in this case, since we are only interested in the UV divergent
part of the effective action. Therefore, this paper and [4I] provide two complementary results on
the heat kernel of non-minimal second-order operators.

VI. APPLICATIONS

In this section we shall present three applications of the results derived in the previous section.
Though these examples will only involve bosonic quantum fields, our formulae can also be applied
to fermionic higher spins. Concretely, our applications will involve a vector field, an antisymmetric
2-tensor (Kalb-Ramond), and a vector-valued 2-form (like the torsion). However, only in the first
case we also take into account derivative interaction, thus fully using the results of Subsect. [V C|
For simplicity none of our examples falls into the most-general case dealt with in Subsect. [[ITB]

A. Vector field

Let us consider a Lagrangian for a vector field A, which comprises a non-minimal kinetic term,
as well as cubic and quartic self-interactions. Specifically, we parameterize it as

L=-1((VuA)? =NV, AM?) — bAFAYR,, — SA?R— LAPAYV A, — 9(AFA,)%. (75)

For example, we may think of this Lagrangian to describe the torsion vector [42H44] or Weyl vectors
[45] in a metric-affine geometry. Alternatively, such kind of dynamics may also arise by considering
vector fields coupled to scalars as in [46]. The beta functions of higher-derivative gravity due to
a non-minimal vector field’s quantum fluctuations were also computed in [47]: the author did not
consider the cubic interaction, but mixed loops of gravitons and vectors were taken into account.
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The resulting second-order differential operator which acts on contra-variant vectors A" takes the
form

Fr, (V) =08k, — AVAV, — £ (A4, VF — APV,) — bRM, — cRS*, — gA® A", — 2gAMA, . (76)

When dealing with vectors we automatically have up to one non-minimal term, thus we can apply
the simplified result of Subsect. [[ITA]

In particular, the explicit expressions of the tensors that parameterized all the differential
operators are

Ruws = R%u (77a)
KoBn, _ gobgn % g0 (77b)
My 1, = —\g*"RB, — %Rau(gﬁy ; (77¢)
M;s®F, = —AVHR®, — gga“VVR; (77d)
E*, = —bRM, — cR6", — gA® An6*, — 2gAF A, ; (77e)
ver, = g (A16®, — g1 A,) . (77f)

In analogy with Eq. , we fix the ambiguity in ordering the covariant derivatives of K by putting
that which acts on A" to the right. The auxiliary integration parameter ( is introduced by simply
letting A — AC. Then, the final form of the trace of the second Seeley-DeWitt coefficient is found

by inserting Eqs. into Eq.s (67), (68), (66), ©9%), (1), [0, (C1), ([@2). (C3), (C2), (C4),
(73) and and computing the ( integrals. Furthermore, we parameterize the result in terms of

v = 17%\ Accordingly, we have that

trag = (75 (1 +7)2f* — 33+ 4y +92) 29 + 1(24 + 127 + 57%)g%) A A" Ag AP (78)
g5 ((72(=5 + 40) = 49(3 4+ 5b) — 4(5 + 60)) f2 + T2(7*(~1 + b) + 126+ y(~4 + 66)) g ) A® A” Reyg

+ 5 (=8 + 159(2 +7) — 307(4 + )b + 15(12 + 67 + v*)b%) Rag R

+ (—op5 (L+7) (=84 6b+ 36c +v(—5 + 50+ 18¢)) f2 + & (6(—1 4+ b+ 6¢c) +7*(—2 + 2b + 9¢)
+7(=5+3b + 18¢)) g) Ag AR + 757 (129(=1 4 b+ 2¢)(—1 + 6¢) + 8(—1 + 6¢)(—1 + 3b + 6¢)
+372(L+b? — 12c + 24c® 4 2b(—1 + 6¢))) R* — L5 Ry g, ROPH

(2= 29+ 72 (=2 4+ 20+ 90)) FA“VR + & (= (1 + 37 +29%) f2 + 97(4 + 57) fg) A" APV 3 A,

+ ops (A4 4y + T92) PV, AV AP + 15 (=20 — 207 ++°) 2V A, VP A~

By setting v = 0 we recover the same result that can be found using the squaring procedure
outlined in [23].
In [9] a different method is used for dealing with a special case of Eq. , ie, when c= f =
g = 0 and b = 1, which is tailored for gauge theories. In such a special case the dependence on
the non-minimal parameter 7 identically drops out, which is a consequence of the Ward identity.
In the presence of derivative- and self-interactions we observe that choosing ¢ = 0 and b = 1 no
longer suffices to annihilate the ~-dependence of the trace of as. Thus, for any such a vector
theory the counter-terms stemming from graviton and mixed graviton-vector loops must be taken
into account to address the gauge invariance of the effective action, or to prove the presence of a
quantum anomaly.
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B. Kalb-Ramond field

Let us now consider a Kalb-Ramond field By, = By, [48]. In analogy with the previous
example there exists a single divergence for this field, i.e., V,B*”. Accordingly, the Lagrangian
only depends on a single non-minimal parameter b, and it can be written as

