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ZUSAMMENFASSUNG ABSTRACT

Zusammenfassung

Im ersten Abschnitt dieser Arbeit wird die Ein-Schleifen-Renormierung der Lee-
Wick-Eichtheorie, einer Verallgemeinerung der Yang-Mills-Theorie mit hoheren
kovarianten Ableitungen, mit und ohne Verwendung der Hintergrundfeldmetho-
de untersucht. Es wird gezeigt, dass die Theorie asymptotisch frei ist. Anschlie-
Bend wird der Limes zur Yang-Mills-Theorie durchgefiihrt.

Im zweiten Abschnitt werden die Ein-Schleifen-Konterterme in der Einstein-
Yang-Mills-Theorie untersucht. Dabei wird gezeigt, dass die fermionischen und
skalaren Terme hoherer Ableitungen im Gegensatz zum Eichsektor nicht mit den
Termen hoherer Ableitungen des Lee-Wick-Standardmodells iibereinstimmen.

Des Weiteren werden die Gravitationsbeitridge niedrigster Ordnung zu den
[-Funktionen der Yukawa- und ¢*-Theorie bestimmt. Es wird gezeigt, wie die
Gravitation das Laufen der Kopplungskonstanten bei niedrigen Energien mo-
difiziert. Eine Extrapolation der Resultate zu hohen Energien zeigt, dass bei
massiven Teilchen die gravitativen Wechselwirkungen zu asymptotischer Frei-
heit der Yukawa- und ¢*-Theorie fithren kénnen.

Abstract

In the first part of this thesis we investigate the one-loop renormalization of Lee-
Wick gauge theory, a higher covariant derivative generalization of Yang-Mills
theory, with and without applying the background field method. We show that
this theory is asymptotically free and we perform the limit to Yang-Mills theory.

In the second part the one-loop counterterms in Einstein Yang-Mills theory
are examined. We show that, in contrast to the gauge sector, the fermionic and
scalar higher-derivative counterterms do not coincide with the higher-derivative
terms in the Lee-Wick Standard Model.

Furthermore we determine the lowest order gravitational contributions to
the § functions of Yukawa and ¢* theory. We show how gravity modifies the
running of the couplings at low energies. Extrapolating our results to high
energies, we find that for massive particles the gravitational interactions can
lead to asymptotic freedom of Yukawa and ¢ theory.
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Notations and Conventions

We use the metric signature (+ — ——), hence for Minkowski space we have

1 0 0 0
0 -1 0 0

= =
v =11 0 0 -1 0

0O 0 0 -1

Derivatives with respect to covariant (x,) and contravariant (z*) coordinates
are abbreviated as

0 0

= o — -
n= 5o and ot = da,

Summation over repeated indices is understood in all equations and for con-
tractions we use the notations

VWH=VW =V.-W and v, V=V,

For total derivatives we use the abbreviation t.d. when their explicit form is
irrelevant.

To indicate symmetrization or anti-symmetrization of indices we use round or
square brackets respectively:

AW pn) l' Z Ao (1) Ho(n)
n

" 0€Sh
Al pn] — % Z sign(o) Ate()Ho(n) |
o€Sh
We denote the gauge field by A, = AjT, where the Hermitian generators of
the fundamental representation are normalized to
tr{T°T"} = $5° .
The structure constants f%° of the Lie algebra are defined by
[T, T = i fabere
and the matrices of the adjoint representation are (17,)%¢ = ifabe,

We use natural units, where ¢ = A = 1. In this system

1

[length] = [time] = [energy] ' = [mass] ! .

We will omit the hat on the Fourier transform f(k) of a function f(x) when
there is no potential for confusion. f(z) and f(k) are related by

4 . ~ .
f(z) = /((2171_];:4 e R (k) /d4x ekT = (2m)45 (k) .

In all Feynman rules the momenta of gauge bosons and real scalars are counted
as ingoing.
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Chapter 1

Introduction

The most important tool in understanding and describing the microscopic world
is quantum field theoryﬂ It is capable of combining three of the major themes
of modern physics: quantum mechanics, the field concept and the principle of
relativity. Originally introduced to describe quantum electrodynamics, quantum
field theory has become the basis of modern elementary particle physics.

It provides the framework for the formulation of the standard model, which
describes the electroweak and strong interactions of elementary particles. De-
spite its great success, the standard model can only be regarded as an effective
low-energy theory because it does not include gravity. We expect the effects of
quantum gravity to become large at the Planck scale, corresponding to energies
of ~ 10'GeV or distances of ~ 10733cm.

Another issue of the standard model is the hierarchy puzzle. The mass of the
Higgs boson acquires quadratically divergent radiative corrections. In order to
keep the Higgs mass small compared to the Planck scale a delicate cancellation
has to happen, which requires an extreme fine-tuning. This motivated among
others a supersymmetric extension of the standard model.

In 2007, Grinstein, O’Connel, and Wise [4] suggested an alternative solution
to the hierarchy puzzle. Their proposition is based on the ideas of Lee and Wick
[0, [6] who studied the consequences of the assumption that the modification of
the photon propagator

photon Lee-Wick photon
— —_———

<_inuu> _ _inuu + inuu _ ianMZ (11)
P? )y PP pr—M? pr(p? - M?)’

in the Pauli-Villars regularization [7] of quantum electrodynamics, corresponds
to a physical degree of freedom with the mass M. The modified propagator
has the improved UV behaviour p~4, which can be achieved by adding the
higher-derivative term —ﬁF W82F M to the Lagrangian.

Grinstein, O’Connel, and Wise extended the standard model to include a
massive Lee-Wick partner for each particle. The corresponding higher-derivative

terms are
Mif, tr{(D"F,,)*} for gauge fields,

1 (p24\t( D2 :
e (D) (D*¢) for scalars (the Higgs), and (1.2)
ﬁﬂzﬂgw for fermions.

W

This extension, known as the Lee-Wick standard model, is free of the problem-
atic quadratic divergences and is therefore one possible solution to the hierarchy

'The textbooks on quantum field theory used here are [1], [2], [3].
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puzzle. Several recent papers investigated the properties of the Lee-Wick stan-
dard model [8, @, 10, IT]. What we will examine here, is how the gauge field
higher-derivative term effects the renormalization and thus the running of
the gauge coupling.

As we already indicated, of the four fundamental forces gravity is excluded
from the standard model because up to now the quantum theory of gravity is
still unknown.

It has been shown by 't Hooft and Veltman [I2] that quantized general
relativity coupled to scalars is a non-renormalizable theory. Also its coupling
to fermions as well as Abelian or non-Abelian gauge fields results in non-
renormalizable field theories, as has been established by Deser, van Nieuwen-
huizen et al. [13] [14], 15].

In the class of renormalizable quantum field theories, low energy physics is
perfectly shielded from the arbitrary high energies of the quantum fluctuations
because these high-energy effects only occur in the renormalization of a small
number of parameters. However, also non-renormalizable theories can be renor-
malized at each loop order and reliable predictions can be made, if they are
treated in the general enough framework of effective field theories [16 [17].

In this context it has been shown by Ebert, Plefka, and Rodigast that Ein-
stein Yang-Mills theory can be renormalized at one-loop order by adding the
dimension six counterterm daTr{(D,F"")?} to the original Lagrangian [18} [19].
This is exactly the Lee-Wick term for gauge fields and it arises the in-
teresting question wether the Lee-Wick terms of scalars and fermions are also
related to gravitational counterterms.

In 2006 Robinson and Wilczek [20] initiated an intriguing discussion on
the influence of gravity on the running of gauge couplings, calculated in the
framework of effective field theories. However, Pietrykowsky proved [21] that the
background field method they used yields gauge dependent results. Using the
gauge invariant and gauge condition independent Vilkovisky-DeWitt effective
action, Toms [22] showed that there is no gravitational contribution to the
running of gauge couplings. This result has been confirmed by diagrammatic
calculations of Ebert, Plefka, and Rodigast in [18] [19] 23].

Nevertheless, there might be gravitational corrections to the running of the
coupling in other theories. Since they are part of the standard model, natural
candidates are the Yukawa and ¢? interactions. As we will see, their investiga-
tion yields astonishing results.




OUTLINE

Outline

This thesis is organized as follows: In Chapter [2] we present a diagrammatic
calculation of the § function of Lee-Wick gauge theory. First we introduce Lee
-Wick gauge theory by investigating some of its classical properties. We review
the path integral quantization of gauge theories to verify the use of a special
gauge fixing term and prove the gauge invariance of the wave function renor-
malization by power counting. For later use we investigate the shift invariance
of cut-off integrals and state some general formulas used in dimensional regu-
larization. We compute the divergent parts of the diagrams for the proper two-
and three-point function and use them to determine the one-loop § function.
We conclude this chapter by performing the limit to Yang-Mills theory, thus
obtaining the well known Yang-Mills § function.

In Chapter [3] we apply the background field method to determine the 3
function of Lee-Wick gauge theory. We give a short review of the method and
first apply it to Yang-Mills Theory. Then we use two different gauge fixing terms
to reproduce the result of Chapter

Chapter (] is devoted to the one-loop counterterms in Einstein Yang-Mills
theory and their relation to the Lee-Wick standard model. We begin with the
quantization of general relativity and its treatment as an effective field the-
ory. Before showing explicitly that the dimension six counterterm in the gauge
sector is given by the higher-derivative term of Lee-Wick gauge theory, we estab-
lish relations between the gravitational contributions to the various Z factors.
We review the coupling of spinors to gravity using the vielbein formalism and
determine the fermionic higher-derivative counterterm by computing the ap-
propriate Feynman diagrams. We complete the chapter by showing that there
is no higher-derivative counterterm involving scalars.

In Chapter [5| we investigate the gravitational contributions to the Yukawa
and the p? coupling. Beginning with Yukawa theory we determine the wave-
function and vertex renormalization by computing all the contributing proper
diagrams. We derive an expression for the one-loop § function and integrate it.
We compare the thus obtained running coupling to the result in the absence of
gravity and carry through the same analysis for ¢* theory.

We summarize our results in Chapter [6] and give an outlook.

The Feynman rules of Yang-Mills theory can be found in Appendix [A] and
in Appendix [B] we give a list of cut-off integrals including their derivation.




Chapter 1: INTRODUCTION




Lee-Wick

Part 1 Gauge Theory

We are going to investigate Yang-Mills theory with the higher covariant
derivative term do (D, F'**)?. This generalization of ordinary Yang-Mills
theory is called Lee-Wick gauge theory. Of special interest is the one-
loop renormalization of this super-renormalizable theory and in partic-
ular the modification of the § function of the coupling g.






Chapter 2

Diagrammatic Approach

Lee-Wick gauge theory is a special higher-derivative gauge theory. The most
general gauge invariant dimension six term is given by dy tr{F", F" F",} +
da tr{(D,F"*)?} but only Lee-Wick gauge theory has an equivalent formulation
in which all operators are of dimension four or less and fulfills the constraints
of perturbative unitarity [24].

In this chapter we will, beside a modification of the gauge fixing term, use
the conventional Feynman diagram technique to renormalize the theory at one-
loop order.

2.1 Classical Equations of Motion

Before tackling the quantum theory, it is worth to have a short look at the
classical theory. The action of Lee-Wick gauge theory is given by

S= [d*a L= [d*z tr{-3(F")? + do(D,F")*} . (2.1)
The equations of motion are
S
— =0 2.2
L (2.2)

and can be easily derived by starting from
OFM = DM§AY — DV§AH
6D, F" = D*§A” — D, D"§ A" — ig[0A,,, F*| (2.3)
= D*§A” — D" D, 0 A" + 2ig[F" 5 A,
which immediately yields
tr{6F},} = 2tr{F,, 6 F"} = 4tr{F),, D" A"} = —4tx{(D,F")5A,} + t.d.

(2.4)
as well as

tr{6(D, FM)*}
= 2tr{D,F" (D*5A, — D,D,0 AP + 2ig[F,,, 6 A"])}
= 2tr{(D*D,F" — D"D,D, F" + 2ig[D, F"*, F" ])§A,} + t.d.
= 2tr{(D*D,F" — 4D [F,,, F""] + 2ig[D,F"*, F" |)§ A, } + t.d.
= 2tr{(D*D, F" + 2ig[ D, F**, F¥ )6 A, } + t.d.

(2.5)
Hence the classical equations of motion are therefore given by
55 v . v
A= (1+ doD*) D, F* — 2igdy[F”,, D, F*7] = 0 (2.6)
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This is a fourth order partial differential equation which reveals the fact that
the gauge field in Lee-Wick gauge theory contains two degrees of freedom. In-
terestingly every solution to the ordinary Yang-Mills (YM) equations of motion
is also a solution to this equation which also follows directly from because
the Lee-Wick term is the square of the YM equations of motion.

2.2 Degrees of Freedom

To make the two degrees of freedom of Lee-Wick gauge theory manifest we show
how to obtain an equivalent formulation of the theory containing only dimension
four operators. As has also been done in [4], we remove the higher-derivative
term by introducing the auxiliary field A:

L=tr{—3F2, — LA?+2F"D,A,} . (2.7)

At this intermediate step Ais a non-dynamical field in the adjoint representa-
tion. Integrating it out or inserting its algebraic equations of motion which are
nothing but a constraint

— = —*,;{V - DHFMV =0 (28)

gives the original Lagrangian. Now one translates the gauge field A by A ie.
A — A+ A tomake A a dynamical field and arrives at the new Lagrangian

L(A, A) = tr{ = §(Fu + DA, — D, A, — ig[A,, A,))% — LA
+2(Fu + DA, — D, A, — ig[A,, A,))(D"A” — ig| A", A7)}
=tr{ — 1F2, + 3(D,A, — D, A,)?
— dig[A,, A,|DF A" — 3P4, A2 —ig[A,, A, FH — LA%)
(2.9)

The mixing terms tr{F, WD“E”} exactly cancel. Obviously now A is a massless

gauge field and A is a field in the adjoint representation of mass 1/v/dy. The
classical equations of motion for the fields are

05

0= 5 = Dul™ +igld,, D" A" = D" A¥) + 29[ Ay, [A¥, A7)) 4 ig D, A", A"
(2.10)
and
5S - o A DR i
0= == - D,(D"A"—~D"A") +2ig|A,, D"A” - "4+ (211)

+3¢°[Ay, [AF, A]] +ig[A,, F*] - LA

The equations of motion are quite complicated, but at least they are of second
order as we are used to. The more important observation is that the kinetic term
of the massive field A has the wrong sign. On the classical level this indicates a

8
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instability of the theory. In the quantum theory wrong sign kinetic terms lead
to negative norm states in the Hilbert space which results in problems with the
unitarity of the theory. This and also the potential violations of causality have
been extensively investigated in [5], [6], [25] and recently in [26] and will be no
topic of this thesis.

Note that there is one subtlety in this derivation. In general one could have
added the complete square _é(Au + dyD"F,,,)? to the Lee-Wick Lagrangian
in order to remove the higher-derivative term. Shifting the gauge field A —
A+ A afterwards we end up with the Lagrangian £(A, :I:g) of equation (22.9).
In this sense the two particle formulation is not unique because A — —A is no

symmetry of (2.9).

2.3 Quantization

To verify a special choice of gauge fixing term we will now go through the steps
of the path integral quantization of gauge theories. Starting point is a action
L(A) which is invariant under gauge transformations

A= A" =UAU! - LauU ™! with U=e". (2.12)

Consider the functional integral

/DAexp [z /d%:ﬁ(A)} . (2.13)

To avoid the overcount of gauge equivalent configurations one has to apply
a gauge fixing condition G(A) = w. Following Faddeev and Popov [27] this
constraint can be introduced by inserting the identity

1=A(A) /DU(S(G(A“) —w) . (2.14)
Here DU is the invariant measure of the gauge group. For arbitrary Uy it fulfills:
D(UUy) =D(UyU) =DU . (2.15)

Obviously the functional A(A) is gauge invariant.

/ DA / DUA(A)S(G(AY) — w) exp [z /d%ﬁ(A)} (2.16)

Making the change of variables A — A~ the Jacobian of which is one and
exploiting gauge invariance we arrive at

< / DU> / DAA(A)S(G(A) — w) exp [z /d%ﬁ(A)] . (2.17)

Now the group volume has factored out and is just a normalization factor which
cancels in the computations of correlation functions. On the surface G(A) = w
the solution to G(A") = w is U = 1 and the functional A(A) is given by

SG(A)

A(A)|gay=w = det (M) with M = 5

(2.18)

u=0
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To get rid of the arbitrary field w we can integrate over it with an in principle
arbitrary weight. One choice could be

exp [—z’ /d%; tr{ L f(82)w}] . (2.19)

Performing the integration over w we arrive at
/ DAdet (M) exp [z / d'z(L(A) — tr{1G(A) f(az)G(A)})} : (2.20)
Introducing ghost fields c, ¢ this can be written as
/ DADEDEexp [2 /d4x (L(A) — tr{1G(A) f(0*)G(A) + 2¢ ,/\/lc})] . (2.21)

A convenient choice of gauge fixing condition is

G(A)=0-A = M=39-D. (2.22)

Absorbing the factor g~! into the normalization of the ghost fields we end up

with the gauge fixed Lagrangian
Lgp = tr{—(F")? + do(D,F")* — 19-A f(0%) 0- A+ 2¢(—0-D)c} . (2.23)

The quadratic part of the action is given by

Jatotle =5 fatoas [+ 0@ - 0401) + L7000 5L

=AM (2.24)
or equivalently in momentum space
= 1/d4kA“(k:) (1 — dok?)(KFE” — K*nh™) (2.25)
VA 2 g ‘

— ;f(—kQ)kﬂk”] 6% A (—k) .

The propagator is the inverse of the fluctuation operator A’} and thus defined
by the equation

[(1 + d20?) (0% — 9"0”) + éf((‘ﬁ)@“f)”] D,“,g(a: —y) = iéﬁé“%(x - 9)
or [(1—dok®) (K"K — K*n) — 2 f(—=k?)k"E"] DEb(K) = i666% . (2.26)
The propagator can be easily obtained by plugging the ansatz
D (k) = A + BOP )k, (2.27)

into the above equation:

k. k —1 iak, k
D (k) = §ab , — kY _ i 2.2
() K” = > P=dk?) W (=) (2.28)

10
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A convenient choice of the arbitrary function f is f(—k?) = 1 — dok?

k. k —i
Dab _ sab L — 1— vy 2.9
= p,u(k) 0 <77ﬂ ( a) kQ > k2(1 . d2k2) ( 9)

because with this choice the UV behavior of the propagator is k4.
If one quantizes the theory in the two field formulation and fixes the gauge
in the usual way by adding the term é(@ - A)?) the propagators are

—q pupV>

D — g g 9.30
y (n (1-a)s (2.30)

- i

DW= ————= (0" — dap''p”) (2.31)
p2 - dz !

It is clear that the two field formulation should yield the same results [28] but
the higher-derivative formulation with the special choice of gauge fixing term
provides the easiest calculation which will become clear in what follows.

2.4 Power Counting

As stated above the Lee-Wick gauge theory is a super-renormalizable theory.
This can be seen by power counting. Let N4, N, denote the number of internal
gauge and ghost lines, V,, the number of n gauge field vertices and V, the number
of ghost vertices in a given diagram, then the superficial degree of divergence
of a diagram is given by:

6
w=A4L— 4Ny — 2N+ Y (6 —n)V, + Ve (2.32)
n=3
The number of loops is given by
6
L=Ng+Ne—=> Vo=Vet1. (2.33)
n=3

The number of external particles is given by

6
Epr=) nV,+V.—2Ny, E,=2V.—2N,. (2.34)

n=3

This gives the superficial degree of divergence
w=6—2L— Eq—2E, . (2.35)

For ordinary Yang-Mills theory one obtains by a similar calculation the degree
of divergence
Wy = 4_EC_EA . (2.36)

From this expression it is obvious that the Lee-Wick gauge theory is super-
renormalizable. The highest divergence is a potential quadratic divergence in the

11
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gauge field 2-point function which is ruled out by the Slavnov-Taylor identity.
At two-loop only the gauge field 2-point function diverges. All diagrams with
external ghost fields or more than two loops converge. The only candidate for a
divergence in a diagram with external ghost fields is the ghost 2-point function
with w = 0 at one-loop. But since one derivative of the vertices acts on an
external leg the diagram is finite. As a consequence the counterterms are gauge
independent in the minimal subtraction scheme and it is sufficient to calculate
the wave function renormalization to determine the ( function. This can be
seen as follows:

No matter which vertex we take to define the bare coupling, the Slavnov-
Taylor identities [29], [30] or for example [2], tell us that the result has to be
the same:

I =7.,.217,

D=

_3 1
Zy =L = 7.2, =2 2 (2.37)

g

This can be brought into the more familiar form

kS

Za  Zp Zea
=4 _ . 2.38
Zy  Za  Ze (2:38)

From powercounting we know that Z,,., = Z. = 1, what can also be found in
[31], and we get
Ly=Zu3 =22, (2.39)

Hence the wavefunction renormalization is gauge independent and related to
the gauge coupling renormalization as well as to the renormalization of ds:

Zy =172, Zay = 7} . (2.40)

D=

All these properties are consequences of the higher derivatives in the La-
grangian and the choice of gauge fixing term which ensures the k=% UV behavior
of the propagator. As a direct consequence all one has to calculate is Z, and it
is in contrast to the case of ordinary Yang-Mills theory no advantage to use the
background field method. If one takes the limit do — 0 only holds and
the background field method has the advantage that Z, is gauge independent.

