arXiv:1501.01308v4 [hep-th] 30 Oct 2018

DAMTP 2015/1

Structures on the Conformal Manifold
in Six Dimensional Theories

Hugh Osborn® and Andreas Stergiou®

@ Department of Applied Mathematics and Theoretical Physics, Wilberforce Road,
Cambridge CB3 0WA, England

b Department of Physics, Yale University, New Haven, CT 06520 USA

The tensors which may be defined on the conformal manifold for six dimensional CFTs with
exactly marginal operators are analysed by considering the response to a Weyl rescaling of
the metric in the presence of local couplings. It is shown that there are three symmetric two
index tensors only one of which satisfies any positivity conditions. The general results are
specialised to the six dimensional conformal theory defined by free two-forms and also to the
interacting scalar ¢® theory at two loops which preserves conformal invariance to this order.

All three two index tensor contributions are present.

January 2015

ho@damtp.cam.ac.uk|, andreas.stergiou@yale.edu


http://arxiv.org/abs/1501.01308v4
mailto:ho@damtp.cam.ac.uk
mailto:andreas.stergiou@yale.edu

1. Introduction

If conformal field theories have exactly marginal operators there is a conformal manifold pa-
rameterised by the couplings for the marginal operators. In two and four dimensions CFTs
with associated conformal manifolds are not uncommon, at least with A/ = 1 supersymme-
try [I]. The situation is much less clear in higher dimensions; whether any non trivial CFTs
with marginal operators exist in six dimensions remains doubtful but not inconceivable [2].
Here we aim to extend some results obtained in two and four dimensions to the significantly

more complicated case of six.

To this end we consider the response of a CFT extended to a curved space background
to a Weyl rescaling of the metric v,,. In general, CFTs are invariant under Weyl rescalings
of the background metric, 7, — €277, up to a finite sum of local contributions formed
from curvature tensors and o, with coefficients commonly referred to as central charges. In
two dimensions there is just the Virasoro central charge ¢, so that the trace of the energy
momentum tensor is proportional to ¢ R, with R the scalar curvature which is equal to the
two dimensional Euler density F5. In four dimensions there are just two coefficients ¢, a, which
are related to the square of the Weyl tensor and the four dimensional Euler density Fy. These
results for CFTs on curved backgrounds may be used to construct effective field theories for
a dilaton 7, with terms O(72) in two dimensions, and O(73,7%) in four dimensions, which
survive on reduction to flat space and are proportional to c,a respectively. By considering
dilaton scattering in four dimensions the crucial positivity constraints allowing arguments for
an irreversible RG flow between UV and IR fixed points have been obtained [3].

For CFTs with a conformal manifold it is convenient to allow the couplings g’ for the
marginal operators to be local or x-dependent. The couplings can then be treated as sources
for the marginal operators. In that case there are additional local contributions under a Weyl
rescaling depending on derivatives of g/. Such terms are restricted by power counting. In two
dimensions this procedure generates a unique two index tensor gr; on the conformal manifold,
while in four dimensions a four index tensor is present also. In two dimensions g7 s is identical
with the metric defined by Zamolodchikov [4] in terms of the two point functions for the scalar
operators coupled to g’ and which for unitary theories is necessarily positive. A similar result

applies in the four dimensional case so the corresponding metric is again positive.

Away from a conformal critical point the response to Weyl rescalings with local couplings
must satisfy Wess—Zumino consistency conditions stemming from the fact that the Weyl group
is Abelian. The resulting equations relate the RG flow of the central charge ¢ in two and a
in four dimensions to the corresponding gyy. For positive gr; the RG flow is irreversible
[BHT]. In two dimensions this approach is equivalent to the Zamolodchikov c-theorem. In four
dimensions the metric is necessarily positive in the neighbourhood of a fixed point, but unlike
two dimensions there is no simple general non perturbative argument, although arguments

based on dilaton effective actions can be applied [7]. For renormalisable quantum field theories



in four dimensions the metric and related quantities may be calculated perturbatively in terms
of the vacuum amplitude, most directly with a curved space background and using local

couplings at two loops [§], but also just restricting to flat space at three loops [6L9].

It is natural to consider extensions to higher dimensions, in particular six. The dilaton
effective action was constructed in [I0] and also [I2]. The local RG approach was also extended
to six dimensions in [I3]. The number of contributions which it is necessary to consider
increases significantly; in the approach followed in [I3] there are O(100) different consistency
conditions to be analysed. Due to complications arising from the analytic structure of 3 — 3
amplitudes there is no derivation of irreversibility of RG flow along the same lines as that
applied in four dimensions [I0], and recently a two loop calculation in six dimensional ¢3

theory showed that the metric relevant for RG flow was not positive in this theory [14].

In this paper we endeavour to understand further the complications arising in six dimen-
sions by considering a six dimensional conformal field theory with exactly marginal operators.
The approach followed here, based on assuming local couplings for all marginal operators and
considering the response to Weyl rescalings of the metric, defines various tensors on any confor-
mal manifold. An infinitesimal Weyl rescaling determines the trace of the energy momentum
tensor. As is well known, in six dimensions on a curved background with fixed couplings and
neglecting scheme dependent contributions, this is expressible in terms of three scale dimen-
sion six Weyl invariants, with coefficients c1, co, c3, and the topological Euler density Fg, with
coefficient a [I5L[16]. Thus ¢, ca,c3,a may be regarded as the central charges in six dimen-
sions, corresponding to the two dimensional ¢ and four dimensional ¢,a. With local couplings
to marginal operators it is further possible to obtain three rank two symmetric tensors, as
well as rank four and rank six tensors. One rank two symmetric tensor can be related to
the two point function for marginal operators and is therefore positive. This may then be
taken as a metric for the conformal manifold. However, contrary to the case in two and four
dimensions, this is not the tensor that features in the equation for the RG flow of a. The
additional symmetric tensors present in six dimensions are constructed in terms of the Weyl

tensor and so are absent in any conformally flat space.

In the next section we review the response of a CFT containing exactly marginal operators
in four dimensions and then consider the extension to six. In six dimensions it is necessary to
consider Weyl transformations which are rather more involved than in four. Besides the Weyl
tensor the results can be expressed more simply in terms a basis involving the Cotton and
Bach tensors [20]. Their definitions and some basic properties are reviewed in appendix [Al Tt
is also necessary to consider various conformally covariant differential operators which extend
the conformal Laplacian Ay = —V?2 + ¢R, where & = (d — 2)/4(d — 1) with d the spacetime
dimension. In four dimensions the results involve Ay, the conformal extension of (V?)?2, while
in six dimensions it is necessary to consider the Branson operator Ag [40] whose leading term
is —(V?2)3.



As an illustration of these results we consider in section [B] the conformal theory in six
dimensions which is obtained from the quantum field theory of free two-forms. In this case we
may introduce a local coupling in the action as 1/g? which acts as a source for the dimension
six scalar operator formed by the gauge invariant classical Lagrangian density. After suitable
gauge fixing we determine the one loop anomalous contributions under a Weyl rescaling of the
metric, extending the results in [I7] to include contributions involving derivatives of g. The

results fit the general structure determined in section

In section M results obtained from calculations at two loops for ¢3 theory on a curved
background with local couplings are also presented. This theory has non zero [S-functions
and conformal invariance is broken but perturbative calculations should satisfy the constraints
obtained in section 2 to lowest order. We also present results for the central charges c1, ¢, c3,a
to O(g?). To ensure that the results are compatible with the general analysis it is necessary
to ensure when using dimensional regularisation that the one loop counterterms are such as to
ensure the initial free theory is conformal away from d = 6. Although ¢* theory is problematic,
since it lacks a minimum energy ground state, we assume it may be stabilised by a small ¢*
term and that it may then still be used to define an effective conformal theory, at least to

leading order.

We also consider in section Bl some positivity conditions which are obtained by relations to
two point functions. These serve as a check on the results for ¢ which is related to the energy
momentum tensor two point function and also a two index tensor on the space of marginal
couplings which is related to the two point function for the exactly marginal dimension six
scalar operators. The coefficients ¢, ¢y as well as c¢3 determine the energy momentum tensor
three point function. This also satisfies positivity restrictions related to the energy flux at
infinity [19] and these are shown to be satisfied to lowest order beyond free theory by ¢3
theory.