1 1
L=—5 (VaBu V" B" + bV, B"VaB) + iB“”EWagBO‘B , (79)

where E,,,q5 is an endomorphism. As a specific example one may consider the Lagrangian that
arises by integrating some fermionic matter fields, and one may consider the quantum effective
action associated to the Weyl anomaly in the presence of a Kalb-Ramond background as in [49].
By letting b — b we obtain a non-minimal operator whose dependence on the auxiliary parameter
( is linear, and which reads

F o5 = 01" 05 — b(VIV 56" + E™ o, (80)

where 1,53 = % (0F4 0" g — 0¥ 40" g) is the identity and the operator is acting on a quantum field
bearing contra-variant indices. We first specialize to momentum space and invert the principal
symbol, and then we calculate Ms, finding

Ruvaﬁpa - %5ﬁ0Ra0W - %‘wa%pv - %60‘(,]%’3,)“” + %6%R5WV ' (81a)
DY o = =167 56" pg™F + 567 40" 5 g™ — 16(6° 50" pg™* + 16CS” 67 g™ (81b)
+ %bcéﬂa(supgw/ - %bcdﬁpéuagay ;
b
Kaﬂ ;wpg _ %éﬂpéuggaﬁ - %5“05",)90“6 + T +gbc (5505Vpgcw _ 55p5uggaﬂ (81C)

—80 50t g™ + 67 pé“ago‘”) ;

1
M af pv
2T A

+67 (20" R + 26", R — b(g™ RV + b(g™" RY 5 — AR 5 + AR,
(24 b0) (&,gau RP, — 5t g® RP, — 8% "M RP, + 6 gV RP,

[0¢ (67 (267 RO — 209 )R D™ RV, — OGP RY y + AR, — AR",)

27 R o = 2R 5 ) )| (81d)

As in the previous example, we have decided to sort the covariant derivatives such that the right-
most one generates divergences of B??. Both K and M, are singular for b( = —2, which is exactly
the value for which the Lagrangian propagates only the transverse modes. Due to the lin-
ear dependence on ¢ in D*? M o this example falls into the simplified category of non-minimal
operators dealt with in Subsect. [ITA] Thus, to find contribution to the trace of as due to the
non-minimal part of the operator we have to insert the tensors written in the previous equations

into Eqgs. @, and . Performing the ( integral we find

b2 (—8+b)b b?

RogRP+ 20 g2y O g o RO 82
R VIO WA PR I B (82)

trag D ————5
27 A2+ b)2
Next, we consider the remaining part of the trace log of the operator , i.e., that which depends
on the endomorphism. By using Eq. we obtain the contribution to the trace of the second

Seeley-DeWitt coefficient, and the complete form of the trace of this coefficient is given by
b2

tray =———— Fuup B
PO T2 py2 ems +

24 + 12b + b2 b2

EYPrE
12(2 4 b)2 pap + 15

— _E“B BV,
(2+b)2 w B (83)

18



C Torsion field: A simple toy model VI APPLICATIONS

b(8 +b) 1 b? 8+ 4b + b?
B S NS af (2, 7 N af | T TY aﬂa
6(2 + b)2 ouft <45 MTORNAS Rag R + 12(2 + b)? sk
16 —8b+7b% ,  b(4+0D) b? 13
Eaﬁlﬂ/Ra v — an Ra VROC/BMV
72(2 + b)? 42 4 b)? e T\ 8@ 10y 00 et

The gauge theory of a Kalb-Ramond field is written in terms of the square of the field strength
VB, The endomorphism that is obtained by choosing a Lagrangian quadratic in this field
strength is

EM o5 = —508" Ra! + 305" Ra” + 300" Rg" — 304" Rg" + Rag"” . (84)

In analogy with what is found for electrodynamics [9], when this specific form of the endomorphism
is plugged in Eq. the dependence on the non-minimal parameter b identically drops out,
yielding
46 2 16

trag = —— Rag R + S R? + — Rop, R 85

ra2 = g st gl g e (85)
Thus, the gauge theory of a Kalb-Ramond field on top of a curved pseudo-Riemannian manifold
is not anomalous.

C. Torsion field: A simple toy model

Let us now introduce the final example, i.e., a simplified model of dynamical torsion. The latter
is a vector-valued two-form 7%, = T"|,,, which is customarily decomposed into its algebraically
irreducible components [50]. These are given by a vector, an antisymmetric 3-tensor and a hook-
antisymmetric tracefree tensor.

Such an algebraic decomposition has been employed in [29] to derive logarithmically divergent
contributions to the effective action due to torsion and graviton fluctuations. Decomposing the
torsion in this way may provide a clear algorithm to fathom the possible realization of asymptotic
safety in higher-derivative gravity, but it is by no means necessary. Indeed, a second-order operator
that comprises all the nine kinetic terms for the torsion can also be written in terms of a principal
part parameterized by five free parameters and a configuration-space metric with two unknown
coefficients, see Eq. and [9, 5I]. We argue that the latter approach is more straightforward
if one wants to analyze the most general torsion theory. In this case, one may expect that the
simplifying assumption of Subsect. [[IT A] does not hold, thus using the result of Subsect. [IIB] will
be necessary.

