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We apply the heat kernel method to relations between covariant and consistent currents in anoma-
lous chiral gauge theories. Banerjee et al. have shown that the relation between these currents
is expressed by a “functional curl” of the covariant current. Using the heat kernel method,
we evaluate the functional curl explicitly in arbitrary even dimensions. We also apply the heat
kernel method to evaluate Osabe and Suzuki’s results of the difference between covariant and
consistent currents in two and four dimensions. Applying the arguments of Banerjee et al. to
gravitational anomalies, we investigate the relationship between the covariant and consistent
energy—momentum tensors. The relation is found to be expressed by a functional curl of the
covariant energy—momentum tensor.

Subject Index B06, B31, B33

1. Introduction

Chiral gauge anomalies can be viewed in one of two ways, namely, covariant and consistent. Covariant
anomalies are defined as covariant divergences of the covariant current, i.e., a covariant divergence of
the covariantly regularized expectation value of the current. Consistent anomalies can be considered
as gauge transformations of a regularized effective action. From this definition, consistent anomalies
satisfy the Wess—Zumino consistency condition (Ref. [1]).

The covariant and consistent anomalies are known to be equivalent in the sense that they lead to
the same anomaly-cancelation condition. Bardeen and Zumino (Ref. [2]) have given a general proof
for this equivalence of the anomalies using algebraic prescriptions. Their approach does not need
any explicit form for the Lagrangians, thus giving model-independent results. Lagrangian-based
field-theoretical approaches to the equivalence of the gauge anomalies have been given by various
authors (Refs. [3—8]). In particular, Banerjee et al. (Ref. [3]) have shown equivalence by introducing
a regularized effective action defined through covariant current.

To prove the equivalence of covariant and consistent gauge anomalies, Banerjee et al. (Ref. [3])
gave a relationship between the covariant and consistent currents. The consistent current was derived
as a functional derivative of a regularized effective action, which was defined using the covariant
current (Ref. [3]). As a result, the relationship between the covariant and consistent currents is
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expressed by a “functional curl” of the covariant current.! The authors of Ref. [3] argued that the
functional curl of the covariant current is proportional to the delta function. With the help of the
delta-function-type behavior of the functional curl, they have derived the relationship between the
covariant and consistent gauge anomalies. Although their result agrees with Bardeen and Zumino
(Ref. [2]), the delta-function-type behavior of the functional curl is not clearly explained in their
arguments. Thus, it is desirable to prove the behavior of the functional curl more explicitly.

The functional curl of the covariant current has been discussed by various authors (Refs. [6,7,9—
12]). Fujikawa and Suzuki (Ref. [6]) gave a formal proof of the relationship between the functional
curl and the covariant anomaly; this relation was derived by Banerjee et al. (Ref. [3]) using the delta-
function-type behavior of the functional curl. Ohshima et al. (Ref. [7]) evaluated the functional curl
of the covariant current in supersymmetric chiral gauge theory. This curl was evaluated explicitly by
using the Fourier transformation in four dimensions. Based on their motivation, which differed from
that of Banerjee et al., Qiu and Ren (Ref. [12]) evaluated the functional curl explicitly by using the
point-splitting method in two and four dimensions. All of these results are consistent with the curl’s
delta-function-type behavior.

Other studies concerning the relationship between the covariant and consistent currents have been
reported in Refs. [4,5,8], where the functional curl does not appear in the arguments. The differ-
ence between the covariant and consistent currents has been directly calculated using Pauli—Villars
regularization (Ref. [4]) and the point-splitting method (Ref. [5]). Osabe and Suzuki (Ref. [8]) also
discussed the difference between covariant and consistent currents, which they defined by invok-
ing different types of exponential regulators. These regulators were then used to obtain a formal
expression of the difference between the covariant and consistent currents.

In this paper, by using the heat kernel method (Ref. [13]), we evaluate the functional curl of the
covariant current explicitly. The curl that we derive agrees with that of Refs. [3,6]. Our result presents
another direct proof of the delta-function-type behavior of the functional curl in arbitrary even
dimensions. We also apply the heat kernel method to evaluate Osabe and Suzuki’s formal expression
of the difference between the covariant and consistent currents (Ref. [8]). This difference, which we
calculate in two and four dimensions, agrees with previous results (Refs. [2,3]). The arguments of
Banerjee et al. (Ref. [3]) are also applied to gravitational anomalies (Ref. [14]).> We investigate the
relationship between the covariant and consistent energy—momentum tensors, which is found to be
expressed by a functional curl of the covariant energy—momentum tensor.

The rest of this paper is outlined as follows. In Sect. 2, we review the arguments of Banerjee
et al. (Ref. [3]) concerning covariant and consistent gauge anomalies. In Sect. 3, we evaluate the
functional curl of the covariant current explicitly by using the heat kernel method in arbitrary even
dimensions. In Sect. 4, we apply the heat kernel method to Osabe and Suzuki’s difference of the
covariant and consistent currents (Ref. [8]) in two and four dimensions. In Sect. 5, by applying the
arguments of Banerjee et al. (Ref. [3]) to the gravitational anomalies, we investigate the relationship
between the covariant and consistent energy—momentum tensors. Section 6 is devoted to a summary
and discussion.