2.5 Derivation of the Feynman Rules

In what follows we split all the vertices in their ordinary Yang-Mills part which
is represented in Feynman graphs by dots and the higher-derivative part repre-
sented by circles. Sticking to this convention it is clear that it will increase the
number of diagrams. However, not all of these diagrams are divergent and sim-
ple power counting tells which can be thrown away. The diagrams contributing
to the proper two-point and three-point function are listed in figure and

To calculate the one-loop diagrams we need to determine the new Feynman
rules corresponding to the higher-derivative term:

1 1
tr{(D,F"*)?} = §(DHF“p)“(DuF“p)“ — 5(8“F§V +g f“bcAb“F§V)2 (2.41)

12



2.5 DERIVATION OF THE FEYNMAN RULES

FelulaTutien

Figure 2.1: One-loop diagrams for the proper two-point function.

Figure 2.2: One-loop diagrams for the proper three gauge filed vertex not only
differing by a permutation of outer legs.

We derive the Feynman rules in momentum space and begin with the quadratic
part of the Lee-Wick term which in this calculation is involved in the propagator,
but the corresponding Feynman rules will be necessary to determine the one-
loop counterterms of Einstein Yang-Mills theory in Section

i / d*z dy tr{(D,F")?}| 42 = % / d'z dy (87 A% — 949, A%)>?

L0 g prg? - ) s A~
=3 | @y 2T~ )AL @) A (g

Both possible contractions with two external gauge particles give the same
contribution. And we obtain

MM(/I\AOV\MV = idodC P (" ¢? — ¢*q") . (2.42)

Let us go on with the three gauge field vertex. The three gauge field part of the
Lee-Wick term is given by

i / d*x da tr{(D,F")?}| 43
= igdy f**° / d'z (02 AL — 010, A%) (0" ALAY + AW (9, A% — 0" AS))
d4p d4q 4
_/(277)4 /(277)4 /d k 6(p+q+k)x
X gda f*[p* 6% —ppal[(2k + @)V 0 =" q*) A5, (p) AL (q) AG (k)

4
N /(ng))zt /(;1754 /d4k Sp+a+k)VE" ™ (0.0, K ALP) A (@) A5 (k)
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Chapter 2: DIAGRAMMATIC APPROACH

From this expression one can easily read off the three gauge field vertex. One
of the 3! = 6 contraction gives

VP 2 (p,q k) = dag I (¢"p* — P'pa) + (2k + @) (0"p” — n"*p?)]

and we have to sum up all them. Doing so we obtain the result

¢ p
k
» ¢ = dag f°[ + " {p”(2pq + pk + 3qk) — ¢”(2pq + gk + 3pk)}
a - + 0" {k" (2pk + kq + 3pq) — p"(2pk + pq + 3¢k)}
’ + n"?{q" (2kq + pq + 3pk) — k" (2kq + pk + 3pq)}

—2(k"E"(p — @)” + p"p’(q — )" + ¢"¢"(k — p)¥)
— 3(pPgtk” — pvqpku)] . (2.43)

Next is the four gauge field vertex and therefore the four gauge field part of the
Lee-Wick term:

i /d%; dy tr{(D,F"™)?}| .
= igPdy f° fo / d*z[(9° AL — 09, AG) AD A+ A%

1
+ 5(6”AZA§ + A9, AL — 9, AL)) (01 AL AY + A0, AT — 0¥ A%)))]

a4 diq [ A% 1
=i [ [ [y 41 60 pgP ™ 1 2= e

i=1
+ 3[(20 + p)" 55— 0" qa] [(2L + k)P0 = 01} AT (p) AL () A (R) AG (L) -

~

One contraction gives
o abed i v,
Vi 0y, by 1) = =g da [ 2" (" p*— p'p7)
+(2q+p)! [(20+k)P 07 —n? ] =" [(21+k) " =07 ql]}

and the vertex is given by the sum of all 4!=24 possible contractions:

=) [V S (g ps, iy 1) (2.44)
i7j7k7l

This is a rather formal expression but by far more illuminating than the at least
one page long explicit expression.
The last vertex we need is the five gauge field vertex. The five gauge field
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2.6 REGULARIZATION

part of the Lee-Wick term is

i/d4:c da tr{(D,F")?} 45

— Z/d4$ fabmfmcnfndE(auAZAbV + Aau(aMAbV _ 6VAZ))ACMAZAIG,

i=1 z;l
% fabmfmcnfndenuslm[(p1+2p2)ulnusuz M1u2 HAM pz
_V5ull/po’y abcde
g

The formal expression for the five gluon vertex is given by

ijklm Hilbj Lk b m GG 5QK 01 Qm
= > [ ’ (pis Dj» Dh> D1 Pm) -

i,5,k,l,m
(2.45)
Again we do not give the explicit expression because it is to long. Obviously
there is also a six gauge field vertex, but since it is not necessary to determine
the one-loop renormalization of Lee-Wick gauge theory we do not derive it.

2.6 Regularization

Appart from some exceptions one is usually faced with divergent momentum
integrals appearing in the perturbation expansion. Fortunately this is not an
obstacle in extracting meanigfull quantities out of a quantum field theory. In
order to get rid of these infinities we have, as an intermediate step, to introduce
a regulator which renders the integrals finite and parametrizes its divergent
parts. Now we absorb the divergences into a renormalization of the parameters
of our theory and if done properly we can calculate physical quantities which
are independent of the regularization prescription used.

2.6.1 Cut-Off Regularization

The simplest regularization is just to cut off the integral at some large but
finite momentum A. The domain of integration is obviously a Lorentz invariant
subspace, hence cut-off regularization preserves Lorentz invariance. However it
is well known that it breaks gauge invariance and will therefore be of minor
importance here and in Chapter [3] Nevertheless, since we will be interested
in polynomial divergences in Part |H| we point out some properties of cut-off
regularization which will become important there.

Shift Invariance of Logarithmic Divergences

Beside its non-gauge-invariance there is an additional drawback of cut-off regu-
larization. If the leading divergence of an integral is more than quadratic even

15



Chapter 2: DIAGRAMMATIC APPROACH

its divergent part is not invariant under a shift of the loop momentum. Only
lagarithmic divergent integrals yield shift invariant results.

In the following proof of the statement above all momenta are Euclidean.
Let f(k) be an arbitrary function which may depend on further momenta or be
tensor valued and By(q) := {k | (k — q)> < A?}, BA(0) = Bx. We can give the
estimate

Jawsw = [ atk p-g)

Ba Ba(q) =A
= [atk s+ [ akse-a - [ d s
Ba Ba(9)\Ba Ba\Ba(q)
S Al s |f(k—q)l [ e e
[BA (@)\BAJU[BA\BA (9)]

[BA(D\BAJU[BA\B ()]

The easiest way to calculate the volume, is to calculate it indirectly:

Vol(Ba(q) \ Ba) + Vol(Ba \ Ba(q)) = 2Vol(Ba(q) \ Ba)

— 2(Vol(By) — Vol(Bx(g) 1 By)) . T

and to use cylinder coordinates around the direction of ¢ to calculate the volume
VOl(BA(q) N BA):

/d‘*k: / dz r?sin(6)drdfde

BA(q)ﬁBA BA(q)ﬁBA
lal/2 A%—(z—lq|)? A VAZ—;2
=4r / dz / r?dr + 47 / dz / r2dr
—A+|q| 0 lal/2 0
A
= 8% dz(A? — 22)%
lal/2
a8 et (J2) o (sl 1 (1al)? %
=ghA-m arcsin (ﬁ>+ gf—ﬁ(f> 1-— (2—) .

And consequently
2Vol(Ba(q) \ By) = 2w A*

wesin () + (2"1’ ~ 1 (“1')3) 1- (W]

81 T _
= glq!A3 - gl(JISA +0(lgPA™) .

This gives the indeed rough estimate

8w
Al < sup [f(k=a)l 5 lalA” . (2.48)

[BA(@)\BAJUIBA\B} (9)]
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2.6 REGULARIZATION

Nevertheless this suffices for our purpose. For a logarithmic divergent Integral
sup|f(k—q)| is of order A=*. Therefore the fault one makes by neglecting the
shift of the domain of integration is at most of order |g|A~1.

In d dimensions it looks quite similar. We only do calculations in four di-
mensions here, but with regard to extradimensional scenarios it is interesting
to study the d dimensional case as well. In d dimensions we have

5 251 LG A VR
2 2
/ Ak = F?d—l) / dz r"2dr = F?d—l) /dz / " 2dr
Ba(9)NBa ' Ba(9)nBa * lgls2 0
5 d—1 A i1 o d—1 3
T 2 d—1 T2
= (@i /dz(A2z2) 2 = (@i A? / dpcos?
(%) (“55)
|Q‘/2 arcsm‘—(ﬁ

Taylor expanding the remaining integral gives

jus

2 3
dy, a,_ld d=1(ld la)°
/ d¢ cos (p—/dgocosgo 2A+ G (2A +0 (A> )

in lal 0
arcsin 2A

vl

Integration by parts yields the recursion formula

s

3

d—1
/dgpcosdgo: d/dcpcosd_Qcp,
0

which is solved by

; LISRP d
/d(pcosdw— H T ok /dapcos - [5] ©
s k=0

- (5) o ik
_ (myelele TR TG - [5]+ D
Bt M+ DT [4]+ )
T F(dgl)
2 T(d+1)

This must have been the result because in the limit |¢| — 0 we have to get the

volume of the d dimensional ball. Therefore we arrive at the estimate
d—1

2 2
UELEP

Al < sup |f(k—q)| ==
[BA(O\BAIUBA\BA (@)] I'(42)

The result for d = 4 is reproduced and obviously also in d dimensions the
logarithmic divergences are shift invariant. If we have an integral of divergence
index w, then the fault is at most of order |¢|A“~!, independent of the dimension.
A list of cut-off integrals and their derivation can be found in Appendix
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Chapter 2: DIAGRAMMATIC APPROACH

2.6.2 Dimensional Regularilzation

In contrast to other regularization schemes as for example cut-off regulariza-
tion, dimensional regularization [32] has no meaning outside perturbation the-
ory. However it is the regularization which leads to the simplest perturbative
calculations.

In dimensional regularization one analytically continues the Feynman di-
agrams to an arbitrary value of the spacetime dimension d = 4 — e. After
subtracting the poles at d = 4 which correspond to logarithmic divergences one
can send € to zero and obtains finite Green functions.

Beside the calculational advantages dimensional regularization has the use-
full property that it respects all properties of a theory which are not sensitive to
the number of spacetime dimensions, e.g. gauge invariance. The only drawback
with respect to the calculations in this theses is that dimensional regularization
provides no straightforward way to determine polynomial divergences.

We will now gather some formulas, frequently used in our calculation. Start-
ing from the simple expression

1 n %
m = / d"s exp <— Z SZAfL) (249)

R)™ =1
we can make the change of variables

n—1
s; = rx; with xnzl—in and z; €10,1], reR,, (2.50)
i=1

whose Jacobian is equal to 7™, to end up with
1 (n—1)!

Ay A, / 4291 = 3 5~y - (2.51)
[0,1]™

By repeated differentiation of (2.51)) one obtains the more general formula

1 [Tz ™" TCm)
_ n 1— . 1 2.52
ATTAT2 AR / e ol ZxZ)[inAi]Zmi [1T(ma) (252
[0’1]'”

which can be used to combine denominators in Feynman integrals. After shifting
the loop momentum to complete the square in the denominator, dropping all
odd terms and making the symmetry replacements

uv
/ dp FAp'p” = T [d%p f(p*)p?

dd 2\ oy P 0 — uv, po WP Vo Ho , Vp dd 2\,.4
/pf(p)pppp 7d(d+2)(n n’7 + 0" + 0 )/ p f(0")p

all integrals have the form:

d? 12n
ey (259
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2.7 ONE-LOOP DIVERGENCES

and can be solved by Wick rotating to Euclidean momenta

/ ddi 12n _ i (_1)n+m /2 /yd/2+n1dy
e -y @ )] Ay

Substituting z = erAA gives

1

1 )Aner/Q m/dZ med/anZd/2+n71 )

r(g

— W(_l)nJﬂn

The remaining integral is nothing but the Euler beta function, which can be
written more conveniently as a combination of Gamma functions. To see this,

consider
o0 o0

= /ds dt s% Ly~ Le=(s+1)
0

and make the change of variables s = rz, ¢ = r(1 — z). One immediately obtains
the well known result

o

1
@I
O/dzz (1 ) Tty

Putting everything together we end up with the master formula in dimensional
regularization:

49 12n i o L (M— d—n)F(d—i—n) . .
/(27r)d RN (47‘r)d/2(_1) ’ ?g) (m)2 AMFd2=m - (9.54)

2.7 One-Loop Divergences

Now let us determine the one-loop renormalization of Lee-Wick gauge theory.
The divergent parts of the diagrams of figure [2.1] are

_ i 2 abg 77“” 3
V\{}V\, = 153 Cag"” [ 0 <6+ 2a)>] (2.55)
1.“({:3».

i 2 ab“ n 3

- 1242 2.

; et T (124 50 256)
46 11 40
;w 2 - PSS 7N 2

1 i a2 [ (93
2 = 690 {dQ (4 T3 )] (2.57)
1’\4\@\4\- ¢ 2 5ab N (33,3
— = ab— - - - 2
2 167202970 e[ & \1 T (2:58)

33 11
— g <4 + 4a) +q"q¢” (6 + 2a)}
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Chapter 2: DIAGRAMMATIC APPROACH

: . 1 b2 1
— C 26 pwr 2~ w v

= 2.59
- 6 (2.59)
Here the constant Cy denotes the Casimir operator of the adjoint representation
of the gauge group.

TUTY = Cy & i foedi flb = Cy5% = tr{T4 T2} (2.60)

In the case of SU(N) it is for example given by Cy = N.
Summation of all the diagrams yields

q 1 ab 2 ” o 43
a,,ub,y = 1671292026 bz (77“ @ —q'q ) 5 (2.61)

All terms proportional to d5 L cancel due to the Slavnov-Taylor identity for the
two-point function. There is no renormalization of the longitudinal part. From
Section we know that we could stop here because the divergent part of the
proper two-point function is gauge independent and completely determines the
one-loop renormalization of the theory. The two requirements of transversality
and independence of « are obviously fulfilled by in contrast to the in-
dividual diagrams. Nevertheless we will also determine the proper three gauge
field vertex to cross check the calculation. For the divergent diagrams we obtain

A—\\ 'H’é\ ’flﬁ\—\ %ﬁ fabc (7 - S4j) [nlil’(pp - qp) + ]
(2.62)

zlcgizf“b" (44 Fa) "0 —¢") + ]
(2.63)
- 106273210““ (% +%Fo) "™ — ") + -]
(2.64)
2 A W & €29 pane? (—1> " —q") + .. -
e e, l6m2) e\ 24
B 065

All other diagrams are finite by powercounting. To obtain these results we made
use of

i flamg pmbng pret — e { TUTY TS} = i f 2 o {TE T} + tr{ T T TS }

. (2.66)
— %C2fabc
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2.8 THE 3 FUNCTION

Summation of all diagrams yields the divergent part of the proper three
gauge field vertex.

¢ p
k
029 ab02 43 v p P wp (L y ol i u
pq = Ton2! ( 6>[77 (PP —q°) + 0" (K =p") + 0" (¢" —kM)]
@ b,v (2.67)

As expected this agrees perfectly with the result for the proper two-point func-
tion.

Since it provides an additional check, we also performed the calculation
using cut-off regularization and obtained

i 2 ab 5 2 2 v 2 43 A2
= s —N A — 12 _ M In —
16727 2 [2’7“( W)+ (1 qq)6nu2

(2.68)

A% [ 43
O L T O S IS
T6m 2f Cog® nz T [ (Pp — qp) + -] (2.69)

Because of the non gauge invariance of the cut-off regularization the quadratic
divergences of the proper gauge field two-point function do not cancel, similar
to ordinary Yang-Mills theory. This is a crucial point. We have to neglect the
quadratic divergence because it leads to a mass counterterm which contradicts
gauge invariance. In Part [[If we are faced with quadratic divergences which
cannot be ruled out by any symmetry of the theory and hence cannot be thrown
away.

2.8 The 3 Function

2.8.1 Lee-Wick Gauge Theory

In the minimal subtraction scheme the counterterm corresponding to the diver-
gences we have found is

6Ly = Dtr{-3F.,} (2.70)

and the wave function renormalization factor, compare (2.61)) and (2.67)), has
been determined to be

g°Cy 432

Za—1=Z,3—-1= . 2.71
4 A? 1672 6 € (2.71)
The bare coupling gg is defined by
_ _ —-1/2
go = gu> 22, = gu> 22\ | (2.72)
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Chapter 2: DIAGRAMMATIC APPROACH

Differentiation with respect to the renormalization scale yields

0
0=(2- %l)ng + ﬁ@ (ng) . (2.73)

Therefore the 8 function is given by

-1
ﬁ:u(ig: —(2-9) <C{Hn(,§‘gz~")) =—(2—

NI

oln(gz; ")\
)<ag) . (2.74)

Expanding this result in powers of ¢ and removing the regulator gives the one-
loop B function
o 9302 43
="T6r6
This result is independent of do and different from the well known —%1 for
Yang-Mills theory. As the minus sign indicates, Lee-Wick gauge theory is also
asymptotically free. However, we see that the coupling constant runs approxi-
mately twice as fast as in Yang-Mills theory, which one also could have guessed
because of the two particles corresponding to the Lee-Wick gauge field. The
fact that we got only approximately a factor of two has to be addressed to the
interactions between the two particles in Lee-Wick gauge theory.

As we figured out after completing the calculation of the 8 function ,
the one-loop ( function of higher-derivative gauge theories has already been
investigated in [28] and [33], using the background field method. In order to
compare with these existing results, we also determined the (§ function in the
case of a general dimension six term dg tr{(D*F,, )% + figF“VF”pF”M}. We just
state our results:

1 Gy 2 w2 (185 11 9 ,
z“‘{}w— r20 | ap T\ Gy TRt

(2.75)

—q"q” (769 + 200 — 9€ + 252)] (2.76)
1 N\Q\’» = iCag” ab? Ui w2 33 1
2 BT 2 A A B AR

+q"q¢" (6 + 2a)] . (2.77)

Here we did not split the vertices into the dimension four and dimension six part
and the shaded circles denote the full vertices. From the sum of both diagrams
we obtain

2 3
1906243 . 90 __gG (8, 90
Za 1_167r26< %+ gt = 0= e e %)

(2.78)

We note that this expression agrees with the recently obtained result of Grin-
stein and O’Connell [28], but differs from the 8 function found by Fradkin and
Tseytlin in appendix C of [33].
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2.8 THE 3 FUNCTION

Figure 2.3: One-loop diagrams for the proper ghost two-point function and the
vertex.

2.8.2 The Limit to Yang-Mills Theory

As the result is apparently independent of do it seem interesting to per-
form the limit ds — 0. In order to do this one has to include the divergences
which arise in this limit into the counterterms. The 8 function obtained in this
way is of course the well known Yang-Mills § function because i — 00 is noth-
ing but a gauge invariant regulator. However, it is not sufficient to make all
diagrams finite and has to to be complemented by a second invariant regulator
to render the remaining divergent one- and two-loop diagrams finite.