While a systematic derivation of the phase diagram in the most general metric-torsion theory
would settle a common agreement regarding the physical properties of these theories, this is not
the aim of the present discussion. Indeed, our aim is to provide a simple example for showing
how to treat the presence of non-minimal kinetic terms in torsion theories, and to point out
some phenomenological consequences of taking them into account. To this end, we consider the
Lagrangian

1
L=—3 (T OIT iy + VTP g VAT, = T, B 39T o (36)
This comprises a single non-minimal term, which is parameterized by ¢, and we shall assume that
—2 < ¢ < 0. Furthermore, in part of the principal symbol which is proportional to the box operator

the indices of the torsion are contracted in the simplest way, thus the configuration metric Eq.
is trivial. For the time being we do not assume any specific form of the endomorphism, but we
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make the following observation. Let us consider one of the possible “field strengths” of the torsion,
Le., FPxuw = V317 .. This type of gauge approach towards a vector-valued 2-form has been used
in flat-space in [52]. Thus, a gauge-like origin of the previous Lagrangian Eq. is obtained by
considering

3
L= =S F ruwF ™ (87)

in a non-minimal gauge. Then, if we insist to start from the latter Lagrangian, the resulting
endomorphism is

E v \P =165 gy , R — Lg%t gy, R — Lg% g\ , ROV + Lot g\,RP" — gy, R*PM  (88)
_ %gﬁvRau/\p + %gﬁuRavAp + %ga”R’B“)\p _ %ga“Rﬁ”Ap ]

Let us go back to the starting Lagrangian Eq. . The second-order differential operator which
is associated to it reads as

Fpm,)\aﬁ =0 ]lpm/)\aﬁ + C(Sp)\(g[a[uvﬁ]v,/} — Ep#,/ )\aﬂ’ (89)

where 17, \¥B = 4P Ad[uadl,]ﬁ is the identity in the space of vector-valued 2-forms. We introduce
the auxiliary parameter ( by letting ¢ — c¢( as in the previous example, and we read off the
principal symbol and its inverse in momentum space. The expressions of these tensors and of the
generalized curvature are

Ryt is /\aﬁ M= %561’5/\'0}3&##1#2 _ %%uprauumz _ %5a”6’\pR5“’”“2 + %5a“5ApR/3"“1“2 (90a)
- %5QV55MR>\,HMIM2 4 %%“%VR’\,)MW :
DHan2 /\aﬁ = %CC5)‘p (=827 8511 g2 4 5,051 gH2Y 4 5,11 (857 g2 — G5t gH2Y)) (90D)

1
Kbz g M = - + ch(sAp [0a" (cCd""* g — (2 + cC)dg" g"H?) (90c)

FCOM (=057 g2 + G5HgM2Y) 4 6ol (2 + )35 g"MH2 — oM gheY)] .

Once again, we have sorted the covariant derivatives to act with divergences on T ,,. Clearly, the
last equation becomes singular as ¢( — —2. Next, we promote momentum-space expressions to
coordinate-based ones, and we compute the M, differential operator, whose tensor coefficients are
given by the following equation

c
MyHk2 /\a,B pW :8 +C4€C [255“5’\pg“2”Ra“1 _ Cc(gam(;/\pgvaﬁu + 26a”5’\pg““2R5“1 (91)
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+cCBa g"" Rg'Y, — 4657 9" Rgh A, + 4061 g2 Rgh?,
4061167 RgH*H 4 2606, 0%y RgHH — (0ot g2 R,
35 (8% (=292 Ro™ + (2 + cQ)8a RI2) + dgh= Ry,
22+ aQ)Fa B2 = 2000, 852 R + 45, 05 R 12

+20000" 3" B2 + 55" (—CCQWRQ’% + 6%, (€™ Ro — ¢Cg"" Ry”
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—(24 ) (8" R — 5, RH2Y 4+ 2R F2H)) + chszauAp - 45a”R’\pW2
—20(8a" R 2 + 2(8a"2 R M — 4801 RY 2 — 20C(5a“R/\p“2y)} ’

Now we have all the necessary ingredients to compute the trace of the second Seeley-DeWitt
coefficient of the non-minimal operator Eq. . First, we focus on the trace log of the non-minimal
part of the operator . To this end, we insert Egs. and in the general result, which
given by the sum of Egs. (67)), and (66). By performing the ¢ integral we obtain the following
contribution to the trace of ag

2 2
. c (=84+¢c)c 5 (—1+c¢)c
trag O — =5 Rapg R R* — R RO 92
20 T et Y o2 424 )2 Pmr (92)
Notice the expected singular behavior in the ¢ — —2 limit. Next, we consider the part of tras
which depends on the endomorphism, i.e., Eq. . In this case the contribution to the trace of
the a9 coefficient is

2 24 + 12¢ + 2

Eaﬁ,uz/pcrE
12(2 + ¢)2 vipens t o5 o2
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8 + 4c + c? 1

— 5 B g R+ R

12(2 + ¢)? R S TO
c(24 + 11c)

c(3 4 2¢)
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tras D QBHVPUEVpaa,B,u, (93)
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Thus, the final result is given by

Eaﬂua'/p Rguup -

c? Febuee g 24 + 12¢ + 2
12(2 4 ¢)? v
CQ
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trdg =

o c(8+c¢)
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c(24 + 11c)
— = T peBe vPRe 4 T
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Finally, we specialize the final expression of the trace of the o coefficient of the differential operator
Eq. to the special case of the endomorphism given by Eq. . This yields