! The functional curl of the covariant current appears also in the covariant commutator anomaly (Refs. [10,

11]).
2 The equivalence of the covariant and consistent gravitational anomalies is also shown in Ref. [2] by the
algebraic approach. We are interested here in the field-theoretical approach to the equivalence.
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2. Functional curl of the covariant current

We consider a chiral gauge theory given by the following 2n-dimensional Euclidean Lagrangian:

— . 1—ys
L =Yyt <8H+1AZT“ 5 )1//, (2.1)
where v and ¥ are the Dirac spinors, and Aj, are the gauge fields. The metric we use is n#*" = —éH".
The Dirac gamma matrices y* are antihermitian, and y5 = i"y'y2 - - - 2" is hermitian. The matrices

y# and the hermitian generators 7¢ satisfy

{yuv yv} = _25/“), (22)
[Ta, Tb] — if‘abCTC’ (23)
tr 77" = 15, (2.4)

where 1%¢ are the structure constants of the gauge group. The Lagrangian . is invariant under these
gauge transformations:

a e
Sa ¥ (x) = ia" ()T Tw(x), (2.5)
_ _ 1
50 () = —F et T L (2.6)
8l (x) = =Dy’ (x) = =90 (x) + f°Ab () (x). (2.7)

2.1.  Covariant and consistent currents

Although the Lagrangian (2.1) is invariant under gauge transformations, the effective action is not.
The effective action W[AZ] transforms as

Sa WA} = /dx 54 (0 8oy, (x)
= i/dx a?(x) G4 (x), (2.8)
where the gauge anomaly G“(x) is defined by
G*(x) = D, (J"(x)), (2.9)

with the vacuum expectation value of the current (J#“(x)) given by

13
@) =~

b
e wiAb). (2.10)

These expressions have only formal meanings, i.e., (J*%(x)) is divergent since W[A’j ] is divergent.
To treat current (2.10) meaningfully, we should adopt an appropriate regularization.

We usually adopt either the consistent or covariant regularization. The consistently regularized
current (J*%(x))cons is defined through the regularization of the effective action W[Ae]. Using the
regularized effective action Wieg [A’j], we define a regularized current

1 6
ma —_ b
(/7)) cons = i 544 (%) WreglA, - (2.11)
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We note that the consistent current (J#4(x))cons given by Eq. (2.11) satisfies the integrability condition

v ygqvboy _ ) wua _
(SAﬁ(x) <J (x )>COHS 5A€ (x,)‘ (J (x)>cons = 0. (2.12)

If Wieg [Afj ] is gauge invariant, the current (J#?(x))cons transforms covariantly under gauge transfor-
mation. In the anomalous gauge theory, however, Wy [Alj] is not gauge invariant and thus the current
(J"(x))cons does not transform covariantly.

The covariant current (J#“(x)).ov i the expectation value of current regularized covariantly with
respect to gauge transformation. In contrast with the current (J#“(x))cons, the (J#4(x))cov transforms
covariantly under the gauge transformation (2.7). Consequently, (J#?(x))cov cannot be expressed in
the form of Eq. (2.11) in the anomalous theory. In particular, the covariant current does not satisfy
the integrability condition (2.12). These expectation values are functionals of AS. When we need to
pay attention to the functional property, we use a symbol such as (J*%(x))cov [Aﬁ].

Substituting these regularized currents into Eq. (2.9), we obtain the following gauge anomalies:

Ggov(x) = Du<Jua(x)>cov (2.13)

and
Ggons(x) =Dy, (JH4(X)) conss (2.14)
where G¢, (x) and G (x) are called covariant and consistent, respectively. The consistent anom-

aly G¢,, (x) satisfies the Wess—Zumino consistency condition (Ref. [1]), which is ascribed to the

integrability condition (2.12).

a

The covariant anomaly G¢

(x) can be expressed as (see, e.g., Ref. [6])

G2 (x) = lim lim tr T95e "8 (x — x'), 2.15)

s—>0x'—x

where s is the cut-off parameter and D = y* (9, +i4}, T“). This quantity can be calculated (Ref. [6])
as

(=D"

Geov(0) =

HIVI= HnVn ¢ Tan,lvl () - 'F,U«nVn x), (216)

where i1Vl HnVr ig the totally antisymmetric tensor with gl22n — 1 and F w = 0y Ay — 0pAy, +
i[Ay, Av] is the field strength of the gauge fields 4, = A}, T“. The covariant anomaly G¢, (x) is a
finite local polynomial of field strength F,, (x).

