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Evaluation of the Trace Anomaly in the U(1)
Gauge Field Theory by Mathematica

Koichi SEO

Abstract

A computational method by Mathematica developed by the author is extended to evaluate the trace anomaly
for the U(1) gauge field in the gravitational background field. In the general covariant gauge, the differential
operator in the exponent of the heat kernel becomes non-diagonal with respect to the Lorentz indices, and
this makes the calculation complicated. The result agrees with Endo’s one, and is dependent on the gauge
parameter. The gauge dependence must be cancelled by adding a local counter term. Besides the DeWitt-
Schwinger coefficients after taking the trace with respect to the Lorentz indices, we first present the gauge
dependent DeWitt-Schwinger coefficients before taking the trace.

| Introduction

In the covariant gauge, the differential operator in
the heat kernel becomes non-diagonal with respect to
the Lorentz indices. In literature® | this kind of dif-
ferential operator is called non-minimal. To avoid this
complication, the trace anomaly in the gauge field
theory has been evaluated? in the Feynman gauge
where the differential operator reduces to the mini-
mal one.

Endo® has derived the exression for the trace
anomaly in the general covariant gauge in four space-
time dimensions at first with a clever technique. He
discovered the gauge parameter dependence of the
trace anomaly, and he found this gauge dependence
can be eliminated by adding a local counter term.
Gusyuin and Gorbar® performed the direct compu-
tation of the DeWitt-Schwinger coefficients a1 in the
general covariant gauge and reproduced Endo’s result
in four space-time dimensions. To our knowledge, as,
which is related to the trace anomaly in four space-
time dimensions, has not been evaluated by any direct
computation.

In the previous papers® we proposed a method to
evaluate the trace anomaly of a scalar or a Dirac field
theory in the gravitational background field with the
help of Mathematica® . The heat kernel coefficients
were evaluated in a straightforward method. M.J.
Booth”™ has developed a program to compute the
heat kernel coefficients in scalar field theories based
on Avramidi’s algorithm® . Our method was more
straightforward and simpler than his method. In the
present paper, we extend our method to a U(1) gauge
field theory in the general covariant gauge. We con-
firm Endo’s result in four space-time dimensions by a
direct computation. Furthermore we present the ex-
pression of the DeWitt-Schwinger coefficients before
taking the trace with respect to the Lorentz indices
at first.

The determinant to be considered is the following

one,
GWla™ = /[dAH de de] el L (1.1)
with
£ = Vg {3 (Fu)? — 5 (Vud")?
4 nv 20 H

+ic0Oc} , (1.2)

where « is the gauge parameter. The Faddeev-Popov
term must be taken into account even the ghost fields
are decoupled from the gauge fields, since the ghost
fields are coupled to the background gravitational
fields.

The classical action is not invariant under the lo-
cal Weyl transformation even in four space-time di-
mensions, due to the gauge fixing term and the ghost
term. The variation of the effective action under the
local Weyl transformation have two origins: One is
due to the non-invariance of the classical action, and
the other comes from the introduction of a cuttoff
parameter € to regularize the effective action.

We regularize the effective action by cutting off
the integration region around zero of the heat kernel
as follows:

: < dt
Wig"] = —;Tr[/ te“”(’”}

i Ty U % e—ty(c)] : (1.3)

where
1
(Y(A))/W = guH— vyvu + EV“VV (1.4)
Y@ = o. (1.5)

The variation of the effective action (1.3) un-
der an infinitesimal local Weyl transformation g,, —
g,we_m(w) is related to the vacuum expectation value
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of the trace of the energy-momentum tensor as

(1+2a)g™] = W([g""]
" L, oW
/d x2a(x) g™ 5gW
= /d”x —ga(z)g" < T, (z) >, (1.6)
where the energy-momentum tensor is defined by
T =T + TS (1.7)
with

1
190 For)?

1
+ { ALV, A7+ AV, V,47)

1
— = 9 AV, VAT +

T;Sﬁ) = *ngFupFua +

STAPL (1)

T =i (—0u Oyc — 0y€ Duc + gy 0°C dye). (1.9)

On the other hand, the variation of W is evalu-
ated as
W[(1+2a)g"] - W[g"]
=4qTr [ae*yw} —2{Tr [ae*y(c)}

canonical trace terms)

+ (
i/d"ac alx) lim {tr [e_ey(ml(aﬁ, )6 (z, "))

x'—x

eV 5 (, m’)}

+ (canonical trace terms), (1.10)

where tr stands for the trace with respect to the
Lorentz indices, and I(z,z’) is the geodesic paral-
lel displacement bivector and its definition and the
coincidence limits of its derivatives are listed in Ap-
pendix A. Canonical trace terms are originated from
the non-invariance of the classical action, and their
derivation is given in Appendix B.

Comparing Eq.(1.6) with Eq.(1.10), we obtain the
formal expression of the trace anomaly as follows:

\/jgg;w < Tuv(z) >anomaly

= i lim {tr [e_ey(A)I(x,x')é(") (z,2')]

A 1) (z, 9:/)} .

As explained in the previous paper, we use the fol-
lowing covariant expression for the delta function,

Y8

(1.11)

(1.12)

The expression for the trace anomaly (1.11) is also
derivable from the path integral measure® .

Il Perturbative expansion

Like the scalar theory or the spinor theory, we first
commute the factor e?*? with Y,

(Y(A))l“/ eikao'
— ™ {0,077 (—ik, + V,)(—ikg + V)
—(—Z.HV + VV)(_Z.K;A + vﬂ)

1
o (=iry + V) (=iky + Vo) )

= ek (K —iXW 4 Y(A))W , (2.1)
with
Ky = —kaau‘l
(K = —g,“,fi2 + v Kk (2.3)
1
= 1—-—— 2.4
gl " (2.4)
(X(A));w = Gu(K’V, + V,k")
—(ku Vo + Vuky) . (2.5)
Exponentiating the relation (2.1), we have
otV W pikac® _ jikao® j—t(K—iX W4y () (2.6)

By regarding K as the free Hamiltonian, we apply
the perturbation theory,

o tE+V) _ —tK

t
// dtydty 6(t —t) —to) e 1KV emt2K

/ / dty dty dts 6(t — Z t)e 1By et Ky et K
(2.7)

In the scalar theory or the spinor theory, we have
moved the factor e!®" to the leftmost position at first.
This time we move the covariant derivative V, to
the rightmost position at first. Then we can take the
coincidence limit of e~*% | and it reduces to

2
et(Guv k™ —vkuky)

k.k. 2 kuk, 1,2
= (g;w— /]:;2 )etk 22 e‘tlk . (28)

In order to restrict the tensor structures to be ap-
peared during the calculation, we make use of the
following formula,

//

"‘_ti_"')

o o[

X §(t; —th — ) —fK[VM,K]e—fQ'K---

// dthdt] St — =t =t =)

eV, K]e WK (2.9)

—tK] ..
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with

[V (K)up]

= 291//) HUVMK/U - (vu"fy Kp + /f,,V,m'p) . (2.10)

Then the perturbation V' and [V,, K| can be treated
on the same footing. The program to move the co-
variant derivatives to the rightmost position is shown
in Appendix C.

We denote the contribution to the trace anomaly
from the m-ple X and n-ple Y insertions as .A™™ .
We have to evaluate A™™ s, with (m,n) = (2,0), (0,
and (m,n) = (4,0), (2,1), (0,2) in two and four
space-time dimensions, respectively. X and Y in-
volve the covariant derivative once and twice respec-
tively, and first derivatives of I, K, k vanish in the
coincident limit of z and z’. Therefore, moving
the covariant derivatives involved in X and Y to the
rightmost position, we have terms consisted of second
derivatives of I, K, k in two space-time dimensions,
while we have terms consisted of fourth derivatives
of I, K, k or quadratic terms in second derivatives
of I, K, k in four space-time dimensions.

