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ABSTRACT: Worldline N=1 and N=2 supersymmetric sigma models in curved background
are useful to describe spin one-half and spin one particles coupled to external gravity,
respectively. It is well known that worldline path integrals in curved space require regu-
larization: we present here the mode-regularization for these models, finding in particular
the corresponding counterterms, both in the case of flat and curved indices for world-
line fermions. For N=1, using curved indices we find a contribution to the counterterm
from the fermions that cancels the contribution of the bosons, leading to a vanishing total
counterterm and thus preserving the covariance and supersymmetry of the classical action.
Conversely in the case of N=2 supersymmetries we obtain a non-covariant counterterm with
both curved and flat indices. This work completes the analysis of the known regularization
schemes for N=1,2 nonlinear sigma models in one dimension.
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1. Introduction

Sigma models with worldline supersymmetries describe first quantized spinning particles
in D-dimensional space-time. The case of N = 1 supersymmetry characterizes a one-half
spin particle [[il- f] while spin one particles and differential forms can be described by the
N = 2 model [, {]. In this paper we are interested to study the nonlinear versions,
relevant for describing particles propagating in a curved space. In particular we discuss
mode regularization for the N = 1,2 nonlinear sigma models. These quantum mechanical
models were originally used to calculate chiral [ -] and trace anomalies [f], [[d] in a simpler
way than using standard QFT Feynman rules.! They are also very useful to evaluate one-
loop effective actions and scattering amplitudes for a Dirac (N = 1) or Maxwell/Proca
field and differential forms (N = 2) coupled to scalar, antisymmetric tensor, gauge fields
backgrounds [[3-[[d], or to curved space-time (external gravity), as in [[7—[P0].2

The Euclidean action with N = 1 rigid supersymmetry, coupled to space-time metric,
is

1 /0 1 NPV ST | ah a2
Sz, ] = E/—l dr [égw(x):n“x +§7,Z)a¢ —I—§wuab(:p)x“¢ U’ + BV () (1.1)

where a,b = 1,..., D are spacetime flat vector indices and u,v = 1,...,D label space-
time coordinates. This action allows to calculate by path integral methods the transition

1For a detailed treatment of anomalies calculation using quantum mechanics see, for example .
2For a useful review on worldline methods in QFT and additional references see [@] For recent appli-
cations in curved space see @7@]
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Table 1: Known counterterms for different regularizations. For N = 1,2 the upper (lower) box
refer to fermions with flat (curved) indices.

amplitudes <x,a!e‘ﬁﬁ]y,ﬂ> with H = Q2 = —V?2/2 + R/8, where Q = i¥/V?2 is the
conserved supercharge,® and «, (8 specify the spin degrees of freedom. The potential V
takes into account the counterterms arising in the regularization of the path integral.

In the case of N = 2, the Euclidean action reads

0 .
5[%?/)171#2] = %/_1 dr [%guu(‘r)j}uiy + %¢ai¢? (1'2)

1 > a 1 a c
5 Wuab (@) UTV] = 2 Rabeats] U7 VR 0L + B2V (2)

where i, k = 1,2 are O(2) indices labeling fermion species; the term proportional to Riii)i)
is dictated by classical supersymmetry, while V' contains the quantum counterterms.
In order to fix counterterms we study the partition function

_ TrePH _ .
2(0)=Tx | oo /ABCHDm , (1.3)

with ¢ = 1 for N = 1, and ¢ = 1,2 for N = 2. Such path integrals can be evaluated
for generic g, (x) in a perturbative series in 3. Although physical divergences are absent
in quantum mechanics, formally divergent or ambiguous Feynman diagrams appear in
the perturbative expansion. In order to solve such ambiguities a regularization scheme is
needed, the most used are time-slicing (TS), mode regularization (MR) and dimensional
regularization (DR).