Various details are contained in four appendices. In appendix [A] we present a detailed
summary of results for conformal tensors, the Weyl, Cotton and Bach tensors, and also dif-
ferential operators which transform nicely under Weyl rescaling of the metric and are relevant
for our calculations. We also give an expression for the coincident limit of the Seeley-DeWitt
coefficient a3, which determines the one loop results, in terms of the basis of conformal ten-
sors. In appendix [Bl we describe briefly the six dimensional results obtained by integrating the
infinitesimal Weyl rescaling of the metric. Appendices [Cl and [Dl contain the detailed results

necessary to calculate the coincident limit of ag for fermions and two-forms respectively.



2. Response to Weyl Rescalings for CFTs

In general the vacuum functional W, depending on the metric and couplings, for a CFT

responds to an infinitesimal Weyl rescaling, d,7,, = 207, in even d dimensions according to
(471')% 0W = /ddaz —yoLg, (2.1)

with L4 a local scalar of dimension d formed from the metric, the couplings and derivatives.
In general Ly is constrained by the integrability conditions following from (d,d,7 —d570,)W = 0.

We initially consider solutions such that
doLg+doLy =V, (X" 0,0), X" = X" (2.2)
We assume that in ([2]) L; has the freedom
Li~Lg+V,NV,Z", (2.3)

since such contributions can in general be cancelled by local contributions to W. For variations

[Z3) compatible with (Z2]) then

Xy o~ X" + 2241 — 4P Zd)\A if 0,Z4" +doZ* =0. (2.4)

Under a finite rescaling (Z1]) extends to

(W[ ] — W h]) = / /7 La(o), (2.5)

[V][e8

(4m)
where L4(0) is obtained by a Taylor expansion,
Ly(0) =oLg— 0,00,0 Zrzoﬁ Xg,M +V,J",

Xar1"" = (0o +do)Xq," Xao" = X",

(2.6)

so that Xy, = O(c") and J* is arbitrary. The sum in (28] truncates after a finite number

of terms.

Before proceeding to the six dimensional case we recapitulate previous results obtained
in four dimensions [6]. The extra terms involving derivatives of the couplings depend on a
symmetric two index tensor gr; and also a four index tensor cyjiyr. It is natural to express

the contributions to L4 using the Christoffel connection formed from g; 7,

Tk = 36" (090K + Ok gLy — OL9sK) g = H". (2.7)

We may also allow for a background gauge field A, € g coupled to conserved currents. If F),,

is the associated field strength, then
Ly=cWPP W, 0 — a By — ko F" Fy
+ 191 D*¢'D*¢" — g1, 0"¢' (2P — v R) 8”9”7 (2.8)

+ % CIIKL B“glaug“] a”gKanL .
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Here,
D*g" = V?¢" + T 097 0,9" (2.9)
Ej, is the Euler density, given by (AJ) for d = 4, and P, and R are the Schouten tensor and its

trace given by (A) for d = 4. In @) clearly gr; = g1, crixL = ¢(ryyx1) = ckL1g and Kqp
is a symmetric invariant bilinear form in a convenient basis {t,} for g so that, for any X € g,

X = Xyto. If g is simple then kg, — K 04. We may also extend 8Mgl — Bugl —i—AaM(Tag)I but

for simplicity we neglect such contributions here.

It is straightforward to check that (28] satisfies [22]) with
X4 = —8aGy"™ + g5 (209" 0" g7 — 4" 0*g'0rg”) , (2.10)
and G4* as in (AI3) with d =4, so long as a is constant. From (2] it is easy to see that
Xy 1" =16a(VF"0 — 4" Via),  X4oM = —16a(20"00 0 + 4" Podyo).  (2.11)

Using (2.10), 2I1) in (26]) gives

Li(0) =0 Lyi+3915(20"9"0" g — 4" 0*g'0rg”) 000, 0 .12)
2.12
+ 4a(G4" 0,00,0 + V20 0'00,0 + & (0100,0)?)
which reproduces the well known results for the four dimensional dilaton effective action and

the dg terms calculated in [6].

In six dimensions we follow a similar route by determining the general form for Lg satisfying
[22). There are various contributions which may be analysed independently. For any six

dimensional CE'T in the absence of local couplings Lg is given by just

where an appropriate basis for the dimension six conformal scalars I;, and also an explicit
expression for the Euler density Fg, are given in appendix [Al I, I> are the two independent
scalars cubic in the Weyl tensor while I3 = WW”AVQWW,,A + ---. Since d,1; + 601; = 0 and
doE6 +60FEs =24V ,(G"0,0), with G the six dimensional generalisation of the Einstein
tensor, it is easy to verify that (2I3]) satisfies (2.2]) with

X = 240G . (2.14)

There are also three potential dimension six conformal scalars formed from F,, for which

we may take

L = (sl B (D~ ARESFip) + 2,00+ 20 s ER)
2.15
— % ’%ab W}M/)\P Fa’w Fb)\p + % fabc FalWFbu)\FcA,u 3

with Kgp, Rep Symmetric invariant tensors and f,p. an antisymmetric invariant tensor.



For free scalars, fermions and also two-form gauge fields the coefficients ¢;, a were calculated
in [I7). For scalars and fermions the results can be straightforwardly extended to include back-
ground gauge ﬁeldsEI For t, the real antisymmetric or anti-hermitian generators determining
the gauge couplings to scalars or fermions, then, letting ko, = —Ktr(taty), fap = —Rtr(taty),

fave = = [ tr(tjatpty), we have

Tley Tleg  Tles Tla K I f
28 5 5 1 1 1
scalars —= 2 2 2 = = -
3 3 9 30 18 15
896 191 16 8 52 (2.16)
fermions -5 —-32 40 5 i 9 %
two-forms — % — % 180 442

Our main motivation in this paper is to consider contributions depending on derivatives of
the couplings. We first consider terms which are the direct extension of the terms involving gy ;

in (Z8)). This can be constructed starting from a leading contribution involving six derivatives
Sy =3 g1yD*D?*g' D, D*g” + I Rk, D*g 0" g™ 09" D?g” | (2.17)

with D?g! defined as in (23) and
DHD%*gl = 9rD? ¢! + Tl ot gK D2l (2.18)

In I7) Rrxrs is the Riemann tensor defined as usual in terms of the Christoffel connection
I'Myp in 7). The Weyl variation of S; gives
5,51 + 605 = —8g1/D*g' D*0" g’V ,0,0 + 3 g1, D*g' D*¢’ V0
+4gr0"q 0" g7 (V“&,VQJ +8V (P o) +2 VH(R (9,,0))
—291,0"9" 0,97 (V°V?0 + 8V (P2 0"0) +2V"(R0,0))
(2.19)
+V, (4 gUD2gID“(6”gJ8VU) — 3gUD2gIDQgJ oMo
— 491,000 g7 (0,V?0 + 8P,y 0*c +2R3,0)
+ 291,09 0ng” (0"V?0 + 8 P* 0,0 +2RI"0)).

If we then add the four derivative term

Sy = — 4gU(ngID“8”gJ + D“@”gIDQgJ) P+ 3gIJngIngJI:Z ( )
2.20
+ V(4P gr50,9" D*g” — 491,0"9"0" 9" 0, R + 2 91,0 g" 029" 0" R) ,

we may obtain

65(S1 + S2) +60(S1 + S2) = g150"g" 0" g7 AL + V(XEH 0,0), (2.21)

' A calculation for the gauge field contributions on flat space backgrounds is given in [I8]. Dropping curvature
and total derivative terms our results in a similar basis give Lg scalars = 76—10 tr(D#F“ADVF”,\) + 91—0 tr(F‘“’Fl,AFA‘L)
and Lg fermions = — 12 tr(Du F* Dy FV)) — 4 tr(F* F,aFY).



for
Ay = 4V,0,V%0 + 32V NPy (,0,)0) — 16 VX (Pu,0x0) + 16 V(,(P,),0*0)
~8V(u(R0,)0) (2.22)
+ Y (= 2V?V2%0 — 8VH(P,,0"0) + 4 V" (R9,0))

and
X" =4g1,D*¢' DF0"g” — 34" g1, D*g" D?g”
+8 P gr 079 ng” — 16(P* g110xg"0" g7 + 910" " 0rg” P (2.23)
+16g1,0"g" " g" R+ 4" (16 91,0 "0 g” Py, — 807 g" 0" R) ,
where PW,R are given by (A with d = 6. The remaining A,, terms in (Z2I) may be

cancelled by taking

Sy = 4g7,0"9" 8 g’ (B + 6 PaP, — 4P, R+ V,0,R)

. . (2.24)
—2g1,0"¢' 0,97 (2P P?* —2R? + V?R).
Hence, we may satisfy (Z2) for d = 6 by taking
Li= —81—S5,—5;
(2.25)

+ 91,170"9 0" g7 Winpo W + 90,170 g7 0,97 Wi pu WP .

