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We compute the Schwinger terms in the energy-momentum tensor commutator algebra from the
anomalies present in Weyl-invariant and diffeomorphism-invariant effective actions for two dimen-
sional massless scalar fields in a gravitational background. We find that the Schwinger terms are not
sensitive to the regularization procedure and that they are independent of the background metric.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The theory of a (quantized) scalar field coupled to gravity has to follow an ad-hoc prescription: the functional
integration over the scalar field ¢ involves the evaluation of a determinant of the Laplace operator, which is ambigu-
ous. For massless scalar fields in two-dimensional space-time the standard prescription implements a diffeomorphism
invariant regularization that leads to the well known Polyakov action [[] T¥[¢g""], a functional of the background
metric g, that is indeed diffeomorphism invariant but has an (equally well known) anomaly with respect to Weyl
transformations.

Recently an_alternative evaluation of the theory has been given, where a Weyl invariant regularization has been
implemented [E«E] The resulting effective action I'[¢"”], while being Weyl invariant, does not remain invariant under
general coordinate transformations, but only under those with unit Jacobian.
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% Gravitational and Weyl anomalies lead to anomalous contributions to the equal-time commutators of the energy-
= momentum tensor [[ff] (see also [§ for the analogous fact in current algebra). So the question arises whether these
'>' two versions of the theory lead to the same anomalous commutators. In this paper we investigate this question and
o v— find that, indeed, the anomalous commutators coincide in both versions of the theory and lead to the well known
>< result from Conformal Field Theory []. We do this calculation both for flat and curved space-time. In the latter
E case of general metric the computation is done without any gauge fixing; this is the proper procedure because gauge

fixing would be in conflict with the Weyl-invariant regularization, that breaks diffeomorphism invariance. The results,
when properly interpreted, lead to the same Schwinger terms as in the flat space-time and, therefore, show that the
Schwinger terms do not depend on the curvature.

II. DIFFEOMORPHISM-INVARIANT AND WEYL-INVARIANT REGULARIZATIONS

First we have to fix our conventions. We use the flat Minkowskian metric 1y, with signature (+, —). The metric
guv () is related to the zweibein via
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G () = napelt (x)ed (x); (1)

e(x) := detey, (z) = |/ |detg,, (z)] (2)

we also need the zweibein determinant

and the inverse zweibein EF(x),

EM(x) = napg™ (x)el,(x). 3)
For the curvature we use the sign convention R, = —8(11"2‘” + ..., where R, is the Ricci tensor and l"fj,j is the
Christoffel connection.
Weyl transformations act like
Guv () — exp(20(z)) gy (2), en(z) — exp(o(x))ey, (). (4)

When the effective action I' is not invariant under Weyl transformations, an infinitesimal change 6 g, (z) =
20 () gy (z) induces a Weyl anomaly GW (z):

VT = /d2xo(:§)GW($), (5)
¥ (@) = 29 (1) =7 = —ela)g (@) Ty (0) (©
dgh (x) e
where T}, is the v.e.v. of the energy momentum tensor ©,,,
2 or
T (z) = (O (x)) = o(z) 39" (@) (7)
Under an infinitesimal coordinate transformation (diffeomorphism) 5?33“ = —&H(x) the metric and zweibein trans-
form like

3¢ g (x) = —DHE" (x) — D€" (), 0ge; () = £ 0xep (w) + €5(2)9,87 (8)

and a diffeomorphism anomaly is given as

5?1" = /dzxfl’(x)G,?(:v), (9)

D) = 2e(z) D" Liél—‘
02te) = 26000 (5 s

It will be convenient later on to use covariant derivatives acting on the combination eT},,, using the rule eD, =
(Do — T, )e. Thus we rewrite GD as

) = e(x)D"T,, (z). (10)

Gy (x) = (D" — g"*T)\)(e(2) T (). (11)

Further we will frequently use the following variational formulae,

) = e (@) ()9 (@) + 9 (g ()0 o ) (12)
de(z) 1
Sty — 2@ (@)@ —y), (13)
OR(x )
5gy£(;) = [Ruw(x) + (DuD, — gMUD)(I)]é( )(UC -v), (14)



where R is the curvature scalar and R, is the Ricci tensor.