2.2.  Relationship between the covariant and consistent currents

We follow Banerjee et al. (Ref. [3]) in deriving the relationship between the covariant and consistent
currents. We introduce a parameter g and define

Wy = Wgd%]. (2.17)
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If we put g = 1, then W, reduces to the original effective action W[AZ]. We can express W[AZ]
using Wy as

W[A“]—/ld an+W (2.18)
W7 Y ag e '

Note that the g-dependence arises only through the combination g4¢ ; we obtain

W4e] = / 1dg / dr—Te ya . (2.19)
H 0 5(gAﬁ(x)) .

where we have dropped the Wg—¢ term since it is an 47 -independent constant. From definition (2.10),
we rewrite Eq. (2.19) as

1
wid,] = i/ dg/dxAZ(x)(J“a(x))g, (2.20)
0
where we have used the notation
(JH00))E = (T (x))[gAD). (2.21)

Expression (2.20) has only a formal meaning because the current (J*“(x))8 is not yet regularized.
The crucial point of the prescription of Ref. [3] is to substitute covariant current (J*¢ (x))§OV =
(JHe (x))cov[gAlj] for (J*%(x))¢ in Eq. (2.20) to construct a regularized effective action W[AZ]reg:

1
W[AZ]reg = i/ dg/dxAZ(x)(JW(x))gov. (2.22)
0

We can obtain a consistent current from the regularized effective action (2.22). Taking the functional
derivative of Eq. (2.22) with respect to 47, (x), we obtain the relationship between the covariant and
consistent currents (Ref. [3]):
1 vb (& a g
SN eov  SUTH(X) ) cov

JHA(x = (JH(x +/ d; /dx' A5 (x/ —~ . (223

( ( ))COIIS < ( ))COV 0 g g u( ) 3 (gAZ(X)) (S (gAg(X/)) ( )
Note that the “functional curl” of the covariant current appears in the integrand of the second term
on the right-hand side. The functional curl in Eq. (2.23) is obtained by substituting g4}, into 4}, in
the functional curl

3P ))ecov 3 X)) cov 2.24)
8Af, (x) s4b(xy '

which does not vanish since the covariant current does not satisfy the integrability condition (2.12)
in the anomalous theory.? Taking the covariant divergence of Eq. (2.23), we obtain the relationship
between the covariant and consistent gauge anomalies:

SOy 8 Eou

1
a _ (a ac r qbo _
GCOl’lS(x) - GCOV(x) +DN' /(; dg/dx gAu(-x) { 8 (gAfL(x)) 8 (gAe(x/)) H (225)

where D" = 5“0, —f“dCAZ.

3 It can be seen that the parity-conserving part of the functional curl vanishes.
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Banerjee et al. (Ref. [3]) have evaluated the functional curl of the covariant current by using the
fact that this curl has delta-function-type behavior at x = x':
3" ())eov  8(UMX))cov :

e S o« 8(x — ). (2.26)

Using expression (2.26), they showed that the functional curl can be expressed by the covariant
gauge anomaly,

vb ./ a b !
8(-] (x ))cov N 8<JM (x)>C°V — _zw' (2.27)
544 (x) 34b(x") SF, ()

Substituting this equation into Eq. (2.25), they derived an expression for the consistent gauge anomaly
that agrees with the result of Ref. [2]. In the arguments of Ref. [3] given above, it is crucial for
expression (2.26) to actually hold. In Ref. [3], however, a detailed proof of expression (2.26) is not
shown. Considering this point, we evaluate the functional curl explicitly in the next section.

3. Explicit evaluation of the functional curl of the covariant current

The expectation value of the current can be expressed by

_ 1—
U @) = (P 1=y )

1+ s

1
yHTe o —x'), (3.1)

where D = y# (9, +idj, T“). To regularize Eq. (3.1), we employ the Gaussian regulator to define a
covariant current (Ref. [6]),

+ Vs

1
(J"(x))eoy = lim lim tr
s—>0x'—x

1
y“T“Ee_SWB(x —x), (3.2)

where s is the cut-off parameter. Because the regulator =P s covariant, the current (J#?(x))cov
transforms covariantly. Taking the functional curl of Eq. (3.2) and using trace properties, we have
(Ref. [6])

SV ) oy ST cov

8Aii x) 8A€ ")

1
= — lil’I(l)S tr ysy"Tb/ da <e_(1_“)m25(x’ — x)) y“T“e_‘”Dz(S(x —x), (3.3)
s— 0

where D' = y* (9, + idf (x')T). Here Fujikawa and Suzuki have shown that the right-hand side
of Eq. (3.3) is equal to the functional derivative of the expression for the covariant anomaly (2.15)
with respect to the field strength (Ref. [6]), which gives a formal proof of Eq. (2.27) and thus gives
the proof of expression (2.26).