The terms involving g7; are a natural generalisation of the unique L9, implicitly defined by
Z3]), and L§ = —% gIJa“glaugJ. The sign is chosen so as to ensure later that g;; is positive
in unitary theories. In six dimensions there are further possibilities involving rank two tensors
which are formed in terms of the Weyl tensor, as included in ([Z25]). For these terms (2.2])

becomes essentially trivial.

Further contributions to Lg involve at least four ¢’s with derivatives. To construct these

we first consider
Tl — jl,IJKL %(VphIJpp vAhKLM)\ _ V)\hIJ'uV V)\hKLﬂy)

+ jorsxr 50N g 9ug”) ON(0" g™ D,g") (2.26)

+jspkr (V909" Vudug” — 1 V29" V2g7) 0P g% 09"
for b’/ wv Symmetric and traceless,

hUW = 8(“91(9,,)9‘] — %%W P glong” , (2.27)
and Ji, 17k = Ji(17)(k L) = Ji,kr1J- In this case
011 + 60T = a)\O'jL[JKL (2 Vﬂ(hIJAVhKL‘uy) + 8>\(hl“”w hKLw/))

(2.28)
— O\o (Gorskr + j3riKxL) O (3“91(%9‘] 3V9K5VQL) .



Terms involving two derivatives of ¢ may be cancelled by

Ty = — jirsxr (2P h17P WKLY, 4 RRITW pKE )
+ (Jorsrr + jsasrrn) RO*g 0,97 00, 9" (2.20)
v (W17 KT oM — L I p KL g2
— Y Om(jorarr + J3rKL) g’ 0,97 09" 8,9" Vg™ .
Hence
Lh =T+ To + jarsr, Wi, 717 pEEA (2.30)
satisfies (Z2]) with
XM = i s (2017 PN REDY e g1 MoK ) .

— Y (Jo,rax L + J3,17K L) g% org” 8pgK8ng .

In ([230) we have allowed for a possible trivial term involving the Weyl tensor. If in (Z220])
VAREL,, — DyREL,, and similarly 0,(90"¢%d,9%) — Dx(9"g%0,9%), VH0"g! — DHOVg¢!,
V2g! — D?¢!, with D, the covariant derivative including the the Christoffel connection (Z7),

then correspondingly in 2.29) OnJjirsxr — Dajirsxr with Dy the covariant extension of
oM.

The remaining potential contribution to Lg involves six ¢’s with derivatives,
L = S kryxrmn 0" 0,97 09" 0,9" 0° g™ 09" | (2.32)

defining a rank six tensor with appropriate symmetries.

3. Two-Forms

In six dimensions there are three free conformal field theories. In four dimensions with abelian
gauge fields it is still possible to determine the leading one loop contribution to the metric on
the conformal manifold. Here we describe the analogous calculation in six dimensions following

the approach described in [22] and extending the six dimensional results in [I7].

For a two-form B, € Q@ where QM is the space of n-forms comprised of antisymmetric

n-index tensors, the starting Lagrangian is jus

1
- = purw
Z = =155 [AB)"(AB)u (3.1)

>The exterior derivative d : Q™ — QM+ s defined so that (AF)py o yr = (0 + 1) Oy By iy for
Fyuyoon € QM and is independent of the metric. The adjoint § : QM — Q™= is correspondingly given

by (5F)I»L1~»I»Ln,71 = 7%7#1”1'”7#71,717/71718&1(\/ 7’}/74‘)}\7]/”’1""YVnilpnilF/\plmpn,l) = *VAFAFLIMFL”,I- Of
course d% = §%2 = 0.



This is invariant under gauge transformations By, — By, +(dA)u, A, € QWM It is convenient

pvs
here to add the covariant Feynman gauge fixing term,
g 1 1
Lot = =% (0(35B))"(0(=B))u- (3.2)

Rescaling By, — gB,, the quantum theory is defined in terms of the functional determinants

of the Laplacians
AW =§d +d6 0™ 50 g = ldg, ¢ =g6l, (3.3)
so that [17]
W = —11InDet A® 4 InDet AWM — 3 InDet A (3.4)
AW is related to a fermionic vector ghost and A©) to a bosonic scalar ghost; the degrees of
freedom in d dimensions are then d(d —1) —2d+ 3 = 3(d — 2)(d — 3).
Continuing to a Euclidean metric the functional determinant of an elliptic differential
operator A may be defined in terms of the heat kernel by

—InDet A = (A (0), Cal(s) = % /OOOdT T Tr(e7TR). (3.5)

Under Weyl rescaling of the metric, for Fj, ,, an n-form, 65(dF),, . u,,, = 0, whereas

O (OF ) pyoppn— = —2(d —n+1)o (0F )y +2(d —n)(00F) .., - Hence, with d =6,

5, A = 26 A@ 1 25d' +2d'6 0 —4d0
6o AV = —20 AW 4 265d'8 +4d8 0 —6d0d +280d —208d, (3.6)
5, AV = — 26 A0 45 §d +460d .

Using relations such as A = A®d’ we may obtain

0 <Trmz) (e7™2%) = 2Trga) (772" + 3 Trg (e_TA(O))>

= —27-(% <TrQ(2) (0 e_TA(Q)) —2Trq0) (0 e_TA(l)) + 3 Trg0 (0 e_TA(O))> , &0
so that from (34]) and (3.3)
0 W = <Trmz) (0e2%) =2 Trgu (077 2") + 8 Trgo (0 C_TA(O))) 707 (3:8)
with |;0 denoting the 70 term in the Laurent expansion in 7.
In each case the Laplacians defined in (3.3]) have the form
A=-D>+2R1y +Ya, (3.9)

for AtV =V and D, =V, + A, with A, an appropriate connection on V. For such elliptic

operators the associated heat kernel Ka(z,y;7), corresponding to e~ ™ has the well known



expansion (47TT)%dKA(.%',.%';T) ~ > >0 0an|(x) T With aa | the diagonal Seeley-DeWitt co-

efficients. Hence for d =6
(4m)® Try (o e*TA) !TO = /de v otry(aasl), (3.10)
with try the matrix trace and
T try(aas|) = dmV (8 Es — 2L+ 31 +215)
+ 14(3try (1) + 5 W, try (FP FA) — 8try (F' F\F2 ) 3.10)
3.11
— Ty (3 YA + 15 YA AoYA + 155 W Woun Ya + 15 F* Fpu Ya)
+ 7'V, V,ZAY .
Here try (1) = try (F*D2F,,)+--- , with I given in (A2, is a dimension six conformal scalar
formed from F),,, and Ay = —D? +92 R with D, YA = 0,YA+ AL, YA For zero-forms Fy, — 0
while acting on one-forms A, F), — Rﬂ“,Ap and on two-forms By, F), — 25[M[",Ry]”l})\p. An
explicit form for Za" in ([B.II) is given in appendix [Al
For the operators A(™ and letting YAt = Yn,
Yo= —2R+U,
Vil =(R+U)§M +4PF + U, (3.12)
Yo,V = UM 422 P + UMY 5,7 = WY

where

1 1 1
U= 3 Vor + 1 vt Uw =Uyp=-V,u,, vy = 928Mg—2 . (3.13)

From BII) 6,W in B8) is then determined in the form (21 with
Le = trq e (G’A(Q),S’) — 2trga) (G’A(l),?,‘) + 3trgo (aA(o)ﬁ’) + VMVVZ‘LW , (3.14)

up to the arbitrariness in (23]). Here trge) (1) = 15, trga (1) = 6, trge (1) = 1. The various
traces necessary to determine (B.I4]) using ([B.II]) are given in appendix Neglecting the
terms involving U we get
L =4 (— 380081 — 123781, + 180 I3 + 442 E) , (3.15)
which reproduces the results of [I7] listed in ([ZI6]). In terms of v, defined in (B.I3))
Lg = — % 8)‘Vﬂv“ OV, v" + 2P, Vi Vot — % }?V“v“ AVl