It is well known that Feynman diagrams lead to different results depending on the
scheme chosen, but Z(3) has to be unique, therefore scheme-dependent counterterms are
needed to recover the physical result. This is the general philosophy of renormalizable QFT,
and quantum mechanics can be considered as a particular QFT which lives in D =0+ 1
dimensions. Power counting considerations show that the model is super-renormalizable,
so that a two-loop computation, i.e. up to first order in [ (as BL=1 indicates the loop
dependence of the correction), is sufficient to fix the counterterms. The known counterterms
related to the different regularization schemes are listed in table [] (for the N = 0 case we
take as quantum Hamiltonian H = —V?/2 without non-minimal coupling to the scalar
curvature).

3VM is the fully covariant derivative acting on spinors and ¥ = v#V,,.



Mode Regularization for bosonic (N = 0) nonlinear sigma models was studied and
used for trace anomalies calculations in [f}, [[J] and the complete counterterm was obtained
in 6. In this paper we study the extension of MR to N = 1,2 supersymmetric sigma
models.

Time Slicing is the natural regularization that arises in the derivation of the path
integral from the operatorial methods using the relation between Weyl ordering and the
midpoint prescription [R7. Weyl ordering of the quantum Hamiltonian was used in [2g to
identify the bosonic counterterm. Its non covariant part was derived independently in [RJ]
performing a change of coordinates (point canonical transformations) in the Hamiltonian
in flat space. By carefully studying the relation between operator methods, discretized and
continuous path integrals, the Feynman rules to be used in the continuum limit for Time
Slicing were derived in [B(], while the extensions to N = 1,2 can be found in [BI], where the
N = 1,2 TS counterterms are derived by Weyl ordering the supersymmetric Hamiltonians.

Dimensional Regularization was applied to quantum mechanics in [B3], where the ab-
sence of non-covariant counterterms was noted. The complete counterterm was found
in [B3, B4]. The extensions to N =1 and N = 2 were studied in [I§ and [J], respectively.
An extensive discussion of these regularization schemes can be found in [[J].

Before describing our calculation, let us recall that the regularization scheme also
includes a treatment of the functional measures; the bosonic one is suitably covariantized:

Dx ~ H V9Dx ~ H Vo(z(r))dPz(r);

while the covariant fermionic measure is the standard functional measure []_dPv;(7) if
worldline fermions are chosen to carry flat indices. In order to obtain translational invariant
measures, useful for perturbative calculations, we rewrite []_./g by a path integral over
auxiliary ghost fields [{, [[0]:

H g(x(T)) o /DanDc e_Sgh7

where

1 /% 1
Sgh = _/ d7 g () (a"a” + b'c”) ;
BJor 2

with a being a commuting field while b and ¢ anticommuting. As we shall see, ghosts
contributions cancel potential infinities from Feynman diagrams, leaving a finite remainder;
the comparison with the expected answer for the transition amplitude (this takes the role of
imposing the necessary renormalization conditions) fixes the counterterm. In the following
we will compute such counterterms for the susy sigma models with both flat and curved
indices for fermions. We start with the N = 1 model, and then perform the N = 2
calculations which are quite similar.



2. N =1 Sigma model

2.1 Flat indices

The total quantum action for the N = 1 susy sigma model is

I 1 1 .
S = B / dt [5 Guv () <a':“d:” + ata” + b“c”) + 3 (e <1/1a + w“ab(az)i“wb> + 62VMR(33)} :
-1
(2.1)
where Vg is the mode-regularization counterterm we have to find, necessary to make
contact with transition amplitudes calculated from H = —Y?2/2.
In order to fix Vjyyg we perform the two loop calculation of

K(zo, 8) = tr{xzole ?H|xq) = / DxDaDbDec Dip e, (2.2)
ABC
z(—1)=z(0)=x0
where the trace is performed only over v’s; and we compare it with the same transition
element calculated with the other regularization schemes. First of all we split the action

in free (S2) and interacting (Sint) parts, i.e.

