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Abstract

This article derives and presents the Feynman rules for (effective) Quantum General
Relativity coupled to the Standard Model for any vertex valence and with general gauge
parameter (. The results are worked out for the metric decomposition g,., = M. + »hu,
a linearized de Donder gauge fixing and four dimensions of spacetime. To this end, we
calculate the Feynman rules for gravitons, graviton-ghosts and for the couplings of gravitons
to scalars, spinors, gauge bosons and gauge ghosts.

1 Introduction

The attempt to perturbatively quantize General Relativity (GR) is rather old: In fact, the
approach to define the graviton field b, with gravitational coupling constant sz as the fluctuation
around a fixed background metric b, i.e.

1
hw = — (Gu = bur) = G = b + 2Py (1)

>
— oftentimes, and in particular in this article, chosen as the Minkowski metric by, = 1, —
goes back to M. Fierz, W. Pauli and L. Rosenfeld in the 1930s [1I]. Then, R. Feynman [2]
and B. DeWitt [3] [4, [5, 6] started to calculate the corresponding Feynman rules in the 1960s.
However, D. Boulware, S. Deser and P. van Nieuwenhuizen [7], G. 't Hooft [§] and M. Veltman
[9] discovered serious problems in the perturbative expansion due to the non-renormalizability
of Quantum General Relativity (QGR) in the 1970s. We refer to [I] for a historical treatment.

Despite its age, it is still very hard to find references properly deriving and displaying Feynman
rules for QGR, given via the Lagrange density

Lqcr = Lar + Lar + Lahost (2a)
with
1
1 v
Lop = —4%2<n“ DPdDM av, (2¢)
and

1 — 1
Lanos = =501 C" (0,0,Cy) dV; = 5177 C" (04170 C0) = 20, (17,1, C0) ) Vs, (20)
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where R := ¢g"° R",,,,, is the Ricci scalar and cﬂ)ﬁ) := 0PI’ )sy, is the linearized de Donder gauge
fixing functional. Additionally, C € I' (M,II(TM)) and C € I' (M,II(T*M)) are the graviton-
ghost and graviton-antighost, respectively. Finally, dV, := \/—Det (¢g)dt A dz A dy A dz and
dV,, :=dt Adz Ady A dz are the Riemannian and Minkowskian volume forms, respectively. We
refer to Section [2| and [10] for a detailed introduction. The existing literature known to the
author, [9, [1T], 12| 13} 14} 15] 16l 17, 18], limits the vertex Feynman rules to valence five, directly
sets the de Donder gauge fixing parameter to ¢ := 1 and omits the ghost vertex Feynman rules
completely. This article aims to fix this gap in the literature by deriving the Feynman rules for
gravitons, their ghosts and for their interactions with matter from the Standard Model: The
analysis is carried out for the metric decomposition g,, = 1, + »h,,,, arbitrary vertex valence,
a linearized de Donder gauge fixing with general gauge parameter ¢ and in four dimensions
of spacetime. Moreover, the gravitational interactions with matter from the Standard Model
are then classified into 10 different types and their vertex Feynman rules are also derived and
presented for any valence.

The main results are Theorem stating the graviton vertex Feynman rules, Theorem
stating the corresponding graviton propagator Feynman rule, Theorem |4.13|stating the graviton-
ghost vertex Feynman rules and Theorem [£.14] stating the corresponding graviton-ghost propa-
gator Feynman rule. Additionally, the graviton-matter vertex Feynman rules are stated in Theo-
rem [£.16 on the level of 10 generic matter-model Lagrange densities, as classified by Lemma [£.9]
The complete graviton-matter Feynman rules can then be obtained by adding the corresponding
matter contributions, as listed e.g. in [19]. Finally, we display the three- and four-valent graviton
and graviton-ghost vertex Feynman rules explicitly in Example

General Relativity and Quantum Theory are both fundamental theories in modern physics.
While some of their predictions agree with outstanding precision with the corresponding experi-
mental data, there are still regimes where both theories break down conceptually. Notably, this
is the case with models of the big bang or in the inside of black holes. In these situations, both
theories are needed simultaneously to capture the entire physical reality: General Relativity is
needed in order to describe the huge masses and energies that are involved and Quantum Theory
is needed in order to describe the interactions of the respective particles in these very small spa-
tial dimensions. Unfortunately, a combined theory of Quantum Gravitation has not been found
yet: While, given the success of the Standard Model, a perturbative quantization seems to be the
canonical choice, it comes with several problems, most notably its non-renormalizability. This
fact has lead to various, more radical approaches to Quantum Gravity, such as Supergravity,
String Theory or Loop Quantum Gravity. While any of these theories fixes conceptual problems
of the perturbative approach, they create additional problems elsewhere due to further assump-
tions. Therefore, in this article, we go back to the foundation of Quantum General Relativity
via its (effective) perturbative approach using Feynman rules. Feynman rules are calculated
from the Lagrangian by extracting the potentials for all classically allowed interactions. Then,
scattering amplitudes are calculated by applying the fundamental principle of Quantum Theory,
namely that the sum over all unobserved intermediate states needs to be considered. This leads
to the Feynman diagram expansion, where each non-tree Feynman diagram corresponds to a
Feynman integral over the unobserved momenta of the virtual particles. We refer to [20, 211, 22]
for a more detailed treatment and to [23] for the corresponding treatment of supersymmetric
theories.

This research is intended as the starting point for several related approaches to the perturbative
renormalization of (effective) Quantum General Relativity: It is generally possible to render
any Feynman integral finite by applying an appropriate subtraction for each divergent (sub-)
integral. This treatment of (sub-)divergences has been studied extensively in the Hopf algebra
approach of Connes and Kreimer: Here, the subdivergences are treated via the corresponding
coproduct [24] and the renormalized Feynman rules are then obtained via an algebraic Birkhoff



decomposition [25]. Then, this reasoning was soon applied to gauge theories [26], which lead
to the identification of Ward—Takahashi and Slavnov—Taylor identities with Hopf ideals in the
corresponding Connes—Kreimer renormalization Hopf algebra [27, 28, 29 30]. Following this
route, it was then suggested by Kreimer to apply this duality to General Relativity [31], which
was motivated via a scalar toy model [32] and then studied in detail by the author [10, B30]. In
this approach, the non-renormalizability of General Relativity manifests itself by the necessity
to introduce infinitely many counterterms. The aim is now to relate these counterterms by
generalized Slavnov—Taylor identities, which correspond to the diffeomorphism invariance of the
theory. A first step in this direction is the construction of tree-level cancellation identities,
which requires the longitudinal and transversal decomposition of the graviton propagator via
the general gauge parameter ( as variable. This approach was supported by recent calculations
for the metric density decomposition of Goldberg and Capper et al. ([33, 34], 35 B6]) up to
valence six [37]. With the present work, we provide a foundation for a purely combinatorial
argument, which will be valid for all vertex valences. This will be studied in future work via the
diffeomorphism-gauge BRST double complex [38] and the longitudinal and transversal structure
of the gravitational Feynman rules [39]. Additionally, we remark that this reasoning is implicit
in the construction of Kreimer’s Corolla polynomial [40} 411 [42]. This graph polynomial, which is
based on half-edges, relates the amplitudes of Quantum Yang—Mills theories to the amplitudes of
the scalar ¢3-theory, by means of the parametric representation of Feynman integrals [43]. More
precisely, in this approach the cancellation identities are encoded into amplitudes by means of
Feynman graph cohomology [44]. In particular, this approach has been successfully generalized
to spontaneously broken gauge theories and thus to the complete bosonic part of the Standard
Model [45]. The possibility to apply this construction also to (effective) Quantum General
Relativity will be checked in future work. Finally, we believe that the results of this article
are also of intellectual interest, as Feynman rules are an essential ingredient to perturbative
Quantum Field Theories.

We remark the development of more concise formulations, aimed in particular for practical
calculations: There are the KLT relations [46], 47, 48, [49], which relate on-shell gravitational
amplitudes with the amplitudes of the ‘double-copy’ of a gauge theory, and are applied e.g. in [50].
Furthermore, it is also possible to simplify the gravitational Feynman rules by a reformulation
with different (possibly auxiliary) fields [51, 52], even on a de Sitter background [53]. Moreover,
we remark the use of computer algebra programs, such as ‘XACT’ [54] and ‘QGRAF’ [55].
For the projects mentioned in the previous paragraph, however, the original Feynman rules are
needed to arbitrary vertex valence and with general gauge parameter (: This is because the
KLT relations are only valid on-shell and thus rely on Cutkosky’s Theorem [56], cf. [57, 58].
Also, we want to study the direct relationship between combinatorial Green’s functions and
their counterterms, which becomes more complicated in the aforementioned reformulations with
auxiliary fields. And finally, we are interested in a combinatorial proof that is valid to all vertex
valences and thus excludes the use of computer algebra programs.