— (B + 6 P\P*, — 4Py R+ V,0,R)v"v” + (P Py, — R* + 1 V2R)v, 0"

+ % W“)"’“’W”pr VU, — % W“”)")Ww/,\p v, (3.16)

— ((V*M0" Vo, — 2 V,0R Vo) vPo, + R (vpvp)Q)

1

— 3% v, Ag(vVy,) — . (v“vu)3 ,

for Ay = —V2+2 R. The first two lines in (ZI6) agree with the form expected from S;+S5+4S3
given by (2I7), (220) and ([224]) and there are also contributions which may be identified

with jo, js in (226]), (229]), with coefficients —%, —%, as well as (232]).
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4. Calculations in Scalar ¢ Theory

In six dimensions the only conventionally renormalisable quantum field theory is the apparently
unphysical (although for imaginary couplings the theory has relevance in statistical physics [23])
¢ theory given by the Lagrangian

L6, V) = —2(0"0i0uti + Ladidi R) —V(9), V(¢) = & Niji didjdn, i=1,....n4, (4.1)

where Weyl invariance in six dimensions requires £ = é However using dimensional regulari-
sation with d = 6 — ¢ it is necessary to keep e-dependent terms to ensure compatibility with
conformal constraints to two loop order so that &; = % — Wloa + O(£?). Two loop calculations
for six dimensional ¢3 theory on curved backgrounds were initiated in [24)25] and recently

extended to local couplings in [I4] while the S-function has been determined to three loops
in [26].
For a finite perturbative expansion starting from (4I]) it is necessary of course to add

counterterms %, containing poles in €. These may be restricted to the form, up to total

derivatives,
Lo (9, V) = —5tr(0'G NP+ Eap NP R) — Ve (9), Bij = NijkPk - (4.2)

Vet (@) is a polynomial of degree three and includes ¢-independent terms of dimension six
depending on the curvature and derivatives of the couplings. Renormalisability on a curved
background and with local couplings dictates that in ([LI) Z(¢,V) should be extended to
Z(¢,V,a) depending on a background gauge field a,;; = —a,j; and also a general cubic V,

Oudi = (Dpd)i = Oudi + anijdi, VI(0) = % Nijk 0idjdr + 3 mij ¢icd; + hi &5 , (4.3)
so that .
fo = Z(qsa VY, CL) + “th-(gb’ V, (Z) = g(%, Vv(]a CL(]) - W X(‘/a CL) . (44)

Here x is a dimension six scalar independent of ¢ and formed from the curvature and the

couplings with derivatives.

The RG equations take the form

(4m)29(6, + do + Dg + Dy) Lo = 0 Ls + V,(X*8,0), (4.5)
for
N ) N ) R ) 1)
Dy= [a’ ik 55—+ Bmig =— + Bni == + (0 DNy = |,
o / ma(ﬂ,\ " ONijk B dm;; *Pa oh; - DNy 5%@7) (4.6)

)
Dy = — [l o(4d =265+ 7,)6, 55

In (4.4) BA@'jk = —1e Niji + Brijis Bmis = —2mij + (Ym - m)ij + Bmij, With By,i; independent
of m, and Bj; = —(%(d—}— 2)0i; — %-j)hj + Bhi, with B, independent of h. Dg may contain
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additional terms involving d,0 but these are neglected as they are unimportant here. As usual
(£H) determines the higher order e poles in %.

As shown by Brown and Collins in four dimensions for ¢* theory [27] the subtraction
prescription implied by (.2) suffices to ensure Weyl invariance remains valid to one loop order
so that results at two loops for the ¢-independent counterterms should be consistent with the
general constraints described here. At one loop the necessary counterterms are determined by
an 3| for the operator A = (—=V2 + 1(d — 2)R)1 + m 4 ¢ which gives

w1 . "
A Vee () = 2= Lir((m+ 9)1) = 1y tlm + 8 WA,
+ 5 tr(2 (V2 = 2R)m) — g5 tr(0m um + 2 om?) @
o h(3Es - B0 +3R+20)). |
1
dr)3NM = — — .
(4m) o

The one loop results for 3, are standard, and are given in [I4], but in addition we must take
(P - dN)ij = =SV AN — ANk A jr)s BPmij = —2 0* A uAju as well as BUy |0 =

—ﬁ Nijj WPHAW . For the scalar theory defined by () it is then easy to read off

HE =g h(§ 5~ % 1+ a4 28), 9
which of course confirms the results for free scalar fields in (Z.16]).

Extending the calculations to two loops, letting A;;r — (471)%)\Z-jk, leads to

R(2) _ MigkMigk (27 137 1
Lg® = TS (2 n B —11y). (4.9)

This is in agreement with similar two loop calculations in ﬂﬂl,ma although a non conformal

tensorial basis was used in these papers.

The two loop calculations may also be extended to allow for xz-dependent couplings leading
to contributions to @ in (#4) involving derivatives of A. There is a single double pole in
e, independent of ¢, which is proportional to 0“\; 10, Aijx WPH )‘Wpﬂ,,)\ whose coefficient is in
accord with (£3]), although it is necessary to take account of the m terms in (7). Discarding
terms with two overall derivatives and also some scheme dependent terms proportional to
Wp“”)‘WpW)\ these may be reduced to a conformally covariant form and give, after rescaling
A as before to absorb factors of 4,

L3P = — L (072 Nijk 9,V ik — 16 P U2\ V0 ik + 6R V2 A5 VA

+8(B" + 6 PMPY\ — 4 P R+ V*9" R) 0, iji OvNijk 10
— 42 PPy, — 2B + V?R) 0" \iji OuMijk) 410

4 A 23 by
~ 9x6! wk prVpr 8u)‘ijk 8V)‘ijk ~ 180%6! wr WWM/M 8”‘%‘]"6 au)‘ijk-

5In [24] the relevant results are contained in (3.21) but it is necessary to have an additional factor ¢ in the
R*(ER+...) term.
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This has exactly the form expected from (228 and shows the presence of all three possible
two index tensors on the conformal manifold although the coefficient of the last term in (EI0)

is scheme dependent.

5. Positivity Constraints

The various terms present in L4, Lg correspond to contact terms for identities resulting from
Weyl scaling for correlation functions of the operators O; coupled to the marginal couplings
¢! and also the energy momentum tensor. Positivity conditions arise most straightforwardly

by considering two point functions. Restricting o to be a constant then (21 is equivalent to

(47)2 M%W = /d%ﬁ La, (5.1)

for p a regularisation scale and where, by analytic continuation, the metric is taken to be FEu-
clidean and iW — W. Applied to the two point function, obtained by functional differentiation
of W twice with respect to g, (B1]) requires

g1J (32)254(1')/(477)2 , d=4,

0
D o (00 _ 5.2
M8M< I( ) J( )>{8g:0,'ym,=5,uu ary (82)366(37)/(477)3 , d=6. ( )

Conformal invariance dictates

(01(x) 0,(0)) .

=Gy R—— (5.3)

|59:0,wu:6,w (xQ)d :

For general d, (z2)~® may be defined as an analytic function in o with poles at o = %d—l—n, n=
0,1,2,.... Hence for d even it is necessary to regularise, denoted in (53] by R, so that (z%)~¢
makes sense as a distribution for all z, or equivalently has a well defined Fourier transform.
This is essential in order to make a connection with the identities in (B.2]) and requires the
introduction of the arbitrary scale u. A convenient prescription is provided by differential

regularisation [28], which gives

L 1 213 1 2 2
Ry~ w3 @) (72 wa?), d=1,
R 1 _ 1 (32)4( 1 In M2$2> d=6 (54)
(22)6 46 % 45 (x2)2 ’ '
Substituting (53] with (24) on the left hand side of (5.2]) gives
(2n3)2Gry=24g1;7, d=4, 7°Gr;=360g7;, d=6. (5.5)

Unitarity implies positivity conditions on Gy;. To apply unitarity here it is sufficient to

use the Fourier transforms

| 42 e2Vk?
4, ik 2,2 _
/dxeZ mlenpx——kQ In e .
' 1 473 eV k2 .
6, ik 2,2
/dmelﬂﬁ(xz)zlnux——?(ln e —1),
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where 7 is the Euler—Mascheroni constant. It is then straightforward from (5.6]) to determine
the Fourier transforms of Rﬁ, Rﬁ as given by (B4) for d = 4,6. Under analytic
continuation from Euclidean to Minkowski space k; — —iky and the absorptive part for k> < 0

is given by ImIn(k? —ie) = —mw 0(—k?). Applied to (53) this requires positivity of G.