236 + 118¢ — 15¢2
60(2 + c)

4+ Eaﬁﬁwﬂp E#QVHBVRQB

Eaﬁua suR+ EaBuy 5° Rewpp

Eaﬁual/pRBwp

R RO (95)

62
tr iy = —ERQBRO‘B +R? +

Therefore, in strike contrast with the examples of electrodynamics [9] and of the Kalb-Ramond
field the dependence on the non-minimal parameter ¢ does not disappear. Accordingly, we cannot
treat the Lagrangian Eq. as describing a gauge theory of a vector-valued 2-form as a consistent
quantum field theory on a curved background. Consequently, taking into account the quantum
fluctuations of the metric field becomes mandatory in order to understand if this theory generates
a quantum anomaly. However, due to the first Bianchi identities, we cannot couple the generalized
field strength F”),, to the Riemann tensor, which yields a significantly different behavior with
respect to that of the vector theory treated in Subsect. [VIA]
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VIII ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

VII. DISCUSSION AND OUTLOOKS

In this paper we have derived for the first time a general expression for the local part of the
trace of the second Seeley-DeWitt coefficient of a non-minimal operator in d = 4. To this end
we have employed the trick of [9] for rewriting the trace log of a non-minimal operator as the
integral over an auxiliary parameter of a sum of functional traces. However, we have followed [29]
in splitting the calculation into two different parts, in such a way that only the first one involves the
integration over the auxiliary parameter. As we have discussed at the end of Sect. [[T]] such a split
significantly improves the computational speed for two reasons. On the one hand, the integrals
that have to be computed usually are way less that in the method of [9]; on the other hand, we
generate symmetrized metrics g(") only up to n = 6, compared to n = 8 in [9]’s method. Thus, we
have obtained a reduction of a factor Wlw in the number of generated tensor structure at order

V4, and analogous improvements appear at all orders in V. All of the model-independent formulae
for the local part of the trace of the second Seeley-DeWitt coefficient are also attached to this
paper in a Mathematica notebook [39].

At the end of Sect. [V] we have discussed the complete compatibility of our result with that of
[23] as we switch off the non-minimal terms. Due to the very structure of the trick by [9], the
present method allows to access only the trace of the heat kernel coefficients, thus one has to
rely on different approaches if he wants to derive the untraced coefficients [26]. Even though we
have limited our analysis to the local part of the trace of the second heat kernel coefficient ao, in
principle the algorithm presented here can also be employed for deriving other traced coefficients
as well as the boundary terms.

In Sect. [VI] we have applied the general result to three simple cases. Our findings are compat-
ible with known results in the literature [9, 29, B0]. An interesting future development of these
applications is to derive the divergent part of the effective action for higher-spins, torsion and
non-metricity fields. This would provide a comprehensive picture of the radiative effects of these
quantum fields on the high-energy behavior of higher-derivative gravity. In particular, it would be
possible to analyze which parts of the physical parameter space are compatible with asymptotic
safety (see, e.g., [29] for a recent effort in this direction). Part of this program was carried out in
[53], though the author did not consider non-minimal terms for higher-spins, while the radiative
(in)stability of torsion and non-metricty theories was studied in [54].

As we have mentioned in the Introduction [I] there exists another way of deriving the trace log of
non-minimal operators within the heat kernel method, which relies on spin-parity decompositions
[26]. Such a program was carried out on a maximally symmetric background in [31] integrating
out torsion fluctuations, employing the spin-parity decomposition developed in [55]. In general, if
the (bosonic) quantum field that we are integrating out has spin s, we will be required to know
the precise form of the traced heat kernel coefficients of minimal operators up to order 2 + 2s.
Therefore, while pursuing this route might be preferable when dealing with the torsion or non-
metricity tensors, we argue that it will be less convenient for fields of spin s > 4.
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B COINCIDENCE LIMITS

Appendix A: Commutator identities

Let us exploit a Laplace transform to write down the inverse of the nth power of 0, ie.,

(_Z)n > n—1 _isC]
—_— = dss" e (A1)
On (n=1)Jo
By using this integral representation we can trade the commutation of (J=! with the commutation

of ﬁ, thus keeping under control the mass-dimension of the operators that we are dealing with.
Indeed, the following set of equations holds

~

ﬂ . > TaRY . > 9 (is)k k2"
EM:—Z dse”™ M = —1 ds M+Z— M
0 0

k
k! =
k>1
i [Tas | O e 5 0 e e
A 23 ol

k>1

PSRN,
m;ﬁfﬂumem2+m

. I | A |
=M= — [0, M] ceey (A2)
O 3
where the ellipsis indicates that we are discarding higher-dimensional terms. In doing so we are
tacitly assuming that M has dimension one, whence triple commutators would at most give rise to
boundary terms.