2 Conventions and definitions

We start this article with our conventions, in particular the used sign choices. Additionally,
we recall important definitions for (effective) Quantum General Relativity and the Standard
Model. This includes the Lagrange densities with the metric decomposition, the de Donder
gauge fixing and the corresponding ghosts. Furthermore, we provide a proper definition of
the graviton field and in particular of the background Minkowski spacetime. This is obtained
with the rather restrictive assumption of Definition which we call ‘simple spacetime’. This
setup is motivated with classical results from Ellis-Hawking in Proposition and Geroch in
Proposition [2.6)and the boundedness assumption from Assumption[2.12] Finally, we comment on
the diffeomorphism invariance and display the action of the corresponding diffeomorphism BRST



operators. We refer to [10] for a more fundamental introduction to (effective) Quantum General
Relativity coupled to Quantum Electrodynamics. Additionally, we refer to [38] for a study of the
diffeomorphism-gauge BRST double complex, to [39] for a study of transversality with respect
to infinitesimal diffeomorphisms and to [59] for a generalization of Wigner’s elementary particle
classification to Linearized General Relativity.

Convention 2.1 (Sign choices). We use the sign-convention (— + +), as classified by [60], i.e.:

1 0 0 0
1. Minkowski metric: 7, = 8 _01 _01 8
0 0 0 -1
v
2. Riemann tensor: R'guy = 9,100 — 0,0 + 10,0, —T),\Th,

3. Einstein field equations: G, = xT},,
Additionally we use the plus-signed Clifford relation, i.e. {Vm,n} = 2%mn Idsps, cf. [0, Remark
2.15].

Definition 2.2 (Spacetime). Let (M, ) be a Lorentzian manifold. We call (M, ) a spacetime,
if it is smooth, connected, 4-dimensional and time—orientableﬂ

Definition 2.3 (Asymptotically simple (and empty) spacetime). Let (M,~y) be an oriented and
causal spacetime. We call (M, ) an asymptotically simple spacetime, if it admits a conformal
extension (M ) i) in the sense of Penrose [61], [62] [63] [64]: That is, if there exists an embedding
v: M < M and a smooth function ce C® (M), such that:

1. M is a manifold with interior ¢ (M) and boundary .7, i.e. M = ¢ (M) U .¥

2. ¢

>m) =0 dd‘ 0: additionally 1.y = <25
: <, an gj;?é additionally ¢,y = ¢4

L
3. Each null geodesic of (M , ’y) has two distinct endpoints on &
We call (M, ) an asymptotically simple and empty spacetime, if additionallyﬂ

4. (Ruw)

=0, where O C M is an open neighborhood of & C M

)

Proposition 2.4. Let (M,~) be an asymptotically simple and empty spacetime. Then (M,~)
1s globally hyperbolic and thus parallelizable.

Proof. The first part of the statement, i.e. that (M, ~) is globally hyperbolic, is a classical result
due to Ellis and Hawking [65, Proposition 6.9.2]. We conclude the second part, i.e. that (M, ) is
parallelizable, by noting that we have additionally assumed spacetimes to be four-dimensional:
Thus, being globally hyperbolic, there is a well-defined three-dimensional space-submanifold,
which therefore is parallelizable as it is orientable by assumption. [ |

Corollary 2.5. Any asymptotically simple and empty spacetime (M,-y) is spin.

We fix the spacetime-dimension, as the gravitational Feynman rules depend directly on it.
2This condition can be modified to allow electromagnetic radiation near .#. We remark that asymptotically
simple and empty spacetimes are also called asymptotically flat.



Proof. This follows immediately from Proposition [2.4] as parallelizable manifolds are trivially
spin. |

Proposition 2.6. A spacetime (M,~) is spin if and only if it is globally hyperbolic. Equivalently,
(M,~) is spin if and only if it is parallelizable.

Proof. These are two classical results by Geroch [66, [67]. [ |

Definition 2.7 (Simple spacetime). Let (M,~y) be a spacetime. We call the triple (M,v,7) a
simple spacetime, if M is diffeomorphic to the Minkowski spacetime M and 7: M — M is a fixed
such diffeomorphism (not necessarily an isometry), called trivializing map. Furthermore, we use
T to pushforward the metric v to the Minkowski spacetime M via g := 7,y € I‘(M , Sym? T*M)
to obtain an equivalence between the physical spacetime (M, ) and its background Minkowski
spacetime (M, g).

Assumption 2.8. From now on, we assume spacetimes to be simple.

Remark 2.9. The rather restrictive setup of Assumption [2.8] is motivated by Proposition
and Proposition [2.6f It is physically reasonable to consider asymptotically simple and empty
spacetimes, as well as to demand a spin structure for fermionic particles. Thus, the spacetime
(M, ~) has the same asymptotic structure as the Minkowski spacetime (M, n) and is furthermore
parallelizable. This implies that it is diffeomorphic to the Minkowski spacetime of the same
dimension, modulo possible singularities. However, as we need the eigenvalues of the metric g
to be bounded by Assumption for the following constructions, we exclude singularities in
our setup. This assumption allows us to view particle fields, in particular the graviton field,
as sections over Minkowski spacetime I' (M, E'), where mg: E — M is a suitable vector bundle
for the particle fields under consideration, cf. Definition In turn, this enables us to use
Wigner’s classification of elementary particles via irreducible representations of the Poincaré
group [68], which will be studied in [59]. Thus we can proceed as usual by constructing the Fock
space to describe the quantum states of our corresponding Quantum Field Theory. Finally, this
setup provides a well-defined Fourier transformation for particle sections, cf. Definition [2.23

Definition 2.10 (Metric decomposition and graviton field). Let (M,~,7) be a simple spacetime.
Then we use the following metric decomposition on the background Minkowski spacetime (M, n)

1
hy = P (9w — M) == Guw = N + 2P (3)

where s := /K is the graviton coupling constant (with x := 87G the Einstein gravitational
constant). Thus, the graviton field h,, is given as a rescaled, symmetric (0, 2)-tensor field on
the background Minkowski spacetime, i.e. as the section sch € F(M , Sym? T*M )

Remark 2.11. Given the situation of Definition the graviton field h depends directly on
the choice of the trivializing map 7. It can be shown, however, that this dependence can be
absorbed, if the theory is diffecomorphism-invariant [59]. Thus, this construction is in particular
well-defined for Linearized General Relativity.

Assumption 2.12. Given the metric decomposition from Definition [2.10] we assume the fol-
lowing boundedness condition for the gravitational constant sc and the graviton field h,,:

22 1Al max 7= [2¢] max A} <1, (4)

max AEEW (h)



where EW (h) denotes the set of eigenvalues of h. This will be relevant for preceding assertions
to assure the convergence of series involving the graviton coupling constant s and the graviton
field h,,,.

Qv

Definition 2.13 (Correspondence to Minkowski spacetime). Let (M, ~,7) be a simple spacetime
and 7 : E — M a vector bundle for particle fields. Then we extend the vector bundle for particle
fields via (1 og): E — M to a vector bundle over the background Minkowski spacetime M.

Convention 2.14 (Lagrange density). We choose the following signs and prefactors for the

Lagrange density, which we consider as a functional for sections over the background Minkowski
spacetime M and where dV, := \/— Det (g) dt Adz Ady Adz and dV;, := dt Adx Ady Adz denote

the Riemannian and Minkowskian volume forms, respectively:

1. Einstein-Hilbert Lagrange density:

1
L‘,GR - ﬁR dVg 5 (5)
With R = gVURMUMV
2. Gauge fixing Lagrange density:
Lop = DM v, (6)

432
with A = 0Ty = 3077 (Oyho = 30l )

3. Ghost Lagrange density:

1 _
£Ghost = _inpacﬂ (8p6gcu) an

_ Lo (aﬂ(r” C,) — 29,(I",.C. )) v,

2 po vV po v

with C € I (M,II(TM)) and C € T (M, II(T*M))

The Lagrange density of (effective) Quantum General Relativity is then the sum of the three,
ie.

Lqcr = Lar + LaF + Lchost

1 1
<«/— Det (¢)R + %nﬂ”c@ﬁ)dz)gﬂ> av;, ®)

22
1 oo 1, —u y 5
= 5 (3 0,010) 4 O (0,(17,,) - 20,(17,,)) ) vy,

cf. [10, Section 2.2]. We remark that the ghost Lagrange density is calculated via Faddeev-
Popov’s method [69], cf. [10, Subsection 2.2.3], which can be embedded into the more elaborate
settings of BRST cohomology and BV formalism.

Remark 2.15. The reason for the sign choices from Convention [2.14] are as follows: The minus
sign for the Einstein-Hilbert Lagrange density is due to the sign choice for the Minkowski metric,
cf. Convention 2.1} Then, the minus sign for the gauge fixing Lagrange density is such that ¢ =1
corresponds to the de Donder gauge fixing. Finally, the sign for the ghost Lagrange density is,
as usual, an arbitrary choice, and is chosen such that all Lagrange densities have the same sign.



Remark 2.16. Given the situation of Assumption the gravitational path integral then cor-
responds to an integral over the space of symmetric (0,2)-tensor fields over the background
Minkowski spacetime M. As the construction of such integral measures over function spaces is
rather troublesome, we simply consider the A < 0 limit, where the Feynman graph expansion
can be interpreted as a ‘perturbative definition’ of the path integral. We refer to [I5] for a more
physical treatment.

Assumption 2.17. We assume from now on that diffeomorphisms are homotopic to the identity,
i.e. ¢ € Diffy (M).