For free scalar theories (47)3(3¢3(2) $¢3(0)) = 1/(675(22)%) so that in (53) we may take
Gry = 017/(67°%). Using B5) gr7 = 6715/(3 x 6!) in agreement with (ZI0). For two-forms,
from (), B,

2
<B””(x) BAp(O)> _ 29? 5[H>\51/]p (;)2 ,
(5.7)
2
(AB)* ) dBagn (0) = - I @) (o)
where
L (x) = 0, — 225 (5.8)

2
x
is the inversion tensor. In this case for O = (dB)"*(dB),u. then m°Gr; — 90g¢* so that

grj — %94. This is in agreement with (B.I6I).

These considerations may also be applied to the energy momentum tensor defined by
functional differentiation with respect to the metric. For the two point function only the Weyl
anomaly proportional to ¢ in (Z8]) contributes to the corresponding equation to (5.2) when
d = 4; for d = 6 just the term WP“VAVQWW,,)\, contained in I3 and proportional to c3, in
@I3) is relevant. Thus

B 4¢ Dyyop 6 () (47)2 d=4,
po (T () Top (0] 00,6, = o 256 3 (5.9)
K 6c3 Dyvop 0°6°(x)/(4m)°, d=6,
where, for general d,
1
Dywop = 3 (SuoSup + SupSve) — 1 SywSep,s  Su = 00y — 6,,0%. (5.10)
For conformal theories
1
(T () Top (0)) | 99—, =5, = CT R<szwop($)> : (5.11)
with the inversion tensor for symmetric traceless rank two tensors
1
Tyvop = 3 (LuoLup + Luploo) — yi 800 - (5.12)
Since ) )
_ 2
Duyopm = 4(d — 2) d(d + 1) W Iﬂyo-p(x) s (513)
then in (B.I1]) we may define
R(WIMVUP(.%')> = —mpuyo—pa (P 11'1/,[/1' >7 d:47
) ) ) (5.14)
212 2,2 _
R<(x2)6 Iuyo'p(.%')> = — 46 < 63 DMVUP (a ) (<x2)2 lnu X > s d=26.
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Hence
(2n°)?’Cr =160c, d=4, 7°Cr=3xT7c3, d=6. (5.15)

The relation between Cp and ¢ for d = 4 was obtained in [29] and the connection between Cp
and c3 for d = 6 in [I7]. For d = 6 the results in (ZI6]) are in agreement with calculations
of Cr for scalars, fermions in [29] and also two-form gauge fields in [30]. The results (5.0
suffice to determine the Fourier transforms of (5.I4]). Under continuation to Minkowski space
we must take Ty; — —ily;, i = 1,...,d—1, Tgq — —Tpo, so that in (I d — 1. It follows
directly that unitarity requires C'pr > 0.

Positivity conditions for conserved vector currents V,, may be obtained in a similar fash-
ion. Correlation functions containing Vg, are defined by functional differentiation of W
with respect to a background gauge field A,,. Then, from (Z8) and ZIH), taking LE —
— 2 Ko F V2 Fy 0,

) —Kap S 64 () /(4T)2,  d =4,
1= (Van(@) Vo (OO0 | oy 1, =5, = - , (5.16)
© —Kab S 076" (x)/(4m)°, d =
For conformal theories the vector two point function has the form
1
(Vo) Vi Oy . = R s ko)) o
In this case . .
so that in (0.I7) we may take
R(WIMV($)> =13 Sy 0 (mz Inp*x ) , d=4,
(5.19)
R LI (x) :LS (82)2< ! ln,usz) d=6
(x2)5 1 3840 M (22)2 ’ '
Hence (5I6]) requires
27°)?Cyap = S kgp, d=4, Cya = Lk, d=6. (5.20)

The results for x in ([ZI6) agree with Cy calculated for free scalars and fermions in [29].

There are further positivity constraints on the energy momentum tensor three point func-
tion which arise by requiring that the energy flux in light-like directions must be positive [19].
For d = 6 the conditions take the form [31]

Cr=1-1ty—2t4>0, Cy=1—1ty— Zty+3t2>0, 5.2)
C3=1- %tQ_ %t4+%(t2+t4) >0,
with t9,t4 corresponding to the possible angular dependencies of the energy flux at null infinity.

to,t4 depend on the three possible structures for the conformal energy momentum tensor three
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point function after factoring Cr as determining the overall normalisation. In six dimensions
these are determined by the coefficients ¢, co,c3 in the conformal anomaly (2I3]) (unlike in
four dimensions « is irrelevant as far as the energy momentum tensor three point function is
concerned). It is sufficient to use the results for free fields in [31] and (ZI6) which give in
general

£y — 15(23 ¢1 —1464622 + 144 ¢3) ’ fy = — 105(c; —22022 +6¢3) . (5.22)

Then from (B2I) we may obtain, since cz > 0,

—2lc; +36c; —128¢3 >0, 101c; —196c, + 12 e3> 0,
(5.23)
—139¢; +284cy — 2325 > 0.

The inequalities (B.21)) define a triangular region in which the three free theory results corre-

spond to the vertices where in each case two different inequalities become equalities.

For free scalars C; = Co = 0. It is then non trivial that any conformal perturbation of a

scalar theory should satisfy the inequalities ([B21]). If we use the results for c¢;, co, c3 provided
by &R) and @3) for ¢ theory with (.22) we get

7 7

S VI U — N .24
Cl 216 )\Z]k)‘l_]k ) CQ 36 )\l]k)\ljk ? (5 )

so that the perturbative corrections respect the inequalities even though this theory remains

potentially sick.

6. Discussion

The calculations in this paper show that there are significant differences between six and
four dimensions and also two for which Zamolodchikov first derived the c-theorem. In two

dimensions the result for the response to a Weyl rescaling in (2I]) becomes simply

Ly=+<cR— %gU a“glaug“]. (6.1)

=

In this case the consistency conditions away from a conformal fixed point essentially imply

50rc = grsB’ (6.2)

which implies irreversibility of RG flow, a strong version of the c-theorem, if g7y is posi-
tive definite. In this case positivity holds since g;; can be related directly to the two-point
function for the operators @7 coupled to g/. In four dimensions away from a fixed point
there is no longer a single rank two tensor; in (28] the corresponding contributions become
%au V2¢IV2g7 — G4 g1 augfang —Rfry 8“918M9J. In this case consistency conditions re-
quire

Lora = gr,8”. (6.3)
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Only in the neighourhood of a conformal fixed point, when ar; = fr; = g1y, does positivity

of the two-point function, linked to ayy, imply positivity of gr;.

In six dimensions the results obtained in (223 show already that even at a conformal
fixed point there are three two-index tensors. Away from a fixed point the RG flow equation
becomes

% ora = 91,IJ5J , (6.4)
involving g1, 77, which away from the conformal point corresponds the contribution involving
Gl ~ WHAWTV Apw> Tather than gr; which is related to the positive two point function.
Hence, there are no straightforward positivity restrictions on g;,7; even near a fixed point.
As shown by (£I0) g1 ;s is negative for ¢ theory, which reproduces the challenge to a six
dimensional a-theorem observed in [I4]. In contrast, the calculations for the two-form case in
(BIG) give a positive result g; 77. However, we should note that there is at present no argument
implying that a > 0 in six dimensions, unlike that given in [I9] for the four dimensional a. In
six dimensions a is related to the energy momentum tensor four point function whose analysis
is much harder than the three point function considered in [19]. Of course with supersymmetry

there may be further relations between tensor structures which might link g1 77, g2,77 With gr;.

In this paper we have focussed on solutions of the Weyl consistency conditions of the
form given by (21)), [22]). Additional contributions to J,W may be obtained by considering

variations such that
(471')% oW = /ddaz\/—w oo Yy, (6.5)
where, if Y/ is a total derivative, then it can generally be cancelled by local contributions to

W. Alternative solutions of the consistency conditions may be obtained if Y * satisfies

SVl + do Vi = V™ V000 + V) (V™ 030) + £4° o, (6.6)
Vi = — Y E = EM .