Therefore, the commutator of the inverse of [] with M reads

;M — [0, ] é2+[m, =) é3+.... (A3)
Finally, using the fact that
[AB,C|= A[B,C]+ [B,C|A, (A4)
we find that

mit (A5)
Appendix B: Coincidence limits

In this section we present all the coincidence limits up to dimension-four operators of the Synge
world function, the reduced Van-Vleck determinant and the Seeley-DeWitt coefficients. As we have

done in the main text, we discard surface terms. The Seeley-DeWitt coeflicients are those of the
minimal operator

F(V)=0U+E. (B1)
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1 Covariant derivatives of the Synge world function B COINCIDENCE LIMITS

1. Covariant derivatives of the Synge world function

We start by considering the Synge world function. All these results are derived by covariant
differentiating Eq. , sorting the covariant derivatives and taking the coincidence limit. First
of all, we have

lo] =0, (B2)

which is consistent with the geometrical interpretation of Sect. [T} Since o has dimension of length
squared, dimensional analysis tells us that

|Vyuo] =0. (B3)
On the other hand, when acting with two covariant derivatives we find
[VuVuo| = gu - (B4)

Again, since the Synge world function only depends on the background pseudo-Riemannian struc-
ture, we have that

\V.V, V0| =0. (B5)
Curvature invariants pop up as soon as we start applying four derivatives. In this case we obtain

Wm ...VMO'J = —%R(Mg"u”/@)m. (BG)

By acting with one more derivative we expect to find expressions proportional to the covariant
derivatives of the Riemann tensor. Indeed, the precise form is

[Vir o+ Vs = =5 [V Ralpslis)is + Vi Ruslin sy + Vis Rl lusyz) - (B7)

Finally, the most involved result from a computational viewpoint is that whose mass dimension is
equal to four. By resorting to computer algebra we find

LV,UIVMZ V,uavmvusvucsaj = T%RulausueRuwuaM - %RuwsuaaRmammx (BS)
E Ruwsus Ru2auau4 - % HlaH4H6RH2@M3M5 - %RMMMQRMWM:&M - 4715R,U‘1M6M4QRH20/M3M5
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paopspe ﬁRulﬂsmaRuza#s% + %RmmwaR
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R
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(6%

2
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2 1
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+ %Ru1u2u4aRu3au5ue - %RMMMQRMGMWG - T15Ru1au2u6Ru3u4usa - %RuwcsmaRusumsa
- 1 Rm M2N5Ru3u4u6a — % R,uwsm Ru3u4ltsa - %Rmam%Ruauslma - & Rmuwe RMSMSMCV
+ 2 Rmusm Ru3u5u4a - 4 Ru1au2u4Ru3u5usa + %RM1M2M4QR#3IJS#6Q + 2 Rm#wz Ruwsuﬁa
- 4 Rul uzuoRuzﬂama - 2 R#1u2u5 R#suema + %Ru1u5#2aRu3#6u4a - 1 R#lau2#4R#3u6u5a
1 Ru1u4u2 Rus%u&sa + ERmauzusRma#wa + %RuwwsaRma#s% - 2 Rulusm Rma#wa
4 Rul pans Bpapspsa + 15Rmu2usaRu4u5u6a + %RNIHSNZQRAMI%NGQ - 1 RmauzusRmue%a

1
Ruwwz Ryypspsa

2. Covariant derivatives of the VanVleck-Morette determinant

Now we turn to the coincidence limits of covariant derivatives acting on the VanVleck determi-
nant. In this case, it is customary to derive such relations acting on the square root of A, whose
defining equation can be read off from Eq. . By looking at Eq. we realize that it has
mass dimension zero, while from its geometrical interpretation we expect its coincidence limit to
be given by unity, i.e.,

A2 =1. (B9)
Thus, dimensional analysis tells us that
|V,AY2 =0. (B10)

When acting with at least two covariant derivatives we find coincidence limits that depend on the
curvature invariants. Indeed, the first non-trivial result is

V. V,AY2 = 1R, (B11)
By applying three derivatives and employing the differential Bianchi identities we find
V.V, V,AY2) = LIV, Ru + VuRyy + VR, . (B12)
Finally, for dimension-four terms we make use of computer algebra, and we obtain
1/2 1
Vit Vs Vi Vi A / ] = 3*16Ru1u4Ru2u3 + 36 Buips Ryopa (B13)
1 7
+ ?%RM1M2Ru3u4 + %RMQRMMMM + floRu:%aRulamw + ﬁoRMaRmmusa
7 1 1 1
+ ﬁRuaaRmm#wé + %RMQRMMMQ + TSOR#zaRulmwa + %R#SQRMMMG
1 1 1 1
+ TsRuzaRuww:sa + %RmauzxﬁRuzausﬁ - TORmuzxaﬁRuzawﬁ + %RmamﬁRuzaMB
1 1 1 1
+ %RmaﬁmﬂRuzﬁuw + %RmausﬂRuzﬁuw + ERuluzxaﬂRuzusaﬁ + @RMQRMMSM&
1 1 1
3 R#laus R#2M4a5 + ERulu?,aﬁRuzmaﬁ + TSRmaRuwutsa + %RmawﬁRusauzxﬁ

+ %RMQMBR#&BMCV .