This time it is more convenient to compute the running of g at the ghost
vertex because there are less contributing diagrams and all of them have no poles
at d = 4. As we showed before, the contribution from dimensional regularization
to the Z factors is gauge independent. However, this is not the case for the In d5 !
contributions. Only Z, is gauge independent in the limit do — 0. We performed
the calculation for arbitrary « to make the gauge dependence explicit and to
see that only Z, is independent of it.

It is convenient to use the following parameterization of the gauge field
propagator:

ko k +
ab __ -cab nhy
o =0 (e = 00052 iy
2

L (2.79)

do

k. k dm
_ ssab o o i
=10 <77W (1—a) 12 )/(k:Q—m)Q'
0

In this way one can extract without difficulties the divergent parts of the Feyn-
man parameter integrals which remain after momentum integration. The inte-
grals over the mass square parameters in the gauge field propagators are all of
the form

/d m(z4+1)" or /d m(A+ a:m)"*1 In(A + xm) with n >0
xm
(2.80)

and easy to perform.

The diagrams for the proper ghost vertex and two-point function are listed
in figure and the diagrams for the proper gauge field two-point function
have already been listed in figure [2.1

Let us begin with the proper gauge field two-point function.
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For the individual diagrams we get

1 1 a 3 3\ Nw

3 Nuw 2
(12+ 2a> dy € (2.83)

!
+{as

2
3 d>;'\ 1 n
— (124 = In =2 M
(120 50) (o)
46 11
b KV 2
+{<3 +4a>77 q
4 -1
- (0 —|—2a> q“q”} (2 —lnd22)]
3 € 0

1 i o wl (333 \ w2
= - Cp0% | — Oq ) B = 2.84
2 16727 2 [ (4 +40‘> dy € (2:84)

1 i .
2’\’\{:}?“ = Jgr29 20"

N | =
Il

—

Q .

3

[\]

<
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2.8 THE 3 FUNCTION

Again all terms proportional to é cancel in the result due to the Slavnov-Taylor
identities and we obtain

q i9%C b 1 o [432 ay, dy!
a,;zb,u: Tt b (" — g )[66 — (5+ 5) 1n/j2] . (2.86)

If we use cut-off regularization instead of the dimensional regularization and
throw away the unphysical quadratic divergences we get

. 9 2 —1

q _ 190 b w2 o [43 AT 13« dy
cuM’\N‘\N b,v= 162 0 (77 q —q"q ) 5 In d2_1 + 5 3 In 2|
(2.87)

The divergent part of the one-loop contribution to the proper ghost two-point
function has been calculated to be

ST i o ap (@ 3\, dyt
. ey = 5 S A 2.88
L\J b= qgr 20 (4 4) o (2.88)

For the proper ghost vertex we get

q
Q-

3 -1
g°Cs abe, p 3 d2
= ——aln —=- 2.89
16727 4 ( g2 (2:89)
=0 (2.90)
R 3 -1
. . g 02 abe 1 d2
4 Pl —=aln—=-) . 291
AN IS (g (291)
K aYaVaV 3
v 2N
The above diagrams give
G p
3 -1
g°Co abc p « d2
= ——In—=-) . 2.92
q 167T2f ¢ ( g ! 12 (2.92)
R4 N
av. '.b

The divergences of these diagrams determine the one-loop contributions to the
folowing counterterms:

0Lz = (Zs — 1) tr{—=3(0,4, — 0,A,) (0" AY — 0¥ AW} (2.93)
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6Lee = (Z, — 1){—c"0%c"} (2.94)
0Lenc = (Zeae — 1){gf* A%0°) "} . (2.95)

The Z factors can be read off from the above results. In minimal subtraction
scheme one gets:

2 —1
g°Co (432 @ d,
Zy—1= —— - — ) In —=- 2.
4 167T2<66 <5+2)n,u2 (2.96)
2 -1
g 02 3 (0% d2
Ze—1= - —— | In—=- 2.
1672 <4 4) ne (2:97)
2 —1
g CQO[ d2
Lope —1=— —In—=-. 2.
cAc 16772 2 it ,LL2 ( 98)

These gauge dependent Z factors combine to the gauge independent coupling
constant renormalization

L1 G?Co (432 T dy!
Zo= 202 7,2 =1— =2 ln2% 2.99
g Tedete Ta 1672 \12¢ 4 12 (2.99)

or with cut-off regularization

G*Ch <43 A% 11 d2—1>

- i
6m2 \12 g7 T

Zg=1 (2.100)
It is interesting to notice that the dependence Z.,. ~ « is fixed by the observa-

tion that in Lorenz gauge
Zzacla=0 =1 (2.101)

to all orders. From the powercounting analysis[2.36] we know that the superficial
degree of divergence of the ghost-vector vertex is one. Because one derivative
acts on an external ghost leg the degree of divergence is zero. The transversality
of the gauge field propagator reduces the degree of divergence further and the
ghost-vector vertex is in fact finite in Lorenz gauge.

The bare coupling is defined as

_1
g0 = gu* 2y = gut 1?72, 2172, . (2.102)
Differentiating this equation with respect to the renormalization scale p gives

0 0
0=02-%92,+ <ﬁ ~ 2A2> 9Z, . (2.103)

Therefore the § function is given by

ﬁzucm:—@—g)(

_ o)
8111(929) ! 81nA2/u2'ng
42—
dp

— 7 (2.104)
dg (%ng

The first term in this expression is just the contribution to the § function from
dimensional regularization and the second term, which arises because of the
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explicit dependence of the Z factors on y through In(dy ! /1?), is the contribution
of the higher-derivative regulator. Taking the ordered limit ¢ — 0, do — 0 of
the expansion in powers of g one obtains the well known result

jen
1672 3

6= (2.105)

Note that we could have written this down without calculating anything.
What we have done by performing the limit do — 0 was nothing but a higher
covariant derivative regularization [31], supplemented by a dimensional regular-
ization. The result is also clear from the two particle formulation of Lee-Wick
gauge theory. If we send da to zero, or equivalently the mass d, 12 ¢ infinity,
the massive Lee-Wick field decouples according to the Appelquist-Carazzone
decoupling theorem [34].
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Chapter 3
Background Field Method

We will now apply the background field method to determine the 3 function
of the Lee-Wick gauge theory and of Yang-Mills theory. As stated at the be-
ginning of the previous chapter, in the case of Lee-Wick gauge theory this is
no advantage. In addition the background field calculation for Lee-Wick gauge
theory has already been done by Grinstein and O’Connell [28] with the same
result as in Chapter [2] Hence our motivation to redo the calculation is solely
educational.

3.1 The Formalism

At first let us briefly review the background field method following the lines of
[35]. The generating functional of correlation functions is defined by

2(J) = W) = /DQ det(9- D) exp {Z /d4x (£(Q) — 55(0-Q")* + J*- Q“)]

(3.1)
and the conventional effective action I' is the Legendre transform of the gener-
ating functional of connected Green’s functions W (.J).

rQ)=w(J) - /d4x J* - Q° (3.2)
where SW
Q= S7an - (3.3)

Note that we have chosen the gauge fixing condition G* = 9 - Q® and of course
one could also use another one without any impact on physical quantities.
I‘(@) is the generating functional of proper Green’s functions, hence its
derivatives with respect to ) give the one-particle-irreducible vertices. It there-
fore plays an essential role in the theory of renormalization.
Denoting by A the background field and by Q the quantum fluctuation we
define the background field generating functional

Z(J, A) = /DQ det(D - D) exp [z /d%; (L(A+Q) — (D - Q™) + - Qa)]
(3.4)
Here and throughout this chapter D, = 0, — igA, denotes the background
field covariant derivative and [)u = D, —igQ, is the covariant derivative cor-
responding to A + Q.
Note that the chosen gauge fixing condition is gauge covariant with respect
to the background field. We define the background effective action

L(Q,A) =W(J,A) — /d% JQ° (3.5)
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with

. . S0 OW
W(J,A)=—ilnZ(J, A) and Q) = 5}/1; : (3.6)

It is obvious that Z and W are invariant under a gauge transformation of the
background field

A= A" =UAU! - LaUuU ™! J—UJUu1 (3.7)

with the source transforming homogeneously. Consequently, the background
effective action has the property

T(UQU ', A" =T(Q, A) . (3.8)

What we found thereby is that f(O,A) is a gauge invariant functional of A.
f(O, A) is the gauge-invariant effective action which one computes in the back-
ground field method. Making the change of variables Q@ — @ — A in it
follows that W and W are related by

W, A) = W(J)— /d% Ja. A (3.9)

where W (J) is the conventional generating functional with the background field
dependent gauge fixing condition G = D*(Q, — A,). We also find

Q=0Q-A and [(Q,A) =T(Q + A), (3.10)
and thus obtain the desired relation
I'(0,A) =T(A). (3.11)

The gauge-invariant effective action is equal to the conventional effective action
evaluated in an unconventional A-dependent gauge.

To compute f(O7 A) we have to sum up all one-particle-irreducible diagrams
with A fields on external legs and @) and ghost fields inside loops.

In fact, if we are interested in the (G function, we only need to calculate
the proper diagrams with two external background fields, because as a direct
consequence of the gauge invariance of f(O,A) the divergences must have the
manifestly gauge invariant form

—5(Za— 1)t (F) (3.12)
which implies the relation
1
Zg=2," (3.13)

between the coupling constant and background field renormalization factors.
This is exactly the relation we obtained in Section [2.4 without the background
field method only by choosing an unconventional gauge fixing term.
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3.2 Yang-Mills Theory

Before we do the background field calculation for Lee-Wick gauge theory, let us
do the much simpler calculation for Yang-Mills theory to get familiar with the
method. This calculation can be found for example in [35] and [3].

The starting point is the Lagrangian

ﬁ(A, Q,c, C) = tr{_%(F,ul/ + D,qu/ - DuQu - ig[Qm Qu])2 - é(DuQM)Q}
+ ¢ [-D-D]%c | (3.14)

Its quadratic part in the quantum field is

Llge = tr{—3(DuQ, — D,Q,)* +igF,[Q", Q"] — 1(D,.Q")*}

3.15

= tr{Qu(D*n" = D"D" + S D"D")Qu + igFu[Q", Q"]} . 19

Because of [D,, D,| = —igF},, it is convenient to set & = 1 and further simplify
the above expression by using

DEDQ = [D*,[D", Q)] = [D, [D*, Q] —ig[F"", Q] . (3.16)

To keep the notation simple it is also convenient to make use of the fact that if
A, B and C are fields in the adjoint representation then the following equations
hold.

[A,B]a _ ifabcAbBc — Ab(ng)acBC _ ad(A)ach

tr{A[B,C]} = %Aa ad(B)“be (3.17)

In what follows we will stick to the convention B := ad(B)®.
Applying all this to equation (3.15]) we find

Llge = tr{Qu(D*n"™)Q. — 2igQu[F"", Q.]}
= —3Q4[-D*n" + 2igF* Q! (3.18)
= —3QuAL QL -
The quadratic term in ghost fields is simply
L]z = &[—(DH)cb . (3.19)

To one-loop order the effective action is given by
el = exp [z /d4x tr{—%FiV}] (det A)~V/2 det(—D?) . (3.20)

In order to compute the determinant of a gauge covariant operator A we expand
it in powers of A and exploit its gauge invariance. A, is of order n in the
background field.
Indet A = Tr{ln(Ao+ A1+ Aa+...)}
=1Indet Ag + Tr{In[l + A (A1 + Ay +...)]} (3.21)
=Indet Ag + Tr{A; Ao} — L TH{AF'A1AG AL} + ...
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We can drop det A because it is just an infinite constant.
In our case

Ag”(:c —y) = —62?7“”5(16 — ) (3.22)
and because of

—D? = —9? +ig(0" A, + A0") + g* A?

3.23
FH = 9rAY — 0¥ A — ig[AM, AY], (3.23)

A1 and As are given by

A (z—y) =ig[(0- A+ A- 9" +2((0"AY) — (0¥ A*))]6(z — y) (3.24)

d*k d*p
=g /(%)4 Ap(k) /(271')4 [(k + 2p)~n
+ 2(kHnP” — kvnpu)} e~ tkz—ip(z—y)

AL (z —y) = [ A*n™ + traceless]§(z — y) (3.25)
Ak [ diq [ dip
= g2 A (KA po v o —i(k+q)z—ip(z—y)
7 [y [y [ itetanr e

Here we dropped traceless terms because they do not contribute at one-loop
level.

Let us first calculate the ghost determinant. According to the two
contributions are

d*k dd m
Tr[(—82) "L gA?] = ¢2 / oyt Aub k)} p s (3.26)
and
1
— 5”[&"[{( 0*)Lig(0- A+ A-9)}? (3.27)
d*k 2p -l- k)*(2p + k)Y
== 7 AL
/ " 2 / *(p+k)?
d*k z' g°Cy 2
== A% (k)AL (—k)5™ (kP — Kk =
5 [ AR AL R ) |y 2
Therefore we get for the divergent part of the ghost determinant
1 [ d%% i g?Co2
Indet(—D?)| 42 = = A% (k)AL (—k)8 (kP — KMk =.
ndet(=D2) e = 5 [ AL AL () k% P Lk
(3.28)
In terms of diagrams the A? part of the ghost determinant is given by
- ¢
@e QD+ Qi (3.29)

and of course the sum of both diagrams yields the same result.

32



3.2 YANG-MILLS THEORY

Let us proceed with the calculation of det A. In the following expression the
trace over spacetime indices is already performed.

Tr[(32)’1(Al),w(@Q)’lAT“] (3.30)
4 d v 2, 0V _ L.uLY
_ - dk:tr{A }/ddep-i-k: H(2pr k)Y +8 (k2P — kP k)
WAL Pt )
— d*k a b ab (1.2, pv JIR% 19202 10 2
_ _/(2ﬂ)4Au(k)AV(—k)6 (k20 — kK [16# = ]

Consequently the divergent contribution of the determinant of A to the effective
action is given by

1 d*k 10 2
— —Indet Al 42 = = A% (k)AL (=)o (k2 — kHEY 20, —=
5 Indet Alye = 5 [ G AL AL (12 Fiog 02O
(3.31)
and the background field renormalization is
g?Cy 112
Z72=Z, =1+ 5" 32
4 1672 3 ¢’ (3.32)
leading to the Yang-Mills 8 function
3
g CQ 11
6= T (3.33)

While the gauge invariance of the background field effective action follows
directly from its definition, the gauge independence is not obvious. For example
Z 4 has to be independent of « if « is kept arbitrary throughout the calculation,
which is indeed the case. We have

A (z—y) =P (@ —y) = [ + 20"0"] b(z — y)

d4p 1 pupu —ip(z—y)
= fw= /(27r) (n“”_(l_a) = )6 ’

(3.34)

AP (z—y) =ig[(D- A+ A O — (9" AF + A"
+L(OPAY 4 AP + (9" AY) — (0" AM)]5(x — )

4 4
— 0 [gmsi ) [ (2w o2k

FP(k—pet L (o + ) ekl

(3.35)
Proceeding as in the case a = 1, we end up with the same result, which we
don’t give here again.
Beside the calculation presented above it is also possible to apply the usual
Feynman diagram technique.
The Feynman rules we need are

p o _iéab _ _ P;Lpu
Ay b ~"A~AAANALD, V= 7]?2 N — (1 — ) P (3.36)
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Goenenns —n p = (3.37)

= g™ WP (a = k)" + 0" (k= p+ 5a)" + 1" (p —q— 5k))

e (3.38)

= —gf™ (g + k)" (3.39)

q .k

b.' '.C
All these Feynman rules are straightforward to obtain from equation (3.14]). For
example one contraction of the one-background field two-quantum fields vertex
can be directly read off from expression (3.35]). Of course the results are the

same and independent of «:

i 2 10
@A{}W@ = 63 92025‘“’; (""q* = d"¢") 5 (3.40)
1
-

>~ Z 2 , ,
92 @N M'@ = 16,”292026(11)2 (77“ q2 _quq )

| = N | =

(3.41)

3.3 Lee-Wick Gauge Theory

After this short Yang-Mills theory warm-up to get familiar with the background
field method let us apply it to Lee-Wick gauge theory. We start with the La-
grangian

‘C(A7 Q7 ¢, C) = tI‘{ - %(F;w + DMQV - DI/QM - ig[Qm Qu])2 - é(DuQu)Q}
+ d2 (DMFMV + DN(DMQV - DVQ/L - ig[qu Qu])

—ig[Q", Flw + D,Qu — D,Q, — ig[Q, QVH)2
+ ¢ [-D-D]%c |

(3.42)
The quadratic part in the quantum field is
E’QQ = tr{ - %(D#QV - DVQ#)Q + ing,[Q”, Qy] B é(D#QM)z}
+dz tr{(D"(D,uQu — Dy Q) — iglQ", Fyu])
—2ig(D,F™)(D°[Qq, Qu] + [Q", DuQy — DuQu))}
= tr{Qu(D*n"” — D"D" + 1 D'D")Qy + igFu [Q", Q"]} (3.43)

+do tr{(D"(DpQy — DyQu))* — 2igQu[F", D*Q,]
+2igQu[F"*, D" DpQu] + g*QulF", [F*,, Q]
+2ig(D7 D, F*)[Qq, Q1]
+2igQu[(DpF*), D'Qy) — 2igQu[(DpF™), Dy QH]} .
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Again we set a = 1 for convenience and further simplify the above expression
by making use of [D,, D,] = —igF},,:
(D*’Qu—D"D,Q,)* = Qu(D*n" — D*D"D*)Q,
— Qu(D'D"D? — D’D"D"D,)Q,
= Qu(D*n" = D*D"D")Qy — igQuF™, D" D,Q,]
—igQu(+D[F", D,Qu] + [F*, D*Qy)) -
(3.44)
Plugging this into the previous equation we get
'C|Q2 = tr{Qu(D%Tuy)QV - QiQQu[F'uyv Qu]}
+do tr{Q,.(D*n" — D*D"D")Q,
+ g7 QulF™, [F*,, Q)] = 2igQ,[(D" D,F*),Q, ]
—i9Qu(3[F*", D" D,Qu] + D[F?, D,Q,] + 3[F", D*Q,))
+2igQu[(D, "), D'Q,] — 2igQu[(D,F*"), D,Q"]}
=~ JQU-D + 2ig PP Qh — % Qa[- D' + D*DY DM Q)
— LQ4[-g’F*F”, + 3igF*" D" D, + igD*F* D, + 3ig " D*
+2ig(D" Dy FP) + 2ig(DP Fyo ) (11" D7 — 1" DM)]*Q}
= — QAL Q)
(3.45)
The one-loop effective action is now given by

el — exp [2 /d“:vtr{—;FjV + do(D*F,,)2Y | (det A)~Y2det(—D?)  (3.46)

To calculate the determinant of A we will apply the usual Feynman diagram
technique. Both determinants are determinants of gauge covariant operators
and thus individually gauge invariant.

To determine the required Feynman rules we need the expansion in powers
of the background field of all the operators which A consists of. We have

AW = —(0% + o0 " + d20?010” + AV + ALY + AR + AR . (3.47)

Here A, is of order n in the background field. The appearing operators are

DY =0" —iglo*(0- A+ A-9)+(0- A+ A-0)d* (3.48)
—g*[(8- A+ A-0)* + (92A% + A%0%)] + O(A?)
D*DVDF = 9*9" " —ig[(0- A+ A - 0)d" " (3.49)

+ %0V A* + AV OM)]
—G*[(0- A+ A-0)(0VAF + AVOM)
+ %AV AP + A%970M] + O(A%)
(D*D,F?*) = 9"0,(0F A — 9 AP) (3.50)
—ig(O"[A,, FP'] + [AF, 0,F*"
+ 010, [AP, AV]) + O(A?)
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FIPEY = (OMAP — 0P AM)(0" A, — 9,A7) + O(A?) (3.51)
DFEP' D, = OM[(9P AY) — (9" AP)]D, (3.52)
— igAM[(9P A”) — (9" A?)]0,
— igd"[(9P AY) — (8V AP)| A, — igdF[AP, AY]0, + O(A?)