The classical action of the theory reads

5= [y @,0m0,00) (15)

When a diffeomorphism invariant path integration with respect to ¢ is chosen, one obtains the Polyakov effective
action [[l]

Il = —% d*xd?ye(2) R(z)0 7" (2, y)e(y) R(y), (16)

where O~ !(z,y) is the scalar symmetric Green function of the covariant Laplacian (satisfying D(I)D_l (z,y) =
e 1 (z)0® (z —y)). T? is diffeomorphism invariant,

G (z) =0, (17)
and posseses the well known Weyl anomaly (for a comprehensive review, see for instance [IE] and references therein),

1

W P
G ) = 24r "

() R(x). (18)

The alternative, Weyl invariant evaluation that was discussed in [E»E] relies on the observation that the classical
action (@) depends only on the Weyl invariant quantity v**, where

P (3) = e(@)g? (1), Apla) = ﬁgw(w). (19)

As the breaking of the classical Weyl invariance in Polyakov’s path integration may be traced back to a diffeomorphism-
invariant and Weyl non-invariant normalization for the path integral measure,

/’D¢exp(i/d2xe(x)¢2(:v)) =1, (20)

the Weyl invariant evaluation can be achieved by choosing instead
/D¢exp(i/d2x¢2(x)) =1. (21)

This leads to a Weyl-invariant effective action I'[g"*] which depends on g"*(z) only through the combination v*. By
construction the two effective actions I'’ and I' coincide for metrics with unit determinant, therefore

Do) = TP 0) = - o [ dadyR@)n @) (). (22)

where R(z) is the curvature scalar evaluated from ¥ (notice that R(x) is not a true scalar).
I' is Weyl-invariant, but it acquires an anomaly under coordinate transformations with Jacobian not equal to unity.

This anomaly may actually be easily computed from the Weyl anomaly of the Polyakov action. The v.e.v. of the
energy-momentum tensor computed from I is

. 2 6 ST 6T
— — _ af 7~
L) = T 5@ ~ 2o~ " ey
1
=T, () — §mw“ﬂ Ths (7). (23)

Here Tiy(v) is the energy-momentum tensor Ti,j,

Obviously, there is no Weyl anomaly, g””TH,, = 0.

as computed from the Polyakov action, evaluated at gi” = y#¥.

In order to evaluate the diffeomorphism anomaly we need the identity D, (" Tya) = %f)# (v**T,), which may be

easily proven by using the tracelessness and symmetry of T;w (here ZA)# is the covariant derivative for the metric v**).
We then find for the diffeomorphism anomaly



= —— 0.k (24)

Here we have used the vanishing of the diffeomorphism anomaly for I'¥ and the fact that D, reduces to the ordinary
derivative on scalars. The anomaly is a pure divergence because only the symmetry with respect to transformations
with non-unit Jacobian is broken (see [f]).

III. SCHWINGER TERMS

In this section we want to relate the anomalies of the previous section to the equal-time commutators (ETCs) of the
energy-momentum tensor, both in flat and curved space-time. Here we will follow a method that was developed in ]
and used there for the calculation of ETCs in the flat space-time limit. We want to find the Schwinger terms in the
general case of a non flat space-time, too, which makes things slightly more complicated. We choose the hypersurface
20 = 0 as a quantization surface. For ETCs we write

5(z° — °)[e(z)Ok (x), e(y)O} (y)] = Oy (z,y) + S& (x,y), (25)

where we have used the zweibein formalism in order to conform with [@] (i.e. p, v are space-time indices whereas a,
b are Lorentz indices). In eq. (@) ©" is the canonical part, depending again on the regularized energy-momentum
operators ©%(xz), whereas S are c-numbers (the Schwinger terms). In the flat case regularization means just normal
ordering, and therefore the v.e.v. of eq. (@) arises only from S*” in the r.h.s. In the general case this is no longer
true [ﬁ but our knowledge of the flat case will still enable us to identify the individual pieces.