In the following, we evaluate the functional curl (3.3) explicitly by using the heat kernel method
(Ref. [13]). The functional curl (3.3) can be expressed by

UV N ) oy ST cov

544 (x) SAD (x')

1
= — 1in})s tr y5y”be da K(x',x; (1 — a)s)y*TK (x,x'; as), (3.4)
S—> 0
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where K (x,x’; s) is the heat kernel defined by
K(x,x';s) = e_SEZS(x —x). (3.5)

Substituting the heat-kernel expansion

o0

exp ((x —x)?/4s) Y ag (x,x")s" (3.6)

k=0

K@, x';s) =

(4ms)"

into Eq. (3.4), we have

1 1
Eq.(3.4) = —i TET /0 do Y (1 — )" " = HH 2 exp (¢ — x)? /4o (1 — @)s)
k1
x trysy " TPap (x', x)y" T (x,x'), (3.7)

where we have suppressed the symbol lim,_, o. The exponential function appearing on the right-hand
side can be understood as the heat kernel of the free theory. That is, if we define

Ko(x,x';s) = exp ((x — x/)2/4s) , (3.8)

(4ms)"

then Ko (x, x’; s) satisfies

d
a_KO(-x,xl;S) = —DK()(X,X/;S), KO(X,X/QS = O) = 8(-x _x/)a (39)
N

where [ = 9,,0". A formal solution to Eq. (3.9) can be written as

Ko(x,x;s) = e *Hs(x — x'). (3.10)

N

Taking the Taylor expansion of e *" with respect to s, we have*

(—sO

)k
T S(x —x). (3.11)

exp ((x —x)?/4s) = (4ms)" Y

k=0

With this formula and the integration formula

! k (1 !
/ da(l _a)k+n1al+m — ( +m) ( +m) ’ (312)

0 k+142m+1)!

Eq. (3.7) can be written as
Eq.(3.7) = —i ! i G+ mtd +m). sltktltm=n
4" m! (k+1+2m+ 1)!
k,,m

X tr y5y”Tbak(x/,x)y“Taal(x,x')(—D)mS(x —x). (3.13)

Considering that the terms higher than zeroth order in s vanish in the limit s — 0, we find that the
indices k, /, and m of the surviving terms (3.13) satisfy the condition

l+k+I+m—n<O. (3.14)

4 A proof of Eq. (3.11) using test functions is given in Appendix A.
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In addition, the surviving terms must contain at least 2n factors of gamma matrices y*, because of
the existence of s in the trace over spinor indices. As shown in Appendix B, a;(x,x") contains at
most 2k factors of y#. Consequently, indices k£ and / of the surviving terms satisfy the condition

242k +2 > 2n. (3.15)

Conditions (3.14) and (3.15) lead to
m=0, (3.16)
l=n—k—1 (3.17)

Then, Eq. (3.13) becomes
Eq. (3.13)
= ! nXik'(n_ — 1)!try5y”Tbak(x,x)y“T“an_k_1(x,x)8(x—x/). (3.18)
(47T)”

Here ay (x, x) is given by Eq. (B.7), starting with the term containing 2k factors of y*:

k!
where the dots on the right-hand side express terms with a lower power of y#. Substituting Eq. (B.7)

into Eq. (3.18), we obtain the final expression for the functional curl,

SV oy ST cov

844, (x) 845 (x")
—1"
L, D
@Am)r(n—1)!
where the symbol “Str” denotes the symmetrized trace (Ref. [15]) indicating that the factors in the

(—D¥ o)
ar(x,x) = (2)/ 14 Fuv) +, (B.7)

ghVRIVE b= Vn=t S AT R R S — ), (3.19)

trace are to be totally symmetrized. We notice here that our evaluation gives a direct proof of expres-
sion (2.26). Comparing this expression with the final expression of the covariant anomaly (2.16), we
again obtain Eq. (2.27).

4. Explicit evaluation of Osabe and Suzuki’s expression for the current difference

Osabe and Suzuki (Ref. [8]) have also discussed the difference between the consistent and covariant
currents. Their consistent current (J*%(x))cons can be written as

1 |
() ) eons = 111'% tr <x‘ ';VS )/MTaBG_épﬂ ‘x) 4.1)
s—>

in our notation, while the covariant current (J*“(x)).oy is given by Eq. (3.2), i.e.,
1 1 _
(JH4(x)) oy = lim tr <x‘ﬂy“T“—eﬂD2 |x> 4.2)
s—0 2 D

From these definitions, they derived an expression for the difference between currents. Their deriva-
tion can be explained essentially as follows: Introducing Dy = y“D‘,gL = y"*(d,+igA,) and noticing
the equality

1

A d

P _ PP = / dg— e~ PPz, (4.3)
0o dg
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we obtain
(Jﬂa (*))cons — (JIM (*))cov

b d 1 1
= —lim/ a’g—tr(x‘ﬁy”“Ta—e_SWDg

y

s—0 2 D
= — lim dg / da tr yrT— L —a-spp, (_pPe) -aspp, x>
s—0 D dg
db
= lims/ dg/ do tr ﬂy’“‘T“<x‘e_(1_°‘)S@gD—ge_‘”p@g x). (4.4)
s—0 Jo 0 2 dg
In the third line, we have used the identity
e™PPsp = pe=sPeP (4.5)

Equation (4.4) is equivalent to Osabe and Suzuki’s expression for the current difference (Ref. [8]).
Now, we calculate current difference (4.4) by applying the heat kernel method. Introducing heat
kernels