Of course contributions to /4" of the form of Xz as in ([Z2) may be discarded. In two and

four dimensions examples are given by
Yol = —wrd'g', Vit = —2G4"wi 0ug" + 20w, 049" Vg7 (6.7)

where wrdg’ is a one-form and in the four-dimensional case we make use of (AI6). In this
case Yy = (PN — o )10, g7, 44 = 0. In (B1) the normalisations have been

chosen to agree with previous conventions.
In six dimensions it is sufficient to take
Yo' = G 'wr 0,9"
+ a[,wJ}( — % WHAPY &,gIV)ﬂng
+6 P 0°g'V 0,97 + 6 PP 0,9' V" 0,97 — 3 P 0,9'V?g’ (6.8)
~6R 'V 0,97 — 3Vr0 g 0,V g + 3V orvig))
+ O Owy (3 V2gR Viglortg” — v 0rgi v ,0,9" 00 g — 2VH0" g VP0,9" 0,97 ) .
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This satisfies (6.6) with
V'™ = — 2 Hg" " w;d,g" + 6 0w+ VN9 g 8,97 ,
56M>\ — _3 a[]wﬂ (% ,}/u)\ aVVQQIanJ + a(MVZQIa)\)gJ)
+ 20k 0wy (v 8 g5 V0,9 8,97 + 07 g" V0,9 0N g7 + 3V DL gR 0,97 0N g7 )

(6.9)
where Hgl\" is defined by (AIS) for d = 6. We note that
Yt = wiers (1 V29" Vi otg? — v 0P g5V 0,9 0" g7 (6.10)
+ V“@”gKVp&,gI@pg‘] -2 Vpﬁ”gKV“&,gI@pg‘])
satisfies
S, Y3t + 60 Y = i oza (6.11)
for
5{3“)‘ = WKIJ (2 8pgKV“8)‘gl(9ng — AR (9”gKVp(91/gl(9ng (6.12)
+4 8pgKV(“(9pgl(9)‘)gJ -2 8(“9KV)‘)6pgl(3pg‘]) ,
so long as wir; = —wgjr, Wik + wixr + wgry = 0. This gives rise to an ambiguity in

the last line of (B8] and correspondingly the last line of & in @X). In E1) and GJ) if
wy = Oru for any scalar u defined on the conformal manifold then the variation (6.5 can be
removed by a local contribution to W. To obtain a monotonic RG flow away from a critical

point it is necessary to add a term linear in w;A! to ¢,a when d = 2,4.

Despite the differences between six and two or four dimensions it is of course possible that
further assumptions may lead to relations between the rank two tensors on the conformal
manifold which could ensure that gi 77 is positive, at least in the neighbourhood of a fixed
point, and that there is then a potential perturbative a-theorem. In particular this might be
the case in supersymmetric theories but also when a nontrivial six dimensional CFT has a
holographic dual. In such cases there are arguments for an a-theorem which appear to be
valid in any dimension [32]. Such arguments depend on positivity conditions for the bulk
energy momentum tensor which are doubtless vitiated in any correspondence for ¢ theories.
In any event, simple holographic duals may not be sensitive to the additional two index tensors
revealed by our general discussion in six dimensions. Other arguments for a ¢, or a, theorem
in six dimensions are given in [33]. This relates the variation of the free energy on a sphere as
the radius varies to the metric defined by the two point function. A rather similar argument,
restricted to four dimensions, is given in [34]. The relation to our analysis is not clear but the

calculation is quite sensitive to the details of regularisation.
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Appendix A. Conformal Tensors, Invariants and Operators

The anomalous terms in Weyl scaling identities are, for type B [16], expressed in terms of
conformal scalars. These are in turn formed from conformal tensors which transform homo-
geneously, without any derivatives of o. Concise expressions for these may be obtained by
first defining a modified scalar curvature R (in the mathematical literature this is commonly

denoted by J) and the Schouten tensor P,, given by

1 1 . . .
. R, Po=— (R — k). wp., =R, V'P,=0,R. (Al
Q(d— 1) R’ H d_2(RM T R) Y © R % M 8MR ( )

R=
These have the crucial properties under Weyl rescalings of the metric
b,R=-20R-V%,  0,Pu=-V,0,0. (A.2)
The Weyl tensor is then given in terms of the Riemann tensor by

W)xp;w = R)\p;w — M Ppl/ + You Py, + 7w Ppu — Ypv P)\u . (A3)

To discuss tensors which transform homogeneously under Weyl rescaling it is necessary to

consider the Cotton tensor defined by
C;w)\ = VAP;W - VVP;,L)\ ) (A4)
and also the Bach tensor given by

Buu = VAC/J,V)\ - P)\wW)\,ul/w

= —2PWyue — PP, + v Pa PP + V2P, — V,V,R. &
These have the properties
Cor=-"Cu, Curx+Cruw+Cu=0, ¥C,r=0, VIC,\=0, (A6)
B, = By, Y By =0, VYBy, = (d—4) P*Cy,, .
The Bianchi identity for the Weyl tensor becomes
VaWapur + VuWipww + VoW A7)
= Yap Cowv + You Crvw + v Copw + Yor Crwp + Yw Covp + Yow Corpr 5
from which VPW,,,n = —(d — 3) Cpux. Under Weyl scalings 0, W = 20 W, and
65Cn = =070 Wy 8o By = —20By, + (d —4) 02 (Chn + Cupn) - (A.8)
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Since the Weyl tensor vanishes when d = 3 the Cotton tensor is then a conformal tensor, as
is the Bach tensor when d = 4.

In terms of these expressions
Ey = 6R)\,R,, " = W\, W, — A(d — 2)(d — 3)(P" P, — R?), (A.9)
which is the Euler density in four dimensions, and also

Ee = 90 Ry,"R,,, " R,,,*™)
=811 + 41+ 6(d — 5) (RW)\, Wy, — 4 Py, WHY WY )

(A.10)
- 24(d - 4)(d - 5) PMVP)\p W“Apy
+8(d — 3)(d — 4)(d — 5)(R* = 3R P" P,, +2P" P,\P*,),
for Iy, I conformal scalars
I = W) WHETY WP Io = W, N Wy, 27 Wi, 1 (A.11)
These satisfy
0o By +40E, = 8(d — 3) VM(G4‘LW8VO') ,
(A.12)
50E6 + 60'E6 = 24(d — 5) VH(G6’W&/O') N
for
G4 = (d —2)(PH — A R) = RW — %7‘“’}2, (A.13)
the Einstein tensor, and
G’ = WHNYWY oy +2(d — 4) WHNY Py — 2(d — 3)(d — 4)(P* Py — P R) .
14

= (W W —4(d = 3)(d — 4)(PV Py, — B?),
where VG4 =V ,G¢"” = 0 and G"” = 0 for d = 3,4. For completeness we note that

Ey=R, 0o By +20F5 = 2(d — 1) Vﬂ(Gg‘“’&,a) , for Gt = —’)/ﬂy . (A15)

It is useful to note that
0o Gyt 4+ 40 Gy = —(d — 2) Hy# MV N\,  HyY = PNV qreapr (A.16)

and
5,Ge! + 60 G = —2(d — 4) Hg" " V0,0 , (A.17)

for

H6M>\pl/ _ Wu)\pu
— (A= 3) (PPN — PR — VPN oV PHP R — M) (A1)

where VPHG“)")” =0, WApH(g“)‘p” = (d—3) G4".
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Besides I, I in (AL1]]) there is an additional conformal scalar of dimension six. For general

d it may be succinctly expressed as
Q=110 — &) (WP VAW ,n + 4(d — 2) CHAC,0) A1)
.19
+ (3(d = 2) V2 — A R)WPHAW 00

Alternative forms [20], [35], [36], equivalent to (A.22]) up to contributions linear in Iy, I2, can
be obtained with the aid of the relations from ([A.7])

ATy — Iy = WPHAV2W, 0 — 2(d — 2) Py WAy — 2 RWPAW, 00
+2(d — 2)(d — 3) C"Cpp + 2(d — 2) Voo (WHAC,0) (A.20)
(d = 4V, (WHAC,,0) = =V V(WY )+ L2 (W)
The form used in [I7] is given by
Iy =(d—3)Q— 3(10 — d)(4I; — I1), (A.21)
so that, for d = 6,

I3 = WA W + 16 Py WHAY WY 3y — 8 RWPHAW 00

(A.22)
+ 8V, V(WYY ) — 3 VWA, ) .
The I, all satisfy
Sol, + 601, =0. (A.23)
Besides ([A.20) we may also note the derivative relation
V.V, (PP P\ — 2 P R) + V2R? = P, P\, W' 4+ d P*" P,\P*, — RP"P,, (820

— % C)‘“VCAMV + VAP“VVAPﬂV — a)‘é(%\é.