FPEDYD, = [(0° A*) — (9" AP)]0" 0, (3.53)
—ig[(0P AM) — (9" AP)](8V A, + AV D,) —ig[ AP, AM] + O(A3)
FrD? = [(0"AY) — (9" AM)])9? — ig[AH, A¥]9* (3.54)
—ig[(0"AY) — (0" AM|(D- A+ A-0) + O(A3)
(DPFpo )20 Dl = [(0° Ay) — (005 Ap)] (107 — 07 OF) (3.55)

—19(0°[Ap, Ag| + [A?, 0pAs — 05 Ap)) (707 — 07 0")
~ig[(0*Ag) — (0705 A,) (" A7 — 17 A) + O(A%) .

The propagator of the field @Q is given by
(D™Hh = —i6a(9” + a0 )" + id20ay0*O* 0"

Db — / d4p ab _i(n,uu — d2p,upu) e_ip(x_y) (3‘56)
" (2m)* p2(1 — dop?) '

Note that because the UV behavior of the propagator is only k2, the su-
perficial degree of divergence of the diagrams and is four, but as
we will see all the higher divergences cancel and they are only logarithmically
divergent.

To obtain the one and two background, two quantum fields vertices we need
Al and AQ.

AP (z—y) =g [ —i(0- A+ A0 + 2i((9"AY) — (8" AM)) (3.57)
+idon™ [0 - A+ A-0)+ (0- A+ A-0)0?
—ida[(0- A+ A- D)7 + 0P(0V A" + AVOM)]
+ 2idy 040, (0P A — O AP)] + 3ig[(0P AM) — (9 AP)]D” D,
+ ide 0" (0P AY) — (9" AP)]D, + 3ig[(9" A) — (0¥ AM)|D*
+20[(0%Ag) = (070, A (1 0 — 0" 0")|3(x — y)
4 4
=g / (;];Ap(k) / (;1;;4 [(k +2p)Pn 4 2Kt — KYnP) (3.58)
+da{ = ((p+ k)" +p°)(k + 2p) 0" + (k + 2p)p"p"
+ (p+k)2((k + p)' 0" + p'nf”) — 2k (k0" — k" k")
— 3p” (kpn**? — kFpP) — (k + p)* (kpn** — k"p”)
— 3(kFn"? — kYn)p* — 20 (pPk* — kPkp)

+ 2(,,7Vpk,2 o k”k‘p)p”}} e—ika}—ip(ac—y)

As in Yang-Mills theory we can easily read off one contraction of the one-
background field two-quantum fields vertex. We don’t give the explicit expres-
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sion because it does not contain more information than equation (3.59).

ALY (x—y) = g2 | APn" 4 don™ [(0- A+ A - 0)* + (9% A% + A%5?))] (3.59)
—do](0- A+ A-0)(0V A" 4 AVOM) + D2 AV AF - A0V 0M]
— d2[(9" AP) — (6P AM)][(0" Ap) — (8, AY)]
+ 3da[(0P A*) — (9" AP)|(0” A, + AYD,)
+ da[AM[(07AY) — (0" AP)]D, + O"[(97AY) — (0" AP)]A,]
+ 3da[(O*AY) — (0¥ AM)](D - A+ A - 0)
+2da[(07 Ag) — (8705 A,)] (N A7 — "7 A¥)
+ traceless] d(x—y)

L, [dlk [diq [dlp _
= [t [ [ e Ac(@) [y (3.60)
— do[n" (k + 2q + 2p)" (q + 2p)° + "0 ((k + q + p)* + p°)]
[
[

+ do[(k + 2q + 2p)"((p + )"0 + P'n"") + (p+ q + k)*n" n"°
+ do [ PPk (" 0”7 — @07 + n"P(akn”” — ¢"k7)]

= 3da[n"?(kpn”® + (¢ + p)"k7) — K" ((q¢ +p)"n" + p"n"7)]

= do[n"(qpn”® — ¢"p%) + (k +p+ )" (k0" — K'n?)]

— 3da[(K'n"P — k"n"*)(q + 2p)°]

2[R — KR — (R — KR | )

In the above expression we omitted the traceless part because it clearly does
not contribute at one-loop level and is therefore irrelevant in our calculation.
Again we can read off one contraction of the two-background two-quantum
fields vertex from the expression for As given in .

Since we didn’t change the gauge fixing condition the contribution of the
ghost fields is the same as in Yang-Mills theory and we just state the result
obtained in Section [3.2]

92022

d*k
A% (k)AL (—k)5 (kK — Kk :
5 |G AR AL 5 2 g
(3.61)
It still remains to compute the determinant of the fluctuation operator A.

The contribution of det A to the generating functional of proper vertices is
determined by the following two Feynman diagrams:

1 i9°Cy | 0 [181 52 4T g1

Z = v 22 2 np &

2®AQ‘"@ 17 c A T P R

1 /23 212 21 ;!
127>

d2<8+46 4(7+n“2 )}

+ - - -
7219 g
+q“q”{66+2 ndqu (3.62)

Indet(—D?)| 42 = 3
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1@@@ i9°C sap [ w2 _ 332 733 L

1 _ Y - In

2 1672 0 |14 1T
1 /23 212 21 -
d2< *46‘4(’V+1W)>}

v a2 d; !
€

Their sum is

q { 2, A |41 T gt
_ 167r292025abz (77“ 7% — q¢"q ) [6 — 5lnﬁ . (3.64)

Together with the ghost determinant we get

g2 132

Z2=Z3=1+ .
g 3 162925 ¢ (3.65)
similar to Section 2.8] And in the limit dy — 0
2 —1
g 432 7. d;
Z,=1-— C: . 3.66
g 1622(126 102 ) (3.66)

which exactly reproduces our previous result (2.99)).

3.3.1 Improving the Convergence

As in [28] we will now use the gauge fixing term

= tr{(D,Q")(1 + d2D*)(D,Q")} (3.67)

to improve the convergence of the integrals. This is nothing but the background
field analogue of the gauge fixing term we used in Chapter 2] however in contrast
to Section the weight corresponding to the counterterm depends on the
background field and thus we have to include the A dependent normalization
factor (det(1+deD?))"/2.

The Lagrangian we start with this time is

L(A,Q.e¢) = tr{ = 3(Fu + DpQu — DyQu — ig[Qp, Qu))?
+ d2(D*Fpy + DH(DuQy — DyQp — ig[Qpu, Qu)
- ig[Q”, FMV + DMQV - DVQM - ig[an QVH)2
— (D,Q"(1 + d2D?*)(D,Q")} + &*[~D-D]%c

(3.68)

The quadratic part in the quantum field is

Llge = tr{Qu(D*n")Q. — 2igQu[F", Q.]}
+dy tr{Q,(D*n"” — D*D" D" + D*D?D")Q,
+ GPQuIF* [F¥,, Q)] — 2igQu[(D"D,F), Q] (3.69)
—i9Qu(3[F™, D" D,Q.] + D'[F™, D,Q,] + 3[F", D*Q.))
+2igQu[(Dp ™), D" Qy] — 2igQu[(DpF™), Dy Q"]} .
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Again one can use [D,, D,] = —igF),, to further simplify the above expression.

DMD*DYQ = —ig[F"", D,D"Q] — igD,[F"", D" Q)
—igD?*[F" Q] + D*D"D"Q

14 - v v (370)
[F#pa-DpD Q] = lg[F#pa [F p’Q] - [Fpll?D DpQ]
te{QuD[F™, Q,]} = tr{Qu[F™, D*Q,]} + td
Applying this to the last equation we get
Llge = tr{Qu(D*1"™)Qy — 2igQu[F"™, Q. ]} (3.71)

+ da tr{Qu(D*'n") + 2¢°QuIF**, [F¥,, Q] — 2igQu[(D" D, F™), Q]

—igQu(2[F™, D" DpQy] + Dp[F"*, D"Qy])

—igQu(D'[F™, D,Q.] + 4[F", D*Q,))

+ 2igQul(DpF?), D'Qy] — 2igQu[(D,F*), D, Q"]}
—3Qu=D*" + 2ig P Q) — G Q=D Q) (3.72)
—LQ4[-2g> F¥ F, + 2F*" D" D, + igD"F"" D, + igD,F"* D"
+4igF"™ D? + 2ig(D*D,F") + 2ig(DP F,, ) (" D? — 1" D*)]*°Q"

= —JQuALQY (3.73)

The one-loop effective action is given by

N[ =

det(—D?)(det(1+d2D?))
(det A)Z

T = exp [ /d z (L(A) + L) (3.74)

where £(A) is the Lee-Wick Lagrangian (2.1)). Again all the determinants are
individually gauge invariant. As stated at the beginning of this section the fac-
tor (det(1+doD?))'/? has to be included because of the additional background
field dependence of the gauge fixing term. To calculate this determinant dia-
grammaticly one has to introduce further ghost fields, but we will not do this
here.

Let us begin with the calculation of the determinant coming from the gauge
fixing term. We have

14+ doD? =1+ ded* —igda(0- A+ A-0) — dag®A*. (3.75)

According to the expansion ([3.21)) there are the two contributions

— Tr{(1+d20°%) 'dyg* A%} (3.76)
_ (4 d4p g ?7“”
= [y A4 )

4 —1\ 4-2
— ;/(;17:{;)4 tr{Au(k)Al,(—k')} [16%27#“/( 2)g 2d2—1F(1 — %) (d22> ]
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and

QQd% 2
5 Tr{[(1 4+ d20°)~ (8 A+ A- 8)] (3.77)

__Lfd% 2p+k) (2p + k)"
- 2/(2 ji Ak }/ dy)((p+ k) —dy")

! i —1\ 4-2
=5 [y A A~ k)}1697r2[(nuqu_kuky);F(2_3)<dQ2)

w\a.

d*l —2
+ 20 dy </ﬂ> r1-9)+.. ] .

They sum up to give the divergent part of the determinant

1
5 ndet(1 + daD?)| 42 (3.78)
d
2

1 [ d% i g*C dy*
— 5 [ A AL RO — k) [Wz e -9 ( %)
It is quite obvious that this expression does not contribute to the § function
in the limit ds to zero, no matter wether we perform the limit before or after
sending d — 4.

As in the previous section we will calculate the determinant of A using the
Feynman diagram technique. Hence again the expansion of A in powers of the
background field is needed:

A = —(0* + da0h ) + AV + ALY + ARV + ALY (3.79)
Beside the operators — we also need
D,F*D" = 0,[(0"AP) — (0P A*)]0” —igA,[(0" AP) — (07 AM)]0” (3.80)
—ig0,[(0"AP) — (0P AF)|AY — ig0,[AF, AP]0Y + O(A?)
The quantum field propagator is given by
(DY = —i65(0° + d20" )™

D — / d4p ab _Znﬂl/ e—ip(:c—y) (381)
" (2m)r " p*(1 — dap?)
and now has the UV behaviour k—%.

Similar to the previous section the necessary Feynman rules can be obtained
from A; and As.

AW (x—y) = ig [(a CA 4 AN 4 2((ORAY) — (¥ AM)) (3.82)
+do)™[0%(0- A+ A-0)+ (8- A+ A-8)d?]
+ 2da[019,(8P A — ¥ AP)] 4 dad"[(DP AV — (8 AP)]D,
+ dad,[(O" AP) — (9P AP + Ada[ (9" AV) — (9" AM)]D*
+ 2da[(9P AM) — (9" AP))97,
+2d[(0% Ay — 0PD, A, (D% — "7 OM) |5 (2 — )
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d*k d*p v v
g/ A /(%)4 [(k -+ 20)m + 20k — k) (383)
+do{ — ((p+ k)2 + p*)(k + 2p)Pi” — 2KkH (K" — KVEP)
— (k+p)*(kpn”? — k'p?) — ((k + p) k" — n"* (K + pk))p"
— A(kFn"P — KYn)p* — 2p” (kpn? — kFpP)
_ 277“”(])”1{:2 — kPkp) + 2(771/%2 _ kl’kp)p#}} o~ ike—ip(z—y)

AR (g —y) = g2 [Azn’“’ F ™[0 A+ A-0)2 + (9PA2 + A20%)]  (3.84)
— 2d[(0" AP) — (97 AM)][(0" Ap) — (9,47)]
+ do[A[(0PAY) — (0VAP)]0, + O"[(0P AY) — (0" AP)] A
+ do[Ap[(0"AP) — (0P AF)]0” + 9,[(9" AP) — (0° AM)] A”]
+4dy(8- A+ A-0)[(0*AY) — (8 AM)]
+ 2dx[ (0P AF) — (0" AP)](0V A, + AV0))
+ 2d29[(0%Ag) — (0705 Ap)] (0" A7 — 1" AF)
+ traceless terms] iz —vy)
4 4 4
_ / (gﬁ’; / (;17:)14 / (;1;)’4 A () Ay (@) [ (3.85)
— do[n" (k + 2q + 2p)° (q + 2p)” + "0 ((k + q + p)* + p°)]
+ 2da[K* (¢"n"7 — ¢"n"7) + " (gkn”" — ¢"k7)]
— do[n"(gpn” — ¢"p7) + (k +p+ Q" (k70" — K'n7)]
— do[(¢"n"7 — " )p” + ((p + k + @)k — k(k+p+q)n'*)n"’]
— do[(K"n"? — K"n"?)(q + 2p)7 + (k + 2p + 2¢)"(¢"n" — ¢"n"7)]
— 2d2[n"* (kpn”® + (g + p)"k7) — K" ((q + p)"n"" + 1)
_ 2d2[(k277p" — kPEO ) — (k:277”'° _ k”k”)n’w]} e~ (k+q)z—ip(z—y)

One contraction of the one and two background, two quantum fields vertices can
be directly read off from and respectively. We don’t give the explicit
expressions as they appeared only as intermediate steps in our calculation and
do not contain more information than and whereas being much
longer.

Now we have everything together to determine the contribution of the de-
terminant of A to the A2 part of the effective action. It is determined by the
following two diagrams:

€
1 2 a1t
—l—d2<6+86—8<7—i—ln52))}

442 34 g0
+q'q {36 + 5 “:QH (3.86)
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1 1g>C 2 1
@\Q\@ = 22500 w2 d 195 4 121n %y
2 ; .

1672
1 2 ;!

wov 2 dy !
+4q"q 82—8ln—2 (3.87)

Their sum is

i , A (202 10, 41
® @ @ = 167r292025ab (¢ — ghq”) <36 ~ 5 52> . (3.88)

All terms contradicting gauge invariance exactly cancel.

If we add up the contributions (3.61)), (3.78) and (3.88]) we get the same
result as several times before (3.65)), (3.66]).
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Gravitational

Part 11 Corrections

We investigate the one-loop counterterms of Yang-Mills theory min-
imally coupled to gravity, including fermionic and scalar matter, to
find out wether or not the fermionic and the scalar higher-derivative
counterterms coincide with the higher-derivative terms of the Lee-Wick
Standard Model. Furthermore, we determine the gravitational correc-
tions to the running of the ¢* and Yukawa coupling.






Chapter 4
Lee-Wick Fields out of Gravity

Motivated by the works of Grinstein, O’Connel, and Wise [4] and by Ebert,
Plefka and Rodigast [18], we investigate the one-loop counterterms of Einstein
Yang-Mills theory. We include fermionic and scalar multiplets to find out wether
or not the fermionic and the scalar higher-derivative counterterms coincide with
the higher-derivative terms of the Lee-Wick Standard Model, as is the case in
the gauge sector [18].

A similar analysis has been done by Wu and Zhong with positive outcome,
but the results they present in [36] are questionable. They only calculate two-
point functions which, as we will show explicitly, alone do not determine the
higher-derivative counterterms.

4.1 General Relativity as an Effective Field Theory

Up to now, the true theory of quantum gravity is still unknown and the gen-
eral wisdom is that general relativity and quantum mechanics are presently
incompatible.

It is a well known fact that the quantization of general relativity leads to a
non-renormalizable quantum field theory. Loop diagrams generate divergences
which cannot be absorbed into a renormalization of the original Lagrangian.
Instead, we have to add an increasing number of new terms to the Lagrangian
in order to renormalize the theory at a given loop order.

Nevertheless, treated as an effective field theory, quantized general relativity
should lead to the correct low energy quantum corrections because the correct
degrees of freedom and the correct vertices at low energies are used. It has
been established by Donoghue [37, [38, [39] that general relativity naturally fits
into the framework of effective field theories and therefore calculations made
with quantized general relativity can be used to determine genuine low-energy
predictions of quantum gravity.

Since the gravitational interactions are proportional to the energy, they can
easily be organized into an energy expansion. Furthermore, as has been shown
in [40], higher order loop diagrams always generate higher orders in the energy
expansion. Thus general relativity is well suited to organize all calculations in
a systematic expansion in the energy, which forms the basis of an effective field
theory treatment.

However, it is crucial that the quantum corrections obtained within the
framework of effective field theory only have to coincide with the predictions
of the correct theory of quantum gravity at energies well below the Planck
mass M, ~ 10'9GeV, where we expect the theory to break down. Hence, any
extrapolation of the thus obtained results to energies comparable to the Planck
mass or greater is speculative.
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4.2 The Graviton

The general theory of relativity is described by the Einstein-Hilbert Lagrangian
given by

2
Len = ?\/—QR ; (4.1)

where  is the gravitational coupling related to Newtons constant by x? = 327G,
g is the determinant of the metric g, and R = g"”R,,, is the scalar curvature
defined by

Ry, = 0,1, — 9,00, + 10,15, =TT,

1

. K (4.2)
I = 297 (Ou9vo + 0vGuo — Oogu) -

In order to quantize gravity, we expand the metric g,, around the flat
background 7,
9w = N + Khpw. (4.3)
Starting from this expression we expand the Einstein-Hilbert Lagrangian in
powers of the symmetric tensor field h,, the graviton. The inverse metric be-
comes

g =" — kh™ 4+ K2RHORY 4+ O(KP) (4.4)
and the expansion of the measure is given by
V=g =1+ 5h+ 5 (h% = 2h%h,5) + O(x%) . (4.5)

Here and in the following indices are raised and lowered with 7, and h = hl,.
As an intermediate step we give the expansion of the affine connection

%, = 5(8ht + 0, — 0Phy) — 5 1P (Duhue + Oyl — Dohyw) + O(K%) . (4.6)
which together with (4.4) can be plugged into the definition of the curvature
scalar

[0} H2 67
R = 5(0°h — 0°0°hap) — 55 [P (0°hap + 0aOph — 20,00h5)
+ 0ahdgh®® — (8ah)? + L0,hapd"h™  (4.7)
— Oahygd® R +t.d.] + O(K?) .
To lowest order in , the Einstein Hilbert action is given by:
Lgn = 0oh9sh™ — L(9,0)? + 1(0uhap)? — 0ahyusd®h'® +t.d. + O(k) . (4.8)

It is not necessary to expand the action any further because we are only in-
terested in one-loop diagrams with no external gravitons. General coordinate
invariance implies that the action is invariant under

5huu = 2hg(#8l,)§” + 5”8Uhm, + %@ugl,) . (4.9)

To fix this freedom we proceed exactly as in Section and use the Faddeev-
Popov trick [27], in order to get a gauge fixed Lagrangian. We take the harmonic
(de Donder) gauge fixing condition

Gy = 0"hy, — 20,h (4.10)

46
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with the gauge fixing term

Lot = (0" — 20,0) = L(9,0)? + (8 hyw)? — Oahdgh®? (4.11)

This is a convenient choice because the quadratic part of the Einstein Hilbert
action simplifies to

Lrtlpz + Lot = ShagGnPn® —n0n98)5%h.s . (4.12)

This leads to the graviton propagator in d dimensions

P . 1
(0 ﬁ RN, Y 0= 1(7706(7776)5 — ﬁnaﬁn,w)? . (413)

Note that with the gauge fixing condition we have chosen the operator %ng‘
depends on the graviton.

3G, _

Sev 0P hy0p + 0y Oy + 0P (Oyhyyp) — Ol p0” — 30, (0uh) + L1, 0° (4.14)

Hence, we have to include its determinant, which can be written in terms of a
local Lagrangian by introducing gravitational ghosts

Lo = —b" (HM) v (4.15)

0&v
However, since we are only interested in one-loop diagrams with no external
gravitons, we do not need the graviton ghosts in our calculation.