Remark 2.18. Assumption is motivated by the fact that diffeomorphisms homotopic to the
identity are generated via the flows of compactly supported vector fields, X € X, (M), and differ
from the identity only on compactly supported domains. Thus, diffeomorphisms homotopic to
the identity preserve the asymptotic structure of spacetimes. We remark that, different from
finite dimensional Lie groups, the Lie exponential map

exp : X (M) — Diffy (M) 9)
is no longer locally surjective, which leads to the notion of an evolution map
Evol :  C* ([0,1], X (M)) — C* ([0,1], Diffo (M)) (10)

that maps smooth curves in the Lie algebra to smooth curves in the corresponding Lie group.
We refer to [70] for further details.

Definition 2.19 (Transformation under (infinitesimal) diffeomorphisms). Given the situation
of Definition and Assumption we define the action of diffeomorphisms ¢ € Diffy (M)
on the graviton field via

(100), (h) == (10¢). 9, (11)
such that the background Minkowski metric can be conveniently defined to be invariant, i.e.
(To¢)n:=0, (12)
and on the other particle fields ¢ € T' (M, E) as usual, i.e. via
(To¢), v (13)

In particular, the action of infinitesimal diffeomorphisms is given via the Lie derivative with
respect the generating vector field X € X, (M), i.e.

1
xchy = — (VLQ)XV v v§9>XM> : (14)
5X77,Lw =0 (15)
and
oxp = £xyp, (16)

where V(@) denotes the covariant derivative with respect to the connection I' induced via g on
M, i.e. via

1
ijp = igpa (8ugay + al/gua - 80‘9}“/) . (17)



Remark 2.20. Using the setup from Assumptions[2.8] and [2.17 and Definitions and

2.19] we can view Linearized General Relativity coupled to matter from the Standard Model
as a ‘generalized gauge theory’ on the background Minkowski spacetime: The ‘gauge group’ is
then given via the pushforward of diffeomorphisms homotopic to the identity by the trivializ-
ing map, i.e. G := 7, Diffy (M) = Diffy (M). Furthermore, their infinitesimal actions are given
via Lie derivatives with respect to compactly supported vector fields X, (M). In particular,
the right setting to study the gauge theoretic properties of such a theory is given via the Lie
groupoid (G x B) = B over the background Minkowski spacetime-matter bundle B := M x E.
Additionally, the action of infinitesimal diffeomorphisms is embedded into this picture via the
corresponding Lie algebroid ((X. (M) x B) — B, [, ], p): More precisely, [,] is the Lie bracket
on X. (M) and p: (X, (M) x B) — TB the anchor map. Then, as in the case of ‘ordinary gauge
theories’ — that is gauge theories coming from a principle bundle structure — the invariance
of the theory under diffeomorphisms provides an obstacle for the calculation of the propagator.
We solve this issue by introducing a linearized de Donder gauge fixing together with the corre-
sponding ghost and antighost fields, C € I' (M, II(TM)) and C € I" (M, 11 (T*M)), respectively.
This viewpoint will be elaborated in [59].

Lemma 2.21. Given the situation of Definition [2.19, the diffeomorphism BRST operator P €
X (B), i.e. a vector field on the spacetime-matter bundle with ghost degree 1, can be consistently
defined as follows:

1
Phy, =~ (Ve + vic,) (18a)
PC7 = C* (0,C7) (18b)
PC, =B, (18c)
PB, =0 (18d)
P =0 (18e)

Py = Lop, (18)

where C' € T (M,H(TM)) is the graviton-ghost, C € T (M,H(T*M)) the graviton-antighost,
B € T'(M,T*M) the Lautrup-Nakanishi auziliary field and again ¢ € T' (M, E) represents any
other particle field.

Proof. This follows directly from the transformation properties of Definition as BRST
operators are defined to induce infinitesimal transformations with respect to the corresponding
ghost field, together with the nilpotency condition, i.e. the two properties

Py = ¢y (19a)

and
P2=0. (19b)
[

Remark 2.22. Contrary to Yang-Mills Lagrange densities, which are strictly invariant under
gauge transformations, the Einstein-Hilbert Lagrange density is not invariant under general
diffeomorphisms as it is a tensor density of weight 1. More precisely, the action of an infinites-
imal diffeomorphism adds a total derivative to the Einstein-Hilbert Lagrange density, if the
corresponding vector field is not Killing.



Definition 2.23 (Fourier transformation). Let (M, v, 7) be a simple spacetime with background
Minkowski spacetime (M, 7). Using the correspondence from Definition we define the
Fourier transformation for particle fields, i.e. sections ¢ € I' (M, E'), as usual:

F : T(M,E) —>f(M,E), @ (%) = @ (p*) := o) /M ga(yﬂ)e—inmy%” av;, (20)

3 Expansion of the Lagrange density

Given the Quantum General Relativity Lagrange density

1 1
Lacr =3 3 <\/_ Det (g)R + zcn“”dz)ﬂ(ﬂ)(;)) av,

(21)
1 1—
_ inﬁf’ (C” (0,0,Cy) +C" <au ("o C) = Qap(FVWCV))> W

¢

from Convention In order to calculate the corresponding Feynman rules, we decompose
Lqcr with respect to its powers in the gravitational coupling constant sz and the ghost field C'

as follows’]
00 1
Locr =D > Lok, (22)
m=0n=0
where we have set Eg’C?R = (ﬁQGR) ‘O(%m oy Given m € N, the restricted Lagrange densi-

ties /Jgé)R correspond to the potential terms for the interaction of (m + 2) gravitons and the
restricted Lagrange densities Eg’éR correspond to the potential terms for the interaction of m
gravitons with a graviton-ghost and graviton-antighost, while the terms m = 0 and n € {0, 1}
provide the kinetic terms for the graviton and graviton-ghost, respectively. The situation for
the matter-model Lagrange densities from Lemma is then analogousﬁ

Lemma 3.1 (Inverse metric as Neumann series in the graviton field). Given the metric decom-

position from Definition [2.10 and the boundedness condition from Assumption[2.13, the inverse
metric is given via the Neumann series

g =3 () ()" (23)
k=

0
where
Y =P hye (24a)
() = o
and
(h)" = by w ke N (24c)
K1 "K2 ? °
k-times

3We omit the term Eéé‘% as it is given by a total derivative.
“The shift in m comes from the prefactor 1/5* in Lqgr and is convenient, because then propagators are of
order »° and three-valent vertices of order s!, etc.



Proof. We calculate

MS
N
=
7~
>
e
~—
3

g,uug (77/.1,1/ + %h;w (

e
Il

0

EM%
x
E
Mg
\_/

b

= 77;w77 Pt Nuv (

3:0 (25)
= 55 — xchy, i (*%)i <hz> " + shyw i (7%)]. <hj>yp
i=0 7=0

— 5P
=",
as requested. Finally, we remark that the Neumann series

g =5 (s ()" (26)

k=0
converges precisely for

o Wl = ] e [ <1, (21)
(h)
where EW (h) denotes the set of eigenvalues of h, as stated. |

Lemma 3.2 (Vielbein and inverse vielbein as series in the graviton field). Given the metric
decomposition from Definition and the boundedness condition from Assumption the
vielbein and inverse vielbein are given via the series

e = i e (i) (h’“)j , (282)

k=0
with hy' =™ hy,, and

oo 1
1 I
ot — ZM( k2> (h’“) , (28b)
with hlp, == "8 hy,.

Proof. We recall the defining equations for vielbeins and inverse vielbeins,

G = nmne:feﬁ (29)
and

Tmn = Guv€pm€r » (30)
cf. [10, Definition 2.8]. Thus, we calculate

_ m_n
Guv = Nmn€y €y

i=0 §=0
_ i - S+ (%) (%) (hz-l-J) (31)
i=0 j=0 /NI s
> 1
T & (/c) (hk>w
= N + %h/u/ )

10



where we have used Vandermonde’s identity, and

g =n""elen
S (S 00) (S0 0
) 2 i - (2%) (_f> () (32)
-3 () )
S ()"
k=0
=",

where we have again used Vandermonde’s identity, the identity (_kl) = (—1)k and Lemma
Finally, the series for the vielbein and inverse vielbein field converge precisely for

[l [Pl max = |¢] | max |A] <1, (33)
CEW(h)
where EW (h) denotes the set of eigenvalues of h, as stated. |

Proposition 3.3 (Ricci scalar for the Levi-Civita connection, cf. [10]). Using the Levi-Civita
connection, the Ricci scalar is given via partial derivatives of the metric and its inverse as
follows:

R=g"g" (auavgpo - 8uap9w)

+ g“pgwgm\ ((augm) (avgpo - iapglw) + (ayg,m) <i809u>\ - ;8#9@\) (34)
— (0p9pr) (81/90)\))
Furthermore, we also consider the decomposition
R= 6" (0Tt — 0Ty + Tially =TT, )
o (35a)
with
ROL = g (aurf;a - 8,,1”;0) (35b)
and
R = gvo (anrga - rgﬁrga) . (35¢)
Then we obtain:
R = ¢"°"" (840u9ps — 0uDpguo)
(36)

1 1
+ g,upgucrgn)\ <(augpn) <28)\gua - 81/9/\0> + 5 (aug;m) (80.9;))\))

11



and

1 1 1 1
R = ghrgro grit ((859#;)) (281190/\ - 4<9Agua> — (0v9ux) (26/390A - 4809,0/\)) (37)