The integrations over the angle variables of the
momentum yield the contraction of the indices of the
momentum:

dnk'F ]{12 ,ul ILE o M2m
/ (k )

:fmwwmymm/w%F@%, (2.11)
with
f(m) = err(égjrm) (2.12)

where the generalized metric g is the one introduced

in the previous paper®!?). In the gauge theory2,
e K consists of the transverse part (g, — kklj Yetk

. We utilize the
method given in the previous paper'® to perform the
integrations over the angle variables, that is, sym-
metrization operation. For convenience, we denote
the transverse and the longitudinal projection opera-
tors as PO and PM) | respectively. In order to know
the symmetrized expression with j-th insertions of
PW  that is,

= Sym{P“INM PN, -

and the longitudinal part kz#eikg

MnL—lP(em)}

+ (Permutations with Zei =7j) (2.13)
i
we evaluate the following object,
J(y) = Sym{P(y) M1 P(y)M2P(y) - Mp_1P(y)}
= Y a4y (k) (2.14)
j=0

with P(y) = g — yk‘é]; . Here k? dependence of J
is explicitly extracted and the coefficients a;’s are in-
dependent of the momentum. Then J;, ’s are obtained

—_

by
Jo = J(1) :iaj(kz’)l, (2.15)
j=0
Ji = =J(1) =—Zm:jaj(k2)l, (2.16)
Jy = J” Zj o2, (217)
Jm = (_1)mJ<m>(1):(71)mam(1@2)l. (2.18)

m!
Integration formulas over the momentum and the
parameters are obtained by Mathematica.

p(m,21,j) = —i(4m)® /dn //Hdt

x d(1— ) (k) eXp{Z Z ,(2.19)

i=j+1

o)

where the factor (—i)(47)2 is inserted to simplify
the expression of p. This is essentially the same as
pi in the previous paper'?) . The first argument of p
stands for the number of parameter integration and
differs by 1 from the definition of the first argument of
pi. For our purposes, we need p(m, 1, j)’s with m = 2
through 7, | = 0 through 8, and 7 = 0 through m.
Denoting a; for the specific term with m-ple param-
eter integration, a-ple X and b-ple Y insertions, j-
ple insertions of the longitudinal projection operator,
and [-th order in k2 as V(@) (m, 2, j), we have the
following recombination formulas,

2 J
AOD o S 1O (2,0,5) Y T (—1)F ;i p(2,0, k)
j=0 k=0
3 J
+y v )Y (DR Cp(3,2,k), (2.20)
j=0 k=0

(—1)* ;Cr p(3,2,k)

M-

ALY Zv<20)(3,2,j)
j=0
4 i

+> VOO (4,4,5) Y (-1)F;Cep(4,4, k), (2.21)

j=0 =0

3 J
A o 3 v 00(3,0,5) ) (—1
j=0 k=0

4
+> V(4,25
=0

=~
Il
=]

=

Ckp?) 0, k)

(—1)* ;O p(4,2, k)

Mbk

x>
Il
o

5
+Y VO(5,4,5) Y (=1)F ;Cup(5,4,k), (2.22)
k

7=0 =0

<

J
AR Zv<21)(4,2 3)D (1) ;Chp(4,2,k)
=0 k=0
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5
+Y VED(5,4,5)

J
Z(_l)kjckp(574vk)
7=0 k=0
6 J
+> VEY6,6,5) Y (-1)F ;Cep(6,6,k), (2.23)
j=0 k=0
5 J
AL o SV U0 (5.4, 5) Y (—1)F ;Cp(5,4, k)
j=0 k=0
6 J
—I—ZV(4O)(6 6,7) Y (=1)* ;Cr p(6,6, k)
3=0 k=0
7 J
Z VEO(7,8,5) Y (-1)F ;Cup(7,8,k), (2.24)

where the proportional constant is (—1)(4r)~7% .
Contraction of tensor indices of I,,...

The coincident limits of I,,...
5)

and oy,... are given in
the previous paper®’. Here we explain the program
to contract the tensor indices of I,,.. and o ..
After symmetrization, each terms consist of two
denoted by s[u,v,p,a] in the program), or
uvpre) (denoted by s[u,v,p,7,¢,a] in the pro-
gram), or one [0, | and one [I,,,](denoted by
i[;“’v v, p, T] )7 or one [IIWPTEM] (denOted by 7;[/17 v,p, T, €,
w]). Before dissolving the generalized metric into the
usual metrics with two indices, we notice the eighth
order metric gy, ..., (denoted by glu1,-- -, us]) con-
tracted with the above tensors vanish identically on
account of its totally symmetric property under ex-

change of Lorentz indices:

[7,40)7(
one [0,%

glow Byps -y pe] slpn, -+ pe] =0, (3.1)

glow, By pas -+ pe] sl p2, s, v

x8[pia, s, po, V] = 0, (3.2)

glos pay oy prl sl - a]

xsps, pe, pi7, 3] = 0, (3.3)

glp, -+ ps] s[p, - - pa

x8lps, -, pg] = 0. (3.4)
In fact s[p1,---,pq] vanishes if any three of indices

are symmetrized. Likewise i[uq, - - -

first 5 indices are symmetrized.
The sixth order metric gy, ...us (glpt1, - - -, t6]) con-

tracted with i’s or some s’s vanish identically:

, s, 8] vanishes if

g[ahuly“'au5]i[ula"'a,u5aﬂ]:07 (35)
9[04,#17"',M5]3[5,M17"'»H5]:Oa (36)
glpa, -+ pel slpa, -+ el = 0. (3.7)
Only surviving terms are gla, B, 1, - -+, fta) [,

/,647U,l/]7 g[a7ﬁ7/’('17"'7/’(‘4]S[M17M27Vap]S[M3au47yap]a

g[aa ﬂ) M1y 7,“4] 8[:”17 H2, V, V] 8[”37 K4, P, p] and their
permutations. In any case uncontracted indices «

and B must be in the sixth order metric g,,....q -
The above three kinds of contractions are evaluated

a
and o,

beforehand, and their results are substituted into the
terms with sixth order metric.

The fourth order metric g,,...,, is dissolved into
the usual metric g,,’s, and contractions of indices
of s and ¢ are performed. The program to perform
symmetrization and contraction for V4°(6,6,0) is
shown as an example in Appendix D. The compu-
tation was done by a machine with memory 256MB
and with a Pentium IV processor. Due to this re-
stricted computer power, V2°(6,6,n)(n = 2,3,4)
and V4°(7,8,n)(n = 2,3,4,5) could not be evalu-
ated at once, and we divided them into partial terms,
and excuted the program.

Finally, the recombination of terms as explained
in Sec.2 is performed by the program shown in Ap-
pendix E.

IV  Results

The trace anomalies in two space-time dimensions
are obtained as'?),

A
gwj < T( ) >anomaly

1
= ——tr[P(W)gu R+ (W) Ry |

4
1 2
- (= 4.1
(3R, (41)
gMV < T;S(;) >anomaly
1 1
= ——(-= 4.2
— (3R, (12)
with
w—1
(2) - 1 [0 1
@ W) =5t e
1
= -+ —1 4.
6 e (4.3)
w—1
@) ool
Ca (UJ) 6((4) . 1)
1
= —-1—-ha. 4.4
glne (4.4)
Here w = 5 and in two space-time dimensions we
take the limit of w — 1. The gauge dependence of
c§2> and 052) are cancelled out after taking the trace

with respect to the Lorentz indices. These results
(4.3) and (4.4) are consistent with Gusyuin and Gor-
bar’s results in Ref.4.

In four space-time dimensions we have obtained
the following trace anomalies ') in the limit of w —
2

)

v (A)
g <Ty,

>cmomaly

:fltrc() 2R?

1672

(w)gap{2R}, ,; — 2R},
+5R* — 120R}

+c§4> (W) RapR + 5 (w) Raywp Rg™ "

+i (@) Rap R + ¢ (@) R R

+ci (W)ORLs + Y (W) Va Vs R
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_ _16;2[_11;0 I PR
+$(2—5lna)DR : (4.5)
ghr < T[_(Lf/) > anomaly

1

+T5DR , (4.6)
with

) = e+ )

_ %0(2+1n04), (4.7)
) =~ 6+ 21

- —%(6—#111(1), (4.8)
0 = —qgg 15+ X1y

_ 7ﬁ(15+2lna), (4.9)
S (w) = 9710{45+ 2(02:*_22—1)}

= 9—1()(45+21na), (4.10)
) = g

= 9—10111&7 (4.11)
) = 0+ L

— 6—10(1O+1n04), (4.12)
) = -

= —%lna, (4.13)

The gauge dependent trace anomaly in four space-
time dimensions, (4.5) agrees with Endo’s one in
Ref.3. The gauge dependent coefficients before tak-
ing the trace with respect to the Lorentz indices,
(4.7) through (4.13) are new results. It is said that
the ¢ function regularization and the dimensional
regularization give different results for the coefficient
of OR'23) in the trace anomaly. In our computation,
we regularized the ultraviolet divergence by cutting
off the integration region around ¢t = 0. In the Feyn-
man gauge, « = 1, our result agrees with the one of
the ¢ function regularization.