0
So :%/ dr [%guy(iﬂ(]) (:L"“:i:” + ata” + b“c”) + %?ﬁa&a} ; (2.3)
-1
0
Sint :%/ dr B (g,w(a;) — g,w(:co)> (;'guj;u + ata + bucu> (2.4)
—1
+ %Wuab(x) ﬂl’“wawb + 52 VMR(x):| ;

so denoting as usual the normalized free average of a function f with ( f ), K(zo, 3) up to
order 3 reduces to

Ko, 8) = Al ) = 4|1 (8a) 4 5(53) - (50)]

where ( S ) is the part of the action of order B¥/2=1 and A is the value of the free path
integral,

A= / DxzDaDbDc | Dip e = (x8)~P/2.
ABC

To—x0

We now perform the usual classical background - quantum fluctuations split: z#(7) =

zh + ¢"(7) , where ¢#(—1) = ¢*(0) = 0, (vanishing boundary conditions); so we can write
S3 and Sy as:

1 1
[5 N (qAQ”Q” + ¢rata” + q*b“6”> + 5 Wnab q“w“wb] , (2.5)

R

0
S3 = / dr
-1
0 1 A - 1 A b
Sy = / dr [Z 02059 4°q° <q“q” + a"a” + b“C”) +3 Ozwyab @GP ] + BVMR ;
-1
(2.6)

R =



from now on all the z-dependent functions are intended to be calculated at the point zg if

4

not otherwise specified. According to the vanishing boundary conditions,* we expand the

q,a,b, c fields in a sine series, obtaining

o0
¢(7) = Y ¢l sin(wmr),
m=1
where ¢ stands for one of the already mentioned fields. On the other side ’s have an-
tiperiodic boundary conditions, so we expand these fields with half-integer modes (r =
+1/2,4£3/2,...):
wa(T) — Z 1/}? e27rir7— )
reZ+1/2
We perform mode regularization by introducing an integer mode cut-off M, so that the

infinite sums become:
M+1/2

00 M
) EaD DIED DEE D DI
m=1 m=1  reZ+1/2 r=—M-1/2
so that we can define the regulated functional measure as

M D M+1/2

DqDaDbDeDy o lim ITII I] d°@md”amd”bmd®e,dy®, dys.
_)OOmzl a=1 7’:1/2

Performing the 7-integral in S, introducing sources and completing squares as usual
we obtain the following two-point correlation functions or propagators, all the others being

(¢"(1)q"(0) ) = =Bg" (x0)A(T,0),

(a(r)a"(o) ) = Bg" (x0)Agn(T, ),

(0(7)c"(0) ) = =2B9" (20) Agn(T, 0) ,

(P (T)¢°(0) ) = B6 Dar(T —0);
with®

A(r,0) = —Z sin(mmr)sin(mmo) —— 1(c+1)0(t—0)+0o(t+1)0(c—7),

72
M
Agp(T,0) =2 Z sin(mmr) sin(mmo) Moeo, o(r,o),

m=1

Mi1/2 y )

2mir(t—o —0
App(r—0) = Z Imir (r=e) —’56(7'—0’)7
r=—M-1/2

where 6(7,0) and 0(7 — o) act on functions with compact support on [—1, 0] while (7 — o)
is the sign distribution acting on antiperiodic functions.

“ghosts have the same boundary conditions as ¢’s.
Sthe subscripts gh and ar stand for ghosts and Antiperiodic Fermions respectively.



We are now ready to make perturbative calculations on S3, S5 and Sy using standard
Wick contractions and the propagators listed above, obtaining:

(S3)=0, (2.7)
(S4)= g O\Oo G [g)‘ag’wll + QQMQWI% - gaawwbga%abl?, + B VMR, (2.8)
(83) =- g NGy Do Gop [9*"90‘5 9" Iy + 2¢™7 g ¢"PT5 + 49 g7 g™ T,

+ 4gM g7 g"PT; 4 4gM g7 g T | (2.9)

+ g 8)\91“/ Wor ab |:g)\ag/u/5ab:[9 + 2g)\ugal/5ab110:|

p
- Z Wyab Wy cd guu5ab5cd111 - 29/“/5&05de12 )
where the I, are listed in appendix B The value of Iy5 is indicated with Z because we
were not able to compute it analytically (though numerically it is seen to converge to 1/6).
These contributions sum up, at order 3, to:

(2.10)
This result can be compared with the one obtained employing other regularization
schemes [B1], [[§] that reads

K(xo, ) =

g

1
K=o |1 a1

COE R+0(6%)] . (2.11)

Hence we obtain

1 A
—_tre Lo
VMR Y + 4w ,

with the index contraction rules given in (R.1(). The part independent on Z is part of the
bosonic MR counterterm® (see table [I) [26], while the remainder is due to the fermions.