Proof. The claim is verified by the calculations
R =R 4+ R"™ (38)
with

0. vo
R = g7 (9Tt — 0,7, )

1 1
= (a“gup) (augpo - 23,)91,0) ) (0vg"*) (aog;w)
1 1
+ g <8#3ygpa - 28uapgz/a> - 59“‘0 (&jaagup) (39)

= g,upgua (8uaugpo - 8,uapgya)

1 1
=+ gupgwgﬂ)‘ <(8ugpn) <2a)\gua - 8ug)\o> + B (aug/m) (aagp)\)>

and

R = g7 (F“ I W " )

UK+ vo VKT po

o A 1 1 1 1 (40)
=99 g (aﬁgﬂp) Eauga)\ - Za)\gua - (aug;m) iapgcr)\ - Zaagp/\ )

where we have used (8pg”" ) Guo = —9"° (apgw) in Equation twice, which results from

0=vs
= 9,8% +T,," 05 —T,,7 8"
= 9,8% +T,," — T, )
= 9,8,
=0p (gwg”)
= (9p9u0) 9”7 + 9o (0p9”) -

Corollary 3.4. Given the situation of Proposition the grade-m part in the gravitational
coupling constant » of the Ricci scalar R is given via

— R
O(%O)

ROT — Rp
(0] (%O)

=0, (42a)
o)

RT = """ (00 hpo — 0uOphuo) (42b)
O(%l)
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and for m > 1

DY (hi)”p (hj)w (000 hps — DuDphio)

4 (_%)m‘ Z (hi)up (hj>wf <hk) KA <(8“hpn) (;8)\}74/0 B 8,,h>\g) (42¢)

RBF

1
+5 @) (Orh)
and
2 . m i up A Ze k KA 1 1
R = (=" 3 (h) (ha) (h ) ((aﬁhup) <28,,h(ﬂ - 46Ahw>
O(5m) i+jt+k=m—2 (42d)
1 1
~ (Ouhy) (26,)th - 4@,;%)
Proof. This follows directly from Proposition together with Lemma |

Proposition 3.5 (Metric expression for the de Donder gauge fixing). Given the square of the
de Donder gauge firing,

dD?* = g"dD,,dD, (43)

with dD,, = gP’T po, this can be rewritten as

Vo K. 1
dD* = =g"g9"%g A <(augau) (8fig>\p) - (augau) (8,09/4)\) + 1 (8ugua) (apgm)\)> . (44)
Furthermore, its quadratic part is given by
dD?yy := dD”
O(%z) (45)
= 7’/“”(@&1)6@&1)

with CDS) =0T pou, and can be rewritten as
1
@%2) = P ((&/gou) (0xgrp) = (Ovgon) (Opgrr) + 1 (Ougve) (apgm\)) : (46)

Proof. The claim is verified by the calculation
dD* = g"dD,,dD,

1 14
49 Pg Ugﬁ)\ (81/90# + aaguu - 8#91/0) (ang)\p + 8/\ng - apgn)\)

1 vo K
= 19"9"9 A((&/%u) (0xg7p) + (Ovgon) (0xgpr) — (Buon) (Opgir)

(47)
+ (0o9w) (Oxgrp) + (0o9uw) (O7Gpr) — (0o guw) (Tpgin)
= (Dugur) (0603) — (0ugio) (9r9p) + (D) (9p1))
1
= g g"7 g™ <(av9cw) (aﬂgkp) - (&fgcw) (6p9ff>\) + 1 (8u9w) (8p9n/\)> J
together with the obvious restriction to O (%2). ]
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Corollary 3.6. Given the situation of Proposition the grade-m part in the gravitational
coupling constant > of the square of the de Donder gauge fixing dD? is given for m < 2 via

dD? =0 (48a)
O(s™)

and for m > 1 via
=Cm X (W) (W) ()"
O(m) i+j+k=m—2 (48b)

< ((@uh0y) @ulisg) = Oy} (O) + § (Ouur) (By1) )

In particular, the quadratic term CD%Q) s given by

2 2
dD?) = dD

O(2) (49)
=22 (Ol (Ousg) — Ouloy) (Dpher) + 5 (Out) (04h) ) -

Proof. This follows directly from Proposition [3.5] together with Lemma [3.1 [ |

Proposition 3.7 (Determinant of the metric as a series in the graviton field). Given the metric
decomposition from Definition the negative of the determinant of the metric, — Det (g), is
given via

—Det(g)=1+a+b+c+d (50)
with
a:=xTr(nh) (51a)
=" hu ,
2 (1 2 1 2
b= §Tr (nh)” — 3 Tr ((nh) )
) . (51b)
°2 <2n“”77’” - 2?7“”?7'“”) huwhpe ,
3 (1 3 1 2 1 3
c=| ¢ (Tr (nh))” — 5 Tr (nh) Tr ((nh) ) t3 Tr ((nh) )
) ) ) (51c)
= (6?7“”77”"77” = T+ 371“771’”77A"> huwhpohar
and
d =" 1 (Tr (nh))4 1 (Tr (nh))2 Tr ((nh)2> + 1Tlf (nh) Tr ((nh)s)
24 4 3
1 S
+8(ﬂ(mmﬂ)«—4ﬂ(mmﬂ)
(51d)
1 1 1
— A - uw, po AT, O~ _uv, po, e, 0T S ppo Ao, T
—%<2477777777 4777777"7""3"7777777

1 1
+§n“(’np“nwnw - 477"“”77””77“7707) By Popo i g -
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Proof. Given a 4 x 4-matrix M € Matc (4 x 4), from Newton’s identities we get the relation

0

:lDet ( 3 0

4! Tr (M3) Tr(M?) Tr(M) 3
(

Tr (M?*) Tr(M?) Tr(M?) Tr(M)

Det (M)

1

= (Tr (M)* — 6 Tr (M) Tr (M2> +8Tr (M) Tr (M3>

+3Tr <M2)2 — 6T <M4>> .

Next, using the metric decomposition g = 1 + sch, we obtainE]
—Det (g9) = — Det (n + »h)
= — Det () Det (5 + %n71h> (53)
= Det (0 + 2nh) ,

where we have used Det (7) = —1 and = = 7. Setting M := & + snh, using the linearity and

cyclicity of the trace and the fact that Tr () = 4, we get
Tv (8 + senh) = 4 + 5 Tt (h) (54)

Tr ((5 + %nh)2) — 44 25 Tr (gh) + 52 Tt ((77h)2> (55)
Tr ((5 + %nh)3) — 44 35T (gh) + 352 Tr ((nh)Q) 43Ty ((nh)3> (56)
(57)

Tr (((5 + %nh)4) =4 4 45 Tr (nh) + 652 Tr ((nh)2) + 4563 Tr <(77h)3> + 54 Tr ((nh)4> .

54
55

o7

Combining these results, we obtain

L ((15 T (yh)® — 5 Tr (h) T ((nh)°) + % o ((nh)3>>

24
+% Tr ((nh)2)2 _ %Tr ((nh)4)> ,

which, when restricting to the powers in the coupling constant, yields the claimed result. |

+ 5t <1 Tr (nh)* — iTr (nh)? Tr (Tlh2> + éTT (nh) Tr <(nh)3)

Corollary 3.8. Given the situation of Proposition[3.7] and assume furthermore the boundedness
condition from Assumption the grade-m part in the gravitational coupling constant » of
the square-root of the negative of the determinant of the metric, — Det (g), is given via

i—k k—1 s t  u

S35 3 S

O(™) i+j+k+l=m p=0 ¢=0 r=0 s=0 t=0 u=0 v=0
12j>k>1>0

AOMECC OO0

% (_ 1 )p—l—q—r—i—s—t—i—v 2—j+l+r+s+2t—3u+v3—k+q—r+s—t+u

—Det (g)

% a2+] +k+1—2p—2q—r—2s—t—u bp+q7r+sft+2u72'u cr+t7uav

5In accordance with index-notation, we set § to be the unit matrix.
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with

and

Proof. We use Equation ,

a:= »xTr(nh)
=" hu
b:=5>Tr ((nh)2>

= %Qn“anp”hw,hpg ,

23 Tr ((nh)?’)

%3 77”777’)”7]’\0 h,tw hpa h)n-

oA T ((nh)4)

AN AT By o P hg

—Det(9)=1+a+b+c+d,

and plug it into the Taylor series of the square-root around x = OH

f:fg() (1)

to obtain

\/m:i<%>(a+b+c+d)i.

=0

Applying the binomial theorem iteratively three times, we get

v —Det (g) =

1

(?) (a+b+c+d)

J
k

)

k
l

)

355 () ()

) alIpikcklgl,

Observe, that from Equations and we have the relations

—Det (g) =a
O(»)

—Det (g) =b
o(+*)

— Det (g) =c
O(%S)

SHere we need the assumption || ||h||

values of h, to assure convergence.

max

(60a)

(60b)

(60c)

(60d)

(62)

(63)

(65a)

(65b)

(65¢)

= || maxyepwn) |A| < 1, where EW (h) denotes the set of eigen-
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and
— Det (g) =d, (65d)
o)

and thus the restriction to the grade-m part in the gravitational coupling constant s is given
via the integer solutions to

m=i—j+2j—2k+3k— 30 +4
=i+j+k+1

- E O0RE e

O(em)  itj+htl=m
iZ2k>120

withi > >k > [, ie.