Appendix A. Definition of bivector 1*4(z, ")
and the coincidence limits of its derivatives

The geodesic parallel displacement bivector oper-
ator I%g(x,2’) is defined like the bispinor opertor,

whose properties are summarized in the Appendix C
of the previous paper® . The properties of I%s(x, ")
can be read from those of the bispinor, and we list
them up for reader’s convenience.

gV, I%s(z,2") Vyo(z,2') =0, (A.1)
and the boundary condition,
Io‘g(sc,x) = 5“5. (A2)

We use the following notations for derivatives of
I?(z,2") and their coincidence limits,

IN1M2"'aﬁ(‘T7‘r/) =V Vi, -+ Iaﬂ(xax/) ) (A.3)
[Lppo-“p(@) ] = Il,iglz Ly “p(2,2) (A.4)

The commutation of two covariant derivatives gives
the following terms,

[V,U«? vl/ ] IPl"'Pmaﬁ(x7 'T/)
- R;U/(}y Ip1"'/~7m75(xa :L‘/)
i) )
7j=1

Taking the covariant derivatives of the orthonormal
condition (A.1) and making use of the relations (A.5),
we obtain the following expressions,

[1,%3] = 0, (A.6)
«@ 1 o
[I;ux ﬂ] = §Ruuﬁa <A7>
«@ 1 «@
[Lwp] = 3 Viul)p's (A.8)

o 1 [e3 [e3
[Luwpr®s] = S (RW '*/RPT’,YB + Rup ’YRV)T’E
+ Riur S Ry + RPT%RWWﬂ)
1 (e} e
+ (VuVuRorb + Vi VR %)

1 (e «
+ 159" (Buy 5 Ruorys + B Bugoms

+ Rpa%Rp,(l/T)(; + R‘ra%Ru(,up)S ) . (AQ)

If we contract two pairs of indices of [I,,,-%g], we
obtain the following formulas,

guyng[I/,LupTaﬁ] = _guTgyp[qup'raﬁ}
1 vT «
= 59#[)9 RuvapT’ng (A.10)
g“pg”[fwwag] = (), (A.ll)
pv p 1 v 5 up
g [I,U,Vp()é 6] = gRauﬁuR - gRa/u/pRﬁ
f§E\R JerVRfER Rg"* (A.12)
I TR '
174 1 174 3 14
g" [Iupvapﬁ] = *gRaﬂﬁvRM - gRaWPRﬁM g
3 0Rs + SVLVSR — 2 RuuRy (A.13)
4B Ty e VBT T g e e '
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17 1 v 1 v
9" Uppwa’p) = _ERWBVR# - gRaWpRﬁ# ’
3 1 5
14 1 v 5 17
g" [I;wappﬂ] = gRauﬂuRu - gRaWpRBH P
1 1 5
-0 « T Vo T Tatta " ) A]-
Jr4 Rog + 4V VR 12R w3 (A.15)
v 1 v 7 v
9" Lupar” ] = _gRaﬂﬁuRM "‘gRawaﬁM P
1 1 7
-0 a3 T T Va Tatla " ) A]-
+4 Rup 4V VsR + 12R uRs (A.16)
174 1 174 5 v
g" [Ipuwpﬁ] = _ERW,BVRH "‘gRaWpRﬁM P
1 1 7
~0OR.3 — ~VaVgR+ — R, Rs", A.17
LV 1 v 3 LV
g [I;wwppﬁ] = ERauﬁvRH - gRaquRﬁl P
1 1 5
-0OR, ~VuaVsR — — R, Rg", A.18
v 1 v 3 v
g" [Iua/wpﬁ] = _ERGMBVR# +§Ra,wa5“ ’
1 1 7
+£DRC,5 — ZVaVﬁR + ER@MRﬂu7 (A.19)
17 1 14 1 v
g" [Ipa/wpﬂ] = ERWBVRH +§Ra/waB# P
1 1 1
JrZDRaﬁ - ZVQVBR + ERQHRQH, (A.20)
14 1 174 1 v
9" Hapvp”p] = *gRa#ﬂuR# - gRaWpRBM P
1 1 1
~OR, “Va —R, w A.21
+4 Rg+4V V5R+12R ) ( )
QW[Iawwpﬂ] = gw[lapwpﬁ]
= 9" Lpa”s] - (A.22)

In deriving these formulas, we utilized the Bianchi
identity and its consequences,

V.Rypas +VoRppag + VoRuvas =0, (A.23)

VoVFRp, = VsVF Ry, = %VQV[;R, (A.24)
VAV Rayws = ORap — VFVaRys, (A.25)

VAVaRus = V*VsR,u0 = %vavﬂR
~RuaR"5 — Ropsu R*™ . (A.26)

Appendix B. Derivation of Eq.(1.10)

The propagator of the gauge field satisfies the fol-
lowing equation in the general covariant gauge,

(6,0 -V, V" + év“vy)

i
)
The gauge field itself satisfies the homogeneous equa-
tion. The delta function in the righthand side of (B.1)

x <T[A"(2)A,(y)] >=

5", 6™ (x — y)(B.1)

originates from the following facts,

Vo < T[V°Al(z) A,(y)] >
= 6(z" —y") < [VA'(2), Ap(y)] >
+ < T[VoVAl(z) A, (y)] >
- \/jg(s%p(s"(a:—y)Jr---, (B.2)

1
9OV < T[=V, A4%(x) A,(y)] >

= 5 1) < LT, 4] >

1
+¢%° < T EVOVVA”(x) Ay(y)] >

i
= 80,0 (x —y) + - (B.3)
N
In the Euclidean space we denote eigenvalues and
eigenfunctions of the operator Y4 as

1
(6,8 =V V" + ~VI9, Juf () = Apugi () . (BA)
Then the propagator can be expressed as

ST ) Ayfo)] >= 3wl @) sly) . (B5)
k

Equation (B.1) is reproduced due to the completeness
condition of the eigenfunctions,

>l (w)u i (y) =
k

L snosn(y
\/jgé Oz —y). (B.6)

Now we take the variation of (1.3) under local
Weyl transformation, dg"” = 2a(z)g"” .

5W(A)[gl“’]
_ / mdtﬁ[éY(A)e‘tY(A)]
2 /e
= %/d"ax\/—g llim/ dt (6Y(A)eftY(A))“y
Y uf (@), g (a)

2

— %/d”x\/—gZu;’k(x)/ dt et » (6Y(A))M,,uZ(:E)
k €
=i [d"z/—galz u’ (o)l (x dt e )\,
.k k
k' €

+i /d”z\/jgv"a(:c) Z )\ik { (Vg k

k

* n—2 *
_vVuu,k)uZ - Tuku(vuul/,k - vu“u,k)
n *
+2aVl,uk”u#7k}

i/d"ijga(x) Z u;, p(2)ug () e A
k

1 —14
+i /d"a:\/—ga(x) Z )\k{n 5 VHugY
k
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n L
X(Viutiw ke = Vit k) — %VVUZUVM“;C

n—2
—(Buy . — Vi Vou Juy + wp? (Ouy, g

n *U
-V, Vyuy) — %VNVyuk u“} )
The first term in the last line of (B.7) is the trace

anomaly, and the other terms should become the
canonical trace terms, that is,

n—4 n—2
/d"x\/—ga(a:) < TF‘%” - A'V, N, AY
n
—%(V“A”)Q > . (B.8)

The first and the second terms in the curly bracket
in the last line of (B.7) correspond to the first and
the third term of the expression (B.8) except for the
contact terms proportional to 6"(0). Making use of
Eq.(B.4), the third, the fourth, and the fifth terms in
the curly bracket in the last line of (B.7) are rewritten
as,

. m 1 n—4 * "
i /d x/—ga(z) Z )\—k {2)\kuu,ku’k
k

n—2
2¢

{(V Vg yuf + u;g"(vyvﬂug)}] . (B.9)

The last two terms of (B.9) correspond to the second
term of (B.8) except for the contact term. The first
term in the curly bracket of (B.9) becomes the contact
term,

Zn(n —4)

5 (B.10)

6"(0) /d”ac\/—ga(m).
On the other hand, if we move the time derivatives
in the expression (B.8) to the outside of the time-
ordered product, there appear the following contact
terms,

(n—4)(n—-1)

i{ 5
x/d":v\/—goz(x).
The three terms in the curly bracket sum up to
w. Thus we have finally proved the gauge field

part of (1.10). The ghost field part is much easilly
proved, though we do not show the proof here.