In order to fix 7 analytically we calculate the partition function

(2.12)

Z16] = /de Vo(@)K(x,8) = Tre PH = DxDaDbDc | Dipe™™ .
PBC ABC
In fact, periodic boundary conditions permit the use of translational invariant propagators
(the so-called string inspired propagators) which are simpler to deal with; the drawback is
that since KC(z, B) is integrated over x, we loose information about total derivatives that
could affect Vg, but since eq. (B.13) shows that this counterterm does not contain such
terms, we do not have to care about them (see discussions in [B, Bd]).

5The covariant piece —R/8 is not subtracted because its presence is demanded by the quantum Hamil-
tonian.



First of all we expand =z, a, b, ¢ respecting periodic boundary conditions, in particular
we separate the x zero mode from the rest:

M M
_ 2mwimT __ M 2mimT __ M .
2(1) =) ah T = a4+ Y dl T =+ g (1)
—-M m=—M

m#£0
and
M M M
CL“(T) — Z afn e27rzm7- ’ b'u(T) _ Z blan e27r2m7— ’ C'u(T) _ Z Clan e27r2m7— :
-M -M -M

while ¢’s are expanded as before. So the measure splits into:
DxDiyDaDbDc = dDa;ODqu/JDanDc.

Finally we can write Z|[(] as:
216) = [ dPaoA(w. p)t e

where A contains an extra +/g(zo) factor due to the ghost’s zero mode, i.e.

A= (xB)"P/g(xo) -

The propagators now become

(1)g"(0) ) = =B g™ (w0) Asi(T — o),
“(o) ) = Bg" (z0) Agu(r — o),
(V'(1)c"(0) ) = =28 9" (w0) Agu(T — 0),

—~
(=

=
\]

—~
Q
=
—~
9
~—
s}

where’
M
ASI(x) == Z 47‘('21777,2 e?mime w’ —%l‘2 + % |l‘| - 1_127 x € [_17 1] )
ey
M
Acu(z) = Y e¥mme H=% 5(q)
m=—M

Fermionic propagators are the same as before. The structure of { S3 ), { Sy ), { 53 ) is
the same as in eq.s (2:7), (), (£.9), but the I, take now different values, as reported in
appendix §. Using the counterterm in (R.13), which depend explicitly on Z, we obtain

Z1p] :m /deo vV 9(xo) [1 + ﬁ( - iR + in - %wz + ﬁ@u.ﬁ‘) (2.13)

+0()

"s1 denotes string inspired propagators, while gu denotes ghost propagator with periodic boundary
conditions.



where the total derivative 9, A* can be dropped; however for the sake of completeness we
write A" explicitly:

1 1
A = \/g (gg‘”gaﬁ O0nbpy — 4—89“”9‘1‘3 8uga5> -

The partition function in (R.13) is consistent with the result in (R.11) if Z = 1/6, so
the counterterm Vg is given by

1 1 )
Vit = = 51020907 T g7 + 570" Wi, (214)

2.2 Curved indices

The result just found for Vg suggests that a more symmetric treatment of the superpart-
ners x and 1 can make the counterterm vanish by supersymmetry, as we will see. For this
reason, we introduce worldline fermions with curved indices contracting the ¢’s with the
vielbein:

eq (x)P" = ¢,

Using such new fields as dynamical variables, the susy sigma model action becomes
1 0 1 . U 7 v v )\ e 2 U
S = 3 dr §guu($) " + PP + MY\ (@)Y 2 | + BTV (@) ¢
-1

where V(i is the quantum counterterm. It is worthwhile noting that now space-time
gravity is described only by means of the metric tensor and Christoffel coefficients. This
is a nice feature, since the 1-D susy sigma model can be used for doing 1-loop calculations
in the QFT of a Dirac field (see, for example, [L§]), and space-time fermions are coupled
to gravity mainly through the vielbein formalism. Using antisymmetry of Grassmann
variables the action simplifies to