4.3 Renormalization of the YM Coupling Constant

Before starting to calculate loop integrals it is helpful to have a closer look at
the renormalization factors and to exploit the relations between them. From
Slavnov-Taylor identities, we know that the universality of the gauge coupling
is preserved by renormalization, which as in Section [2.4] implies

_3 1 _1
Zg = @ = ZA3ZA 2 = Zj4Z;1 - ZEAch_le ? (4'16)

or equivalently

Zys Dy Zea (4.17)
Zo  Za Ze ‘

Since the graviton does not couple to the ghosts of the gauge fields, it follows
immediately that

Zencl oy = Zel a2y = 0 (4.18)
and hence 7 p
At =22 =0. (4.19)
Za3lows)  Zalowe)
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At one-loop level this means

ZA}O(K?) = ZA3‘(9(52) = A4‘O(H2)> (4.20)
and therefore

Zg}O(HZ) = —%ZA\O(HQ) . (4.21)

This simple observation leads to an interesting fact: if there is a gravitational
contribution to the running of the gauge coupling, then it is solely determined
by the wavefunction renormalization Z, of the gauge field.

In the case of fermions ¢ and scalars ¢, we know that

90 Sy ai_ghy pa_ i o
" =Zg =25 ZgasZy = Za"Zyiagls =Za’L} 2,2 (4.22)
holds, which together with (4.20]) results in
Voo (4.23)
Zytag _ Zyt a2y —0
Zg O(K2) Z st ag O(k2?)
At one-loop level this further simplifies to
Zy = Zgay
‘0(52) {O(nz) (424)
Z(b‘O(nQ) = ¢TA¢}<9(R2) =Z

¢TA2¢‘O(H2) :

All these relations between the various Z factors provide nontrivial tests for the
following calculations and hence will be very useful.

4.4 Gauge Fields

Before treating fermions and scalars we are going to investigate the one-loop
divergences in the gauge sector. This has already been done in [18] in order to
determine the gravitational contribution to the running of the gauge coupling.
Indeed, the result obtained in [I8] was the starting point of this thesis and
hence, in order to substantiate the motivation for the investigation of Lee-Wick
gauge theory in Chapter [2 we will show explicitly how the Lee-Wick term arises
as a one-loop counterterm of Einstein Yang-Mills theory.

It is straightforward to couple gauge fields to gravity. The evident general-
ization of the flat space Yang-Mills Lagrangian is given by

Lyv = —3v/=gg""g"" tr{FuFpo} . (4.25)

The theory to be investigated in this section, as well as in Sections [£.5] and
is the non-renormalizable Einstein Yang-Mills theory including fermionic and
scalar multiplets, described by the Lagrangian

L=Lym~+Leu+Ly+Ls . (4.26)
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Similar to the case of the Einstein-Hilbert action we expand the Yang-Mills
Lagrangian in orders of x and obtain

Lym = — g te{FL} + 5 [0"°h"7 + 0" W — 500" h] tr{Fyu, Fpo'}
+ 5[ = §(h* = 20 Phag )" — PRV hE, — 0”7 Wi B, (4.27)
+ Lh(p"hv? 4 7 hie) — hORYe] e { Fp Fpot + O (%) .

Now we fix the gauge freedom as usual by adding to the Lagrangian a gauge
fixing term and the corresponding ghost Lagrangian.

EYM e EYM — étr{(@“A#)Q} — QtT{EO-DC} (4.28)

This leads to the well known gauge field propagator and Feynman rules in-
cluding only gauge fields and their ghosts, which are listed in Appendix [A] An
arbitrary number of gravitons can couple to each of these vertices. However, for
a one-loop calculation we only need vertices with less than three gravitons. To
get the Feynman rules we proceed exactly as in Section [2.5] For some interme-
diate steps have a look at [19].

Note that in order to fix the gauge freedom in the Lagrangian we
have to impose five independent conditions. However, physical quantities do
not dependent on them and we can fix this freedom in a convenient way for
our calculations. With the gauge fixing conditions we have chosen and
, Lorentz invariance is manifest. Additionally, there is no coupling between
gravitons and the ghosts of the gauge fields and the vector ghost fields
(4.15)) coming from the harmonic gauge fixing condition are irrelevant in our
calculation, which is a great simplification.

Some of the Feynman rules we need are quite long and therefore we will
write them down in such a way that at least the symmetries of the vertices are
evident. To do so, we define PH¥ @8 .= pplapBv _ %77””770‘5 . Note that P* 2P is
symmetric in each pair of indices and under exchange of the pairs.

o, 3

p q = —ikd®[P Bap 4y glep?) — prlegDp (4.29)
@ i b,v — "¢ + Pt p”]
a C,p

= rkgf®[ P (q—p) (4.30)
+ PR (p — k)
+ PPk — q)t
+ (g — p)?)
+ Py (p — k)

+ 0P (k — q)

_ v

a, b,V

B)
B)

]
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a3

a, u

v 6

a,

v 6

= 2525‘”’[ (p”q" — ¥ pq) PP 0 (4.31)
+qk(77“(a77 Vv pdw 4 gy o) (o B
_ %nu(anﬁ)vn% — i n(y n5)vnaﬁ)
+ nHVp(anﬁ)('qus) + nl“/p( 775)(0‘(] )
+ pegPvprgd) 4 v pleg )

b,v

+ nu(aqﬁ)nl/(vpt?) + n“(vq )nV(ap )
+ n“(anﬁ)(7q5)p” + 77“(777 e B) v
+ gDt gt 4 prpdepB) gn
nuvnaﬁp( 5 _ %nwnmsp( qﬁ)
lnaﬂnu(v )pv _ ln%nu(a B) v

1 6, v
e p Py CpPgt — SO ep ]

¢ =K2f| (k=) (3P Lyt (432
b + %nl/(wné)pnaﬁ _ nl/(anﬁ)(v d)p
_ UV(”/nt?)(anﬁ)p)
+(p—k) ( uppa675_|_ 77 w(a nﬁ) 7775

n

_ nu(vné)(anﬁ)p)

+(q = p)" (50" PP 4 gt
+ *77“(777 )Vnaﬁ e 5)(v noY
B)V)
+(q_p)( ( nﬂ) 77‘“'7775 n B) (v 6)/) v
AR
n
)

6)(apB)p

+(g—p) (e n‘“’naﬂ

V

nrnt

+(p— k)(a(l ﬁ)”n’yén“"’ — P pdvpre

nﬁ)vnu(vn )p)

+(p— k) (1175)”770‘57,#/? UL

—77) n* we nﬁ)p)}

Note that the two gauge field one graviton vertex is transverse with
respect to p, and g,. Hence, without calculating we already know that the diver-
gent parts of the one-loop diagrams listed in figures [£.1] and [£.2] are independent
of the arbitrary parameter « in the gauge fixing term because only the
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s N O

Figure 4.1: Order 2 one-loop diagrams for the gauge boson 2-point function.

o g A

Figure 4.2: Order gx? one-loop diagrams for the proper gauge field 3-point
function not only differing by a permutation of outer legs.

longitudinal part (o = 1) of the propagator survives.

All diagrams were computed using both cut-off and dimensional regulariza-
tion and agreement was found.

Let us begin with the order 2 gravitational contribution to the proper gauge
field two-point function:

2
N\mw - 2(5“6 (17'“’/q2 - q”q’/) {%77‘”’ (A2 — ,u2) _a In %}

167 6
(4.33)
1 ’%2 ab (,pv 2 nwo v 3, uv 2 2
2~v@w» = 1620 (n q—qq)[—an (A —M)}- (4.34)

In contrast to [2.68, we are now faced with quadratic divergences, which
do not contradict gauge invariance, but astonishingly, they exactly cancel each
other. Hence, as a consequence of , we find that there is no gravitational
contribution to the running of the gauge coupling. This contradicts the result of
Robinson and Wilczec [20]. However, it has been shown by Pietrykowski in [21],
that the result of Robinson and Wilczec is gauge dependent and therefore cannot
be correct. Furthermore, the calculation of Toms [22], using the Vilkovisky-
DeWitt effective action, agrees with our result.

2 2
q K ab 2 v _2 v 1 A
a, M:: A~ b Yy = ——0 gt — gt ——Iln— 4.
a v 16227 1 (77 a qq)( 6n,u2) (4.35)

or in dimensional regularization

2
q K ab 2 v _2 v 12
a, b = — H —q* —_ = . 4
M’VV\{:}\M o= a0 (1" qq)( 66) (4.36)

The result is proportional to the Lee-Wick term tr{(D,F")?} equation (2.42)
in Lee-Wick gauge theory. However, at this point it is not clear that this will be
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Chapter 4: LEE-WICK FIELDS OUT OF GRAVITY

the counterterm. The possible gauge and Lorentz invariant candidates for the
dimension six counterterm are
tr{D,F,,DF'F"?} = 2tr{D,F,,D" F!'*}
tr{D, F" DPF,,} . (4.37)
ig tr{F“,/F”prM}

These three terms are not independent of one another:

tr{D, F" DPF,,} = —tr{F"[D,, D", F,]} + t.d.
= —te{ F*([Dy, [D*, Fpu] + [Fpu, [D?, Dy)} + t.d.
= tr{DpF D" F} +ig te{ F*"[Fp,, F’, ]} + t.d.

= 3 tr{D,F,,D'F"*} — 2igtr{F* F",F*} + t.d. ,

(4.38)

which implies that the counterterm has to be a linear combination of the form
dyig tr{ ¥, F*,F*,} + do tr{D,F*"" D" Fp,} (4.39)

where d; and dy have mass dimension minus two. From the result for the two-
point function we already know dy = 161”2 %2 In 2—;

To determine the value of di, we have to calculate the gravitational one-loop
contribution to the proper three gauge field vertex. As a consequence of ,
the quadratic divergences of the vertex correction have to cancel as well in order

to be consistent with the two-point function result (4.35)).

grK?

= @f‘zbc [ —3(N =B [ ™)+ (k—p)

+ 0P (q — k)*]
+Ind; [ P (q = k)" +¢"¢"(k = p)”

+ K'Y (p — q)f

_ %p”qpk“ T %ppqukv

+n"{ ¢ (Lpq+ tqk + 3pk)
— p”(Ipq + ipk + 3qk)}

+n*{  p’(Lpk+ gpq+ 3qk)
— k¥ (Ipk + Lqk + 2pq)}

=S

+0P{ kK (Gak + gpk + 3pq)
— ¢"(ak + tpa + 3ok}
(4.40)
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2
gk 2 ’ v
= ﬁfabc In ﬁﬁ [ - %P p’(q— k)" — %q“q"(k —p)
— 2KMKY (p — q)”
+ 1Y@ k" + LpPgt kY

+ 0" (p”(2pg+1qk) — ¢”(2pg+1pk))

’/A%L\
+ 0 (k¥ (Gpk+§pa) — p” (Gpk+fak))
+ 0" (¢ (Bak+ipk) - 1 (Bak+1p0))|

(4.41)

Summation of all the diagrams yields
G p

_ 98
g l6m?

FL 0" {p"(2pg + pk + 3ak) — ¢ (2pq + gk + 3pk)}
+ 0" {k" (2pk + kq + 3pq) — p"(2pk + pq + 3qk)}
+1"7{q" (2kq + pq + 3pk) — K" (2kq + pk + 3pq)}
—2(K"E"(p — @)” + p"p"(q — k)" + ¢"¢"(k — p)")
(PR — p )] (_% In %j) '

(4.43)

This is proportional to the higher-derivative part of the three gauge field vertex

(2.43)) of Lee-Wick gauge theory and the factor of —% lnﬁ—i is consistent with
the result for the two-point function (4.35)). Consequently, the one-loop higher-

derivative counterterm is exactly given by

dy tr{ (D, F")?} with dy = ———1In2; (4.44)

which agrees with the results of [19] and [41] 42].

It is quite interesting that we only get the Lee-Wick term which as we
have seen in Section corresponds to a massive vector field, and not the
linear combination , which does not allow for a two particle formulation
in which all operators are of dimension four or less. This observation was the
main motivation for our investigation of Lee-Wick gauge theory in Part [
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4.5 Fermions

While the coupling of gravity to scalars and gauge bosons is straightforward,
the coupling to fermions leads to an immediate difficulty: there are no finite
dimensional spinor representations of GL(d). To circumvent this problem, one
has to make use of the fact that there are spinor representations of the Lorentz
group. First it is necessary to introduce a local frame in the tangent space of
the manifold. The vector fields

eq = el ' — (4.45)

are called vielbeins. If the manifold has Lorentz signature, the frame can be
chosen such that

g(eaa eb) = eauebyg,uu = Nab - (4'46)

The inverse vielbeins 6 = e dz* are the dual one-forms of the vielbeins:
0%(ep) = o . (4.47)
Their components are given by
e, = gun™e’, (4.48)

and are the matrix inverses of the vielbeins. This can be used to express the
metric in terms of the inverse vielbeins

g =gudr" @da” =1,0"®6°

(4.49)
or G = nabeaueby .

The metric is oviously invariant under O(1,d — 1) rotations of the vielbeins.
Let A% (x) be such a local Lorentz transformation. Then the metric is invariant
under the transformations

6% — A%0° — ea — (A1 ey . (4.50)
A local Lorentz transformation can be written as
A= exp(—%)\abj“b) =, (4.51)
where the matrices
(T®)ea = (0005 — 5307) (4.52)
fulfill the Lorentz algebra
[Lab, [°d) = Z-(nbcLad _pacphd _ phdpac 4 nadLbc) (4.53)
and where A satisfies
M = ! & Aab = —Nba - (4.54)
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The fermions have to transform under the spinor representation p of this local
Lorentz symmetry, which is given by

p(A) = exp(—5AapS™) . (4.55)
Here S, is the spinor representation of the Lorentz algebra (4.53))

Sab = 2[Vas 1) = S7ab (4.56)
and the spinors transform as
¥ — p(A)Y ¥ —Yp(A)7" (4.57)
The space time gamma matrices can be defined by
Y=t (4.58)
and fulfill the Clifford algebra
(V4" = el (7" = 20 (4.59)

To write down a Lagrangian, we have to define the covariant derivative of a
spinor such that the vector D1 transforms as a spinor:

D) — (D) = p(A) Dyt (4.60)

In order to construct this covariant derivative, we need the components of the
Levi-Civita connection with respect to the vielbeins. They are determined by
the equation

Vyeq = wzaeb . (4.61)

From the orthogonality of the vielbeins it follows directly that
waph = g(eq, Vey) . (4.62)

Because of the metric compatibility of the covariant derivative, wg is antisym-
metric. Plugging e, = e,/'9,, into equation (4.6I)) one can obtain a relation to
the coordinate components of the connection:

Ve, = 0ue,” + 17,6, = wzaeb" . (4.63)

We therefore arrive at

ab _ _a bv _ _a bv a _boywv
wy, =e", Ve =e", 0’ + e e, (4.64)

or equivalently by inserting the Christoffel symbols I'f,,, from equation (4.2]) and

making use of €,0,e" = —e® 0,e" — e*e?d,g,,
ab __ 1 _a b 1 _av _bo
wy = 5e%,0ue” + 57" 059, — (a < b) . (4.65)

With all these ingredients at hand one can write down the Lagrangian for
fermions coupled to gravity.

Li=+-g P —my) (4.66)
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Here, P = v*D,, = v*D, means contraction with a gamma matrix. The co-
variant derivative acting on a spinor multiplet is given by

D, =D, —iQ, =0, — 18, —igA,, (4.67)
were (), is the spin connection
Q= 3Sapwi . (4.68)
The explicit form of the fermion Lagrangian therefore is
Ly = =g (v (O + frmewll — igAu) —my)y. (4.69)

It remains to be shown that this is indeed a scalar under coordinate and local
Lorentz transformations. Because of

p(A) 71 p(A) = Ay° or  p(A)yap(A)Th = A, (4.70)

the vector 7%, is a scalar under local Lorentz transformations. The spin
connection has to transform inhomogeneously

Q — p(M)Qp(A) ! —idp(A)p(A) " (4.71)

From equation (4.62) it is easy to see that under a local Lorentz transformation
the connection transforms as

w® — A% A% w0 A dAY, (4.72)

Inserting this into the definition of the spin connection gives

Q= = £ [ya ) <A“ AL wod 4 pedpe qAb )
= p(M)wp(A) ™" + E[p(A)yap(A) ! ( )7 p(A) T+ p(A)y*dp(A) 1]
= p(Mwp(A) ™! + %(—d dp(A)p(A) + p(A)yap(A)Hdp(A)y*p(A) )
= p(M)wp(A)~" —idp(A)p(A)~" (4.73)

To verify the last step in the above calculation we consider v,p(A) ™ dp(A)y®
and make use of 1,777 = 21pe + (d — 4) e

Yap(8) 1 dp(A)Y" = —§yaShey AN
= —1(d — 4)Sped\ (4.74)
= (d—4)p(A) " dp(A).
Now that we have established how to couple fermions to gravity we can

proceed as before and expand the Lagrangian (4.69) around flat space. We
begin with the components of the vielbeins

K Ii2
e, = 6 — Shl + B=RERE 4+ O(k°) (4.75)
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and their inverses
2
e, =0, + 5hy, — "ghihl, + O(x%) . (4.76)
The expansion of the spin connection is given by
Wit = BOPRS 4 B R (Ohy — 0% + 30,h8) — (a < b) + O(KY) . (4.77)

Plugging everything together, we get the expansion of the Lagrangian up to

order k2

Ly =6l —my) + iS50 +imy) — v hED,, + Soyhay )0
i P[(h® =20 hog) (1D + im,)
+ (3y*hEhf — 2hy*hE) D, (4.78)
+ 1Y (Dalhy — Bulhe + 2 Fya)y®
+ hOpha™ — Y hEOh |+ O(K?) .

To compute the one-loop diagrams contributing to the proper fermion two point
function and the proper fermion, gauge boson vertex, listed in figures [4.3] and
[4.4] we need the following Feynman rules:

= B[ (¢ —my + 1p) — (g + 1p)?)] (4.79)

af
b
q
X — Wrpefap _ pelan ) (4.80)

— ir2 (pl + %)(%V(aﬁﬁ)(v“fs) + 15;67(7775)(&76) + énaﬁnwé)
+7 9?0 (Gq+ 31— §p2)® =7 (Ga+ gp2) 0’
+ @ E g+ Lpy — 2p))P — O (Lg+ Lp)DyP

~ (g —m) P (4.81)

q
af. W auw
W — ig% {% (,Y(ocnﬁ)(vn&u + ,Y(vné)(anﬁ)u) (4.82)
_ %(,Y(anﬂ)unwé + ,Y(vn5)unaﬁ) — Ayt pos vé] e

Here t* are the generators in the irreducible representation of the gauge group
which the fermion multiplet belongs to.

o7



Chapter 4: LEE-WICK FIELDS OUT OF GRAVITY

SR I

Figure 4.3: Order x? diagrams for the proper fermion two-point function.

It is straight forward to obtain the Feynman rules from the expansion of the
Lagrangian (4.78]). One can for instance read off the hi) and the hip Ay vertex
from the following two expressions

i [z, = - (A5 D@ im,) b0, + Aok (459

4 4
- /(;17134 /((217:;4 /d4p §(g+p—k)x
< b (DB (g — m) = 1" + 3p 97 (g)

and
i / d'Lylygay =1 [daG O [hA =y Ry ALY (4.84)

_[dYq [k [dYp [ .
_/<27r)4 /(%)4 /(%)4 /d 1 6(g+p+1—k)
X 2 hog (D) (k) [Py — @y D]t (q) Al (p) -

As the lowest order gravitational corrections are proportional to x2 and
the combination x%m, has mass dimension minus one, we expect counterterms
containing dimension three and dimension two operators to appear. Possible
operators of dimension three are

gFMV'YVDu
ipPID gD, F',
ipD? 1 9[Dps F* A
i D2 an 24 104 ( 85)
1D E g'Y/WF lD or gF lD'V,uz/
iDMmD/’L ngF/J«VleW or grY;WlDFWJ

g[lD,FW]wu or g'Y;w[lD,F'uy]

Only four of these terms are independent of one another. Because of the simple
identity

[y, 4] = 0P (Bl i) — 2yl = gnligple (4.86)
we have

gqu"”lD — gF“”lD’yW + 49FMV7;LD1/
9PF"™ ., = gy DF™ + 49D, F™y, (4.87)
g[]ﬁ,F’“’]'yW = Q’YW[ID’FW] + 49[DM7FW]% .
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PPN
AL A

Figure 4.4: One-loop diagrams for the proper two fermion one gauge boson
vertex.