+(n-2)-5}6"(0)

(B.11)

Appendix C. Application of the Leipnitz rule
for the covariant derivative

(* products of differential operators and
application of derivative x*)
SetAttributes[DP,Flat]

(* d[m] and p[m] stand for \nabla_\mu and
\kappa_\mu, respectively. *)

DP[x__,yl_+y2_,z__]:= DP[x,yl,z] + DP[x,y2,z]

DP[x__,d[m_],e,y__]:=

(B.7)

DP[x,e,d[m],y] + DP[x,e,alm],e,y]
DP[x__,d[m_],pln__1,y__1:=

DP[x,p[n],d[m],y] + DP[x,plm,n],y]
DP[x__,d[m_],aln__],y__1:=

DP[x,a[n],d[m],y] + DP[x,a[m,n],y]
DP[x__,d[m_],h[n__],y__]:= DP[x,h[n],d[m],y]
DP[x__,d[m_],z[n__]1]:= DP[x,z[m,n]]

(* The last argument of z is redundunt. *)

(* definition of basic operators *)
x[m_,n_J:=

DP[h[m,n],d[m],p[n]] + DP[h[m,n],p[m],d[n]]
y[m_,n_J:= DP[h[m,n],d[m],d[n]]

(* the heat kernel coefficient al *)
r20= (-1)*DP[e,x[ml1,m2],e,x[m3,m4],e,z[m5]];
r01= (-1)*DP[e,y[ml,m2],e,z[m3]];

(* the heat kernel coefficient a2 *)

r40= DP[e,x[ml1,m2],e,x[m3,m4],e,x[m5,m6],e,
x[m7,m8] ,e,z[m9]];

r21= DP[e,x[ml,m2],e,x[m3,m4],e,y[m5,m6],e,
z[m7]] + DP[e,x[ml,m2],e,y[m3,m4],e,
x[m5,m6] ,e,z[m7]] + DP[e,y[ml,m2],e,
x[m3,m4] ,e,x[m5,m6],e,z[m7]];

r02= DP[e,y[ml,m2],e,y[m3,m4],e,z[mb]];

subst1="{DP[x__,a[m_],y__1->0,
DP[x__,plm_,n_],y__1->0}";

subst2="{DP[x__,a[m_1,y__1->0,
DP[x__,plm_,n_1,y__]1->0,
DP[x__,z[m_,n_]]1->03}";

s20=r20//. ToExpression[substl];
s01=r01//. ToExpression[substl];
s40=r40//. ToExpression[subst2];
s21=r21//. ToExpression[subst2];
s02=r02//. ToExpression[subst2];

SetDirectory["d:\\trace_anomaly"]
Save["derivative_r.txt",s20,s01,s40,s21,s02]

Appendix D. Symmetrization and contraction of

tensor indices

$RecursionLimit=4096
SetDirectory["d:\\trace_anomaly"]

(* ny stands for the order with respect to y *)

ny=0

(* generalized metric tensors *)
SetAttributes[g,0rderless]
glm_,m_]:=2%y

Get["derivative_r.txt"]

(* picking up terms with n-th e *)
filter[x_+y_,n_]:=filter[x,n]+filter[y,n]
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filter[DP[x__],n_]:=
If [Count [{x},e]l===n,1,0]*DP[x]

vi[6]=filter[s40,6];
Print["v1l finished!"]
Clear[s40,s21,s02,s820,s01];

(* substitution into p[m,,...] *)

v2[6]l=vi[6]//. {
DP[x__,p[m_],y__]1->q[m[0]]*DP[x,¥y],
DP[x__,p[ni_,n2_,m_J],y__]1->
-s[n1[0],n2[0] ,m[0] ,m[4]1]*q[m[4]]1*DP[x,y],
DP[x__,p[ni1_,n2_,n3_,n4_,m_],y__]1->
-s[n1[0],n2[0],n3[0] ,n4[0],m[0],m[4]]*q[m[4]]
*DP [x,y]};

Print["v2 finished!"]

Clear[vi];

(* multiplication of tensors with explicit
indices *)

DP[x_]:=f[x,1];

DP[x__,y_]:=DP[x]*f [y,Length[{x}]+1];

temp0=v2[6] ;

Print["tempO finished!"]

Clear[v2];

(* a and b are uncontracted indices x)
1[1]=a;

(* substitution into e *)
fle,k_1:=g[1[k],1[k+1]]1-y*q[1[k]]*q[1[k+1]];

(* substitution into z[m,...] *)
flzlm_],k_]:=g[1[k],b];
flzlml_,m2_,m3_],k_]:=
r[m1[0],m2[0],1[k],bl/2;
flzlmi_,m2_,m3_,m4_,m5_],k_]:=
i[m1[0],m2[0],m3[0],m4[0],1[k],b];

templ=Coefficient [Expand[tempO],y,ny];
Print["templ finished!"]
Clear [tempO] ;

(* contraction of g *)
temp2=templ//. {
glx_,y_I*glx_,z_1->gly,z],
glx_,y_1*qlx_1->qlyl};
Print["temp2 finished!"]
Clear[templ];

(* substitution into h[m,n] *)
flhlm_,n_],k_]:=

g[m[0] ,n[0]]*g[1[k],1[k+1]]-
gm({0],1[k+1]]*g[n[0],1[k]]+
gm[0],1[k]]*g[n[0],1[k+1]]/a;

temp3=Expand[temp2]//. {
glx_,y_l*glx_,z_1->gly,zl,
glx_,y_I*qlx_1->qlyl};

Print["temp3 finished!"]
Clear [temp2] ;

(* substitution into alm,...] *)

(* c=1-1/a, a stands for the gauge parameter *)

flalm_,n_],k_]:=
-2*%s[m[0],n[0] ,n[1],n[2]]1*q[n[1]1]1*q[n[2]]*
gl1[k],1[k+1]1]1+
cxs[m[0],n[0],1[k],n[1]1*q[n[1]]*q[1[k+1]]+
c*s[m[0],n[0],1[k+1],n[11]1*q[1[k]1I*q[nl[1]];

flalml_,m2_,m3_,m4_],k_]:=2*g[1[k],1[k+1]1]*(-
s [m1[0],m2[0] ,m3[0] ,m4[0] ,m4[1],m4[2]]*
q[m4[1]11*q[m4 [2]]+s[m1[0] ,m2[0] ,m4[1] ,m4[2]]*
s[m3[0] ,m4 (0] ,m4[1],m4[3]]*q[m4[2]]*q[m4[3]]+
s[m1[0],m3[0] ,m4[1],m4[2]]*s[m2[0],m4[0],
m4[1] ,m4 [3]]1*q[m4 [2]]*q[md [3]]+
s[m1[0],m4[0] ,m4[1],m4[2]]*s[m2[0],m3[0],
m4[1] ,m4 [3]]1*q[m4 [2]]*q[md4 [3]])+
c*(s[m1[0],m2[0] ,m3[0] ,m4[0],1[k],m4[1]]*
q[1[k+1]]*q[m4[1]]+ s[m1[0],m2[0],m3[0],
m4[0],1[k+1] ,m4[1]1]*q[1[k]]*q[m4[1]]-
s[m1[0],m2[0],1[k],m4[1]]*s[m3[0],m4[0],
1[k+1] ,m4[2]1]1*q[m4 [1]1]*q[m4 [2]]-
s[m1[0],m3[0],1[k],m4[1]]*s[m2[0],m4[0],
1[k+1] ,m4[2]1]1*q[m4 [1]1]*q[m4[2]]-
s[m1[0],m4[0],1[k],m4[1]]*s[m2[0],m3[0],
1[k+1],m4[2]]*q[m4 [1]]*q[ma[2]]-
s[m2[0] ,m3[0],1[k],m4[1]]*s[m1[0],m4[0],
1[k+1] ,m4[2]]*q[m4 [1]1]*q[m4 [2]]-
s[m2[0],m4[0],1[k],m4[1]]*s[m1[0],m3[0],
1[k+1] ,m4[2]]*q[m4[1]]*q[m4[2]]-
s[m3[0],m4[0],1[k],m4[1]]*s[m1[0],m2[0],
1[k+1],m4[2]]1*q[m4[1]]1*q[m4[2]1]);

v3[6,6,ny]l=Expand [temp3] ;
Print["v3 finished!"]
Clear [temp3];

temp4=v3[6,6,ny]1//. {
glx_,y_172->2%w,
glx_,y_I*glx_,z_]->gly,zl};
Print["temp4 finished!"]
Clear[v3];

temp5=temp4//. glm_,n_l*q[m_]->q[n];
Print ["temp5 finished!"]
Clear [temp4];

temp6=temp5//. {
glx_,y_I*slzi___,x_,z2___1->s[zl,y,z2],
glx_,y_I*rlz1___,x_,z2___1->r[zl,y,22]};

Print ["temp6 finished!"]
Clear [temp5];

v4([6,6,nyl=temp6//. {gla,b]->mt,q[n_]"2->1};
Print["v4 finished!"]
Clear[temp6] ;
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(* symmetrization *)
temp7=v4[6,6,nyl//. qln_]->t*o[n];
Print["temp7 finished!"]
Clear[v4];

Do[pl[nt]=Coefficient[temp7,t,nt],
{nt,0,6,2}]1;

Print["pl finished!"]