— Det (g)

Finally, using Newton’s identities, i.e. the relations from Equations and (60)),

a=a, (68a)
1 1
b=-a®— =
50 2b, (68b)
1l 11
c=g0’ -5 ab + 3¢ (68c)
and
1, 1, 11, 1
d_24a 1" b+3ac+8b 40, (68d)

we obtain, using again the Binomial theorem iteratively seven times,
q !
SBLACECEDI DI IS

CCOOO0E) 0
p q r)\s/\t)\u/ \v
% (_1)p+q—r+s—t+v 2fj+l+r+s+2t73u+v3fk+qfr+sft+u

i+j+k+1-2p—2q—r—2s—t—upp+q—r+s—t+2u—2v r+t—u~v
a b c [U

and thus finally

u

] q ! t
Detlo) = D 200200 0
O(3em) i+j+k+Il=m p=0 ¢=0 r=0 s=0 t=0 u=0v
i>2j2k>1>0

olnlclolewie l)<q)(><><><2‘> v

( 1)p+q r+s t+v2 JHl+r+s+2t—3u 1)3 k+q—r+s—t+u

az+] +k+1—2p—2qg—r—2s5—t—u bp+q—r+s—t+2u—2v cr+t—uov ’

as claimed. [
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4 Feynman rules

Given the Quantum General Relativity Lagrange density

1 1
QMR:_%g<M_Da@ﬂb+%mmwyﬂﬁvdn

1

(71)
— o (éC“ (905C) +C" (000 Cy) = 20, (F”uac”))> W

2

from Convention and the decomposition into its powers in the gravitational coupling con-

stant s and the ghost field C
Lacr = Z Z QGR (72)

m=0n=0

from the introduction of Section Then, we extend the Lagrange densities /Jgg;R for given
m € Ny, which were interpreted in the introduction of Section [3| as potential terms for either
(m 4+ 2) gravitons or m gravitons and a graviton-ghost and graviton-antighost, to either (m + 2)
distinguishable gravitons or m distinguishable gravitons and a graviton-ghost and graviton-
antighost via symmetrization, depending on n € {0,1}. This then reflects the bosonic character
of gravitons and allows the calculation of the corresponding Feynman rules as the remaining
matrix elements of these potential terms. We start by introducing the notation and then present
the Feynman rules.

Definition 4.1. We denote the graviton m-point vertex Feynman rule with ingoing momenta

{P(fa e 7p%1} via ®um1u1|--~|umum (p‘f, e ,p;'n) It is defined as follows:

2% v o o 3 M 0 m—2),0
@Hml 1| |,U«m m (pl o ’pm) =1 H — (EEQGR) > , <73)
=1

where the prefactor i is a convention from the path integral, &/ gﬁ#iyi denotes the symmetrized
functional derivative with respect to the Fourier transformed graviton field iALW,i together with
the additional agreement (represented by the bar §/§-) that the possible preceding momentum
is also labelled by the particle number ¢, e.g.

6<A |
- hpo ) = 5k (Sed + 3y ) (74)
k!po )
0Py 2R 7

and Zgg;)’o is the symmetrized extension of Eg’é}f)’o to m distinguishable gravitons. Further-
more, we denote the graviton propagator Feynman rule with momentum p?, gauge parameter
¢ and regulator for Landau singularities € via B, |00, (P75 C5€). It is defined as the inverse of
the matrix element for the graviton kinetic termﬁ

Bororans (075G 0) 8571 (7, ) = = (s 4 561 (75)

where each tuple p;v; is treated as one index, which excludes the a priori possible term 7),,,,, H*3"3
on the right-hand side. Moreover, we denote the graviton-ghost m-point vertex Feynman rule

with ingoing momenta {p{,---,p3,} via goplpzlusvsl-lpmym (p{,--+ ,p5,), where particle 1 is the
"The vertical bars in p1v1]- - - |tm¥m are added solely for better readability.
8We use momentum conservation to set pJ := p° and p§ := —p° in the expression 652”‘”3”3 (p7,p5; Q).
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graviton-ghost, particle 2 is the graviton-antighost and the rest are gravitons. It is defined as
follows:

5 0 + o —m,1
pilp2llusvsl-|pmvm (po 0 L0y | | 7 J
(o (p7, D) =i =——= 115 7 (‘CQGR> ) (76)

where, additionally to the above mentioned setting, 6/ 56,)1 and 0/ (@pz denotes the functional
derivative with respect to the Fourier transformed graviton-ghost field C,, and Fourier trans-
formed graviton-antighost field épz, respectively, and Zg’éR is the symmetrized extension of

EQGR to m distinguishable gravitons. Additionally, we denote the graviton-ghost propagator
Feynman rule with momentum p” and regulator for Landau singularities € via p, |,, (p7;€). It
is defined as the inverse of the matrix element for the graviton-ghost kinetic term

Porlps (0730) €527 (p7) = 303 . (77)

Finally, we denote the graviton-matter m-point vertex Feynman rule of type k from Lemma
with ingoing momenta {p‘l’, e ,pgl} via kgﬁfﬁ-f”a--t\\\mm\~~~\umum (pir’ . 7pgﬁb), where we count
only graviton particles, as the matter-contributions are condensed into the tensors ;T", whose
Feynman rule contributions can be found e.g. in [19]. They are defined as follows:

km?ﬁ“q—”ant”l#l’/l|"'|.“me (pS, - ,p2) =
5 - g —m,0
== H = y(chéR-SM) , (78)
0T rlont i1 OPpaws

where we use again the above mentioned setting.

Convention 4.2. We consider all momenta {p‘l’, Sy p;} incoming and we assume momentum

conservation on quadratic Feynman rules, i.e. set p{ := p? and pg := —p°.

4.1 Preparations for gravitons and their ghosts

In this subsection we prepare all necessary objects for the graviton and graviton-ghost Feynman
rules.

Lemma 4.3. Introducing the notation

n _
)
e = | [T =2 | 7 (e (m)")) (79)
: 6h/”‘lu74
we obtain
I,u,lyﬂ ‘N'nVn _ = Z Z /J's(l)ys(l)l |.“‘s(n)l/s(n) (803)
NZHVZ sESn
with
n
V| |UnVn __ n 1% al
i 1]l = 3 51/1+1 H piaVatl | (80Db)
9 Again, we use momentum conservation to set p{ := p° and p3 := —p° in the expression G’;Wzl“‘wa (p7,p%).
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Furthermore, introducing the notation

ﬁZV|IIM1V1|“'|MnVn = H 7A5 tg; ((hn)m/) ’

we obtain
o =

and forn >0

/LV“|M1V1|“~|,unVn _ i :“'V“‘s(l)l’s(l)|"'|/“"s(n)l’s(n)
Y == b

WiV SES),
with

hgl/\”uluﬂmmnl/n — 5u 51/ H nMaVa-H

Moreover, introducing the notation

(s, )l o ey Hj 9(8;) ((h")“"))a

P i=1 6h/‘i’/2
we obtain
I\
(%), =0
and forn >0
(ﬁ%)lgﬂﬂmml'“mwn (3, - ’pg) —
WH\MS Vo)l [Bs(n)Vs(n
Z Z Vsl [tsn) (>(ps(l)7...
,U,L(—H/L SESR
with
s |- -
(h/n)/;y pr (pt{> T 7pn - Z pp (5“ 5Zn+1 H ﬁual/m—l

Proof. This follows from directly from the definition.

Corollary 4.4. Given the situation of Lemma[{.3, we have

T 0
11 7|9 = (=1)" sypplvnl=lpmin
' O(m)

(ﬁn)zll\ulm\---lunvn ’

—=
=qll
>
i (=}
S
Q)
he)
Il
7N
3 o=
N—

O(»™)

H F | e = < 2) (ﬁn)ﬁulmwlmmnun ’

O(5m)
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(82a)

(82b)

(82c)

(84a)

(84b)

(84c)



noos N ol lnm 1 o i
7|7 (a(,e; = (i)nupéy (7)o ral-lmmen e ey
i=1 iV O(m)
and
70 =AY sl -
A Vijpave|-|Untn /o o
H Sﬁ ﬁ (80.67'?> = < n2>6ﬂ’)”y,r (‘6;7')0' (pl’. . ’pn) .
i=1 Y'ivi O(xn)

Proof. This follows directly from Lemmata and

Lemma 4.5. Introducing the notation

T () = = (Do)
Ohy
with
Lyvp = Gpol'”
= % (augvp + OvGpp — 8p9w)
we obtain

rh o) = 5 <p; CRAREAR A B CALARR A
b (4 5515;1)> .

Proof. This follows from directly from the expression

~ » ~ ~ ~
Lywp = 9 (puhl/p + pvhpp — pphw) .