If a connection A, with corresponding field strength F),,, is present, then there are further
conformal scalars. Analogous to (A9]) there is a similar dimension six conformal scalar formed

from F),, which as given in [35] has the form

0= 100 (3@~ O (B D Fu + D By) + DD E)
+15(d = 4)((d = 9D = 24 R) P E,

for D,, the appropriate covariant derivative, DyF,, = O\Fp, + [Ax, Flu]. Corresponding to
(A20), using the Bianchi identity for F),,

DD, (FMF"y) — s D*(F"F,,)
= D, F"D'F,y — s D*F" D\F,,, — (d — 4) P, F**F"\ — RF"F, (A.26)
+ W, FFYFY — 2 FWE\FX, .

The terms in the last line are conformal scalars. Using (A.26]) an expression similar to (A.22))

can be obtained which is more convenient for our purposes. For d = 6 this becomes

[ = {(F"™D*F,, + D*F"™ F,,) — 4 RF"F,, + (2D,D, + 4 P,,)(F'F"), (A.27)
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which corresponds to the form given in (2.15]).

In addition to conformal tensors there are also conformally covariant differential operatorﬂ

which play a crucial role. The conformal Laplacian, or Yamabe operator,
Ay=-V24+1d-2)R, (A.28)

acts on scalars of dimension 1(d —2), §,A2 = —3(d+2)0 Ay + 3(d — 2) Ayo. For d = 10
the conformal scalar Q in (AI9) is just —Ay WPPATW,,,\. The corresponding fourth order
Paneitz operator [37] was for d = 4 found first by Fradkin and Tseytlin [38] and also rederived

by Riegert [39],
Ay=Ay1+1(d—4)Qu, Agg = V24 VH(4 P, — (d—2)vuR)0,

. . (A.29)
Qi= —V?R—-2P"P,, +1dR*, 00Qs+40 Qs = Ay10.

Ay acts on scalars such that 6,A4 = —%(d +4)o Ay + %(d —4) Ay 0. For d =4 this expression
for Ay is equivalent to ithe second line in the result for Ly in (Z8]). There is a corresponding

extension to (V?)3, first constructed by Branson [40], which can be written as
Ag = A1+ 5(d —6) Qs , (A.30)
where
N1 = — V2V2V2 — 8(V2P, VIO + VIVY P, V?) + 3(d — 2) VR V?

R 8 .
—2VH ((10 —d)Vu VR4 —— Buy + 24 PP —4(d—2) PWR> 9" (A.31)

+AVH (VPR + (d — 4) PP = (£(d - 2)° = 1) R?)0,,

so that ,Ag = —%(d—i—ﬁ)a A6+%(d—6)A6 o. For d = 6, Ag, is equivalent to the contributions
S1+S2+S53 as given by (217), [2.20), 224]). The expression for Ag ; in (A.31]) was obtained by
seeking a Weyl invariant S = [ d%ay/=7 (3 0#V%09,V2p+---), assuming 5, = —3(d—6)o ¢,

in a similar fashion to the discussion in section 2. Qg is determined by
3,Q6 +60Qs = Ag10 or 6,Qp+ 2(d+6)0 Qs = Ago. (A.32)
It is easy to verify integrability [0y, d,/|Qs = 0. A minimal solution is given by

Qs = V’V R+ V*(4 P* P, — +(d - 6) R*) + 8 P" V ,0,R — L(d +10) RV’R
16 (A.33)

+16 P* P\ P, + 5 B P — 44 PPy, R+1(d-2)d+2)R®.

A non zero Bach tensor is clearly an obstruction to the operator existing for d = 4. The

expression for the Branson operator can be written in various different forms; that given by
(A.31) and (A.33]) appears simpler than most.

4An overview and some useful expressions can be found in [41].
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Besides acting on scalars there are also conformal differential operators for tensors with
various symmetries. For our purposes we need only consider operators acting on symmetric

traceless tensors of rank two. Adapting results from [42] to this special case

8 A A
AZT h“,, = Ay th + d——{—Q V(“V hzx))\ + 4P(,u hzx))\

1 8
= 2 VIV o+ PPy )

(A.34)

so that 6,97 = %(d —6)Ag 0o — %(d —2) 0 Ag . The operators Ay and Ag 7 are implicitly
determined by the ja,71 contributions in 77 + T4 given by (2.26]), ([2.29).

The calculations for ¢ theory are based on using the heat kernel expansion for e *2, with
A =-D?+1(d—2)R+Y in terms of the Seeley-DeWitt coefficients a,(z,y). A is a conformal
differential operator if we assume 6,Y = —20Y. If A, Y =0 then A = Ay as in (A.28). For
the diagonal coefficients a,|, when y = z, we have
180 ag| = WYHYWy 0 + 15 F Fy, +60 Y2 + 30 AY
—(d—6)((d—2)P" Py, — 1(5d — 16)R* + 3V’R — 15RY) (A.35)
= SWMM'Wypu — 5 B4+ 15F" F, +90Y? + 6 V2R — 30D?Y if d=4,
and from [43] for A,,Y =0,

7!a3| = — 89—011—|—%—412—|—6Q
+(d = 8)( = 3 VWA AN Wy — 38 P, WPAWY 0 — L RWPHAW,,,\
+ 8(d +2) Py Py, WHYY 4+ 8(d — 2) CH 2Ol n
+(d—2)(2V*P™ VP, — 4VA(P* P,,) — 4V, V,(P"R))
— (5d — 22) 9 RO\R + (9d — 32) V2(R?) — 6 V2VR
+ 8(d* — 4d + 12) P" P\ P*,, + 2(7d* — 40d + 36) R P*" P,
— $(35d% — 266d + 456) R?) .

(A.36)
For d =6
Tas| =3B — 21 + 3L+ 213+ 14(31 + 5 Wy, FPFY — 8 F'E,\F*))
— LY+ S5 YAY + 25 WA, Y)
— (% (F*F,Y +Y F*"EF,) + & F* YF,,)
— V.V, (12WHWYy o+ 16 PPAPY — 64 P R) (A.37)

+ V2(E WA, + 32 PP P, — 60 R?) +12V2V2R
— 56 D, D, (FFFY) + 49 D*(FM F,,)

— (g DDy (G4"Y) — 5 DY + L D°D?Y).
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This gives the results in (311 and (IHE The results in (A35]), (A30) and (A37) reflect the

theorems of Parker and Rosenberg [35]2 that a,| for d = 2n + 2 is a conformal scalar and
for d = 2n, [ d*"z\/—7 a,| is a conformal invariant, and suggest the slight extension, that
for d = 2n, a,| is a linear combination of conformal scalars and the Euler density Fs, up to

terms with two derivatives.