Ko (x,x';5) = (x|le™ PPz |x'), (4.6)
Ko (x,x';5) = (x|le™PeP|x), (4.7)

we express Eq. (4.4) as
(X)) cons — (SH4 (X)) cov

= - hm s/ dg/ da / dx' tr ysy* TK, (6,5 (1 — a)) A Kg (X, x5 as), 4.8)
where A" = V4, (x’) and we have omitted the parity-conserving terms since only parity-violating
terms contribute to the anomalies. These kernels K, and I~(g are not independent of each other. In
fact, owing to the relation

DD = (DDy)", (4.9)

they satisfy

Ky (x,x';5) = Ko (', x; ). (4.10)

We expand K, (x,x; s) and I~(g (x,x’;s) in 2n dimensions as

o
Ky (x,x';5) = ( 4;)” exp ((x — x')? /4s) ; b (x,x')s, (4.11)
~ 1 O_O
Ko(x,x';5) = Gy exp ((x — x')?/4s) X_: b (x,x')s". (4.12)
Note here that Eq. (4.10) indicates
br(x,x) = br(x',x)". (4.13)
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Substituting expansions (4.11) and (4.12) into Eq. (4.8), we have

i 1 1 1
Eq.(4.8) = = d d ' 1 — o)k ngl—ngl+k+1=2n
q. (4.3 2(47”2”/0 g/o Ot/kaI:( o) " s

x exp (v — x')?/4a (1 — a)s) tr ysy*Tby (x,x")A'by (X', x), (4.14)

where we have suppressed the symbol lim,_,. With the help of Egs. (3.11) and (3.12), Eq. (4.14)
becomes

i1 1 1 (k4 m)!( + m)!
Eq. (4.14) = = d dx’ - 1-+k+I+m—n
q- (4.19) 2mmnﬂ g/ixg%muk+l+bn+nﬁ

X tr ysy“Tal;k e, xNA'b; (X, x) ()8 (x — x'). (4.15)

Note that the terms higher than zeroth order in s vanish in the limit s — 0; we find that the indices
k, I, and m of the surviving terms on the right-hand side satisfy the condition

l+k+I4+m—n<o. (4.16)

Below, we work in two and four dimensions.
In two dimensions (n = 1), condition (4.16) becomes

k+1+m=<0, (4.17)

which means that £k = [ = m = 0. Thus, Eq. (4.15) reads
-l
(X)) cons — (X)) cov = é/o dg / dx' tr ysy"Tbo(x, x')A/bo(x/,x)S(x - x/)
1
= ESW tr 794, (x), (4.18)

where we have used the coincidence limits b (x,x) = bo(x,x) = 1 (Egs. (C.4) and (4.13)). This
agrees with the previous results (Refs. [2,3]).
In four dimensions (n = 2), condition (4.16) becomes

k+14+m—1<0. (4.19)

The solutions of this condition are (k,/,m) = (0,0,0), (1,0,0), (0,1,0), (0,0, 1). Calculating the
four terms corresponding to these solutions, we obtain
() ) cons — (X)) cov

i1
T2 (4m)?

1
1-
/ dg/dx/tr ysyH T (—bo(x,x/)A/bo(x/,x)
0 N
1= IN 4/ / 1= IN 4/ / 1= IN 4/ / /
+ Ebl(x,x )Abo(x", x) + Ebo(x,x YA'by(x", x) — gbo(x,x YA bo(x", )1 ) §(x — x7)

i 1

1 1 ~
= EW/(; dg (;trysy“T [bolA[bo]

1 ~ 1 - 1 -
+5H%WWWMMMM+EH%V”W%Mwﬂ—gij%WT%M%d>,@2®
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where we have used Synge’s symbol (Ref. [16]) to denote coincidence limits such as [d,b9] =
lim,/_, , 94b0(x,x’). Since [by] = [130] = 1, the first term in the integrand of Eq. (4.20) vanishes after
taking the trace over the spinor indices. With the help of coincidence limits (C.4), (C.16), and (4.13),
the second and third terms become

1 ~
5 ysy T [bi1Albol = i(1 + Q)e"PY (1 T4, 0pdq + (1 + g2)e PV tr T Ay Agd,,  (4.21)

%tr ysy T bolAlb1] = i(1 + g)e" PV tr 4, T90sAy + (1 + g%)e" PV tr T4y dpd,.  (4.22)
The last term in Eq. (4.20) can be calculated as follows. Note that
' (bod'bo) = (O'bo)A'bo + bod'T'bo + bo(T'A")bo

+ 2(8),b0) (3" A"V bo + 2bo (3., 48" by + 2(8),bo) A’ by. (4.23)

The coincidence limit of Eq. (4.23) can be evaluated by using Egs. (C.4), (C.14), (C.15), and (4.13);
thus, we obtain

[ tr ysy " Tbod'bo| = 2i(1 — @)e"*PY tr{T%, 4, }dpAa + 8(1 — g)e" PV tr T" 4, ApA4,. (4.24)
From these results, we finally obtain