Lemma 4.6. Introducing the notation

1)
%%11/1|"'|Hn1/n (p‘{7 .. ’pg) = H —= F|R

O(")
we obtain
Ro=0,
R () = < (P — i)

and forn > 1

1 Hs(1)Vs( )|"'|1u's(n)ys(n)
mgl”l‘ ‘N’n”n (pg’ e 7p%) — 27 Z Z vy 1 1 (pg—(l), e 7pg(n))

WiV SESY,
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(90)

(91)

(94)

(95a)
(95b)

(95¢)



with

vl |pnvn
tq/{;llﬂ‘ ‘;Ufnl/n (p‘f’ e 7pg) — (tgr> (p({; tee 7]7%)
r2\ Al lunvn - o (95d)
+<tn) (pla"'7pn)a
o0 ,Uall’l""‘ﬂnyn o - n , , l+.7 "
(tn ) <p1’. . 7pn> — (_%) Z l/z+1 HTIMG a+1 5 H HbVb4-1
i+j=n—1 b=i
(pﬂopn(sﬂn - pﬂopnéun)
i+J
I | L2 NI |
i+j+k=n—2 =i
ik (95e)
K A AMcVe41
X 5Nz+J Vitj+k+1 H n i
c=i+j
1 o+ .
((p,uo 15/% 15zxn 1> <2pg\b5l,t/tn5un _pV5Mn5un>
1 n 15“" 15”" 1 ng#ng’jn
+2 y po’ p by )
and
2 v || pnvn
() W5, 1) =
i+7
U AD DR A Hn“a”"“ il LI
itj+k=n—2
i+j+k
K S\ AcVe
X 5Nz+1 Vitj+k+1 H n o (95f)
c=i+j

1 . 1 ~ 4
lun1Vn1 T SHn SVn TN Sin SUn
<(pli 6 6 ) <2py50 5)\ 4]9,\51, 60 )
1 1 A 4
18 n—1 SVn— 7 n SVn 7 n SVn
(py Fin-167 1) (2 Pl oY — Zpaag % >) .

Proof. This follows directly from Corollaries and [£.4] Furthermore, we remark the global
minus sign due to the Fourier transform and the omission of Kronecker symbols, if possible. H

Lemma 4.7. Introducing the notation

5
@lrtlyl‘”.'lunyn (p‘f’ PPN 7])Z) = H —= ﬁ @2 b (96)
i=1 5h#i”l O(")
we obtain
Wy =0, (97a)
@/1111/1 (pa') — 0 (97b)
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and forn > 1

Bs)Vs(1) | [Bs(n)Vs(n)
E@le’ﬂ lnvn (pflf’ 7pn 2n Z Z (LU ( )y ’pg(n) (970)
pisrvi s€Sy
with
n a
mgl”l' ‘,U"!LVTL (pf’ e 7pz) = — (—%) Z 1/1_,_1 H T]Iuay i
i+j+k=n—2
it i+j+k
v go WbVt 1 KogA pftevett
X 6 V7,+]+1 Hn 5N1+J Vitjt+k+1 H U (97(31)
c=i+j

x ((ps-légn—lézg—l) (2ot a) = (momtap2pr) (paden o)
+i (v o rb) @gégné;n)) .

In particular, the quadratic part is given by (using momentum conservation, i.e. setting p{ :=p
and p§ = —p?)

W (57 _pT) = 2 (pP e 4 plepi i)

(o2

1

2 (pulpmnl/wz +pu1p nlfluz +pV1pu2n,LL1V2 +p”1p 77#1#2) (98)
1

— 2%2 (pQﬁ“”’lﬁ“?”?) )

Proof. This follows directly from Corollaries and Furthermore, we remark the global
minus sign due to the Fourier transform and the omission of Kronecker symbols, if possible. W

Lemma 4.8. Introducing the notation

n
1)
gy = ([[ =2 | 7 ( V=Dt (5 , (99)
=1 HilVi O(%n)
we obtain
1 ey
Vil |bnln s(HVs(1) 1" 1Hs(n)Vs(n)
grplre = 0 0y on (100a)
pisrvi sESy,
with
j—k k=l q l s t u
pavi|spnvn 0
o DY 220>
i+j+k-+Il=m p=0 ¢=0 r=0 s=0 t=0 u=0 v=0
12j>k>1>0

%) GEHEOCIE OO0

p-‘rq r+s— t+U2 JHI+r+s+2t— 3u+v3 k+q—r+s—t+u

X ( (100b)
a a+b a+2b+c
H N H ﬁ#b#b+b ﬁllbl/b+b H ﬁ#cllc+c ﬁ,uc+cl/c+20 ﬁ#c+201’c
a=1 b=a+1 c=a+2b+1

a+2b+3c+d
MdVd+d 77,Ud+dVd+2d ﬁ,ud+2dVd+3d ﬁud+3dVd

d= a+2b+3c+1
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and

a:=i+j+k+1—-2p—2¢q—r—2s—t—u
b=p+qgq—r+s—t+2u—2w

(100c)
ci=r+t—u
d:=v.
Proof. This follows directly from Corollaries [3.8 and [£.4] [ |

4.2 Preparations for for gravitons and matter

In this subsection we prepare all necessary objects for the graviton-matter Feynman rules. As
will be discussed in detail in the following four Subsubsections, the gravitational interactions
with matter from the Standard Model can be classified into the following 10 Lagrange densities,
henceforth refered to as matter-model Lagrange densities of type k. We calculate only the grav-
itational interactions for the matter-model Lagrange densities and refer for the corresponding
matter contributions to [19] in order to keep this article at a reasonable length.

Lemma 4.9. Consider (effective) Quantum General Relativity coupled to the Standard Model
(QGR-SM). Then the interaction Lagrange densities between gravitons and matter particles are
of the following 10 typesm

1£qcr-sm =11"dVy, (101)
QEQGR—SM = (g;w 2le> d‘/g ) (102)
3‘CQGR-SM = (Q;nga uupa) dvy, (103)
Locr-sm = ( A AV )dVg, (104)
5£QGR-SM - <gHV parm/ 5 pO'T) dV97 (105)
Loar-sm = ( Ll pa)\GTn)\> dvy, (106)
Locr-su = (€§71,)dVy, (107)
SEQGR—SM = \¢o epr opr) d‘/g’ (108)
oL QeR-sMm = < oe” e’ ) Torst) dvy, (109)
and
10£QGR-5M = (egepregseirpf 10 orst) dvy. (110)

Proof. A direct computation shows that the scalar particles form the Standard Model are of
type 1 and 2. Furthermore, the spinor particles from the Standard Model are of type 7, 8, 9
and 10. Moreover, the bosonic gauge boson particles from the Standard Model are of type 3, 5
and 6 and additionally 1, 2 and 4 for spontaneous symmetry breaking. Finally, the gauge ghosts
are of type 2 and 6 and additionally 1 for spontaneous symmetry breaking. This is discussed in
detail in the following four Subsubsections. ]

OWe remark that the tensors ;I are not related to Hilbert stress-energy tensors. More precisely, they are
defined as the graviton-free matter contributions of the corresponding Lagrange densities.
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4.2.1 Gravitons and scalar particles

Scalar particles from the Standard Model are the Higgs and Goldstone bosonsE In the following
we describe the interaction of gravitons with a real scalar field and with a vector of complex
scalar fields, subjected to the action of a gauge group G (which leads to spontaneous symmetry
breaking). Geometrically they are described via sections ¢ € I'(M,R) and ® € T (M, (Ci),
respectively, where i = DimRep (p) is the dimension of the representation of the gauge group
G on C, acting fiberwise via p: G x C* — C’. Then, the corresponding Lagrange densities are
given by

1 -
LGR-R-Scalar = i.g'w/ (au¢) (8I/¢) + Z %¢ dv}] (111)
iEI¢ ’
and
EGR—Ci—Scalar - g/W (vleXpCi(I))T(VS'Xp(CicI)) + Z %((I)T(I))l dV;], (112)
i€lp ’

where Iy and I denote the interaction sets with particle mass —ao and coupling constants o
for i # 2, t denotes Hermitian conjugation and

Gx,C
v

= 0y +igA} b, (113)

is the covariant derivative on the C'-bundle, with connection form ig4 € I'(M, T*M @ End(C")).
The Higgs bundle from the Standard Model is of the form Equation with further in-
teractions coming from the gauge fixing of the corresponding Electroweak gauge bosons, cf.
Subsubsection [£.2.3] These interactions correspond to type 1 and 2 from Lemma [£.9] More
precisely, we have

=3 %¢ +3 %(qﬂ@)i (114)
1€ly ’ i€lp )
and

T e % (8,0) (0y0) + (VS ) (V5" ). (115)

uv

4.2.2 Gravitons and spinor particles

Spinor particles from the Standard Model are leptons and quarks. In the following we describe
the interaction of gravitons with spinor fields and with a vector of spinor fields, subjected to the
action of a gauge group G. Geometrically they are described via sections ¢ € T' (M, XM) and

el (M , M ), respectively, where 7 = DimRep () is the dimension of the representation of

the gauge group G on M%7 acting fiberwise via o: G x SM® — Y M®J. The corresponding
dual spinor fields are defined via

P = e (yor) (116)
and

T =g (10)! (117)

"The gauge ghosts are discussed in Subsubsection
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where ef is a vielbein with its curved index fixed to 4 = 0 and flat index o, i.e. a vielbein
contracted with the normalized timelike vector field e (dt), and 7, and ,, are the Dirac matrices
for the Minkowski background metric 7 on M and M®/ | respectively. Thus, dual spinor fields
depend on the metric via the vielbein ef with fixed timelike curved indexH We remark that
if the spacetime (M, ) is globally hyperbolic, it is possible to choose charts in which ef = 6§,
as is done implicitly in e.g. [13| [16] 17, [I8]. However it should be noted that in this setting the
theory is no longer invariant under general diffeomorphisms, but only under the subgroup of
diffeomorphisms preserving global hyperbolicity. As we do not want to restrict our analysis to
such charts and diffeomorphisms, we set