3. Covariant derivatives of the Seeley-DeWitt coefficient

After having derived the coincidence limits of the Synge world function and VanVleck-Morette
determinant up to dimension-four terms, we focus on the Seeley-DeWitt coefficients. The zeroth
coefficient ag is interpreted as a parallel displacement operator [9]. As such, its covariant Taylor
expansion only depends on the pseudo-Riemannian structure and on the generalized curvature
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~

R,v, and it cannot depend on the specific differential operator that we are dealing with. This
geometrical interpretation and the initial conditions of the Cauchy system Eq. yield

lag| = 1. (B14)

Accordingly, dimensional analysis directly tells us that
|Vauao) =0. (B15)
By applying one more derivative and using Egs. and we find the first non-trivial result
|VuViao) = 1R . (B16)

Acting with three derivatives on d¢ and taking the coincidence limit we find
[V.VuViio] = 2V, Ry, - (B17)
Finally, by considering the mass-dimension four terms we have
AAAAR [fzwfzpo + RupRoo + RuoRup + Rpo Ry + RuoRyp + ﬁy,ﬂéw] (B18)
1 [R R + B R + B0 Ror + B (R | -

Next, we take into account the coincidence limits of a; and its derivatives up to dimension-four
operators. By taking the coincidence limit of Eq. with n = 1 and using Eq. (B11)) we find

lan] = LRI+ E. (B19)
Dimension-three terms arise by computing the covariant derivative of a; and taking the coincidence
limit, and they read
|Vpai] = 5VLR+AVE + IVAR,, . (B20)
Eventually, dimension-four terms arise when we act with one more derivative, and they are given
by
|V, Viar] =g5 | R’ Rappy + RapyuR*7, — 2R R, | 1 (B21)
+ SRR + LER + SRWE + YRR
where we have discarded boundary terms.

Lastly, we present the coincidence limit of the do for the minimal operator with endomorphism
E

lao] = 1a5 (R**° Ryppo — R*' Ry + SR) 1+ LER+ LE? + LRMR,, . (B22)

Appendix C: Final result: The remaining terms
1. Order V! terms

The terms that are linear in V which were not given in the main text |[IIC| are those that
comprise either the endomorphism, or M. Explicitly, they read

tras O g KN M 1BV 0309 asun + 5 Ko a1 VFaza VEM P13 g (C1)
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2. Order V? terms

All the terms that are quadratic in V' and linear in the Riemann tensor (or its contractions)
yield the following contribution to the trace of the second Seeley-DeWitt coefficient

traz O 144 KaﬁaalKﬂu(ﬂaBRﬁyupVaa?)analaQ + 144 KaﬁaalK#Va2a3RBppuVaa3aV ala2 (02)
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On the other hand, the terms quadratic in V and linear in the generalized curvature 7@,“, are

~ 1 1 2a4 3 2 1 al va2a4 oa3 2
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Finally, the contributions proportional to two covariant derivatives acting on V are given by
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3 Integrand: The general case C FINAL RESULT: THE REMAINING TERMS

3. Integrand: The general case

Here we present the full result for the modification of the local part of tr as due to the principal
part of the operator in the most general case, whose derivation has been outlined in Subsect. [[IT B}
Since many independent scalar contractions are present, we split this result into multiple pieces.

Furthermore, we denote the ¢ derivative of the non-minimal symbol % simply by dN for notational
convenience. R

We start by taking into account the terms that involve the generalized curvature R,,. The
contribution which is quadratic in the latter is given by

1
tr d2 D) / dC [idNaBaalRﬁya2aRuua3a2Ko¢#ala3 + ?adNaﬁaalnﬁya3a2Rliva2aKa#alag
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_%SdNaBaalRpanaRpgai’anK'uyalagg(Z)oc,Buu ] (05)

Next, we consider the terms that are linear in both the generalized curvature and the Riemann
tensor (or its contractions). These are

1
trag O / d¢ [~ 5dNP ' R 2o KM 01" Rag — 35 AN R 000 K 01 Ray, (C6)
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+97dN PR a0 Kt P R+ AN PR P20 K 1% Ragpp — 15dNP M Ry a0 K 1% Ragup
—19dN P IR 00 KM 1% Rapusp — 15AN " R 5% a2a K a1 ® Rauu

—19dN P IR 13a K 01 Ravgp — 15AN " R 5% a2a K a1 Rawp

~ 19 dN P IR 03a K 01 Ry — 15N " R’ a2a K* a1 Rpupp | -

Finally, we present the part of the modification to the trace of ao which depends on the dimension-
two tensor Mo and R, which read

1
tr &2 D / d( [édNaBaalRpaa2aKHVa1a3M2pga3a2g(2)aﬁ,ul/ + édNaBaalRyaaZaKuyaIGBM2paa3a29(2)aﬁﬂp
0

+ a5 AN PR g K a1 Mo 0329 g + gdN P R ysgaza KM a1 M 0529 apup
+ag AN PRy pana KM a1 P Mo 032 9P apua + fgdN PR e KM a1 P M2 0329 o po
+IlgdNaﬁaalRﬁoﬂameagszUasﬂg(Z)aWp + rlstaﬁaalRﬁpazaKWa1a3M2pga3a29(2)aWo
+ag AN PN R g0 K 01 P Mo 0329 g0 + g5 AN R g1a2a K a1 P M2 0329 e
+IlgdNaﬁaalRaaaQaKlwala3M2pga3a2g(2)Bul/p + r%dNaBaalRapazaKWma3M2p6a3a29(2)Buuo
+ g AN M Rayana K a1 Mo 0529 gypo + g5dNT" " Ragiana K a1 Mo 039 o
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+flgdNaﬂaalRaﬁa2aKuuala3M2pga3a29(2)uupo’ + TlngaBaalRo’)\amzKﬂuala3M2pga3a29(3)aﬁuup)\
+IlsdNa'BaalRpAaZaKuyala3M2paa3azg(3)aﬁpua’){| . (07)