Clear [temp7];

(* no momentum to be symmetrized *)
p2[0]=p1[0];

(* quadratic terms with respect to
the momentum to be symmetrized *)

p2[2]=p1[2]//.
o[nl_l*o[n2_]1->g[ni1,n2]/(2*w);

Print["p2[2] finished!"]

(* 4-th order terms with respect to
the momentum to be symmetrized *)

p2[4]=p1[4]//.
o[ni_lxo[n2_l*o0[n3_l*o[n4_]->
glnl,n2,n3,n4]/ (4xux(w+l));

Print ["p2[4] finished!"]

(* 6-th order terms *)
temp8=p1[6]//. rlx__1->0;
Print["temp8 finished!"]

temp9=Coefficient [temp8,o[al*o[b],1];
Print["temp9 finished!"]
Clear[temp8];

tempO=temp9//.
o[nl_l*o[n2_]*o[n3_]*o[n4_]->
1/ (8xwx (w+1)* (w+2));
Print["p2[6] finished!"]
Clear[temp9];

(* contraction like g[11,12,13,14,a,b]
s[11,12,m,n]s[13,14,m,n] *)

(* expressions of tl, t2 and t3 are
substituted in the the last part
of the program *)

templ=temp0//. {

slx_,zl__,y_J*slx_,z2__,y_]1->t3,
slx_,z1__,y_Ixsly_,z2__,x_]1->t3,
slx_,zl__,y_I*xs[z2_,x_,y_,2z3_]1->t3,
slx_,z1__,y_I*xsl[z2_,y_,x_,23_]1->t3,

slzl_,x_,y_,2z2_l*s[z3_,x_,y_,z4_]1->t3,
slzl_,x_,y_,z2_]xs[z3_,y_,x_,z4_1->t3};

Clear [tempO] ;

temp2=templ//. {
slx_,z1__,y_1%
slz2___,x_,z3___,y_,z4___1->t2,
slx_,z1__,y_1*

slz2___,y_,z3___,x_,z4___1->t2,
slzl_,x_,y_,z2_]*
slz3___,x_,z4___,y_,z5___1->t2,
slzl_,x_,y_,z2_]*
s[z3___,y_,z4

Clear[templ];

x_,z5___1->t2};

e

temp3=temp2//. {

slzl___,x_,z2___,y_,z3___1%

slz4___,x_,z6___,y_,z6___1->t1,

slzl___,x_,z2___,y_,z3___]x*

slz4___,y_,z5___,x_,2z6___1->t1};
Clear [temp2] ;

(* contraction like g[11,12,13,14,a,b]
s[11,12,13,14,m,m] *)

(* expressions of sl, ... , s8 are
substituted in the the last part
of the program *)

temp4=temp3//. {

s[mi_,m2_,m3_,m4_,x_,x_]->s1,
s[mi_,m2_,m3_,x_,m4_,x_]->s1,
s[mi_,m2_,x_,m3_,m4_,x_]1->s2,
smi_,x_,m2_,m3_,m4_,x_]->s3,
s[x_,ml_,m2_,m3_,m4_,x_]->s3,
s[mi_,m2_,m3_,x_,x_,m4_]->s4,
s[mi_,m2_,x_,m3_,x_,m4_]->s5,
s[mi_,x_,m2_,m3_,x_,m4_]->s6,
slx_,ml_,m2_,m3_,x_,md_]->s7,
s[mi_,m2_,x_,x_,m3_,m4_]->s5,
s[mi_,x_,m2_,x_,m3_,m4_]->s6,
s[x_,ml_,m2_,x_,m3_,m4_]->s7,
s[ml_,x_,x_,m2_,m3_,m4_]->s8,
s[x_,ml1_,x_,m2_,m3_,m4_]->s6,
slx_,x_,ml_,m2_,m3_,m4_]->s57};
Clear[temp3];

(* contraction like g[11,12,13,14,a,b]
s[11,12,m,m]s[13,14,n,n] *)

(* ricci stands for the Ricci tensor
and appears as ricci”2 which means

gl11,12,13,14,a,b]r[11,12]r[13,14] *)

temp5=temp4//. {
slx_,x_,y_,z_]->ricci/3,
slx_,y_,x_,z_]->ricci/3,
slx_,y_,z_,x_]->-2*ricci/3,
sly_,x_,x_,z_]->-2%ricci/3,
sly_,x_,z_,x_]->ricci/3,
sly_,z_,x_,x_]1->ricci/3};

Clear [temp4];

sub6=temp5//. s[z__1->0;
Print["sub6 finished!"]
Clear [temp5];

(* sum up to 4th order *)
v5[6,6,ny]=Sum[p2[nt],{nt,0,4,2}];
Print["v5 finished!"]

81
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Clear[p1,p2];

temp6=Expand[v5[6,6,ny]]1//. {
glx_,y_172->2%w,
glx_,y_I*glx_,z_1->gly,zl};
Clear[v5];

v6[6,6,nyl=temp6//. {
glx_,y_Ixslz1___,x_,z2___]1->s[zl,y,22],
glx_,y_Ixrlz1___,x_,z2___]1->r[zl,y,z2]};

Print["v6 finished!"]

Clear[temp6] ;

v7[6,6,ny]=v6[6,6,ny]l//. gla,b]l->mt;
Print["v7 finished!"]
Clear[v6];

(* reduction of the generalized metric tensor
to the ordinary metric tensors *)
glml_,m2_,m3_,m4_]:=
glml,m2] *g[m3,m4] +g[m1,m3] *g [m2,m4] +
glml,m4]*g[m2,m3];

v8[6,6,ny]l=Expand[v7[6,6,ny]1]1//. {
glx_,y_Ixslz1l___,x_,z2___]1->s[zl,y,22],
glx_,y_Ixrlz1___,x_,z2___]1->r[z1,y,z2]};

Print["v8 finished!"]

Clear[v7];

(* sc stands for the scalar curvature R *)

v9[6,6,ny]=v8[6,6,ny]l//. {gla,b]l->mt,
slm_,m_,n_,n_]->sc/3,
s[m_,n_,m_,n_J]->sc/3,
slm_,n_,n_,m_]->-2%sc/3};

Print["v9 finished!"]

Clear[v8];

(* contraction of indices of i *)
(* rst, cst, crt, ddrl, and ddr2 stand for
R_{\alpha\mu}R_{\beta}"{}{\mu},