In the flat case it is well known that the canonical part is proportional to the first spatial derivative of the delta
function, e.g. ©3)(z,y) ~ i(O3(x) + OF(y))d(x° — y°)§ (2! — y'), whereas the Schwinger term is proportional to a
triple spatial derivative, SOP(z,y) ~ ed(x® — y°)8" (2! — y') (c is a constant).

In the general case both the expression for the classical energy-momentum tensor (see ([[g)) and the regularization
will introduce a dependence on the metric and its derivatives in eq. (@) However, we will assume that the number
of derivatives on the delta function remains unchanged, i.e. we will continue to identify the 6"’ piece of the v.e.v.
of eq. () with the Schwinger term. By treating the deviation from the flat space-time action ([[f) as interaction,
St = S[g"] — Sn*], T = —iln < 0|T* expiS1|0 >= —iln Z = —iln < out|in > we find for the two point function

5T

_ im = < out|T*(e(z)O (x)e(y)Oy (y))lin >

a

< outle(z)O (z)|in >< out|e(y)Of (y)|in >
((e(2)O5(2))

+ < t|15
T Seb(y)

= T(itbu (Ia y) + Qp‘l’)j (Ia y)? (26)

a

lin >

where T (z,y) is the connected, time-ordered two-point function

Th (2,y) = < out|T(e(x)O4 (v)e(y)OF (y))|in >

— < out|e(x)Ok(z)|in >< outle(y)O} (y)|in > (27)

and Q" contains the remaining pieces and is local (i.e. proportional to §(z — y) and derivatives thereof).
Now we want to relate this two-point function to functional derivatives of the anomalies in eqs. (f|L(). Defining

these functional derivatives as
dGP(z)
y = —iEh L 28
ab(I’y) ¢ a 5eg(y) I’ ( )
SGW (x)

Iy = —i—" 29
b(‘r7y) g 5eg(y) ) ( )



we find the relations

— 15w, y) + Ay (@, y) = (Dy = T @) (T () + Q5 (2, 9))
= Sap (@,9) + (Dp = Tp\)() iy (. 9) (30)

and

I} (2, y) + By (z, y) = e (2)Q (x,y). (31)
Here A% (x,y) and B{*(z,y) stem from variations of the anomalies (B,[ld) that do not vary the one-point function

e(x)T,(z) (e.g. By (x)(x,y) = — (%‘76‘:((;))) e(x)T,(z)). They produce ¢ functions and first derivatives thereof and

vanish in the flat limit. They are unimportant in the sequel. Further, we have assumed in egs. (,) that the
anomalies of the Heisenberg operators ©j, are themselves c-numbers. Under this assumption the anomalies do not
contribute to the connected two-point function, e.g. < T ((D"0,,(x))Oaps(y)) >c= 0. (Here we slightly differ in
the conventions from [[L1]. They treat the operator ©%(x) as an interaction picture operator and, therefore, obtain
additional commutators [0Y(x), L1(z°)] in their relations.)

As we use the zweibein formalism, we need the corresponding equation for the Lorentz anomaly, even though the
latter vanishes in both regularizations of our theory. Under infinitesimal Lorentz transformations the zweibein changes

as

5562 = —agez, (32)
inducing a variation of the effective action
0aT = / d*za Gy, () (33)
where
1 0 0
L _ ¢ c
Gab(x) = —5(%06”@ - nbceﬂﬁ)r' (34)
Then, defining
SGL (x)
L?a €,Y) = _iL 35
)= ) (39)

we find a further set of equations
Leay(z,y) + Cogp(x,y) = ncdezQZl? (z,y) — ﬁadeﬁﬂff(xa Y) (36)

(where C2,, is irrelevant, analogous to the above A and B).
Next we need the explicit expressions for the functional derivatives of the anomalies (L, being zero in both cases
of interest). For the Polyakov action I'* we have GP = 0 and

3GV (z) 1 2 O(e(z)R(x)) 09" (2)

deb(y)  24m i 5ghv(z)  oeb(y) (37)