(700 ) cons — (J7(X)) cov

1 i
- B _
= 247[28““ Ytr{T“, 4, }0pAa 602

which agrees with the previous results (Refs. [2,3]).

e"PY tr T944ApA,, (4.25)

5. Relationship between the covariant and consistent energy—momentum tensors

In this section, we apply the arguments of Banerjee et al. (Ref. [3]), as explained in Sect. 2, to
gravitational anomalies (Ref. [14]). The vacuum expectation value of the energy—momentum tensor
density (eT*, (x)) is expressed by the effective action W{e,’]:

(€T = 5= W1ey) (5.)
where e/ is the vielbein field, e = det e“u, and e”u is the inverse matrix of e/ . Gravitational anomalies
appear as nonzero values of D* (T, (x)) (Einstein anomaly) and/or (774 (x)) = %(T b () — Tpa(x))
(Lorentz anomaly).

In Eq. (5.1), (€T, (x)) is ill defined because Wle,’] is a divergent quantity. To treat the energy—
momentum tensor (e7, (x)) meaningfully, we should adopt an appropriate regularization, either
consistent or covariant. The consistently regularized energy—momentum tensor (€7, (x))cons 18
defined by the regularized effective action W[e, Jreg as

a 8 v
(eTM(x»cons = mw[eb Ireg- (5.2)

The covariant energy—momentum tensor (el ’L (¥))cov 1s the expectation value of the energy—
momentum tensor regularized covariantly with respect to both the general coordinate and local
Lorentz transformations. These expectation values are functionals of e/ (x). When we need to pay
attention to the functional property, we use a symbol such as (eT ”;L (x))cov[eb"].
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Now, we introduce a vielbein field e/ () = e/ (x,t), with one parameter ¢, which connects the
original vielbein e/ (x) to the flat space-time vielbein 8 such that

el (x,0) =8, (5.3)
el'(x,1) =el (x). (5.4)

For example, we may adopt e/ (f) = 85 + t(el' (x) — 85) or el (1) = (¢)}* with the matrix
H}' = (Ine)}. We define a t-parametrized effective action W, by

Wf = W[eau(t)]a (55)
which reduces to the original effective action Wiel1ift = 1. We can express the effective action
Wiel by using W; as

L aw,
Wle] = f dza—t’+W,:0. (5.6)
0

Note that the #-dependence of W, arises only through e/ (¢); we obtain

! SW;  del (x,1)
WieH =f dt/d @ =7 5.7
lea'l= | Y selnt) ot (5.7)

where we have dropped the W, term, since it is an e,/ -independent constant. From definition (5.1),
we rewrite this equation as

1 ®
de, (t
Wle] = / dt f dx (eT‘,gye“—(), (5.8)
0 ot
where we have used the notation
(eT4)" = (eT)le, (1)]. (5.9)
To construct a regularized effective action Wreg[ea”“ ], we substitute the covariant energy—momentum
tensor (eT“ P (eT“ )eovle, (£)] for (eT" )' on the right-hand side of Eq. (5.8):
del (1)
Wregle, / dt / T4 ooy ‘5 — (5.10)

We can obtain a consistent energy—momentum tensor from the regularized effective action (5.10).
Taking the variation of Eq. (5.10) with respect to e/, we obtain the following relationship between
the covariant and consistent energy—momentum tensors:

/ dx (€T Yoonsde
/ dt/dx (€T oo s 8e”“(t)-|-/ dt/ /d/ v/ Jeov ¢ s ()aea (t)
= / dx (eT% ) covde !
/ dtf dxf e [ (Se: (tc)ov B 6<8;:b(i)cw} ()ae"u(t) (5.11)
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where we have applied integration by parts to the first term in the second line and used the fact that
t . arises only through e/ (#). In Eq. (5.11), primed indices denote those

the 7-dependence of (7, )¢oy
attached at the point x’ such as

©TV) = (e@)TE (), el (1) = el (v, 0). (5.12)

We emphasize that the “functional curl” of the covariant energy—momentum tensor appears in
Eq. (5.11). This curl vanishes only when the theory is not anomalous. In fact, if the theory is anomaly
free, the regularized effective action is invariant under the general coordinate and local Lorentz
transformations. In this case, the consistent energy—momentum tensor becomes covariant, and thus
the covariant energy—momentum tensor satisfies the integrability condition, i.e., the condition of
vanishing functional curl. Conversely, if the functional curl of the covariant energy—momentum
tensor is zero, the consistent energy—momentum tensor coincides with the covariant one, as seen
from Eq. (5.11). In this case, the covariant and consistent gravitational anomalies coincide with each
other. The diagrammatic approach to the anomaly, however, tells us that the leading terms of these
anomalies differ by the Bose-symmetrization factor 1/(n + 1) in 2n dimensions. This is true only
when both anomalies are zero. Thus, the vanishing functional curl indicates an anomaly-free theory.