The part of the result that depends quadratically on the dimension-two tensor M has the following
simple form

1
trag O — 1920 / dCdNaﬁaalKw/ala3M2pUa3a2M2)\Ta2ag(4)aﬁ,uupa)\‘r . (CS)
0

On the other hand, the number of terms that involve both M and the Riemann tensor (or its
traces) is huge. Thus, we further split them into two parts, the first of which features only the
Ricci tensor and scalar, i.e.,

1
tr gy O / d¢ [144 dNaBaalK#u 112J\42 aQaRaﬁg( ),ul/pa + dNaﬁaalK/»w a2M2 aQaRocug(Z),BVpU

o L gnoBaeal gruv a2 prop azang( )Bupa + & L gNeBaal gruv a2 ppp a2aRapg( )BWU
14114 dN©oBaal pruv a2prp aQaRaag( )mwp + mdNO‘Ba‘“K/“’ L2 M,P aQaR[—}#g )wpo
i L gN@Baal KH, “2M2paa2aR/3Vg aupa + 144 dNa,BaalK;w 192 MP a2aRﬁpg(2)an
1z1;4 dNeBaal gepv a2 ypop GQGRﬁag anvp + 111 L gNeBaal gepv a2 prp aQGRWg@)aBpU
+1a1 dNaﬁaalKW 1% My” a2aRupg(2)al3vo + mdN(waalKW 1“2 My” (Ta?aRMUg(Q)OzﬁVP

o dNaBaalKHV a2M2 aQaRVpg(Q)aB;m' + mdNaﬁaalKuya1a2M2p0a2aRl/a'g(2)ozﬁ,up

144
4L e dNaBaal K/u/ a2M2 a2aRpag(2)a,Bp,V _ LdNaﬁaal Kﬂyala2M2p0a2aRpAg(3)aﬁuuo)\
dNocﬁaal Kuu a2M2poa2aRa g( )aﬁ,uup/\ dNozﬁaal K}Al/ a2M2 a2aR9(3) ofupo| s (09)

while those that involve the Riemann tenor explicitly are given by

1
tr &2 o / dC [_%dNaBaalKuyalazMZPpaQaRauﬁu - %dNaBaalK#uala2M2Vpa2aRaqu
0

1 1
— a5 AN PR gk

—7*12dNaBaalK”ValaQMQPVaQaRa;L,Bp -
7%dNaBaalKuyaltﬁMQ,upaQaRauﬁp -
—TIQdNaﬂaalKuyallﬁMQp,anaRauﬁp -
a1a2M2Vpa2aRa1/,up -
—%dNaﬁaalKuya1a2M2p5a2aRauup _
—%dNa'BaalKuyalaQMQpUaQaRap,@u _
—%dNaﬁaalK‘uua1
—%dNaﬁaalK'Lwala2M2,6‘pa2aRapuV - 7%
*%dNaBaalKuﬁalazMQVpaQaRap;w -
7ledNaﬁaalKuya1a2M2apa2aRﬁv,up -
_TIQdNaaaalKﬂuala2M2ypa2aRﬁv,up -
_%dNaﬁaalKuya1a2M2poca2aR6Vp,p -
_%dNa,BaalKaual

a2M21/p

a2M21/p

l12(lRO¢pBI/ -

aQaR,Bpm/ -

%dNaﬁaalKﬂya1a2M2ppa2aRoa//3u
%dNaBaalKuHal
%dNaBaalKuya1a2M2ﬂpa2aRauup
%dNaBaalKuﬁal(ﬁMZVpaZaRowup
%dNaBaalKuya1a2M2Vpa2aRap6#
%dNaﬂaalKuvalrLQMQNpazaRapﬂy
%dNaﬁaal Kﬂya1a2M2p;La2aRozp,@V

2
“ MQVpaZaRopr

dNaBaalKBualtﬂMQVp

aZaRap;w

1 1 2

ﬁdNaBaa K'mjala M2p,8a2aRap,uu
1 1 2

ﬁdNaBaa Koz'uala MQVpaQaRﬁu;Lp
%dNaBaalKuaal
1 1 2

ﬁdNaﬁaa Kuyala M2apa2aRﬂpuV
1 a aal a2 v

ﬁdN « Kﬂ“al M2 pa2aRﬂp,u,V

a2 v
M2 pa2a Rﬂu,up

1 afBaal a2 v 1 afBaal v a2
_ﬁdN A K#aal M2 paQaRﬂpul/— ﬁdN A K* al M2paa2aRBp;uJ

+TlngaﬂaalKuyallﬁMonaQaRp)\aTg(?)) afuvAT (Clo>

We are left only with those terms that depend quadratically on the pseudo-Riemannian curvatures.
Since many tensor structures arise, we further split them into. Thus, we first write down those
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terms that do not explicitly depend on the Riemann tensor