1 ¢ a v va
= %nbcex(y)(g“ g + g"g )p) (DpDy — QWD)(I)KSQ) (z —v),
whereas for the Weyl-invariantly regularized effective action I' we find GV = 0 and
6GR(@) _ 1 [ o, 6R() 697(2) 697 ()
=———05% | d°zd°z
deb (y) 487 5777 (2) 0gPO(2") dek ()

e(y) o 1 o c a Se Sor .
— 48—77(655” — 59,“,9/) )(y)nbcee(y)(gﬁ g0 + ghagP Yo

X8§ (DPDU - 'YPUD)(;E)(S@) (I - y) (38)

Now the procedure of ] for evaluating the Schwinger terms S% consists in expanding all the local functions of
eqs. (BOB1BA) into derivatives of & functions, e.g.



@ (2,y) Zﬂ’“" ) (@)ok o+ (z — ). (39)

The index k£ = 0,---,n counts the number of time derivatives, while n — k counts space derivatives. In particular,
SY%(z,y) has only spatial derivatives of § functions,
SHE ) = D80 0RO — ) (40)

Thus, one obtains a system of linear equations for the unknown coefficient functions Sgg(n) and ng(k’nfk).

First let us briefly review the flat space-time computation that was done in [@] (they used it for chiral fermions,
too, where diffeomorphism and Weyl anomalies are present). In this case all derivatives only act on the ¢ functions.
Therefore the explicit expression analogous to () for IS, contains only terms with three derivatives, and the corre-
sponding expression (B7) for TI% only terms with two derivatives. Further, the covariant derivative in eq. (Bd) turns
into an ordinary derivative. As a consequence, the resulting system of equations may be solved separately for each
fixed number of derivatives (n derivatives for I, S and n — 1 derivatives for II, 2); for each fixed n the number of
unknowns S(m ™) and Q“a (kn—k) equals the number of equations. As only Hg(k’sz) and Igb(k’gfk)
0&(3 QZ?(k},Q*k) (

are non-zero, one

finds a non-zero result only for S, even in the non-flat case, we will only consider the coefficient of
the triple derivative of the Schwmger term, therefore we drop the superscript (3)). Eliminating the Qs, one arrives at
the flat space result

a 0,3 [a 1,2 [a 2,1 [a 3,0 Ha 1,1 1
[a 0,3 [a 1,2 [a 2,1 [a 3,0 Ha 0,2 Ha 2,0 19

These equations we have to evaluate for the two versions I'P and I of our theory in the flat limit. In the first case
only IIf* are non-zero, in the second case only IS;. Both versions lead to the same Schwinger terms,

7
501 = S%) = m- (44)

For the Weyl anomaly this result was in fact already computed in [@] (we differ in signs because of different metric
and curvature conventions). For the diffeomorphism anomaly we find the same result, showing that the Schwinger
terms are not sensitive to the regularization prescription.

Next we want to discuss the case of general metric. In this case one has covariant derivatives in eqgs. (Bd,p71,pg), and
therefore the system of equations (,@,) mixes different number of derivatives. However, I, and I} still contain
at most three and two derivatives, respectively, acting on ¢ functions. If one also assumes that Qo contalns at most
two derivatives (which is a very reasonable assumption, as all diagrams contributing to < T'(e(z)©0%(z)e(y)0% (y)) >
are at most quadratically divergent), it still holds that the subsystem of equations containing the maximal number of
derivatives (three for I, S and two for II, £2) may be solved separately.