I .
S = 23 / dr |:.g,uz/i7'u$.y + QWT,Z)”ZDV - ugua¢uwyia + 2ﬁzvl\//[R .
1

Since fermions carry curved vector indices, their covariant measure is defined accordingly

a88

1
Dy =|| —Dv.
1:[ V9(x(r))
The procedure to fix the counterterm is perfectly analogous to the flat indices case of

section P.1], but to manage the 1/,/g factors in the measure, we introduce a new commuting
ghost field o#(7) as in 1], so the total action S[xz,a,b,c, 1), a] reads:

I -
%35 / dr [g;w (83 g atal + 1+ oa¥ ) — DtV a" + 28" Wi
-1
(2.15)

84 is to the power —1/2 since fermionic fields are Grassmann variables.



The free part Ss now results:

0
Sy = g;wz(ﬂﬂ?o) / dr [:t”x'" + Pt + ata” + v + ata”
1

The ¢ propagator is slightly modified and reads
()" (o) ) = Bg" (x0) Aur(T — 0);

and since a’s are related to i’s they have anti-periodic boundary conditions as well. Ex-
panding them accordingly and finding propagators in the usual manner we find:’

M+1/2
(ak(1)a”(0) ) = Bg" (xo)Apa(t — o), where Apg(z) = Y &2m® M2% 5, (x)
r=—M-—1/2

where x € [—1,1] and 4 is the delta distribution acting on anti-periodic functions; while
the other propagators remain the same as in section B.1].
The interacting action up to order 3 is Sin = S3 + S4, where!?

1 0 ,
53 = 55 Oaguv / dr [qad‘ﬁ” + PP + g% (e + V') + " ata” + q'“?l}%“] :
-1

I 1 :
Sy = B / dr [ Zﬁaaggw,qo‘qﬁ (q’“cj” + YHYpY + ata” + P’ + a”a”)
-1
1 .
+ §8ﬁauguawuwuqaqﬁ:| + ﬂvl\//IR .
For the sake of simplicity we introduce a condensed notation as follows:

(Oagu)® = 9°7 9" 6 Oagw 03 920
(Oagw) (Ougar) = 9°° g"* 9" Oaguw Or 90
99 = " Opguv » 98 = 9" 098y 9" =g gu
g = g*" g" a0sguv , 0“ga = 9" " 0aOugpy -

With this notation the averages of Ss, S4 and S§ result:

( S3 > =0,
(S4)= g [0%9(Ti — L13) + 2009*(I> + I3)] + AVig ,
< 532) > = — g [aaga"g(h — 21415 + 11 — 2117) + (8(19;“,)2 (215 — I — 119)

+ ga ch(4Iﬁ - 219 - 4]:14 + 2118) + aag;waugau(417 + I12)
+ gag® (41 — 4110 + 111)] ;

9 pc stands for Fermion’s Ghosts.
Dthe x field has already been split in classical background - quantum fluctuation.



the I, are again reported in appendix [B. Hence, summing up and comparing with eq. (.11),
we fix the counterterm in the case of curved indices:

K(xo,3) = m [1 — ﬁ<iR + VI\'AR> + O(ﬁQ)] = WVir=0. (2.16)
We see, as anticipated at the beginning, that fermionic and bosonic contributions to the
counterterm are equal in magnitude and cancel out (while in DR they are separately
zero), leaving a covariant and supersymmetric action. The price of introducing new ghost
variables and different fermionic vertices, actually make perturbative calculations slightly
more efficient.