1
tras DO / d¢ [7%dNaﬁaa1KuualaRowRBu N %dNaﬁaalKuyalaRa,uRﬁu
0

— g AN K 10 Ra” Ry — 35dNP KM 410 Rag Ry — g5d NP4 K g 010 R Ry
—gg AN PN K 5010 Ry Ry — g5 dNP“ Ko a1aRg" Ry — ggdN® o " K% 01, R3" Ry,

— & dNPUL K 10 Rg” Ry + g dNP9 KM 01, Ryo R 9P gy + SN KP 1, R R
+ﬁdNaﬂaa1Kﬁ ataRop R+ ZANP T KF g1 Roy R+ AN K F o1, R, R

AN K g Ry R+ AN K 0 Ry R — Sk NS K 0 B2, | (C11)

On the other hand, the terms that only depend on the Riemann tensor are

1
trag O / d¢ [~ 45dNPI KM 1o Row™ Rapupe — 25 dN PN KM 010 Rap” Rawpo
0

+WlodNaﬁaalKuualaRaypaRﬂypa 4 %dNaﬁaal KuyalaRapuoRBVpo + 2710dN04[3aa1K,uualaRanaRﬁng

_%dNaﬁaalKﬂyalaRapyoRﬂpua _ idNozﬁaaleualaRapuaRpro _ LdNaﬁaale‘u wla RapuaRBO'up

— & dNPUL KM 1 Ro " Regup + 1o AN P Kt 010 Ra" Rypo + 1o ANP VK 3010 Ra?” Ry po

15 AN PN Ko 010 R Rywpo + 1a5AN o " K 010 R5""° Ry po + 1a5dN 7" K* 0010 R5"" Ry po

7%0 dNocﬁaal K,uyalaRpa)\TRpaATg(Z) aﬁuV:| )

(C12)

_%dNaﬁaalKuyalaRapBaRupua - %dNaﬁaalKuyalaRapﬂgRuaup

Finally, the terms that display both the Riemann tensor and its contractions are

tras D / d¢ [ 155 dN P 410 Ry Rapp — 15 NP KM 010 Ry Rogu,p

— 55 NP KM 1 RRayugy — 555 NP KM 010 Ry Royupp —

180 N ﬁ ala B apyp
_316d2~ ]( ’/a aRROVB

— 35 AN K 10 Ry Ravgp + a5 N K* ya1a R Rawgp
— g dN P KM 10 R Rawpup + 15d NP K" a1a R Rawpp + 155N K¥ ga1a R Rawp
36OdjvaﬁmﬂKWmR ?Ropsu — 55 ANPY VKM 01, R, Rappy — 1o ANPY VKM 01, Ro” Ry
LdANPIT KM 0 Re” Rpypp + 1a5dN P N Ko 010 R Rpypup + 155 AN 0 K 410 R Ry pp
180dN“5““1K“ a1a R’ Ry pp) - (C13)

1
tras O / d¢ [_%dNaﬁaalejalaRayRﬁu _ ?%dNaBaaleamRauRﬁu
0

—gg AN PO KF 10 R Ry — 3dNPO N KM 410 Rop Ry — 95d NP K gt a10 Ro Ry

— g5 AN P K 510 R Ry — ggdN P KoM a1 Rg” Ry — g5dN® o KP# 01, Rg" Ry,

dNaﬁaalKuaalaRﬂ R/,Ll/ + 71 dNaBaalKuV ala R Rpo (2)04,3;“/ _ md]\/v(,vBaal‘K—pw laRQ.g(Q)aﬁp,l/

1;0 dNaﬁaalK;w laRu Raﬁup = dNa,BaalK;w ala R Raﬁup 3(150 dNoz,BaalKuu laR pRaqu
— g AN KM 10 R5? Royp — 585 dN P K 010 Ry’ Rawgp + 15 AN P K¥ 010 R Rawg)

LANP I 3 RgP Rawpp + 1o AN K g 010 R Rowpp + 15 dN P K¥ 5,1, R Rowp
36odNaﬁaa1KW 1afiy Rapﬁu eodNaﬂaalKWalaRu Roappy —

g AN KM 410 Ra R
7dNa6aa1Kp,Va1aRau

Rpupo — 15ANP“ K" 010 Ro” Rpypp + i AN Kot a1a R Rauyp

+ 15 dN KPR Ry + 1o AN P K 0010 R Ry — 5 dNPY KM 014 Rou”” Rypo
1;0 dNaﬂaalKupalaRanoR,Bz/pa + %dNaﬁaalKuyalaRapp,URﬁupa + %dNaﬁaalKuyalaRanaRﬁpp,a
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%dNaﬁualKuyalaRapyoR,Bpp,a _ idN(xﬂaalKuualaRapuoRﬁpyg _ %dNaBaalKuualaRapyoRﬁgup

90

%dNaﬂaalKlwalaRappaRﬂo—yp + ﬁdNaBaalKﬁualaRaupaijpU + LdNozBaalKuIBalaRaupaijpU

180

_|_ﬁdNozﬁaalKaualaRﬁl/poRuypa + LdNozaaalKB,ualaRﬁupaRMVpa + ﬁdNaﬁaal K#aalaRﬁypgRqua
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