Furthermore, using the identity [D*, D¥] = —igF*", we get the relations
igF*~,D,, = PD* — D)D"
igD,F""~, = —D*I) + D, Ip D"
[, F* 1y = 2Dy, F* 1y = [, F*] = [, F* |y
= 2(D,., P, (4.89)
ig[D,, F*)y, = —D*Ip — PD* + 2D, ]p D"
igu M = 2D21) — 2P
igPF" ., = 2DD* — 2P .
Possible operators of dimension two are
D?, lDQ, Y*IPD, and igE M. (4.89)
They are related by
P =2D* —A*PD, = D* — il F, A" . (4.90)

The basis we choose is lﬂQ, igF A, ilﬂg, ipD?, iD?*I) and iDulﬁD“. The
Feynman rules belonging to these higher-derivative operators are determined
by the following equations:

i/d%qﬁ(lbz)\Aw:/(;jﬁl/(;j;;{l/d“k 5(p+q—k)x (4.91)
x (k) [—ig(py" + 24" )t () Af (p)
z'/d4x BligFu™)| j = /(311;4 /(334 /d4/<: 5(p+q— k) x (4.92)
x (k) [ig(py" — p")t* ] (q) AL (p)
z'/d‘*xw(z'w?’)\Aw = /((2131 /(‘;34 /d4/~€ 5(p+q—k)x (4.93)

x (k) [—ig{y"(¢* + p°)
+2¢"(p+ ¢) + dpr" 3t () AL (p)
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i/d‘lxw(m?zp)\w = /(;1:; /(;134 /d‘% S(p+q—k)x (4.94)
x (k) [~ig{(2q + p)"d + (a + >}t ]9 () AL, (p)
i/d4xw(uz>D?)\A¢ - /((21;7;4 /(‘214()]4 /d4k S(p+q—k)x (4.95)
x (k) [ig{(2q + )" (P + ) + a** 1] (a) Afy(p)
i / d'2§(iD, D] Wb = / (;1;})’4 / (gj;‘)] . / d*% (p+q — k)x (4.96)

x (k) [—ig{(2q + p)"¢
+ (¢ +p)"p+ alg + Py}t (q) AL (p)

Now that we have investigated the structure of the higher-derivative countert-
erms, let us turn to the evaluation of the one-loop diagrams, starting with the
fermion two-point function.

m _ 167T [{ — 3m, }(A? — ?) (4.97)

@ + {3muq® + tm2g — tm? — 14’} In A}
: = forrime = BH - ) (4.98

9 0 ~16m2"

The sum is
- @ 16772 [{4 my = 330} (A2 = 1) (4.99)

2
+{8m¢q + mwﬁ‘lmu» gQQ}l A}

It is important to notice that the degree of divergence of the diagram
is three. Therefore, the quadratic divergence of the proper fermion two-point
function cannot be determined using the non shift invariant cut-off regulariza-
tion. Because of , this leads to a dependence of the quadratic divergence
on the parametrization of the loop integral. However, there is an easy way to
circumvent this problem.

As we have figured out in equation , the gravitational contributions to
the Z factors are related. The vertex function is only quadratically divergent and
therefore can be used to determine the quadratic divergence of the two-point
function.

Interestingly, the “natural* parametrization, in which the ingoing fermion
momentum flows along the fermion line, leads to the right quadratic divergence.

Another thing to notice is that the mi—term of yields a logarithmic
contribution to the fermion wavefunction renormalization and thus a potential
contribution to the running of the gauge coupling. However we know from
as well as from the fact that at order 2, no mi—term can emerge in the gauge
sector, that this contribution has to be canceled by an analogous term in the
vertex renormalization.
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For the diagrams of figure [£.4] we get

24a.p [ —3(A2- ,u,2)] In A (4.100)

= 2gm2t“ [B%(A2 — ) (4.101)

(4.102)
+ {16m¢k# - Emﬂ% + 32m7ﬂ”
5 2 A2
— askk" — 57"k} In }
) 2
= 162 ngta [%’y“pQ - %pp"] In % (4.103)
/)
= 167r29%2ta [— %(A2 — u?)yH (4.104)

H{ fmup! — fgmepyt — gmit
1
—gada" — P!+ P+ mpa” — e
2
+ 29" q* — Eytap+S4'p*} In %}

1
= @gm%“ [ - Zmyp" + %mwpv“ (4.105)
7 7 3
+1etP” — et — apd”

2
— i+ ap + 5P I 2

1
—_
(@)
3
[\
<)
=
V)
~
2
gl
o >[\')
|
=
N
2
=
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= grt? [ — f’—Gm¢p“ + %mwp'y“ (4.106)
7 7 1
+ 1edP" — 16" — spd”
2
+ A+ tap — " In s

These diagrams sum up to

a, p

b
1
@ = 162 gr*t® [ — BN — )y (4.107)

+ {3myq" + Smpy* + Tt
1 1 5
— add” + adr” — gdpr”
3 17 11,2
— Pt - Pt - 5
2
+ 1ytgp + Hytp?}In %} .
Comparing this with the higher-derivative vertices (4.91))-(4.96)), we determine

the corresponding higher-derivative counterterm to be

Cc.t. =

2
s n 25 [ dm, ° — 3iDPD + HiD*P - FiPD? + RiD, PDV |y .
(4.108)
At the level of the two-point function, all the dimension three operators are
indistinguishable. The only thing we can conclude from the two-point function
result is that their coefficients necessarily add up to —é, which is indeed
the case. As predicted the mi—terms of and are exactly such that
Zylow?) = Zpavlo?)- Everything else would imply that we had made a serious
mistake.
Coming back to our initial goal, we see that even in the massless case we
do not get the single dimension six higher-derivative term @ilﬁgi/), as has been
claimed in [36]. Instead we found a linear combination of all possible terms.

1

4.6 Scalars

The coupling of a massive, charged scalar multiplet to gravity is straight for-
ward. The evident generalization of the flat space Lagrangian is

Lo ==g|9" (D) Dy —mZole)] . (4.109)

The multiplet ¢ belongs to an irreducible representation of the gauge group
whose generators we, as in the case of fermions, denote by t%, allthough they
not necessarily belong to the same representation.
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o U8

Figure 4.5: Order x2 diagrams for the proper scalar two-point function.

In order to derive the Feynman rules involving gravitons we expand the
Lagrangian in orders of «:

Lo= —¢!(D*+m2)p+r [0 h — "] (Du9) Dy — §hme' s
152 [§(h* = 20 hag)” + WhE, — 3hh ) (D) Dy + O(s°) .
(4.110)

To determine all the higher-derivative counterterms, we have to calculate
the gravitational contribution to the proper scalar two-point function and the
proper two-scalar, one- and two-gauge field vertices. The corresponding one-
loop diagrams are listed in figures and [£.7] For their calculation we
need the following Feynman rules:

af
q ,g\\k = m[%naﬁ(qk - mi) - q(akzﬁ)} (4.111)
a3 a, ph
W = irg[5n*7 (g + k)" — (g + k)Pt (4.112)
9, ‘\k
4 N
7
> = irg® [5 0™ — PV {t0,17) = —ing® POO R {1017}
TN (4.113)
af v 9
M] = —ir? [%paﬁ vé(qk _ mi) + %naﬁq(vkﬁ) + %an(akﬂ)
, RN
. ~ _ q(anﬁ)(vké) _ q(wncs)(akﬁ)} (4.114)
af. Y e
W = —igr? [} P00 (g + k) YR (g1 B (4115)
RN
P ~ + Paﬁ u(y(q + k)&):|ta
v a, ft
a B , by = —ig*K? an’paﬁ 16 4 proviapBu 4 pofviypdu| e by
I NN (4.116)
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Figure 4.6: Order gx? diagrams for the two-scalar one-gauge boson vertex.

As in the case of fermions and gauge fields, we expect higher-derivative
counterterms to appear. The corresponding higher-derivative operators must
have mass dimension four because the gravitational corrections come along with
a factor of k2. In contrast to the fermions, the square of the scalar mass and
not the mass itself is a parameter of the theory and therefore, no operators of
dimension three can appear. The dimension four operators are

(D?)? igD,F"' D,
D, D*D* . ig[Dy, F*™|D,  and ¢ *FM™F,, . (4.117)
D,D,D'D" igD,[D,, F"]

Only three of these terms are independent of one another. The relations between
them are

D,D*D* = £F,,F* + D, D, D' D"
igD,F" D, = D,D,D"D" — (D?)?
igD,[D,,, F*] = ig[D,,, F*]D,
ig[D,, F*|D, = 2D, D, D*D" — (D*)* — D,,D*D*" .

(4.118)

A possible basis is (D?)?, igD,F" D, and F*F,,. The one-loop counterterm
will therefore have the general form

Les = ¢t (01 (D?)? + agigD, F*™ D, + azg*F* F,) ¢ . (4.119)

We begin with the proper scalar two-point function. For the two diagrams of
figure [£.5] we obtain

___m_- = K2 [-Lg? (A% = ) +{m2¢* = m}n 4] (4.120)

- @...- = k25m2 (A2 — 12 . (4.121)
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The one-loop result is

(@ = [ ) (47 ) e -]
(4.122)
The terms containing no momenta lead to a quadratic and a logarithmic
mass renormalization. The terms proportional to ¢? correspond to a quadratic
and a logarithmic wave function renormalization. Since there is no logarith-
mically divergent term proportional to ¢*, we do not need a dimension six
counterterm involving only covariant derivatives and no field strength tensor.
In the chosen basis , this means o; = 0 and hence there is no Lee-Wick
term ¢f D*o.
We proceed with the diagrams of figure

i a
N = 1672 K gt {_ 3d" (A? = %) (4.123)
! ~
’ ) +{(3d" + 3 )m;
+ 3a"ak — Jk#q*} n 2]
i a
7N 1672 "t [_ 2" (A =) (4.124)
g ) + {30 + Sy
g + 3kak — S"k?} In 47
i
AR T Kk2gt° [%q“(k‘ — @)k + 3kM(g - k)q] In 4 (4.125)
. ~
= gt*| — 1(g+k)F'mj
AR 1672
e AN + Lgi(k — 2q)k + 1K (q - 2k)q] 4 (4.126)
_ Z 2 _sa § nw _ § m . Aﬁg
N = AR O U G (4.127)
A p
—_ i 2 _4a|3 u _ 3. . Aﬁg
Pt = T2 9t {4‘1 (¢ —k)k+ 1k (k Q)q] In (4.128)
AN
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=0 (4.129)

All these diagrams sum up to

a, ph

i " 2 :
q / k ~ 1672 wogt (q + k)" [_% (4% — 1) +mgln %} i fimite
v h (4.130)

'd
, N

This simply is a quadratic and logarithmic vertex renormalization. Conse-
quently, there is no counterterm involving one field strength tensor and as is
zero as well.

In order to find out wether or not there is a counterterm involving two field
strength tensors, it is necessary to investigate the one-loop divergences of the
T A% -vertex. From the calculation above we know that the result has to be
a3g? 6! FI Fyy 0.

Note that our result for the scalar two-point function already showed, that
the one-loop counterterms do not coincide with the Lee-Wick term ¢fD*¢.
Nevertheless, to complete the investigation of the counterterms in the scalar
sector, we will also give the result for the proper ¢fA%¢-vertex. To simplify
this calculation we considered only the Abelian case. This reduces the number
of diagrams compared to the non-Abelian ones listed in figure [1.7] However,
gravity is insensitive to the gauge group and we can generalize our result to the
non-Abelian case.

The result for the proper ¢f A%2¢-vertex is
a, [ b,v
_ ’6'92,%2 #y{t(z tb} [7L(A2 - 2) + m2 In ﬁ} + finite
. 1672 " ’ 2 K ST ’
A . (4.131)

4

This agrees with our previous results (4.122)), (4.130) and yields ag = 0. Hence

there is no higher derivative counterterm at all and similar to the fermions we
find no connection to the Lee-Wick standard Model.
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RN

N
S < N

4 \
7/ + crossed

WY W

7 ’ + crossed \ ’
/ —|— crossed . + crossed 4 + crossed
7N 7N
/7 /7
/7 /( \\ /( A
’ AN ’ N ’ N ’ AN
7 4+ crossed ’ 7 4+ crossed 7 4+ crossed
|
l
| N -
/(/ \\
’ + crossed ’ + crossed ’ + crossed 7" 4 crossed
/
/( \ \
7+ crossed . + crossed . + crossed

Figure 4.7: One-loop diagrams for the proper two-scalar two-gauge boson vertex.
Here crossed refers to the corresponding diagram with exchanged outer gauge
boson legs.
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Chapter 5

Running of the Yukawa and ¢*
Couplings

Motivated by Robinson [43], we are going to determine the gravitational con-
tributions to the running of Yukawa and ¢* coupling.

5.1 Yukawa Theory

Yukawa interactions play an essential role in the Standard Model of elementary
particles. Therefore it is interesting to investigate how gravity modifies the
running of the Yukawa coupling.

The starting point is the Lagrangian of a fermion v and a real scalar ¢,
minimally coupled to gravity and interacting via a Yukawa term.

L=5V=gR+V=g((iP —m, )0 + 59" 0,00, — 3m, 9" = App) (5.1)

The Feynman rules for the fermion graviton vertices are the same as in Section
The rules including the real scalar field ¢ are:

af
,q,/g\\\k\ = —im[%naﬁ(qk + mi) — q(akﬁ)] (5.2)
af v 0
M = ir? [%Po‘/6 Y (gk +m?2) + 1P g0k + Lydgler?)
g N — glon®0oEd) q(vné)(akﬂ)} , (5.3)

Now also k points into the vertex.

(5.4)

(5.5)
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N
NN

Figure 5.1: Order A\x? diagrams of the proper Yukawa vertex.

The one-loop diagrams determining the gravitational contribution to the proper
Yukawa vertex are listed in figure [5.1

Again we expect to find higher-derivative counterterms. The possible con-
terterms containing two derivatives or one derivative are:

Ypdp
— _
fd}@ v and zlwz“w(?ﬂgp . (5.6)
YO0, i@
W’W"WM

This time the counterterms only have to be Lorentz invariant and there is no
gauge invariance, which limits the number of possible higher-derivative interac-
tions.

We calculated all diagrams in dimensional and in cut-off regularization, but
for the individual diagrams we only give the cut-off result because the result
from dimensional regularization is just the cut-off result with the quardratic
divergences dropped and In 2—; replaced by %

) 2
= 1672 KA [_%(AQ - M2) + {_%mi + %Gmwg + %qz} In %}
(5.7)

7
1672

) [—%(A2 — ) +{=3m> + Lmf+ 2k*} n ﬁ—;]
(5.8)
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)
= 162 K2\ [%mi + %mw(ﬁ + k) (5.10)

— 350"+ Lk — 55k° — k| In

N ENC I
= 16712/1 )\[gm¢+3—2m¢(g—k)

T D YR T S CRt)

+ 5k = Lok — S+ Lk Ly (5.12)

SN T (5.13

)

(-
+%(q+k Sﬁk}ln } ,

or with dimensional regularization

_ i)\fﬁ}2 3 2 1 2 1 1 k 2 1 2
q k1672 {_me_1m¢+1m¢(¢+%)+E(Q+ ) +§¢%]E-

(5.15)
The higher-derivative counterterm is
Hz)\ A2 1 I 1 . =T
Lt = 1672 n°z [ — gmp iy Yo + §mw190¢$¢ (5.16)

— S0P + 2%y + 10" Ydup + iy o)

This is exactly what one expects because of the non-renormalizability of the
theory, but we are not interested in higher-derivative counterterms now.
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The order A2 contribution to the wave function renormalization of the scalar
and the fermion are determined by the logarithmic divergences of the following
two diagrams:

g "\ B 2/d4k F+d+my
@)t (R q)? = mE) (k2 —m3)

i\2

= T (B +mutIn gy (5.17)
qQ -y [ER R )
ST (0 = my) (k2 = my)

- ﬁﬁ [4(A2=s2) + {262 — 12m2} I &3] (5.18)

The order A2 contribution to the vertex renormalization factor is determined

:)\g/d‘*k (k+d+my)(F+p+my)
: 2m)* ((k + @)% = m2)((k +p)? —my) (k2 —m,)

_ 31, A2
= 16772>\ IHF . (5.19)

So far we have computed all diagrams that are necessary to determine the
one-loop renormalization of the coupling constant. However, it is not clear to us
how to proceed now. The first possibility is to use the results from dimensional
regularization to determine the running of the coupling. In this way only the
logarithmic divergences contribute to the 3 function. If we adapt the Wilsonian
point of view instead [44], then the evolution of the coupling is determined by
integrating out a momentum shell from g to A, where A is the cutoff of our
theory. In this scheme it is obvious that quadratic divergences contribute to the
dependence of the coupling on 1 and thus contribute to the 8 function. In what
follows we will investigate both possibilities and their consequences.

The Z factors in the minimal subtraction scheme are

A2 K 7o 2 K2 3 9 1 21 A
Zygy — 1= @lnﬁ + 167721(1\ —pc) = @(me + Zm(ﬁ)lnp

A2 1 .. k2 33

BT S Ny 3Bz 2y e e 2
Zo 1= gy miE gm0 T g (5:20)
P77 P i SN RS 47 CRRE L S
e 1= g t g ) T gmene

The bare couplings are defined by

_1
Mo = AZ5,2, " Zo® = N2y

Ko = KZy, .

(5.21)

We are now going to derive an expression for the [ function of A. Even
though it is intuitively clear that at one-loop there is no influence between the
running of kK and A we will show explicitly that the flows decouple at one-loop.
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The starting point is the p independence of the bare couplings Ao and k.
Differentiating both equations (5.21]) with respect to u and using the chain rule

d 0
— ﬁA7 4 ﬁﬁ 5.22
a Hon (5.22)
one obtains the equations
0 0Z) 0Z
0= Pagy (AZ3) + Mg > + Aus >
Op (5.23)
Z 0 0Zy ’
O—Kﬂ)\ +ﬂ,{ (nZ)—i—mua ,
which can be easily solved for (3.
92y 0 dZy
pgr g (KZg) — K52 u
By = o 0n (W) — Ko 15 (5.24)

ax(/\ZA)an(“Z) )‘aaZA 88Z$

As allready stated we expect that the running of x does not contribute to the
one-loop result for §). Observing that at one-loop level one has

Z

WO 2 Q(mzﬁ) =0(1)

0K 0K (5.25)

07, 2 0Z, 0 :
K a0 ax

the one-loop ( function simplifies to
02y
K ou
Oy = —)\7“ (5.26)
5 (AZy)

This is the result one would obtain by setting 8, = 0 at the beginning. At
one-loop order this can be simplified further to

07 0 I p—
Ox = —Au Mo —)‘N% (wazwlzw 2)
_ 9 3 K’ 2 1,2 k? 15 4 (5.27)
= T2 N T Tgmr e T 2 A [y M
— ~ S s

Now that we have found the gravitational corrections to the (§ function we
will try to figure out their consequences. In order to do this, we determine the
solution of the differential equation assuming x, m, and m, and thus
a,b and c to be constant. This simplification should nevertheless yield the right
qualitative behavior in the region where our perturbative calculations are valid.
Especially at low energies the predictions should be trustworthy.