The relationships between the covariant and consistent gravitational anomalies are derived imme-
diately from Eq. (5.11). For example, if we adopt the parametrization e/ (t) = 8} + t(e/* (x) — &),
Eq. (5.11) becomes

! co 8T, s(eT )
el = (eT“ +/ dtfdx/t el — 8 VIICOV preov e 5.13
( M)cons ( M)cov o ( b b) Sea“(t) 3€b‘/} ) ( )

Taking the covariant divergence of both sides, we obtain a relationship between the covariant and
consistent Einstein anomalies:

! L sEeT?) §(eT9 )
D*(eT*® = D*(eT* +D”/ dt/dx’t e, —8; vV R . (5.14

The relationship between the Lorentz anomalies can be similarly obtained.

6. Summary and discussion

In Sect. 3, we evaluated the functional curl of the covariant current explicitly using the heat kernel
method in arbitrary even dimensions. The result gives a direct proof of the delta-function-type
behavior of the functional curl. Our explicit form of this curl leads immediately to the relationship
between the covariant and consistent currents presented by Bardeen and Zumino (Refs. [2,3]). In
Sect. 4, we applied the heat kernel method to evaluate Osabe and Suzuki’s results of the difference
between the covariant and consistent currents (Ref. [8]) in two and four dimensions. The results are
the same as previously reported (Refs. [2,3]). In Sect. 5, applying the arguments of Banerjee et al.
(Ref. [3]) to gravitational anomalies, we have investigated the relationship between the covariant
and consistent energy—momentum tensors. The relation is found to be expressed by the functional
curl of the covariant energy—momentum tensor.

The energy—momentum tensors considered in Sect. 5 have both Einstein and Lorentz anomalies in
general. As shown in Ref. [2], these anomalies are not independent of each other. Moreover, using
the regularization ambiguity, we can always choose the energy—momentum tensor to have either
a vanishing Lorentz anomaly or a vanishing Einstein anomaly. From the covariant regularization
viewpoint, this is explained below.
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Given a covariantly regularized energy—momentum tensor (7}, )cov, We have in general both the
Einstein anomaly D*(T},,)cov and the Lorentz anomaly (77,.])cov- Note that these covariant gravita-
tional anomalies are local polynomials of the Riemann curvature (and its derivative for the Einstein
anomaly). Because of the regularization ambiguity, we can add a finite, local, and covariant coun-
terterm to (7),,)cov to obtain another covariantly regularized energy—momentum tensor. Adopting
the Lorentz anomaly as a counterterm, we can obtain a Lorentz-anomaly-free energy—momentum
tensor,

<Tuv)gc];:v = <T/w)cov - (T[/w]>cow (6.1)
which gives the pure covariant Einstein anomaly D (T, W)EEV. Since the energy—momentum tensor
(T, MU)EEV, given above, is nothing but the symmetric part of (7),,)cov, We can say that the pure
covariant Einstein anomaly is the covariant divergence of the symmetric part of the covariant energy—
momentum tensor (Refs. [6,14,17,18]).

We can also define a covariant energy—momentum tensor with a vanishing Einstein anomaly. It is
known from Refs. [6,14,17-20] that the pure covariant Einstein anomaly has the form

E
D*(Tyuv)eov = =D Ly, (62)
where L, is a local polynomial of Riemann curvature® and is antisymmetric with respect to the
. . . . . pL
indices n and v. To obtain an Einstein-anomaly-free energy—momentum tensor (7, )cov, W€ may

adopt L, as a local counterterm to (7, W)EEV:

<Tuv>ggv - <Tuv>lgcl;:v + L[,Ll)v (6-3)

which has vanishing Einstein anomaly: D* (T W)IC)(];V = 0. Thus, the pure covariant Lorentz anomaly

is given by
<T[Mv]>lc’(l;v = Lva- (6'4)
In Sect. 5, we defined a regularized effective action using the covariant energy—momentum ten-
sor (Eq. (5.10)). Since the covariant energy—momentum tensor retains the ambiguity of adding
covariant local curvature and vielbein polynomials, corresponding ambiguity arises in the effective
action (5.10). Then, one might wonder what kind of covariant energy—momentum tensor leads to the
Lorentz-anomaly-free effective action, which is local Lorentz invariant but which does not have gen-
eral coordinate invariance. It can be seen that the Lorentz-anomaly-free covariant energy—momentum
tensor does not necessarily lead to a Lorentz-anomaly-free effective action. In fact, for spin-1,/2 chi-
ral fermions in two-dimensional space-time, an explicit calculation with the use of a symmetric
covariant energy—momentum tensor (e7 W)E&[e bk ()] to define the effective action (5.10) shows that
the second term on the right-hand side of Eq. (5.13) contributes to the consistent Lorentz anomaly.
Thus, obtaining a Lorentz-anomaly-free (or Einstein-anomaly-free) consistent energy—momentum
tensor is not yet straightforward in the context of Eq. (5.11). Future work will aim to clarify these
points.