R_{\alpha\mu\nu\rho}R_{\beta}{}"{\mu\nu\rho},

R_{\alpha\mu\beta\nu}R~{\mu\nu},
\Box R_{\alpha\beta}, and
\nabla_{\alpha}\nabla_{\betalR,
respectively *)

ilm_,m_,n_,n_,a,bl:= -cst/2;
ilm_,n_,m_,n_,a,b]l:= 0;
ilm_,n_,n_,m_,a,b]l:= cst/2;

ilm_,m_,n_,a,n_,bl:= crt/3 - (6*cst)/8 -
(3*ddr1)/4 + ddr2/4 - (5*rst)/12;

ilm_,n_,m_,a,n_,bl:= —crt/6 - (3*cst)/8 -
(3*ddr1)/4 + ddr2/4 - (5%rst)/12;

i[lm_,n_,n_,a,m_,b]:= -crt/6 - cst/8 -
(3%ddr1)/4 + ddr2/4 - (5*rst)/12;

ilm_,m_,a,n_,n_,bl:= crt/3 - (b*cst)/8 +
ddr1/4 + ddr2/4 - (b6*rst)/12;

i[lm_,n_,a,m_,n_,b]:= —crt/6 + (7*cst)/8 +
ddr1/4 - ddr2/4 + (7*xrst)/12;

i[m_,n_,a,n_,m_,b]:= -crt/6 + (5*cst)/8 +
ddri1/4 - ddr2/4 + (7*rst)/12;
ilm_,a,m_,n_,n_,bl:= crt/12 - (3*cst)/8 +
ddri1/4 + ddr2/4 - (5*rst)/12;
ilm_,a,n_,m_,n_,b]l:= —crt/6 + (3*cst)/8 +
ddr1/4 - ddr2/4 + (Txrst)/12;
ilm_,a,n_,n_,m_,b]l:= crt/12 + cst/8 +
ddri1/4 - ddr2/4 + rst/12;
ila,m_,m_,n_,n_,b]:= —crt/6 - cst/8 +
ddr1/4 + ddr2/4 + rst/12;
ila,m_,n_,m_,n_,b]l:= crt/12 + cst/8 +
ddr1/4 - ddr2/4 + rst/12;
ila,m_,n_,n_,m_,b]l:= crt/12 + cst/8 +
ddri1/4 - ddr2/4 + rst/12;

v10[6,6,nyl=v9[6,6,nyl//. {
r(m_,m_,n_,n_]->0,
r(m_,n_,m_,n_]->-sc,
rim_,n_,n_,m_]->sc};
Print["v10 finished!"]
Clear [v9];

(* rt stands for the Ricci tensor
R_{\alpha\beta} *)

rla,bl=rt;

rix_,x_]:=sc;

(* ordering of indices in r *)
rly_,x_]:=rlx,yl/; OrderedQ[{x,y}]
rla,x_,y_,bl:=-rla,x,b,y];
r[x_,a,b,y_]:=-rla,x,b,y];
rlx_,a,y_,bl:=r[a,x,b,y];
rlb,y_,x_,al:=-rla,x,b,y];
rlb,y_,a,x_]:=rla,x,b,y];
rly_,b,x_,al:=rla,x,b,y];
rly_,b,a,x_]:=-rla,x,b,y];

rlx_,a,y_,z_]:=-r[a,x,y,z];
rlx_,b,y_,z_]:=-r[b,x,y,z]/; FreeQl[{x,y,z},a]
rlx_,y_,a,z_]:=rla,z,x,y];
rlx_,y_,b,z_1:=r[b,z,x,y]/; FreeQ[{x,y,z},a]
rlx_,y_,z_,al:=-r[a,z,x,y];
rlx_,y_,z_,bl:=-r[b,z,x,y]/; FreeQl[{x,y,z},a]

(* contraction of 2 indices of s[4] %)

v11[6,6,nyl=v10[6,6,ny]1//. {
s[m_,m_,x_,y_1->rlx,y]/3,
slom_,x_,m_,y_1->r[x,yl/3,
sm_,x_,y_,m_1->-2%r[x,y]/3,
slx_,m_,m_,y_]1->-2*r[x,yl/3,
slx_,m_,y_,m_]->r[x,yl/3,
slx_,y_,m_,m_]->r[x,y]l/3};

Print["v11l finished!"]

Clear[v10];

(* contraction of 2 indices of r *)
v12[6,6,nyl=v11[6,6,ny]1//. {
r[m_,m—:x—’y_] _>O:
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rlm_,x_,m_,y_]->-r[x,y],

rim_,x_,y_,m_]->r[x,y],

rix_,m_,m_,y_]1->r[x,y],

rix_,m_,y_,m_]->-r[x,y],

rix_,y_,m_,m_]->0};
Print["v12 finished!"]
Clear([vi1l];

(* contraction of two Ricci tensors *)

(* rs stands for R_{\mu\nu}"2 *)

v13[6,6,nyl=v12[6,6,nyl//.
{rlx_,y_1"2->rs,rla,x_l*r[b,x_]->rst};

Print["v13 finished!"]

Clear[v12];

(* contraction of a Ricci tensor and a
curvature tensor *)

v14[6,6,nyl=v13[6,6,ny]1//. {
rix_,y_l*rla,b,x_,y_1->0,
rix_,y_l*r[a,b,y_,x_]1->0,
rix_,y_l*rla,x_,b,y_l->crt,
rlx_,y_J*rla,y_,b,x_]->crt};

Print["v14 finished!"]

Clear[v13];

(* ordering of indices in s *)

sla,x_,b,y_l:=sla,b,x,y]
s[x_,a,b,y_l:=sla,x,y,b]
s[x_,a,y_,bl:=sla,x,b,y]
slx_,y_,a,b]l:=s[a,x,b,y]
slb,x_,y_,a]:=s[a,x,y,b]
s[b,y_,a,x_]:=s[a,b,x,y]
sly_,b,x_,al:=s[a,b,x,y]
slx_,b,a,y_]:=sla,x,y,b]

slx_,a,y_,z_]
slx_,b,y_,z_]
slx_,y_,a,z_]
slx_,y_,b,z_]
slx_,y_,z_,al
slx_,y_,z_,b]

:=sla,x,2z,y];
:=s[b,x,z,y]/; FreeQ[{x,y,z},a]
:=sla,x,z,y];
:=s[b,x,z,y]/; FreeQl{x,y,z},al
:=sla,y,z,x];
:=s[b,y,z,x]/; FreeQ[{x,y,z},a]

(* contraction of a Ricci tensor and a s[4] *)

v15[6,6,nyl=v14[6,6,nyl//. {
rix_,y_I*sla,b,x_,y_]1->-crt/3,
rlx_,y_l*sla,b,y_,x_]->-crt/3,
rlx_,y_l*s[a,x_,b,y_]->-crt/3,
rix_,y_I*sla,y_,b,x_]1->-crt/3,
rlx_,y_I*s[a,x_,y_,b]l->2xcrt/3,
rix_,y_lxsla,y_,x_,b]->2xcrt/3};

Print["v15 finished!"]

Clear([vi4];

(* contraction of two s[4]’s *)

v16[6,6,nyl=v15[(6,6,ny]1//. {
sla,ml_,m2_,m3_J*s[b,ml1_,m2_,m3_]->cst/3,
sla,m1_,m2_,m3_J*s[b,ml_,m3_,m2_]->-cst/6,
s[a,ml_,m2_,m3_J]*s[b,m2_,m1_,m3_]->cst/3,

sla,m1_,m2_,m3_J*s[b,m2_,m3_,ml_]->-cst/6,
sla,ml1_,m2_,m3_J]*s[b,m3_,ml_,m2_]->-cst/6,
sla,ml_,m2_,m3_J]*s[b,m3_,m2_,ml_]->-cst/6};
Print["v16 finished!"]
Clear[v15];

(* contraction of a s[4] and a curvature tensor *)

v17([6,6,nyl=v16[6,6,nyl//. {
sla,m1_,m2_,m3_J*r[b,ml_,m2_,m3_]->-cst/2,
sla,ml_,m2_,m3_J*r[b,ml_,m3_,m2_]->cst/2,
sla,m1_,m2_,m3_J*r[b,m2_,mi1_,m3_]->-cst/2,
sla,ml1_,m2_,m3_J*r[b,m2_,m3_,ml_]->cst/2,

sla,ml_,m2_,m3_]*r[b,m3_,ml_,m2_]->0,

sla,ml_,m2_,m3_J]*r[b,m3_,m2_,ml1_]->0};

Print["v17 finished!"]

Clear[v16];

(* ordering of dummy indices in s[4] *)
slx_,m_,y_,z_]:=s[m,x,z,y1/;
SameQ [m,Sort [{m,x,y,z}] [[1]1]] &&
FreeQ[{m,x,y,z},a] && FreeQ[{m,x,y,z},b]
slx_,y_,m_,z_]:=s[m,x,z,y1/;
SameQ [m,Sort [{m,x,y,z}] [[1]1]] &&
FreeQ[{m,x,y,z},a] && FreeQ[{m,x,y,z},b]
slx_,y_,z_,m_]l:=s[m,y,z,x]/;
SameQ [m,Sort [{m,x,y,z}] [[1]1]] &&
FreeQ[{m,x,y,z},a]l && FreeQ[{m,x,y,z},b]
slw_,y_,x_,z_]:=slw,x,y,2]/;
OrderedQ[{w,x,y}] &&
FreeQ[{w,x,y,z},al && FreeQ[{w,x,y,z},b]

(* contraction of two s[4]’s
(with no uncontracted indices) *)

(* we denote R_{\mu\nu\rho\tau}
R"{\mu\nu\rho\tau} as cs *)

v18[6,6,nyl=v17[6,6,ny]1//. {
s[mi_,m2_,m3_,m4_]"2->cs/3,
s[mi_,m2_,m3_,m4_J*s[mi_,m2_,mé4_,m3_]->-cs/6,
s[mi_,m2_,m3_,m4_Jl*s[ml_,m3_,m2_,m4_]->cs/3,
s[mi_,m2_,m3_,m4_Jl*s[ml_,m3_,m4_,m2_]->-cs/6,
s[mi_,m2_,m3_,m4_J*s[mi_,m4_,m2_,m3_]->-cs/6,
s[mi_,m2_,m3_,m4_J*s[ml_,m4_,m3_,m2_]->-cs/6,
smi_,m2_,m4_,m3_J*s[ml_,m3_,md4_,m2_]->-cs/6};

Print["v18 finished!"]