To solve the equation, it is convenient to rewrite it as a one-form and try to
find an integrating factor.

b
—dup +

1 a
0=——d\+ ;d,u )\2

33 2,ud,u (5.28)

A

73



Chapter 5: RUNNING OF THE YUKAWA AND ¢* COUPLINGS

An integrating factor f, which is only u dependent, has to satisfy

df o
e 2(cu—3)f - (5.29)

This is solved by f(u) = (%)_Qb exp (C,LLQ). Now we can easily write down the
running coupling:

A2 (po
N (p) = " (10) . '
(L) exple(pd — 1?)] — 20X (po)u?® [ dk k=21 exple(k? — p?)]
Ho
(5.30)
This has to be compared with the result in the absence of gravity (¢ = 0, b = 0):
2
N () = AQ(”O) & with
1 —aAr?(pp)In 2 (5.:31)
oA 1
a. 0 ole — 97 % d IimA=0.
a'u > ) /’LP 1 IU’O €xp (2@)\2 (/,LO)) an [1‘1—>rr10

Here fip01e denotes the Landau pole. Before considering the Wilsonian running
with non-zero masses (b,c¢ # 0), let us investigate the result in dimensional
regularization (¢ = 0):
A% (o)
2b
(45) 7 (1= A2(10)§) + A2(r0)§

There are two regions of distinct behaviour. They are seperated by the fixpoint
A2 =2

N (p) = (5.32)

e 0 < A(po) < Ak

In this region we get asymptotic freedom and A\ approches the fix point
when u tends to zero:

oA : .
o <0 MlLrgo A(p) =0 /Eli% A(p) = As . (5.33)
o A(po) > s

In this region A grows with energy and is bounded from below by the fixed
point. There is a pole at fipole:

1

b ~%
= >0 oo = fio [ 1 — —5— Im A(p) = A, . (5.34
>0 fipol uo< GAQ(MOQ lim Ap) = A (5:34)

The fact that we at least get a region of asymptotic freedom is particularly
interesting. Of course we expect this region to be small and far away from any
resonable values of ), as Vb is essentially the ratio of the masses and the Planck
scale. Nevetheless, asymptotic freedom of the interaction between two massive
fields as a consequence of gravity is astonishing.
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The region A(uo) > A« apparently resembles the non-gravitational behaviour.
The main difference is that gravity prevents the coupling to exactly vanish in
the infrared. The pole is slightly shifted

1 b 1
Hpole = MO exp<2a)\2('u0)> <1 + ZW(,UO) + O(b2)> . (5.35)

The differences to the absence of gravity are controlled by the small value of b
and therefore are probably out of experimental reach.

Let us come back to the Wilsonian running of the coupling . If we
write it down in the form

A2 (ko)
) = —— ( ; ,
(4)7 exp(—cp?) [exp(cu%) — 200} (o)’ [ dk k=20-1 eXp(ckz)}
Ho
(5.36)
then it is obvious that we have a pole determined by
Hpole
—2b 2
dk 201 12y — Ho exp(cpg) 537
Ho
Applying the rule of 'Hospital we find that
"’ 1
lim % [ dk k=% Yexp(ck?®) = — = (5.38)
n—0 2b
Ho
and hence
. b
,I}E% Ap) =M= o (5.39)

Again the coupling does not vanish in the infrared if at least one of the masses
is nonzero. For the massless case (b = 0) and p — 0 the Yukawa coupling (5.30)
tends to zero as

2
A2 A0 - A" (o) (5.40)
2
exp (cpd) + 2aX2(po) [ 9E(exp(ck?) — 1) — aX2(po) In Z—g
0

Interesting is the small region A\2(u) < A2 — < 12 because A has negative slope
there. If we start at A?(up) < A2 — £u3, then the coupling decreases with
increasing energy at most until y = \/bTC, which is of order of the masses. If
one of the masses would be bigger than any energy accessable in experiments,
this would look like asymptotic freedom.
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5.2 ¢* Theory

One of the simplest interacting field theories is ¢* theory. The most important
particle physics example of a ¢* interaction in a real world model is the self
interaction of the Higgs field in standard electroweak theory.

We are now going to investigate the gravitational contributions to the run-
ning of the p* coupling. The starting point is the Lagrangian of a massive, real
scalar field with a ¢* selfinteraction term, minimally coupled to gravity:

L=2%\/=gR+ =g (39" 00 — sm>¢* — 2¢") . (5.41)

As several times before we expand the Lagrangian around flat space. Beside the
Feynman rules including two scalars (5.2) and (5.3)), we need the Feynman rules
for the four-scalar one- and two-graviton vertices to calculate the diagrams of

figure

N d N d N 4
N d N d N d
d N d N d
N N 4 N 7
N I N d
7 N d 7z N
7 N 7 N d N
N N d N
d N d N d N
4 N d N d N
4 N 4 N d N

Figure 5.2: Order Ax? diagrams for the proper four-scalar vertex, which not
only differ in a permutation of outer legs.

(0% ﬂ |
-
= = —i\EnP (5.42)
e e
4 N
d
v 46
/
/
/
a B / /- z)\“ n*Op?8 1770‘51776 . (5.43)

This time there is only one possible higher-derivative counterterm:
BPp = —3<p2(8utp)2 + t.d. (5.44)

The divergent order Ax? contribution to the proper y*-vertex is given by

7
A ,7 5 diagrams corresponding
4
%\/v\ + to permutations 16 % <Z pl> 25 (5.45)
’ N 7T
- S of (p1,p2,p3, pa)
4 N
\ 7
AN ,7 3 diagrams corresponding _
N v 7
,3 + to permutations = 6.2 Ak [ —4m,
’ N ™
N of (p1,p2,p3, pa
/// N (p DP2,p3,p ) —i—%(pr)} lnﬁ—j
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N /
\ 7
1 N i 25 (A2 2
9 /@ - 1671'2)\& 2 (A K ) : (5.47)
/// \\\
v AN

nojot

AN 7: , .
Gl = 3 02 ) - i | (S 08) ]
-, N _ 1627r2)\ [g (A2 ) —4mi In %*(Z}%Fj)ln 1\75] .

1<j
(5.48)
The order A contribution to the vertex renormalization factor is determined by
the diagrams:

\ / ~ ~a-
\ / S ,’/ // \\
\ / S«
1 = 1 N 1 o=} 1 3 2 A2
= + = '\ ! + = = 27/\ In 25 (5 49)
2 //\\/ \\ Py //\\/\ 167= 2 K
~
/ \ _-- ~a / \
/ \ / \

There is no order A contribution to Z,, because there is only the tadpole dia-
gram. We obtain the Z factors

2 2
_ 3 A 5 2 2 K 27 A2
K/z 1 2 2 A2
The bare coupling is defined by
Xo=ZnaZ5°N. (5.52)

Differentiating with respect to p and neglecting the u dependence of k we arrive,
analogous to Section at the following expression for the § function

o) -2
[TV AN/
Br= Ay PP (5.53)
(A1 Z,7)
which at one-loop simplifies to
o,
=N (23757
3, 1, 3k, (5.54)
62 a2 e T g M
=:a =:b =:c

By the same reasoning as in Section we treat a, b and c as constants in the
following investigation. Rewriting this differential equation as a one-form

1 a b c
0= _ﬁd)‘ + ;d,u — ﬁd” + Xudu , (5.55)
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we find the integrating factor

df b .
Tol-tr = r=@ e 6w
and thus obtain the solution
A
M) = —— (10) . . (5.57)
(#5)" exp[5 (kg — 12)] — aX(po)u® [ dk k==t exp[§ (k2 — p?)]
10]

This has to be compared to

A(ko) :
A = with
(1) 1 —aX(po) In £ (5.58)
oA >0 e 1 and lImA=0 |
a ole — X N7 N =U.
aILL ? Mp 1 IU/O p a)\(/,LO) M—)O

in the absence of gravity. Let us begin with the examination of the result in
dimensional regularization (¢ = 0):
A
\ = - (10) (5.59)
(2) (1= Ako)§) + AMuo)

Similar to the Yukawa coupling we have two regions of distinct behavior, seper-
ated by the fixpoint A\, = g.

In this region we get asymptotic freedom and A\ approches the fixpoint
when p tends to zero:

OA . .
o <0 Hh_}nolo Ap) =0 /.II,LHIO Ap) = A - (5.60)
o A(po) > A

In this region A grows with energy and is bounded from below by the fixed
point. There is a pole at fipole-

1

b %
— >0 fipole=po | 1— lim A(p) = A 5.61
~ pol 0< GA(MO)) p W=x (6

Astonishingly, we see again that gravity can lead to asymptotic freedom in
the massive case. The region of asymptotic freedom is very small since A, is
essentially the ratio of the mass and the Planck scale.

Above the fixed point we get allmost the non-gravitational behaviour. Sim-
ilar to the Yukawa interaction gravity prevents the coupling to exactly vanish
in the infrared and the pole is slightly shifted

pole = 110 exp(a)\(lluo)> <1 + ZW 4 0(b2)) . (5.62)
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The differences to the absence of gravity are controlled by the small value of b
and therefore are probably out of experimental reach.

Let us come back to the Wilsonian running of the coupling . Writing
the coupling down in following form

Ao
M) = — A ,
()" exp(—512) | exp(5113) = ar (o) [ dk k=" exp(5k2)]
1o
(5.63)
it is obvious that we have a pole determined by
Hpole b c 9
ak kL exp(sk?) — Mo OPlam0) 5.64
/ PR = ) 64
Ho
Applying the rule of 'Hospital we find that
o
1
lim ub/dkz k0 exp(Sk?) = —— (5.65)
pn—0 b
Ho
and hence b
;liiﬂ% AMp) = A = . (5.66)

Again the coupling does not vanish in the infrared if the mass is nonzero. For
the massless case (b = 0) and p — 0 the Yukawa coupling (5.30) tends to zero
as

A - Alpo) (5.67)
exp (§13) + aX(po) [ GE(exp(§k2) — 1) — aA(po) In =
0

Interesting is the small region A(u) < A, — g,uQ, because A\ has negative slope
there. If we start at A(pg) < Ax— ¢ u%, then the coupling decreases with increas-
ing energy at most until u = \/%7 which is of order of the mass of the scalar.
If this mass would be bigger than any energy accessable in experiments, this
would look like asymptotic freedom. On the other hand we have A < A, in this
region and this is probably to small to be measured.
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Chapter 6

Summary and Conclusions

Motivated by the recently proposed Lee-Wick standard model [4] and the obser-
vation that Einstein Yang-Mills theory can be renormalized at one-loop order by
adding the Lee-Wick term doTr{(D,F*")?} to the Lagrangian, we investigated
Lee-Wick gauge theory in Part [}

We established in Chapter [2] that the renormalization of Lee-Wick gauge
theory is completely determined by the wavefunction renormalization of the
gauge field, if a modified gauge fixing term is used.

Performing a diagrammatic calculation, we determined the one-loop § func-
tion and found agreement with the results of [28], obtained by applying the
background field method. In accordance with the general statement of Cole-
man and Gross [45], that among renormalizable quantum field theories in four
dimensions, only non-Abelian gauge theories are asymptotically free, we found
asymptotic freedom for Lee-Wick gauge theory. The coupling runs approxi-
mately twice as fast as in Yang-Mills theory. Hence, bearing in mind that the
higher-derivative gauge field corresponds to two degrees of freedom, this almost
confirms the intuitive guess.

One might hope that the modified gauge field contribution to the running of
the coupling results in improved unification properties of the Lee-Wick standard
model, but according to [28] this is not the case.

Furthermore, we performed the limit to Yang-Mills theory, which equals
sending the mass of the Lee-Wick field to infinity. Thus we obtained the well
known Yang-Mills § function in agreement with the decoupling theorem [34].

In Chapter [3] we applied the background field method and reproduced all
the previous results. In comparison we consider the diagrammatic calculation
of Chapter [2] to be more appropriate for loop calculations in higher-derivative
gauge theories.

Gravitational corrections, obtained in the framework of effective field theo-
ries, were the topic of Part [[I]

In Chapter [ we investigated the one-loop divergences of Einstein Yang-Mills
theory, to find out wether the fermionic and scalar dimension six counterterms
coincide with the higher-derivative terms in the Lee-Wick standard model.

First we established that the gravitational contributions to the dimension
four counterterms are related, which provided a consistency check for the fol-
lowing computations.

Because it was the motivation for our investigations we reperformed the
calculation of [I§], to show that the gauge field dimension six counterterm is
given by the Lee-Wick term. But our results show that this is special to the
gauge fields.

We determined the fermionic dimension six counterterm to be a linear com-
bination of the four possible terms and found that there is no dimension six
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counterterm for scalars, thereby proving that there is no general connection be-
tween the higher-derivative counterterms and the Lee-Wick terms. This result
is in agreement with the calculation of Rodigast [46], who investigated the same
question in an extra-dimensional scenario.

Although the gauge field counterterm is given by the Lee-Wick term, it is
important to notice that this is just one term in an infinite series of counterterms
of a non-renormalizable field theory. One might argue that the higher order
terms are exactly such that they correspond to further new particles, as in the
higher-derivative Lee-Wick standard model recently proposed by Carone [47].

However, we do not think that it is in general possible to conclude the
existence of further particles from the appearance of special counterterms in
an effective field theory, because these terms are only the residual low-energy
effects of the unknown physics at high energies.

In Chapter [5| we determined the gravitational contributions to the G func-
tions of the Yukawa and the ¢* coupling. We calculated the Wilsonian running
couplings as well as the running of the couplings in dimensional regulariza-
tion and showed how gravity modifies their behavior at energies well below the
Planck scale.

We found that all gravitational corrections are probably undetectable be-
cause they are exceedingly small. However, this does not mean that they are
unimportant because it underlines, that the exclusion of gravity from the stan-
dard model is not a poor substitute for a unknown quantum theory but rather
an extreme good approximation.

Furthermore, the quantum corrections we found reveal interesting properties
of the quantum theory. For non-zero masses gravity causes the couplings not to
vanish in the infrared and leads to regions of negative slope. Extrapolating our
results to high energies, we found that gravity can lead to asymptotic freedom
of the Yukawa and ¢? coupling if the fields are massive. Of course we expect
the region of asymptotic freedom to be small and far away from any reasonable
values of the couplings, as its size is controlled by the ratio of the masses and
the Planck scale. Nevetheless, asymptotic freedom of the interaction between
massive fields as a consequence of gravity is astonishing and worthy of further
investigations.

Recently Toms showed in [48] that a non-vanishing positive cosmological
constant leads to a similar contribution to the § function of quantum electro-
dynamics as we found for Yukawa and ¢ theory.

The possibility, that quantum gravity renders a theory asymptotic free which
can not be asymptotically free in four dimensions without gravity, is intriguing
and should be investigated further.

One possible program to confirm our results is to use the gauge invariant
and gauge condition independent Vilkovisky-DeWitt effective action [49] [50] to
determine the quatum gravity contribution to the 8 functions of Yukawa and
©* theory.
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Appendix A

Feynman Rules of YM Theory

In Chapters [2] and [4] we need some of the Feynman rules of Yang-Mills theory

with fermionic and scalar multiplets defined by the gauge fixed Lagrangian

Lym = tr{—3F,, F" — ¢"(D* + m2)¢ + (i) — my )¢ — 1(9-4)? —2¢9-D e} .

Indices of the group representations, as well as spinor indices are omitted when-

ever possible.

Propagators
gauge field uf\/\fz\)./\./\,y —I_)21<77“V—(1—a)p;py
ghost ....... ]l. ...... — %
p
p )
scalars _—————— =5
b = m¢
fermions S S ‘
p—my
Vertices
G p
k
» q = gf"" " (" — ) + " (k" —p”) + 0P (¢" — k)]
a, b,v
c,p d,o
_ ig2 [ fabefcde (nupnua . n,uanup)
— + facefbde(n,uynpcr . ’I’}'LLUT]VP)
+ fadefbce(nuunpa _ nupnua)]
CL, /’L b7 1%
a,
be
= —gf"¢"
v \q
b" "
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a, ju
-3 ppa
[N ig(q + k)"t
a, b,v
\\,\JJJJ = ig®n" {t*, "}
/ N
e \\
a,

/& - igf}ﬂu
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Appendix B
Cut-Off Integrals

In Section we showed that in cut-off regularization logarithmically diver-
gent integrals are shift invariant. This can be used to determine the correct
asymptotics of arbitrary cut-off integrals. We give a complete list of one-loop
integrals with two propogators up to divergence index of four and of three
propagator integrals up to divergence index of three.

Logarithmically Divergent Integrals

We start with the easiest of the integrals:

/ d*k 1
Do =
(2m)4 (k% + 2pk + D)?

This logarithmic divergent integral can be calculated without difficulties. Shift
the integration variable k — k4 p, Wick rotate and integrate over all Euclidean
momenta fulfilling k}% < A?. In all calculations y is defined by y = k% We get

A2

i y
Dy = dy — 4
0 167r2/y(y+pQ—D)2
0
i A2
= (=2 )
o " (75)

Linearly Divergent Integrals

Throughout the following calculations we will frequently use the simple formula:

1
11 [ na-p)
O/d G (B.1)

am ﬁn a — ﬁ)l‘ + ﬁ)nJrl

to combine fractions. Integrals of divergence index one have the general form

D“‘/( )

+2pk+D) =0
——

(K?

kM
4[k: 2pk+D) " (2 +D)?
1

Z+
/dz/ k*EY
4 (k2 4+ 2zpk + D)3

0

||E
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The remaining momentum integral is only logarithmically divergent and we can
shift k — k + zp, perform a Wick rotation and integrate over the ball of radius
A arround the origin.

1
pHpYazly — nty?
0

(y + 22p? — D)3

1
222p? A? 3
— " _ 2
167T2p /dz{ 2?p? — D) 1n<p222—D>+2}
0
3
- w2
16772p [2 < ﬂ

Quadratically Divergent Integrals

All integrals of divergence index two have the form:

i _ / d*k kM EY
2 (2m)4 (k2 + 2pk + D)2 _a(g)

B / d*k kH kY kH kY /dx/ d*k kMEY
=) (2n)* [ (k2 4 2pk + D)2 (k2 + D)2 4 (k2 + D)?

ALY can be calculated easily since its denominator is a function of k2. We can
make the replacement kHk¥ — %n’“’ and get

A2
Y 2 ' A> D A? D
ap o L[ [ A D (AN D]
1672 4 (y—D)?> 16m2 4 2 D 4
0
n
For the sake of simplicity we will use the condensed notation [] kt¢ := kH1-Hn
if n is greater than three. Let us continue with: =1
EFEVEC EFEY K
Dy — A = _40/(1 /
L 21 2.k + D)3 (k2 + D)3

G
24 d | d R
= by Z/ w/ 4 (k2 4+ 2zwpk + D)*

0
1
dz /dw/ d4l llJ‘VO'P—i—622w2p(Npl/la'lp) +Z4U)4pl“’0'ﬂ
(12 — z2w2p2 + D)4 .

= 24popp

o _ O\H

0

Again due to symmetry we can make the replacement [#77 — Cn(“”np”)l4. The
constant C can be determined by contracting all indices. To be more explicit
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we make the replacement [#/P7 — L (pVnPo + niPy? + nhonvP)I4. Hence we
get

DY — ALY
1 1 A2
224])0]9 ln(uunpa)yfﬂ — 22w2§p(ﬂanﬂo')y2 + Z4w4pul/poy
= L [dz /dw/dy 28 2
1672 (y + 22w2p? — D)4
0 0 0
P A2 2,22
1 2z°w*p 11
= dz [d 2 ] - - =
1672 |97 )Y [77 b { . <z2w2p2 - D) 2w?p?—-D 6 }
0 0
+pupu ol A2 N 424w4p4 B 102211}2])2 B E
22w2p2 — D (2w?p? — D)2 22w?p®—D 3

: 2
_ v 2 A _E
1672 dz 2 [77 Pl z22p? — D 6
A? 2D 17
HaV ) 9] _ _ =t
+pp{ n<22p2—D> 2%p? — D 3}]
. 2 2
_ ! Y }1 A 21 p -DY) 5
1672 {77 Pi2™\pz-p) T o 12

2
+pMpV In Ai _E .
p?2—D 6

The result is

/d4k kHEY . 7 v _A72+1( Q—D)ln A72
(@m)t (K2 +2pk+D)? 1622 | M =D

+MV1A72 i
P 5 p 6 (1

Cubically Divergent Integrals

Integrals of divergence index three have the general form
phve _ / d*k kHEY kP
3 (2m)4 (k2 + 2pk + D)2
B / d*k kHEYEP kHEY kP
U (

om)t | (k2 + 2pk + D)2 (k% + D)2

1
d4k fHvpo Jhvpo
— —4p, | d ~ AP
b / Z/ (2m)’ [(k2+22pk+D)3 (k2+D)3} 4
0

Here A4"" is given by

2
Ak ke i T

1 y3
ARP _ g o — i (pv . po) /d - d
3 b /(277)4 (k2 + D)3 16m2072 " Yy — D)3
0
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' 1 A?
AP — g,y ) |A2 43D 1n
5 T 16m2%2" 3D 5
— ¢ HY P 4 PV | VPl £ B il R ED
T2 P+t ) | 2n7D 20| -
We go on with the computation of
! ; d4]€ JHvpoo Jhvpoa
D0 — AR =24 dz [d : -
3 3 Poba [C2 [CW /(27r)4 [(sz +2zwpk + D)* (k? + D)*

0

dz | dw

" / Atk S2wkwveoad
(2m)4 (k% 4 2zwvpk + D)®

d4
dw/dz /(27T)422w X
0
[[Wﬁaaﬁ + 15(zwv)2p(“p”lp"aﬁ)

= - 192papapﬂ

— O\H

= —192pspapp | dz

O\H O\H ©
O O~ _

(12 = (zwv)?p? + D)?
15(zwv) 1 proeB) 4 (zww)Sprveoad
(12 — (zwv)2p? + D)5 .