This system of equations is a little blt more complicated and leads again to the same solution for both the Weyl
anomaly of I'Y or the diffeomorphism anomaly of I'. The coefficients of 070® (z — y) in the Schwinger terms read

s = st = - AL
67 (911)
s o (P ) )
10 01 127 (911)2
and (defining k = m)
Soo = r(—egetgorgir — egeregu + (€1)*((go1)* + €) + 2eferegon),
So1 = r(efeggogir + eperegur — eer((go1)? + e*) — 2(e1) egor),
St = rlegergorgn + egetegun — efer((go1)? + €?) — 2(ef)egor),
SP = r(—esergorgn — efegegin + (e1)*((901)? + €%) + 2eferegon).
(46)



Although some components look rather ugly, this result is precisely what one expects, as we want to discuss now.
Let us transform S’}* to pure space-time indices via

S = ELE) 9" 9% * Spyap. (47)
Notice that we cannot invert this relation because we do not know all the components of S’}*. However, due to the

symmetries Suvag = Svpag = Sapurs Suwap actually consists of six independent components. The expressions @,@)

for Ssga/ lead to five independent equations for S,.qs. Therefore we are able to express all components of S,,qg in
terms of one unknown function A, where the form of A is restricted by the requirement that all S, tend to their
well known Minkowski space version in the flat limit. We obtain

g 4ie*googor  8ie*(gor)® " (901)5A
0000 127_‘_(911)3 1277(911)4 (911)4 ’
Soogt = ie3goo B 4ie®(go1)? " (901)4A
127m(g11)?  127(g11)®  (911)®

2ie*gor | (g01)®
o 2 2A’
12”(911) (911)

i63 2
Soinn =———+ (901) A,

So101 = Soo11 =

1271 g11
Si111 = goi A, (48)

where A may be non-zero (but finite) in the flat limit.

For a proper interpretation of this result we need some basic facts about canonical quantization in curved space-
time. We chose the hypersurface 2° = const as a quantization surface. The direction of the (arbitrarily chosen) time
coordinate is not an intrinsic property of this surface, and, therefore, time components of tensors are not invariant
under coordinate transformations that do not change the coordinates on the hypersurface. Instead one has to choose
the projection of the time components onto the timelike vector I# orthogonal to the surface, e.g. (T, is a general
tensor, 4 is the space index)

Tuu — 111']‘7 lHTuja luﬂuu ZHZUT;UJ (49)
(see e.g. [LJ]). The vector I is given by
I* = eg'. (50)

Here we chose the normalization [#l, = —g1, which is the proper normalization in order to obtain the correct

commutator algebra on the quantization surface, see e.g. @,@] (this normalization corresponds to the requirement

that [* is a vector, not a vector density: for a general tangent vector b to the hypersurface, the orthogonal covector

l,is 1, = €,,b7, where €, = eZegeab = e€,, is a tensor. For our specific choice b’f = 5’1‘ one finds precisely (@gﬁfor

l,,). Further we should remember that S* was defined as the commutator of [e(x)©4(z), e(y)O% (v)] (see eq. (RT)),

i.e. to obtain the commutators of the ©# themselves we still have to divide [% e2. Doing so, and performing the
|

projections, we recover precisely the central extension of the Virasoro algebra
l“l”lo‘lﬁSﬂmg =1"1"Sn =1M1%Sa1 =0 (51)

1

6_2(,@)1”[”[(15“”&1 = 6_2(1:)[“5“111 = m

(52)

and the arbitrary function A cancels out in all expressions (@, @) The pure space component S1111 = go1 /A, which
is not related to any symmetry generator, remains undetermined by our procedure.

IV. CONCLUSIONS

We have analyzed the anomalous Schwinger terms in the equal-time energy-momentum tensor algebra in two
different regularizations of 2-d scalar field theory in a curved background.



The usual computations make use of the conformal gauge, which is of course appropriate for the diffeomorphism-
invariant regularization. Once the metric is set to its conformally flat form, all the machinery of Conformal Field
Theory can be applied essentially as in flat space-time ] In contrast, the gauge fixing can not be performed in
the Weyl-invariant version of the theory. In order to compare both regularizations one then needs a more general
framework, in which no gauge fixing is made at any step.

In this framework we have achieved a two-fold result. On the one hand, we have shown that the energy-momentum
operators continue to obey the Virasoro algebra in the case of a general metric, without using any gauge firing for the
computation. On the other hand, we have proven that both versions of the theory, eq. (Eg) and eq. (é), obey the
same commutation relations, regardless of the symmetries broken by the regularization procedures.
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