Clear[v17];

(* contraction of a s[4] and a curvature tensor
(with no uncontracted indices) *)

v19[6,6,nyl=v18([6,6,nyl//. {
rimi_,m2_,m3_,m4_Jl*s[ml_,m2_,m3_,m4_]->-cs/2,
rimi_,m2_,m3_,m4_J]*s[ml_,m2_,m4_,m3_]->cs/2,
riml_,m2_,m3_,m4_J*s[mi_,m3_,m2_,m4_]->-cs/2,
r(ml_,m2_,m3_,m4_J*s[mi_,m3_,m4_,m2_]->0,
rimi_,m2_,m3_,m4_J*s[mi_,md4_,m2_,m3_]->cs/2,
rimil_,m2_,m3_,m4_J]*s[ml_,m4_,m3_,m2_]1->03};

Print["v19 finished!"]

Clear[v18];
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(* contraction of s[6]

(with no uncontracted indices) *)
(¥ ddr0 stands for \Box R *)
s[m_,m_,n_,n_,o_,o_]:=

(4xcs)/15 + (2%ddr0)/5 + rs/15;
s[m_,n_,m_,n_,o_,o0_]:=

(-7*cs) /30 + (2*ddr0)/5 - (4x*rs)/15;
s[m_,n_,n_,m_,o_,o0_]:=

(-11%cs)/15 + (2%ddr0)/5 - (4xrs)/15;
s[m_,m_,n_,o_,n_,o_]:=

(4xcs)/15 + (2%ddr0)/5 + rs/15;
s[m_,n_,m_,o_,n_,o0_]:=

(-7*cs)/30 + (2*ddr0)/5 - (4x*rs)/15;
s[m_,n_,n_,o_,m_,o_]:=

(-11*cs)/15 + (2%ddr0)/5 - (4*rs)/15;
s[m_,m_,o_,n_,n_,o_]:=

(4xcs)/15 - (3%ddr0)/5 + (2%rs)/5;
s[m_,n_,o_,m_,n_,o0_]:=

(=7*cs)/30 - ddr0/10 - (4x*rs)/15;
s[m_,n_,o_,n_,m_,o_]:=

(-7*cs)/30 - ddr0/10 - (4*rs)/15;
s[m_,o_,m_,n_,n_,o0_]:=

(4%cs)/15 - (3*ddr0)/5 + (2%rs)/5;
s[m_,o_,n_,m_,n_,o0_]:=

(4xcs)/15 - ddr0/10 + rs/15;
s[m_,o_,n_,n_,m_,o0_]:=

(4%cs)/15 - ddr0/10 + rs/15;
slo_,m_,m_,n_,n_,o0_]:=

(4*cs) /15 - (3*%ddr0)/5 - (4*rs)/15;
slo_,m_,n_,m_,n_,o_]:=

(4xcs)/15 - ddr0/10 + (2*rs)/5;
slo_,m_,n_,n_,m_,o0_]:=

(4%cs)/15 - ddr0/10 + (2*rs)/5;

(* reordering of a and b *)
s[z1 b,z2 ,a,z3___]:=s[zl,a,z2,b,z3]

—_— _ _

(* contraction of s[6] *)
s[m_,m_,n_,n_,a,b]l:=

(8xcrt) /45 + (4xcst)/15 + (3*ddr1)/5 -

ddr2/5 + (11*rst)/45;
s[m_,n_,m_,n_,a,b]:=

(23*crt) /45 - (7*cst)/30 + (3*ddr1)/5 -

ddr2/5 + (11*rst)/45;
s[m_,n_,n_,m_,a,b]:=

(23*crt) /45 - (11%*cst)/15 + (3*ddr1)/5 -

ddr2/5 + (11*rst)/45;
s[m_,m_,n_,a,n_,b]:=

(8*crt)/45 + (4xcst)/15 + (3*ddr1)/5 -

ddr2/5 + (11*rst)/45;
s[m_,n_,m_,a,n_,b]:=

(23*crt) /45 - (T*xcst)/30 + (3*ddr1)/5 -

ddr2/5 + (11*rst)/45;
s[m_,n_,n_,a,m_,b]:=

(23*crt) /45 - (11*cst)/15 + (3*ddr1)/5 -

ddr2/5 + (11*rst)/45;
s[m_,m_,a,n_,n_,b]:=

(8xcrt) /45 + (4xcst)/15 - (2*%ddr1)/5 -

ddr2/5 + (26x*rst)/45;
s[m_,n_,a,m_,n_,b]:=

(-22*xcrt) /45 - (T*cst)/30 - (2*%ddr1)/5 +

(3*%ddr2)/10 - (34xrst)/45;
sm_,n_,a,n_,m_,b]:=

(-22*crt) /45 - (T*cst)/30 - (2*%ddr1)/5 +

(3*ddr2) /10 - (34*rst)/45;
s[m_,a,m_,n_,n_,b]:=

(8*crt)/45 + (4*cst)/15 - (2*ddr1)/5 -

ddr2/5 + (26x*rst)/45;
s[m_,a,n_,m_,n_,b]:=

(-22%crt) /45 + (4xcst)/15 - (2*ddrl)/5 +

(3%ddr2) /10 - (19*rst)/45;
s[m_,a,n_,n_,m_,b]:=

(-22*xcrt) /45 + (4xcst)/15 - (2*xddr1)/5 +

(3*%ddr2)/10 - (19*rst)/45;
s[la,m_,m_,n_,n_,b]:=

(8xcrt) /45 + (4*cst)/15 - (2*%ddr1)/5 -

ddr2/5 - (4xrst)/45;
sla,m_,n_,m_,n_,b]:=

(-22*%crt) /45 + (4*cst)/15 - (2*%ddr1)/5 +

(3%ddr2) /10 - (4xrst)/45;
sla,m_,n_,n_,m_,b]:=

(-22%crt) /45 + (4*cst)/15 - (2*ddr1)/5 +

(3%ddr2) /10 - (4xrst)/45;
s[m_,m_,n_,a,b,n_]:=

(-37*crt)/45 + (4*cst)/15 - (9*%ddr1)/10 +

(3*ddr2) /10 - (19*rst)/45;
s[m_,n_,m_,a,b,n_]:=

(-37*xcrt) /45 + (4xcst)/15

(3*%ddr2)/10 - (19%*rst)/45;
sm_,n_,n_,a,b,m_]:=

(=T*crt)/45 + (4*cst)/15 - (9*ddr1)/10 +

(3*ddr2) /10 - (19*rst)/45;
slm_,m_,a,n_,b,n_]:=

(-22*xcrt) /45 + (4*cst)/15 + ddr1/10 +

(3*%ddr2) /10 - (19%rst)/45;
sm_,n_,a,m_,b,n_]:=

(23*crt) /45 + (4x*cst)/15 + ddr1/10 -

ddr2/5 + (26x*rst)/45;
s[m_,n_,a,n_,b,m_]:=

(8xcrt)/45 + (4*cst)/15 + ddri1/10 -

ddr2/5 + (26x*rst)/45;
slm_,a,m_,n_,b,n_]:=

(=T*xcrt)/45 - (T*cst)/30 + ddr1/10 +

(3*%ddr2)/10 - (19*rst)/45;
sm_,a,n_,m_,b,n_]:=

(38xcrt)/45 - (7*cst)/30 + ddr1/10 -

ddr2/5 + (26x*rst)/45;
slm_,a,n_,n_,b,m_]:=

(-22*crt) /45 + (4*cst)/15 + ddr1/10 -

ddr2/5 - (4*rst)/45;
sla,m_,m_,n_,b,n_]:=

(8xcrt)/45 - (11*cst)/15 + ddr1/10 +

(3%ddr2) /10 - (4xrst)/45;
sla,m_,n_,m_,b,n_]:=

(8*crt)/45 - (7*cst)/30 + ddr1/10 -

ddr2/5 - (4xrst)/45;