Funding
Open Access funding: SCOAP3.

3 The quantity L,,, is related to axial U(1) anomalies in d + 2 dimensions (Refs. [6,14,17-20]).
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Appendix A. Proof of Eq. (3.11) using test functions

In this appendix, we prove Eq. (3.11) using test functions. Namely, we give a proof of equality

D)k

/ d%'x exp (x2/4s) f (x) = (4ns)”2 / d*"x f (x ) 8(x), (A.1)

where f'(x) is an arbitrary test function. Changing the integration variables from x* to &#,
w
g =— (A2)
we express the left-hand side of Eq. (A.1) as

LHS of Eq. (A.1) = (4s)" / d*"g exp (%) f (Vas&)

n (4S)Z/2 2n
— (4s) Z [ e e () S O (A3)
=

where we have taken the Taylor expansion of f(+/4s&) with respect to & and [y =
a'f Joxt - .. 9xH29xM1 . Owing to formula

/d2n;§ EMER2 . EM exp (52)

n

_ 72T_k(5mu«25u3u4 -+« §M2U-112 4 permutations) (I = 2k), A
0 (I=2k+1),
Eq. (A.3) becomes
e @Ge)f ‘
Eq. (A.3) = (4s) > @l 2 2k — D! ((—D) f) 0)

>, ((—=sDkf) (0

= (4ms)" Z %’ (A.5)
k=0 :

which is equal to the right-hand side of Eq. (A.1).

Appendix B. The largest number of gamma matrices included in a; (x,x")

The heat kernel K (x,x’; s) = s (x — x’) satisfies the differential equation

OK (x,x';
_IKOXSS) _ prkextss) (B.1)
as
and the boundary condition
K@, x';0) =8(x —x). (B.2)
We assume the following expansion of K (x, x’; s):
1 o
K(x,x';s) = sy P ((c — x)?/4s) ];) ay (x,x) s¥. (B.3)
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From the boundary condition (B.2), we have
ap(x,x) = 1. (B4)
Equation (B.1) leads to the following recurrence formulas for ay:
(x —x")*Dyag = 0, (B.5)
(k + Dags1 + x —xYDyags1 + DD ax + éy“y”F,wak =0 (k>0). (B.6)

From Egs. (B.4) and (B.5), we confirm that ao(x,x”) is the parallel-displacement matrix of the
gauge group (Ref. [13]). Then, it is obvious that ag(x,x") does not contain any gamma matrices
y*. Equation (B.6) shows that aj(x,x") has two more gamma matrices than ay (x,x’), since D,
has none. From these observations, we find that the largest number of gamma matrices included in
ay(x,x") is equal to 2k.

In the coincidence limit x* — x, then aj(x,x’) still has at most 2k gamma matrices. In fact,
Egs. (B.4), (B.5), and (B.6) lead us to

-1 k : k
ay(x,x) = ( k‘) (%y“y”Fﬂv> 4o, (B.7)

where the dots on the right-hand side express terms with a lower power of gamma matrices.

Appendix C. Heat kernel appearing in Osabe and Suzuki’s currents

The heat kernel K, (x,x';5) = (x|e=sPPs|x') satisfies the differential equation

0K, (x,x'; )
—gT = DDKy(x,x';5) (C.1)
and the boundary condition
K (x,x;0) = 8(x —x). (C.2)
We assume the following expansion of K (x,x’; 5):
o0
Ko(x,x';5) = exp ((x —x)?/4s) Y by (x,x) 5. (C.3)
(4ms)" P
From the boundary condition (C.2), we have
[bo] =1, (C4)

where we have used Synge’s symbol to denote the coincidence limit [f] = f'(x,x). Equation (C.1)
leads to the following recurrence formulas for by:

(x = XY D,by =0, (C.5)
(k + Dbys1 + (¢ =XV Dyubprs + (Zu 2" + P)by =0 (k2 0), (C.6)

where we have used the equation
DDy = 2, 9" + P, (C.7)
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with

Dy = Oy + T,
= 2+ + 5 (= @) ad
P= 20— @A — S D1~ g Ao

+ éy“ﬂ {1+ 2)dudp +i((n— Dg? -2 —2)g+n— 1) AeAp)

1

(C.8)

(C.9)

(C.10)

and y"” = 5[y#, y"]. From recurrence formulas (C.5) and (C.6), together with Eq. (C.4), we obtain
the following coincidence limits (Ref. [13]):

[@Mbo] = Oa
1
[@u@vbO] = Ef%\uv,

[bi] = —P,

where .#,,, = 0,9, — 0,9, + [, o/,]. From these equations, we obtain

) )
mmpv50+@@—ia—@mﬁﬂ

) 1
[Obo] = —é(l + 2)0,4% + 3 ((n— g? —2ng +n — 1) 4,A4*
I
+EWHG—@%mr4m—na—@Mwm,
] 1
wﬂzéu—g%w+§m—na—@ﬂwa

—%yw{a+gmﬁﬁ+4m—1@2—un—mg+n—UAW@y
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