3. N = 2 Sigma model

Extending the supersymmetric partners of the z fields to the doublet ¢; (i = 1,2) with
O(2) internal symmetry we obtain the sigma model with N = 2 extended supersymmetries,
whose actions, in the cases of flat and curved indices, read

Stlx :l 0d7’1 )| 2¥z¥ + ata” + bHe” 1 A 3.1
f[ >w17¢2] 6 . 29#1/( ) + + +2¢aﬂpz ( )

b3 VYUY — < Raneal @) 0L 0+ 62VMR<x>] :

0 .
Selz, 1, 19] = %/1d7 ngj(aﬁ) <x'“i” + Yy + ata” + b + aé‘a?) (3.2)

1 1
39 VBT 5 (@) = < R (28 U020 + 62%’44 .

These actions allow to compute amplitudes with Hamiltonian:!!

~ 1 1 1

H= —§V2 - gRadeWlﬁwwg = Z{Qm Qi} ;
and, as in the previous section, we will derive the required counterterm by a two-loop
calculation of tr{zgle™#|zq), where the trace is taken over the fermionic Hilbert space
only. The introduction of ghosts is perfectly analogous to the N = 1 case. The propagators
are the same as before, and diagonal in fermion species

(@ (1)) (o) ) = 85 ()5 Aar(r — o).

The term proportional to Ry gives a vanishing contribution at two-loop level. The
fermionic part of S3 splits into S31 + S3 2, each part depending only on a single fermionic
specie, and furthermore the mixed part 2531552 gives a null contribution to ( S§ ). For
this reason, the fermionic contribution to Vg is simply doubled with respect to the N =1
case; thus the cancellation between bosonic and fermionic terms does not occur, leaving
unfortunately a non-covariant quantum action. Performing calculations, and comparing
( e~%int ) with the result given in [[9], i.e. 1 — 3R/24, we easily find the mode regularization

counterterms for the N = 2 model:

1 b
VWR = — gijuabwya

1
12 guagu’ygaéruuara'yé ’ VI\I/IR = ﬂgﬂagu’ygaéruuara'yé :

24

llQi7 i = 1,2 are the conserved supercharges

— 10 —



2 2 2
MR | —iR— 5 (T0)" | =2 (The)” + a(wuas)? | —og Tho)” + %awuaw?
0 31 (T0s)
TS | —5B+ 59" Tia | 59" Tial0a + 16 (Wua)” | 59" TinTh + §(@par)®
169" T
DR —1iR 0 0
0 0

Table 2: Counterterms for N = 0,1, 2 sigma models.

4. Conclusions

In this work we have completed the analysis of the known regularization schemes for
the N = 1 and N = 2 nonlinear sigma models by investigating MR. We have calcu-
lated the counterterm for the N = 1 case using fermions with flat indices obtaining
Vmr = —I'%/24 + w?/24; the structure of such term suggested the possibility of com-
pensation between bosonic and fermionic parts in the case of curved indices. In fact an
explicit calculation showed this to be the case: the curved indices counterterm V{jz = 0
vanishes leaving classical supersymmetry and covariance of the action unbroken. Such
compensation between bosonic and fermionic contributions is perhaps expected in super-
symmetric models, although not necessary, since such terms depend on the regularization
scheme chosen: in fact even if it holds also in dimensional regularization [[g, it is not
true in time slicing. Furthermore we showed in section J that for the N = 2 model mode
regularization gives a non-covariant, susy-breaking counterterm I'?/24, while both dimen-
sional regularization and time slicing [[9, B1] give a vanishing counterterm. In MR, one
may interpret the vanishing of N = 1 counterterm as due to the fact that this model is
supersymmetric even off-shell (we have an equal number of bosonic and fermionic fields);
and as a signal that such regularization scheme preserves the symmetry. On the other
hand, in the NV = 2 model the number of fermionic and bosonic fields is not the same,
and supersymmetry is realized only on-shell; this could be the reason for which a non-zero
counterterm is needed at the quantum level to restore supersymmetry. Anyway direct cal-
culation gives the explicit answer. With our finding we can summarize the counterterms
for the various regularization schemes in table .