(9%ddr1) /10 +
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sla,m_,n_,n_,b,m_J]:=

(=T*xcrt)/45 + (4*cst)/15 + ddr1/10 -

ddr2/5 - (4xrst)/45;
s[m_,m_,a,b,n_,n_]J:=

(-22*xcrt) /45 + (4xcst)/15 + ddr1/10 +

(3*%ddr2)/10 - (19*rst)/45;
s[m_,n_,a,b,m_,n_]:=

(23*crt) /45 + (4*cst)/15 + ddr1/10 -

ddr2/5 + (26*rst)/45;
s[m_,n_,a,b,n_,m_]:=

(8xcrt)/45 + (4x*cst)/15 + ddr1/10 -

ddr2/5 + (26*rst)/45;
s[m_,a,m_,b,n_,n_J]:=

(=7*xcrt)/45 - (T*cst)/30 + ddr1/10 +

(3*%ddr2) /10 - (19%rst)/45;
s[m_,a,n_,b,m_,n_]:=

(38*crt)/45 - (7*cst)/30 + ddr1/10 -

ddr2/5 + (26*rst)/45;
s[m_,a,n_,b,n_,m_]:=

(-22*crt) /45 + (4*cst)/15 + ddr1/10 -

ddr2/5 - (4xrst)/45;
sla,m_,m_,b,n_,n_]:=

(8xcrt)/45 - (11%*cst)/15 + ddr1/10 +

(3%ddr2) /10 - (4*rst)/45;
sla,m_,n_,b,m_,n_]:=

(8xcrt)/45 - (7*cst)/30 + ddr1/10 -

ddr2/5 - (4xrst)/45;
sla,m_,n_,b,n_,m_]:=

(=T*xcrt)/45 + (4*cst)/15 + ddr1/10 -

ddr2/5 - (4xrst)/45;
s[m_,a,b,m_,n_,n_]J:=

(-7*xcrt)/45 - (11xcst)/15 + ddr1/10 +

(3*%ddr2)/10 - (19*rst)/45;
s[m_,a,b,n_,m_,n_J]:=

(=7*xcrt)/45 - (11xcst)/15 + ddr1/10 +

(3*ddr2) /10 - (19*rst)/45;
s[m_,a,b,n_,n_,m_]:=

(23*crt) /45 + (4*cst)/15 + ddr1/10 -

(7*ddr2) /10 + (11*rst)/45;
sla,m_,b,m_,n_,n_J]:=

(8*crt)/45 - (7*cst)/30 + ddr1/10 +

(3*%ddr2) /10 - (4xrst)/45;
sla,m_,b,n_,m_,n_]:=

(8*crt) /45 - (7*cst)/30 + ddri1/10 +

(3%ddr2) /10 - (4xrst)/45;
sla,m_,b,n_,n_,m_J]:=

(-7*crt)/45 + (4*cst)/15 + ddr1/10 -

(7*ddr2)/10 + (11*rst)/45;
sla,b,m_,m_,n_,n_J]:=

(8xcrt) /45 + (4*cst)/15 + ddr1/10 +

(3%ddr2)/10 + (11*rst)/45;
sla,b,m_,n_,m_,n_]J:=

(8xcrt)/45 + (4*cst)/15 + ddr1/10 +

(3%ddr2)/10 + (11*rst)/45;
sla,b,m_,n_,n_,m_]:=

(=T*xcrt)/45 + (4*cst)/15 + ddr1/10 -

(7*ddr2)/10 + (11xrst)/45;

(* substitution into s1, ... , s8 *)

s1=(-8*crt)/15 - (14*cst)/5 + (6*ddrl)/5 +
(18*ddr2)/5 - (7*cs*mt)/10 +
(6x%ddrO*mt) /5 - (7*mt*rs)/15 - (12*rst)/5;

s82=(32*crt) /15 - (4xcst)/5 - (4%ddr1)/5 -
(12%ddr2)/5 - (cs*mt)/5 - (4*ddrO*mt)/5 -
(2*xmt*rs)/15 + (8*rst)/5;

83=(-8*crt) /15 + (16*cst)/5 - (4*ddrl)/5 -
(12*ddr2) /5 + (4*cs*mt)/5 - (4*ddrO*mt)/5 +
(8*mt*rs)/15 + (8*rst)/5;

s4=(22*xcrt) /15 + (16*cst)/5 - (9%ddr1)/5 -
(27*ddr2) /5 + (4xcs*mt)/5 (9*%ddrO*mt) /5 +
(8*mt*rs) /15 + (18*rst)/5;

s5=(-38*crt) /15 + (16*cst)/5 + ddrl/5 +
(3*%ddr2)/5 + (4*cs*mt)/5 + (ddrO*mt)/5 +
(8*mt*rs)/15 - (2*rst)/5;

s6=(2*xcrt) /15 - (4*cst)/5 + ddr1/5 +
(3*%ddr2)/5 - (cs*mt)/5 + (ddrO*mt)/5 -
(2*mt*rs) /15 - (2*rst)/5;

s7=(22*crt) /15 - (14*cst)/5 + ddr1/5 +
(83*%ddr2)/5 - (7*cs#*mt)/10 + (ddrO#*mt)/5 -
(7*mt*rs)/15 - (2*rst)/5;

s8=(14*crt)/5 - (24xcst)/5 + ddr1/5 +
(3*%ddr2)/5 - (6*cs*mt)/5 + (ddrO*mt)/5 -
(4x*mt*rs)/5 - (2*rst)/5;

(* substitution into t1,t2,t3 *)
tl=-4*crt/9+2xcst/3+cs*mt/6+mt*rs/9;
t2=8*crt/9-4*cst/3-cs*mt/3-2*mt*rs/9;
t3=-16%crt/9+8*cst/3+2*cs*mt/3+4*mt*rs/9;

(* substitution into ricci~2
(gl11,12,13,14,a,b]r[11,12]r[13,14]) *)
temp=sub6//.
ricci™2->mt*xsc”2+2*mt*rs+4*rtxsc+3*rst;
Clear [sub6] ;

cont40[6,6,ny]l=
Expand [v19[6,6,ny]]+Expand [temp]

myfname0=
StringJoin["cont406",ToString[ny]," _r.txt"]
Save [myfname0, cont40]

Appendix E. Recombination of terms

SetDirectory["D:\\trace_anomaly\\4dim"]
Get["param_r.txt"]

SetDirectory["cont023"]

Get ["cont0230_r.txt"]
Get["cont0231_r.txt"]
Get["cont0232_r.txt"]
Get["cont0233_r.txt"]
r023=cont02[3,0,0]*p[3,0,0]+
cont02[3,0,1]1*(p[3,0,0]-p[3,0,1]1)+
cont02[3,0,2] *
(p[3,0,0]-2%p[3,0,1]1+p[3,0,2])+
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cont02[3,0,3]*
(p[s,o’o] _3*p[3,0,1]+3*p[3,0,2]_p[3,0,3])
Clear [cont02]

ResetDirectory[]
’r024,r025 are computed like as r023

r02=Factor [(r023+r024+r025)//. c->(a-1)/al
Print["r02 finished!"]

’r21,r40 are computed like as r02
r=Factor [r02+r21+r40]

(* coefficients of independent tensors *)
rmt=Factor [Coefficient [r,mt,1]]
rrt=Factor[Coefficient[r,rt,1]]
rcst=Factor[Coefficient[r,cst,1]]
rrst=Factor[Coefficient [r,rst,1]]
rcrt=Factor[Coefficient[r,crt,1]]
rdi=Factor[Coefficient[r,ddrl,1]]
rd2=Factor[Coefficient[r,ddr2,1]]

ResetDirectory(]
Save["recomb_r.txt",r02,r21,r40,r,rmt,rrt,
rcst,rrst,rcrt,rdl,rd2]

(* coefficients of independent scalars *)

cmt [1]=Factor[rmt//. w->2+e]

cmt [2]=Factor[cmt[1]//. {a"e->1+exLoglal,
a” (e+k_)->a"kx(1+exLogl[al)}]

cmt [3]=cmt [2]//. e->0

’like substitutions for rrt, rcst, rrst,
rcrt, rdl, rd2

Save["recomb_r.txt",cmt,crt,ccst,crst,ccrt,
cdl,cd2]
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