Appendix B. Expansion of Six Dimensional Dilaton Action

In six dimensions Lg(0) in (Z3) may be obtained by using (Z6]). Starting from (2I4) we may
straightforwardly use (A.2) successively in (Z6]) to determine Xé? M for r =1,2,3,4 and hence

obtain
LE(o) =0 LE —12aG" 0,00,0
+16a(WH V30,0 0,00,0 — 6 P V28,0 8,00\0
+ 3PNV 0V 0,0 + 3 P V0,0 0*cd\cO\a B1)
+3RVH o 000,00 —3 RV?%c 8)‘0(%0)
—24a(3 R (D 00r0)? + VH oV 0,0 P odya — (Via)? 0)‘0@\0)
+36a V20 (0*00r0)? + 240 (0 0dr0)?,
which matches [I0]. For the contributions arising from L{ given by ([225) and XJ"" given by
2.23)
Li(o) =0 L+ %Xg‘w@ﬂa&,a
+2g1,0"9"0" g7 (6 V0,0 0,00\0 + V ,,0,0 ?*c0r0 — 2V?0 9,000

(B.2)
—40,00,0 0)‘0({“))\0)
— g170 g"0rg” (6 V#0900 0,,00,0 + Vo Moo — ((9“08“0)2) .
The remaining contributions from (Z30) with (231]) and (232]) are then
Ll(o) =0 L} - %Xg " o000, LE(o) =0 LE. (B.3)

Appendix C. Fermions

For completeness we extend the results in [I7] to include background gauge fields coupled
to fermion conserved currents 1y*t,1. In this case the one loop action is determined by an

operator A = —ZDQ, with D), including the spinor and gauge connections. This can be reduced

®As noted in [I7] their results contain some errors which are hopefully corrected in (A.36), (A317).
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to the form (3.9) where
Fu = YR, v + Fuls, Y = 3 R1g - 3 Fuy, (C.1)
with 1g the spinor identity. For fermions then
LE+ L = —tr(ans|) + V.V, 2", (C.2)

where the trace is over both spinorial and gauge indices. In the formula @BII]) for tr(aa s|)
we may use (CI]) to obtain in six dimensions, using tr(lg) = 8,
tr(I) — 3(41 — I, — 4I3) + 20 Py WHYP“WY = 6 RWH AW 0,
—20RV?R — 112 P" P,y P*, + 56 R P"P,, + 16 R

A

+8tr(1),
tr(FM FzF*,) — — I} — 3 Py WHYWY o — 6 Py, Py ,WHY

— 20 P"P,\P*, + 18 RP"' P, + 2 R®
+ 8tr(FM F,\F2,),

Woap tr(FFY FAP) — — I — 8 Py WHNSWY o + 8 Py, Py ,WHM
+ 8 W, tr(FH FAP)

tr(F* F Y) — — L(RWHYW,,\, + 16 R PP P, + 4 R?)
+ AW,np tr(FM FAP) 416 Py, tr(FPAFY ) + 4 Rtr(FMF,)
tr(Y3) — R® — 8tr(FWE,\F,) — 6 Rtr(F*" F,,),

tr(YV2Y) = 2 RV?R — dtr(I) 4 16 Py, tr(FFFY)) — 16 Rtr(FMF,,)

where on the right hand side the trace is only over gauge indices, so that I is given by (A.27)

with only gauge field contributions. To calculate the result for tr(/) it is necessary to use

(A20) and ([A24) to eliminate P*'V?P,, with

16(P*' V2P, — RV?R) — — L4l — I, — I3) — 8 P, WY WY o, + 2RWH P, o
A

+ 16 Py P, WH " + 96 P* P, PX,, — 16 R P"" P,

discarding two derivative terms. The traces in (C3) give, for n, fermions, using from (AI0)

6 Py WHWYy =21 + I — L Bg + 3 RW, YW, N — 12 P, Py, WHAY

+ 24P PP, — 36 RP*P,, + 12 R?, (C.5)
the result from (C.2])
LE =ny (=114 %641 — 321, +40 I3 + 19 Ey) (©.6)
L§ =tr(E 1+ 2 Wy, FFFY — 22 FWE,\F? )
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Appendix D. Two-forms

We here summarise some of the results necessary in the calculation of aa 3| for two-forms in
@1d).
trom (1) = § troe (1)
— —I3 — 16 P**V?P,, — 4 RV2R + 12 P, WMWY — ARWHA,,
+ 16 P,y P,WH" — 16 P* P, P*, + 40 R P*' P, + 16 R?,
trgm (F* FAFA,) = § trge) (FFELFY,)
= I — 3P, WY WY, , — 6P, P\,WH" — 20 P" P, P}, + 18 R P" P, + 2 R?,
W troa (FFYFA) = LW, 0, troe (F* FP)
= —Ip — 8 P, WHY“W" ., + 8 Py, Py ,WH¥ |

troa (FH Fl, Y1) = —4 Py, WYY+ RWHAYW, 0, + 16 Py, Py, WHM?Y

— 16 P""P,,P*, —~8RP"P,, +4R*

— U WHNSWY oy — U WHAPTY )+ AU, Py, WHAP

—4APYPPUS —2PYPMUL +8U) —4RPFUN —4R*U,
trge) (F* Fy Ya) = —Ip — 12 Py, WHANSWY o — 2 RWHAPW, 0, + 24 Py, Py, WHAPY

— 16 P""P,,P*, — 56 R P" P, — 8 R

— 22U, WHNWY sy — (U +4U) WHAY W, + 8 Uy Py, WHIY

—8PYPP UM — PYPF(20US +64U) —SRPYUN —4R*(US +4U),
trom (Yo) = —2R+U, trgum (Y1) = —2R+6U +U}l, troe(Ya)=10R+15U +5U,,
troo (Y#) = (2R - U)?,
trom (Yi2) = 16 PP, —2R?> + 8 PYUS —2RU} —ARU + USUS +2UU +6U2,
troe (Vo) = WH W0, + 16 PP, + 4 R + 16 PYU/ + 4 RUJ + 20 RU

+4U US +UFUY + 10UV + 1502
(D.1)
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tro (Y6') = —(2R - U)*,
tron) (Y1®) = 64 P* P,y P?, — 48 R P* P, + 6 I*
+48(PYPPUS + PYPFU) —24RPYUS +3RPUS — 6 RPU
+12PYUSUS + 24P USU -3RU US — 6 R(USU +U?)
+ULULUS +3U/USFU+3USU 46U,
troe (Vo)) = —Ip + 12 P, WHY“ WY, + 24 P, Py ,WH 16 P* P\ P, + 24 R P* P,
F 6 UL, WMWYy oy + 30U WHAPW o, + 24 Uy P ,2WHNY 46U, Uy ,WHMY
+24PYPPUS +12PYPMUL +4U) +24RPYUS +12R*U
+12P/ULUS +12PY UF (Uf +4U) +6 RUSUF +12RUF U + 30 RU?
22U ULUS + 30U USUSL +4U)+3U U U+ 15U U +15U°3,
troo (YoV?¥0) = 2R — U) V*(2R - U),
trom (Y1V2Y1) = 16 P*V2P,, —2RV*R
+4(P* N2U,, + UM V2P,,) — Uf V2R — RV2US — 2(UV2R 4+ RVU)
+ UM N2U,, + U VU +UVAUS 46U VAU,
troe (YaV2Ya) — Iy + 16 PPV P, + 4 RV?R — 16 P, WY WY, + 8 RWH T, 0,
+8(PM V2U,, + UM VP,
+2(U V2R + RV2UM) +10(U V2R + RV?U)
+4UM VU, + UMV U +5(U) VU + U VUL + 15U V2U .
(D.2)
Combining terms as in (BI1]) and using (C4), (CH) we find
troe (aa@ 31) = 2trgu) (aam 1) + 3trgo (axm 3l)
— Lg
— Gg" Uy — S WHAPW 0, U
+ (2 PP, —12R)U + 2(V2RU' + RV2U') (D.3)
— U Uy, WHY¥ 4 2P U, Uf —2P"U,, Uf — LRUMU,, + BRUSUY
+ 5 (UM VPUL, — 1 U VUY)
— (UM U, — U USNU —4RU? - LU AU - U3,
where LE is given in (BI5) and
U'=U+3U}. (D.4)
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From BI3) U’ = iv“vu, Uw=-Vyuv,=V,0,In g*. Since Gg U =V, V(G In ¢g?) this
term may be neglected and (D.3) leads to ([B.I6]) using

Vuy Vv, WHWY — — (LWHANCTY Ly — 4 Py, WYY — 3 B#) v,

= — (F WMWY\ — BY + 12 PPy — 2V°P* 4 2V*0" R) vy,
+2 PAPPAP vy,
RVMY Vv, — RV, 0" V0¥ — (AR PP + VH9"R) vyv, — (R? — V2R) v'v,,
PN oM Vyuy — PP V0, Vot — (4 PPAPY + R PP — L V2P 4 VROY R) vy,
+ % V2R vy, ,
VY V2V 0, — V0 VAV 0" 4+ 12 PPV 0, Vot + 3RV 0" V0"
(= WHYWY L — 60 PPAPYY — 20 R PR
+6 VP —20VH9"R) v,

+ (2PYPy, — 2R+ 9V2R) vty ,
(D.5)

discarding total derivatives.
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