A. Curvatures
The vielbein field is related to the metric tensor via usual formula
guv(e(x)) = Sapeliel ;

and the vielbein postulate V ,ej, = 0 ensures the compatibility between Christoffel connec-
tion and metric, furthermore it relates I'’s to w’s in the following way:

a _ a v arv B
w,p = e 0uey +e I g6

— 11 -



Connection coefficients are given explicitly in terms of metric or vielbein by:
', = gﬂ)\ <8Ug)\u + 81/90)\ - a)\gua> >

Wyab =

N — N~

1
€% (Ouepy — Oveny) — B} €% (Oueav — Oyeapn) —
For the Riemann tensor we use the convention

[v“, vy} VA=R * VO,

wy o
and we construct the Ricci tensor and the curvature scalar as:

R, = R)\M)‘V , R=RF, >0 on asphere.

Finally R as a function of metric and its derivatives could be written as:'?

1

3 1
” (aoeg;w)2 - 5 (aag/w) (augow) - Z (859)2 + (aﬁg) gﬁ - g% .

R=—-0%g+0% + 1

B. Feynman diagrams

We report here the integrals I with their results and respective Feynman Diagrams. First
of all we present the twelve integrals needed in the case of flat indices, with vanishing
boundary conditions and for N = 1:

.=~ 0
I’ \\ 1
O O [
N 1
0
1
I — _ [ armp=L
: (D /_17 Saivh
0
:[3:@:}:/ dT.A|TAAF|T:07
-1
-0+ T - O-O-

0 0
OA® OA® 1
:/ / d7do(2 + Agh) [ AR + Aga)ls = 15
—1J-1

27N 0 0 1
_ T S | J— one2 _ 2 —
I — @ - /_1/_1drdaA(A Mgt =7,

using the condensed notation introduced above.

~=-
-~
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0 (0 1
1) 12
0 0
172@:/ / deJ‘AmA.:—
—1J-1
0 0 1
I = = .A T’A’A’ o= T T
= (OO - [ [iarenrms, -
PN 0 0
B Q_@ +1 ,‘@ :/ / drdo (D + Agp)lr XAarl, =0,
Ne_” -1 -1
0 0
“1J-1
0 0
I = % :/ / drdeAp| DA sr|s =0,
“1J-1
I = @ / / deJ'A'AAF =

where dots stand for derivatives with respect to the corresponding time variable, straight
lines are qq propagators, wiggly lines ¥y propagators, dashed lines ghosts propagators and
at each vertex corresponds a time integral. We have not found a convenient way to compute
I,5 = 7 directly in the continuum limit.

Then we report the result for flat indices but now in the string inspired case: the
twelve diagrams have the same expression as before provided the substitution of any A
with Agr and every Ag, with Agp; the results then are Iy = —1/12, I, = 0, I3 = 0,
I4 = 0, I5 = 1/6, IG = 0, I7 = 0, Ig = 0, Ig = 0, 110 = 0, 111 = 0, 112 = 1/6 . USng SI
there is no problem in calculating I in the continuum limit.

Finally we write down the additional integrals required in the curved indices case:

0

—1
0 0
-1J-1
0 0
—1J-1

- 13 —



0 0
_ / / drdo (84 + Arc)e A (24 + Arc)ly = 0
1

I, = & % / drdo (Aar + Ape)l:Algle =0,
0 0
Lis = Q_‘Q * *’Q - / / drdo (& p + Apc)|-XAspls =0,
—1.J1
0 0 1
B[ [ st
—1.J1

where the zig-zag lines stand for « propagators.
To perform all these integrals we used the following relations, valid in mode regular-
ization, i.e. for finite M:

Ay =**A, (B.1)

(A +*°A)[; = 0 (A7) , Agt|; =0, (B.2)
N + Acn = 1, Aarl, =0, (B.3)
Ny + Apg =0, *Agp = ¢ TN — e 2miM Az (B.4)

For a detailed discussion of the techniques used in solving such integrals see [[LT].
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