Go = (r09)! (118)
for later use. Then, the corresponding Lagrange densities are given by
LGR-Spinor = (@(iVEM - m¢)¢> dVy (119)
and
LR Spinor! = (@(iVGXgZM&Bj - qu)‘lf) dvy, (120)

where my is a diagonal j X j-matrix with entries given via the corresponding spinor particle
masses, and with the Dirac operators given via

VM = ety (9, + @) (121)

and

WGXQEM@J = ey, (8# + wu) + ey, (igAZba> , (122)
where @, € I' (M,T*M ® End (XM)) is the spin connection form and igd € I'(M,T*M ®
End (EM @i )) the corresponding gauge group connection form. These interactions correspond
to type 7, 8, 9 and 10 from Lemma More precisely, we have

Ty = —myih — Imy ¥, (123)

8Topr = @op)/?“ (8p¢) + @O’YT‘ (8;)\1/) ) (124)
1— i

9Torst = _11/)0 (’YTUst) ¢ - Z\IJO (’Yro'st) v ) (125)

with og == 5 [vs, 7] and o = 5 [vs, 7], and

1— i
1OTor5t = _Zwo (77’0—815) ¢ - Z\IIO (’YTo'st) v
=41,

orst *

(126)

We remark that the interaction of leptons and quarks with the Higgs and Goldstone bosons are
given by

Lvikawa == | D g 000 |V (127)
{(bvacﬂw}EIY

which represent the Yukawa interaction terms for the interaction set Iy, with corresponding
coupling constants « (600} These interactions are of type 7 from Lemma More precisely,
we have
CRSRED DR 129
{d900}ely

12We emphasize the placement of 7, and -, in the following equations, as only the timelike Dirac matrices o
and o are hermitian, whereas the other Dirac matrices are antihermitian.
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4.2.3 Gravitons and gauge bosons

Gauge bosons from the Standard Model are the photon, the Z- and W*-bosons, and the gluons.
In the following we describe the interaction of gravitons with gauge bosons from a Quantum
Yang-Mills theory. We denote the Yang-Mills gauge group by G and its Lie algebra by g.
Geometrically, gauge bosons are described via connection forms igA € T' (M, T*M ® g) on the
underlying principle bundle. More precisely, they are given as the components with respect to
a basis choice {b,} on g. Then, the corresponding Lagrange densities are given byﬁ

LGr-YM = <$;25abgwngﬁpF£a> dVy (129)

and the Lorenz gauge fixing by@
LGR-YM-GF = <21§ a9’ g’ (V&Q)Ag) (V,gg)Aer)> dvy. (130)
These interactions correspond to type 3, 5 and 6 from Lemma More precisely, we haveE|

1 a b 1 a b
3T pe = 4—g25 bFiFoy + f(sab (0,42 (0,A2) , (131)
Tiwr = —goan(0,42) 42 (132)
and

Tor = gl ALl (133)

We remark that the Lorenz gauge fixing Lagrange densities for the Z- and W*-bosons need
slight modifications due to the spontaneous symmetry breaking and are given by

&z

1
L7 Boson-GF = <2€ guugpo (V/(f)ZV)(Vgg)Zo—) + mZQngMV (VLQ)ZV) 2

i)ty i

and

1
e 9" (VOW, ) (VOWS) + &wmiy dw-dw-+

+1mwg’“’ <¢W+( ( ) (bw (V(g W ))) dVg,

['W-Boson-GF = (
(135)

where & is the corresponding gauge fixing parameter and mg the corresponding mass for s €
{Z W W }, and ¢z, ¢y+ and ¢y - are the Goldstone bosons. These interactions additionally
require type 1, 2 and 4 from Lemma [£.9] More precisely, we have

1= £2Z mZ¢% + Ewmiy by - S+ (136)
L = Eamzoz(0,2,) + iwmw (¢W+ (0, W5) — dyyr— (auwj)) , (137)
1 1
3 hwpo = Q?Z(auzl/) (9p25) + g—W(BMWV_) CALSY (138)

13We emphasize the minus sign coming from the square of F;, =ig (&u‘lﬁ -0, A} — gfabcAZAZ) in our conven-
tions. Furthermore, we remark that this obviously also includes abelian gauge theories, such as electrodynamics,
by setting g to be abelian, i.e. f2%¢ = 0.

141t is convenient to use the covariant Lorenz gauge fixing g“”ijﬁAﬁ < 0, as this choice avoids couplings from
graviton-ghosts to gauge ghosts [38].

15We remark the minus sign due to the covariant derivative on forms and the additional factor of 2 due to the
binomial theorem in Equation .
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and
AL = (Esms) P°AZS . (139)

We refer to Subsubsection for further interactions between Z- and W*-bosons and Higgs
and Goldstone bosons coming from the covariant derivative on the Higgs bundle.

4.2.4 Gravitons and gauge ghosts

Gauge ghosts and gauge antighosts from the Standard Model, accompanying their corresponding
gauge bosons igA € T' (M, T*M ® g), are fermionic g-valued scalar particles ¢ € T’ (M I (g)) and
cel (M ail (g*)) Then, the corresponding Lagrange density is given by

EGR—YM—Ghos‘c = (gwjéa (v,(f])auca) + igguyfabcéa (v/(Lg)AI;Cc)) dVg : (140)

These interactions correspond to type 2 and 4 from Lemma More precisely, we havﬂ

T = Ca(0,0,¢) + ig £ Ca (9, A5¢) (141)

and
4T7' = Cq (aTCa) + igfabcéaA?'CC ' (142)

We remark that the interaction of Electroweak gauge ghosts with the Higgs and Goldstone
bosons are given by

ﬁEW—Ghost = Z (582m52) (bSléSQng de] ) (143)

{51,52,53}€EIEW-Ghost

where &, is the corresponding gauge fixing parameter, mg, the corresponding mass for s; €
{ A ZWH W— H } and ITrpw._ghost 1S the corresponding interaction set. These interactions are
of type 1 from Lemma More precisely, we have

T = > (Es,msy) GF1E2C55 . (144)

{51,52,53}€IEW-Ghost

We comment that with our chosen covariant Lorenz gauge fixing in Equation ((130) there are no
interactions between graviton-ghosts and gauge ghosts present. This is due to the fact, that the
gauge-fixing Lagrange density is a tensor density of weight 1, cf. [38].

4.3 Feynman rules for gravitons and their ghosts

Having done all preparations in Subsection we now list the corresponding Feynman rules
for gravitons and their ghosts.

Theorem 4.10. Given the metric decomposition gu, = N, + #hu, and assume || ||h]] .. =

|| maxycpwn) |[A| < 1, where EW (h) denotes the set of eigenvalues of h. Then the graviton
2-point vertex Feynman rule for (effective) Quantum General Relativity reads (where ( denotes

5The ghost Lagrange densities are calculated with Faddeev—Popov’s method [69], cf. [I0, Subsubsection 2.2.3].
We mention that this construction can be embedded into a more general context, using BRST and anti-BRST
operators [71].
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the gauge parameter and we use momentum conservation on the quadratic term, i.e. set p] := p°
and p§ := —p°):

1% 1% i 1 A A
651 1|M2 2 (pJ; C) — i (1 _ C) (pulpvlnﬂm/z +pM2pV2nM1V1)

—— (1= 1 (pulpmﬁlqw _|_pN1pV2ﬁV1u2 —I—pylpwﬁmw —I—pylpmﬁmm)
8 ( ¢ (145)

1 1
_ 1— — ( VENGEZ] A,uzl/z)
2C> pn n

+ g (pQﬁM1#2ﬁV1V2 + pQﬁml/Qﬁl/l,uz)
Furthermore, the graviton n-point vertex Feynman rules with n > 2 for (effective) Quantum
General Relativity read (where gy, denotes the corresponding unsymmetrized Feynman rules and

Om,#n 15 set to 0 if m; = n and to 1 else, eliminating contributions coming from total deriva-
tives):

| e vn i Hs(1)Vs |"'|.U‘s n)Vs(n
6%17/1‘ lpnv (p,--,p%) = o Z Z on (1)%s(1) (m)7stm (p;’(l),--' ,p;’(n)> (146a)

WiV SESy,
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with

V1| punv o o
ggl 1‘ ‘/j"ﬂ n(pl’... 7pn>:
(_%)n—Q - . mi—1
E E ) AHaVa+1 v §o AHbVL+1
2 5#0 Vit1 H n 5.“15Vm1 H n
mi1+mo=n i=0 a=0 b=1

X 5m17én |:lelplTjn1 ngl ngl p pml 6ﬂm1 6l/m1}

7 J+k
_ wosp AlaVa+tj v So ABVb+1
2 | L s | U
jkdl=mq—2 =0 bej
mi1—2
VN AheVet1
X 5Mj+k51’m1 1 H n
c=j+k

. . 1 . . o
X | Gy n [(pﬁl5ﬁ"’”ﬁ?‘l) <2P§55”5?1—-P355"55">
1 n—1 Allzn—l AVn—l Tl AU‘TL Sun
i) o)
ity )