Now we can make the replacement [#/P78 — %77(“”77””17“5) due to symmetry.
To ceep it clear we define the tensors:

5 . 1
I = = papapgn 0 0™ = £ (307 (0 0 ") + 6p D]
B = = popapsp 'y n ") = S (607 (PP +0p” 0" p") + 279
IWP._Q (BV P 03) i 2 (VP L PV L VP | 1 9n Y P
577 = popapsp 0 PPN T 27 (P ) + 120"

With this convention we get

pvp pvp
D5™" — A
1

1 1 A2
192/dz/dw/dv/dyz2wx

0 0 0
_[{Wﬁy4_|_ 2 w22 THVPy — 4w4v41§”'p 1 25088 prrepdy

(y + 22w?v?p? — D)

1 1 1
v A2 25
167T2192/dz/dw/dvz w[[f p{—ln (221021/2]92—17> +12}
0 0 0

LY et [ Ayl . PP ubyBph
4 22w?0p? — D 12 (Z2w?0?p? — D)? 12 (22w?v?p? — D)3
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pvp wvp
D3™" — Ay

1 1 1
zlgﬂ/dz/dw/dvzzw
0 0 0
2 2,22, 92
. {snwpw{_gln (wAp_D) Pttt
2wty 25
(z2w2v2p? — D)? T 4}

A? 5422w v%p?
P d —61
TP { n (sz%?pQ _ D) 2wivp? — D
4824wt 16255050 25 H

o (z22w2v2p? — D)2 + (z22w202p? — D)3 + 9

1 1
! /dz/dw 22w 377(‘“’])”)]92 —3In Aiz
1672 22w?p?2 — D
0

0

+ 721) + 33
2w?p2 - D 4
A? 6D 4D?
kP 461 _
prp { n <z2w2p2 _ D> 2w?p? — D T (22w2p? — D)2

s (2P 3
ppp 22p2 — D 22w?p2 - D 4
. 2 2
! (1 p) 2 _11 _A _21 p-D
16772[377 PryTe™\peop) T\ op ) T
A2 25
[N D | a2
ey - (505) + 3

The result we obtain is

&k kPEVEP i A2 1
— (Pl 2 Z (2 D)1
/(27r)4 (k2 + 2pk + D)2 1672 [3" P { g 2w D

13, 5

+—=p°— =D

2a? T 12
o {n(55)

Quartically Divergent Integrals

The general form of an integral of divergence index four is

pieo _ / A KRUECRT
4 (2m)* (k% + 2pk + D)?

13
24

1
. 2 2,2
_ ¢ 2 g g2 ) 3 (A N D (zp"—D
16772/(122 [377 PP o 22p2—D 2p? . -D
0

25

12

|

45

)

(-
il

)
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d4k Jehvpo Jehvpo
pHveo _ AHVYPO
1 /(2@4 [(kQ—i—ka—i—D)? <k2+D>2} T4

Here A"’ is given by
AQ

Ak ko i1 %

AbvPo _ (pv ,po) / d
1 /(2w)4 (k21 D)2 16a28" " Yoy— D)y
0

- 4 2 2 2
_ g [N Dy, D7 AT\ _D°
o2y mg TN Tyl p) o

and we go on with

DZWJU . A;u/pa

A J MV poK JHVpoK
- p” [k‘Q—I—Z;Upk—I—D) (k:2+D)3}
; : d4k Hvp VP
x VpORKO ;U VPO RO
— Up.po [ dz [ d BHPo
PrP / x/ z/ [k2+2xzpk+D) (k2+D)4]+ 4
0 0

where B}"*? is given
d4k‘ JeHvpo QL
2m)* (k2 + D)*

Bflwpg = 12pxpa /(

A2
_ 1 (377(“V77p0)p2 + 12p(ﬂpl’nﬂff)) /dy_y4
1672 16 (y — D)*
0
- ) [ 2 () 23]
It remains to compute
DHvPT _ AlPT _ plwpo
; P d*k x2 zkHvporal :c%k:“”pomﬁ
= 192pspapp [dz [dz [dw / [ k24+2xzwpk+D)5  (k?+ D)? ]
01 ’ 1 ’ 1 1 2 Loy
= 1920pm57/dx/dz/dw/dv/ /<:2 +2xzvak+D)
O1 01 01 01
= 1920pm57/dx/dz/dw/dv/
0 0 0 0

y [luupoﬁaﬁfy + 28$222w2v2p(upulpo'na,8'y) + 70x4z4w4v4p(uupolnaﬂ7)

(12 — 2222w2v%p? + D)6
28x626wﬁv6l(uluppanaﬁ'y) +$828w8v8puuponaﬁ7
(l2 _ $222w2fu2p2 + D)G
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With the definitions

o 7 v 35
1707 1= g Prapyn ™00 0™ L =T Pragyp P71
35 o .
B = 22 Dragyp " n 0 I = T puapyp ™7 0
we get

uvpo uvpo uvpo
D4 - A4 - B4
1 2

' 1 1 1 A
- ! 192O/d$/dz/dw/dv/dy:c322w><
1672
0 0 0 0 0
5

y I{“’Pay _ $2z2w2021§WP0y4 + $4Z4w4U4I§WpUy3
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Appendix B: CUT-OFF INTEGRALS

Performing the remaining integrations yields
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Our final result is
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Differentiating a general two propagator integral with divergence index n with
respect to p, we obtain a three propagator integral with index n — 1. In this
way we can also obtain integrals with further propagators, but since we did not
need them in our calculation, we leave it at three propagators.

1
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B.1 List OF CuT-OFF INTEGRALS

B.1 List Of Cut-Off Integrals

General Two Propagator Integrals
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Appendix B: CUT-OFF INTEGRALS

Massless Two Propagator Integrals
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B.1 List OF CuT-OFF INTEGRALS

General Three Propagator Integrals
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Appendix B: CUT-OFF INTEGRALS

Massless Three Propagator Integrals

/d4k kM kY _ (A2 + finit
Cm) Rk a?(k—p)? ~ 16227 472 o

d4k kM EY EP 1 1 A2
= — (nv _ p)*l o fini
/(277)4 k2(k+q)%(k—p)? 16722 (¢—p) i <M2> + finite

J/ dk kFEY EPEC _ (v, p0) _LQE__QE( Zgp+p?)1 Aéi
(271')4 kz(k+q)2(k_p)2 - ].67T2 n n 8 16 q gp—Tp n ,UJ2

+

(n(uv qpqo) + n(uvpppﬂ)

N

A2
— n(“”qppg)) In (2)] + finite
I

d*k E2kFEY kP 7 A2 1 A2
— (v _ )2 4 = 2 il
/ @) R (k+qP(k—p)® 167 [’7 (2-7) {4 Tyt ln<u2>}

a

1
—jﬂff—ﬂﬁp

A2
+ 0" (g —p)?)In (M)] + finite

96



Bibliography

[1]

[10]

[11]

J. Zinn-Justin, Quantum Field Theory and Critical Phenomena. Oxford
University Press, 2002.

C. Itzykson and J. Zuber, Quantum field theory. McGraw-Hill
International Book Company, 1980.

M. Peskin and D. Schroeder, An Introduction to Quantum Field Theory.
Addison-Wesley Publ. Company, 1995.

B. Grinstein, D. O’Connell, and M. Wise, “The Lee-Wick Standard
Model”, |Phys. Rev. D 77 (2008) no. 2, 25012, arXiv:0704.1845
[hep-ph].

T. D. Lee and G. C. Wick, “Negative Metric and the Unitarity of the S
Matrix”, Nucl. Phys. B 9 (1969) 209—243.

T. Lee and G. Wick, “Finite Theory of Quantum Electrodynamics”, |[Phys.
Rev. D 2 (1970) no. 6, 1033-1048.

W. Pauli and F. Villars, “On the Invariant Regularization in Relativistic
Quantum Theory”, Rev. Mod. Phys. 21 (1949) no. 3, 434—444.

J. R. Espinosa, B. Grinstein, D. O’Connell, and M. Wise, “Neutrino
masses in the Lee-Wick standard model”, Phys. Rev. D 77 (2008) 085002,
arXiv:0705.1188 [hep-ph]l

T. R. Dulaney and M. B. Wise, “Flavor Changing Neutral Currents in
the Lee-Wick Standard Model”, Phys. Lett. B 658 (2008) 230-235),
arXiv:0708.0567 [hep-ph]l

T. G. Rizzo, “Searching for Lee-Wick Gauge Bosons at the LHC”, JHEP
06 (2007) 070, arXiv:0704.3458 [hep-ph].

E. Alvarez, C. Schat, L. Da Rold, and A. Szynkman, “Electroweak
Precision Constraints on the Lee-Wick Standard Model”, |JHEP 04
(2008) 026, arXiv:0802.1061 [hep-ph].

G. 't Hooft and M. Veltman, “One-loop divergencies in the theory of
gravitation”, Annales de L’Institut Henri Poincare A 20 (1974) 69-94.

S. Deser and P. van Nieuwenhuizen, “Nonrenormalizability of the
quantized Dirac-Einstein system”, |Phys. Rev. D 10 (1974) no. 2, 411-420.

S. Deser and P. van Nieuwenhuizen, “Nonrenormalizability of the
Quantized Einstein-Maxwell System”, Phys. Rev. Lett. 32 (1974) no. 5,
245-247..

97


http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.77.025012
http://arxiv.org/abs/0704.1845
http://arxiv.org/abs/0704.1845
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(69)90098-4
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.2.1033
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.2.1033
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.21.434
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.77.085002
http://arxiv.org/abs/0705.1188
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2007.08.049
http://arxiv.org/abs/0708.0567
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2007/06/070
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2007/06/070
http://arxiv.org/abs/0704.3458
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2008/04/026
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2008/04/026
http://arxiv.org/abs/0802.1061
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.10.411
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.32.245
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.32.245

BIBLIOGRAPHY

[15]

[19]

[20]

22]

[23]

[25]

[26]

S. Deser, H. Tsao, and P. van Nieuwenhuizen, “Nonrenormalizability of
Einstein-Yang-Mills interactions at the one-loop level”, Phys. Lett. B 50
(1974) no. 4, 491-493.

C. Burgess, “Quantum gravity in everyday life: General relativity as an
effective field theory”, Living Reviews in Relativity 7 (2004) no. 5, (cited
25.12.08). http://www.livingreviews.org/lrr-2004-5.

C. P. Burgess, “Introduction to effective field theory”, Ann. Rev. Nucl.
Part. Sci. 57 (2007) 329-362, larXiv:hep-th/0701053.

D. Ebert, J. Plefka, and A. Rodigast, “Absence of gravitational
contributions to the running Yang-Mills coupling”, |[Phys. Lett. B 660
(2008) 579-582, arXiv:0710.1002 [hep-th].

A. Rodigast, One-Loop Divergences of the Yang-Mills Theory coupled to
Gravitation. Diploma thesis, Humboldt-Universitit zu Berlin, 2007.

S. Robinson and F. Wilczek, “Gravitational Correction to Running of
Gauge Couplings”, |Phys. Rev. Lett. 96 (2006) no. 23, 231601,
arXiv:hep-th/0509050.

A. Pietrykowski, “Gauge Dependence of Gravitational Correction to
Running of Gauge Couplings”, |Phys. Rev. Lett. 98 (2007) no. 6, 61801,
arXiv:hep-th/0606208.

D. Toms, “Quantum Gravity and Charge Renormalization”, |Phys. Rev. D
76 (2007) no. 4, 45015, arXiv:0708.2990 [hep-th].

D. Ebert, J. Plefka, and A. Rodigast, “Gravitational Contributions to the
Running Yang-Mills Coupling in Large Extra-Dimensional Brane
Worlds”, Arziv preprint (2008), arXiv:0809.0624 [hep-th].

B. Grinstein, D. O’Connell, and M. Wise, “Massive Vector Scattering in
Lee-Wick Qauge Theory”, |Phys. Rev. D 77 (2008) no. 6, 65010,
arXiv:0710.5528 [hep-ph]l

R. Cutkosky, P. Landshoff, D. Olive, and J. Polkinghorne, “A
non-analytic S-matrix”, |[Nucl. Phys. B 12 (1969) no. 2, 281-300.

A. van Tonder, “Unitarity, Lorentz invariance and causality in Lee-Wick
theories: An asymptotically safe completion of QED”, Arziv preprint
(2008), arXiv:0810.1928 [hep-th].

V. Popov and L. Faddeev, “Feynman Diagrams for the Yang-Mills Field”,
Phys. Lett. B 25 (1967) 29-30.

B. Grinstein and D. O’Connell, “One-Loop Renormalization of Lee-Wick
Gauge Theory”, |Phys. Rev. D 78 (2008) 105005, arXiv:0801.4034
[hep-ph].

98


http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(74)90268-8
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(74)90268-8
http://www.livingreviews.org/lrr-2004-5
http://dx.doi.org/10.1146/annurev.nucl.56.080805.140508
http://dx.doi.org/10.1146/annurev.nucl.56.080805.140508
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0701053
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2008.01.037
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2008.01.037
http://arxiv.org/abs/0710.1002
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.96.231601
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0509050
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.98.061801
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0606208
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.76.045015
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.76.045015
http://arxiv.org/abs/0708.2990
http://arxiv.org/abs/0809.0624
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.77.065010
http://arxiv.org/abs/0710.5528
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(69)90169-2
http://arxiv.org/abs/0810.1928
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(67)90067-6
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.78.105005
http://arxiv.org/abs/0801.4034
http://arxiv.org/abs/0801.4034

[29]

[30]

[31]

[41]

[42]

A. Slavnov, “Ward identities in gauge theories”, | Theoretical and
Mathematical Physics 10 (1972) no. 2, 99-104.

J. Taylor and W. Identities, “Charge Renormalization of the Yang-Mills
Field”, |Nucl. Phys. B 33 (1971) 436.

T. Bakeyev and A. Slavnov, “Higher Covariant Derivative Regularization
Revisited”, Mod. Phys. Lett. A 11 (1996) no. 19, 1539-1554,
arXiv:hep-th/9601092!

G. 't Hooft and M. Veltman, “Regularization and Renormalization of
Gauge Fields”, |Nucl. Phys. B 44 (1972) no. 1, 189-213.

E. Fradkin and A. Tseytlin, “Renormalizable Asymtotically Free
Quantum Theory of Gravity”, Phys. Lett. B 104 (1981) no. 5, 377-381.

T. Appelquist and J. Carazzone, “Infrared singularities and massive
fields”, |Phys. Rev. D 11 (1975) no. 10, 2856-2861.

L. Abbott, “The background field method beyond one loop”, Nucl. Phys.
B 185 (1981) 189-203.

F. Wu and M. Zhong, “TeV Scale Lee-Wick Fields out of Large Extra
Dimensional Gravity”, Phys. Rev. D 78 (2008) 085010, arXiv:0807.0132
[hep-ph].

J. Donoghue, “General relativity as an effective field theory: The leading
quantum corrections”, Phys. Rev. D 50 (1994) no. 6, 3874—3888,
arXiv:gr-qc/9405057.

J. Donoghue, “Leading quantum correction to the Newtonian potential”,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 72 (1994) no. 19, 2996-2999, arXiv:gr-qc/9310024.

J. Donoghue, “Introduction to the Effective Field Theory Description of
Gravity”, Arziv preprint (1995), larXiv:gr-qc/9512024.

J. Donoghue and T. Torma, “Power counting of loop diagrams in general
relativity”, Phys. Rev. D 54 (1996) no. 8, 4963-4972,
arXiv:hep-th/9602121.

S. Deser and P. van Nieuwenhuizen, “One-loop divergences of quantized
Einstein-Maxwell fields”, Phys. Rev. D 10 (1974) no. 2, 401-410.

S. Deser, H. Tsao, and P. van Nieuwenhuizen, “One-loop divergences of
the Einstein-Yang-Mills system”, Phys. Rev. D 10 (1974) no. 10,
3337-3342.

S. Robinson, Two Quantum Effects in the Theory of Gravitation. PhD
thesis, Massachausetts Institute of Technology, 2005.

J. Kogut and K. Wilson, “The Renormalization Group and the ¢
Expansion”, Phys. Rep. C'12 (1974) no. 2, 75-199.

99


http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF01090719
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF01090719
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(71)90297-5
http://dx.doi.org/10.1142/S0217732396001533
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9601092
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(72)90279-9
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(81)90702-4
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.11.2856
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(81)90371-0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(81)90371-0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.78.085010
http://arxiv.org/abs/0807.0132
http://arxiv.org/abs/0807.0132
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.50.3874
http://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/9405057
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.72.2996
http://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/9310024
http://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/9512024
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.54.4963
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9602121
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.10.401
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.10.3337
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.10.3337
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0370-1573(74)90023-4

BIBLIOGRAPHY

[45] S. Coleman and D. J. Gross, “Price of asymptotic freedom”, Phys. Rev.
Lett. 31 (1973) no. 13, 851-854.

[46] A. Rodigast and T. Schuster, work in progress.

[47] C. D. Carone and R. F. Lebed, “A Higher-Derivative Lee-Wick Standard
Model”, Arziv preprint (2008), arXiv:0811.4150 [hep-th].

[48] D. Toms, “Cosmological Constant and Quantum Gravitational
Corrections to the Running Fine Structure Constant”, Arxziv preprint
(2008), larXiv:0809.3897 [hep-th].

[49] G. Vilkovisky, “The Unique Effective Action in Quantum Field Theory”,
Nucl. Phys. B 234 (1984) no. 1, 125-137.

[50] B. DeWitt, The Global Approach to Quantum Field Theory, vol. 1.
Oxford, 2003.

100


http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.31.851
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.31.851
http://arxiv.org/abs/0811.4150
http://arxiv.org/abs/0809.3897
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(84)90228-1

SELBSTANDIGKEITSERKLARUNG

Hilfsmittel

Diese Diplomarbeit wurde mit IXTEX 2¢ gesetzt. Die Grafiken wurden mit Hilfe
von feynMP und METAPOST erstellt. Die in dieser Arbeit enthaltenen Rech-
nungen wurden unter Einbeziehung von FORM 3.2 (Jos Vermaseren) erstellt.

Selbstindigkeitserklarung

Hiermit erklare ich, die vorliegende Diplomarbeit selbstdndig sowie ohne uner-
laubte fremde Hilfe verfasst und nur die angegebenen Quellen und Hilfsmittel
verwendet zu haben.

Mit der Auslage meiner Diplomarbeit in den Bibliotheken der Humboldt-
Universitédt zu Berlin bin ich einverstanden.

Berlin, den 30. Dezember 2008

Theodor Schuster




	Contents
	Notations and Conventions
	Introduction
	Outline

	Lee-Wick Gauge Theory
	Diagrammatic Approach
	Classical Equations of Motion
	Degrees of Freedom
	Quantization
	Power Counting
	Derivation of the Feynman Rules
	Regularization
	Cut-Off Regularization
	Dimensional Regularilzation

	One-Loop Divergences
	The beta Function
	Lee-Wick Gauge Theory
	The Limit to Yang-Mills Theory


	Background Field Method
	The Formalism
	Yang-Mills Theory
	Lee-Wick Gauge Theory
	Improving the Convergence



	Gravitational Corrections
	Lee-Wick Fields out of Gravity
	General Relativity as an Effective Field Theory
	The Graviton
	Renormalization of the YM Coupling Constant
	Gauge Fields
	Fermions
	Scalars

	Running of the Yukawa and phi^4 Couplings
	Yukawa Theory
	phi^4 Theory

	Summary and Conclusions

	Appendix
	Feynman Rules of YM Theory
	Cut-Off Integrals
	List Of Cut-Off Integrals

	Bibliography