1 - .
4 <pn 15un 15un 1) (ZPZ(ggn(;Kn _ =

(146b)
1~ 1 .+ 4
(p,, léﬂn 151171, 1> <2p25é{4n6§n o 4p255n5Kn) }
j—k k=l q l s t u
xq 2 2200
i+j+k+l=mg p=0 q=0 r=0 s=0 t=0 u=0 v=0
i>2j>k>1>0
VAV AN LAY R A AN AN AT AN ALY
1 )\J/) \k/\ P q r)\s/\t/)\u/\v
x ( p+q r+s—t+v 9- JHl+r+s+2t— 3u+v3—k+q r4+s—t+u
mi+a m1+a+b
% H fjtava fHoHbEb VOV
a=m1+1 b= m1+a+1
mi1+a+2b+c
X H ,’ﬁll-Lch+c,’¢}Hc+ch+2c,fINc+2ch
c=mi+a+2b+1
mi+a-+2b+3c+d
% H ﬁ#d”d+d,,?]/»Ld+dl/d+2dﬁ#d+2d”d+3dﬁ#d+3dl/d
d=mi+a-+2b+3c+1
and
a=i+j+k+l—-2p—2qg—r—2s—t—u
b=p+q—r+s—1t+2u—2w
c—i—i—j—u (146c)
d:=v
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Proof. This follows from the combination of Lemmata 4.7 and since we have

| n o o 1 Hs(1)Vs ||:U's n)Vs(n o (o
@ﬁwl\ |pnv (pl’”' 7pn) — 27 Z Z an (1)Vs(1) (n)Vs(n) <ps(1)7... ,ps(n)) (147&)

WiV sESy

with
ol (o] ) =
RS o
o Hiv ‘~--|;Lml/m . m Hn—mVUn—m| " |UnVn
25 2 (iﬁm? ' (01, o) X 0y ) (147b)
m=
1
+ a5 05 0 )

where d,,—2 is set to 1 for n = 2 and to 0 else, and modulo total derivatives which come from
the RO contributions of degree n. |

Remark 4.11. The one-valent Feynman rule actually reads
v i R
& () = 5 (p’flpil —p%n“l”l) : (148)

However this term comes from a total derivative in the Lagrange density and can thus be set to
zero. Equivalently, on the level of Feynman rules, it vanishes due to momentum conservation.

Theorem 4.12. Given the situation of Theorem the graviton propagator Feynman rule
for (effective) Quantum General Relativity reads:

a 2i A A~ A A A N
m#ll’l‘ﬂal@ (p & 6) = _Im |:(77N1u2771211/2 + Npavo i — 77M1V177M2V2>
¢ (149)
- (p2) (ﬁuluzplﬂpm + Ny vaPvr P + Moy paPpa Pup + ﬁVll’ZpﬂlpHZ)
Proof. To calculate the graviton propagator, we recall
o1 07i6) = (1) 0 i
) 4 C
i 1 AL U Vo AL 1% ~ 1% 1% Vo A
— § <1 — C) (p,ulpmn 112 —I—p’“p 27] 1442 +p 1puznu1 2 +p lp 2nulu2)
R (150)
i
(1= ( 2 A1v1 A,uzl/z)
(-2)
i 2 A1 2 AV1V2 2 A1V2 AV 2
+ ] pn n + P n
from Theorem and then invert it to obtain the propagator, i.e. such tha@
v 1Z 1 /eu s NTAN
B (173 ) Bpuntpgrs (073G 0) = 5 (S0 + 312072 ) (151)
holds, and we obtain Equation ((149). [ |

"Where we treat the tuples of indices u;v; as one index, i.e. exclude the a priori possible term 7#1*14,,,, on
the right hand side.
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Theorem 4.13. Given the situation of Theorem[{.10, the graviton-ghost 2-point vertex Feynman
rule for (effective) Quantum General Relativity reads:

i
%

Furthermore, the graviton-ghost n-point vertex Feynman rules with n > 2 for (effective) Quan-
tum General Relativity read (where ¢, denotes the corresponding unsymmetrized Feynman rules):

ChP (p7) = S (152)

3U3|- | n v o o\ __
Q:flﬂmllus 3] |untn (pg, - ,p%) =

1 s3Vs) s Va(n
" Z clelpzllu @) s(3) | |1a(n)Vs(n) ®%, %) (153a)

-2
WiV SESp—2
3(i):=s(i—2)+2

with
n—2 n
—x Sp1 & . o A
CZI\IDHNBVS\ ltnvn (g, ,p%) = ( i (55255”“ H nuava+1>npzvnpo
a=3
X [pg2> <pg3>3;;3333 + plPoadrs — p,<f>><§g335;3> (153b)

g2 <pg3>553(§zs T pP5egn _pga)ggggzg)] 7

where particle 1 is the graviton-ghost, particle 2 is the graviton-antighost and the other particles
are gravitons.

Proof. The case n = 2 is immediate and the cases n > 2 follow directly from Lemmata and
[45] since we have for n > 2

11p2|| 33| |nV; o o\ __
griloallmsvsllpnv (pe o poy —

i 5 5 IHE(n)YE(n
- Z clepzllu 3)V5(3) | [13(n) Va(n) (p7,---,p%)  (154)

-2
WiV SESp_2
3(1):=s(i—2)+2

with
corloalluavsllpnva (po oy —
(=1)" prplsaval- - -
- | pnn ~ A k k
Sty LS T | T (07) =2 | D | T (0T) | . (155)
k=1 k=1
kA2 k42
and then used momentum conservation twice, i.e. the relation
n
> o | =—p?. (156)
k

=1
kA2
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Theorem 4.14. Given the situation of Theorem the graviton-ghost propagator Feynman
rule for (effective) Quantum General Relativity reads:

9i¢
2 ~
Poilps (p »€> = T2t e (157)

Proof. To calculate the graviton propagator, we recall

Q:Pl\P? o\ _ L 2 ~p1p2 158
2 (7)) = 5 P (158)
from Theorem and then invert it to obtain the propagator, i.e. such that
52 (57 By (17,0) = 522 (159)
holds, and we obtain Equation (157)). [ |

Example 4.15. Given the situation of Theorem the three- and four-valent graviton vertex
Feynman rules read as follows{]

i
6;;1111“121/2“131/3 (7,5, 93) = . Z Z ggs(l)vs(l)\us@)us(z)\us(s)us(s) <pg(1)7pg(2)> (160a)

WiV SES3

with
girrilevelieys (g ey — Z{;p’fp?ﬁ“l“?ﬁ”” — piEpht R
+ (p1 - p2) <— %A“wlﬁ’”“sﬁyz% + PR Rl (160b)
_ %ﬁuluzﬁml/zﬁum + éﬁuwlﬁMWﬁMWs)}
and
I (g pg) = %6 SO e () 5 (161a)

pis>vi sESy

18We have used momentum conservation, i.e. performed a partial integration on the Lagrange density for
General Relativity, to obtain a more compact form.
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with

gy (o7 pg) =

Ve
M3, V3 ST 2 AV 4 AV2V4 M3 K1 SV 2 AV2 4 AV3V4
4{—p1p277’”‘n“77 + 2p " py R

1
13, U1 AV U2 AV2VS ALAVA M3, V3 ST 2 AVIV2 S J4V4
=GP Py R A p P py

- 5p;113p54nu1u2 771/11/2,'71/51/4 + plll3pg4nu1u2 771/11/5771121/4

_ %p/i‘2pl21«3,f]lllV1,flV2,u4,f,V3V4 + %pllwpglﬁm”zﬁuwélﬁ”:%m

1 HirLH2 priv2 pi3ls pplala 1 AILH2 AUV A3 [ AV3VA (161b)
+ (p1 - p2) BT A/ Y/ e/

+ lﬁmuzﬁ'/lm PRV RHRAVE _ RIH2 YIRS L2 UV
2

T AMIH3 AVIV3 S 4 AV2VA T A3 V14 H2V3 AV2V4
+ 50 n n n n n n n

N —

1

4

N~ N

A1V AU2 U3 AV2V3 AaV4 A1V A2 U3 AV2 [ AV3V4
APV HRLS Y2V pliave | iV RS Y2

+ %ﬁ#l”lﬁ#?”2ﬁ#3”3ﬁ#4”4 _ ;ﬁ#l”lﬁM2V2ﬁﬂ3M4ﬁV3V4> }

We remark that the three- and four-valent graviton vertex Feynman rules agree with the cited
literature modulo prefactors and minus signs. Additionally, given the situation of Theorem [4.13
the three- and four-valent graviton-ghost vertex Feynman rules read as follows:

iz o1 e 1 L4 1
e (45, ) = 4{ it (s e - e
_ pgl <pl2tsﬁpzu3 + pg&ﬁpz;&) + p§2 <p§3ﬁp11/3 + pZSﬁplu:;) (162)

+ (pz -pg) <ﬁplu3ﬁpzl/3 + 7701V37702M3> }
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and

PI|PQHMBV3|M4V4 o .0 0\ __
< (p3,p5,p1) =

2. 2
% {p2 <pl/3 77/31 22 nusm + pN3 np1 |22 ﬁl/s V4 + pl/s npl V4 nus/m

+ PRI — phtpPiragHas p§4ﬁp1“4ﬁ“3”3>
+ Py’ (p SPHISHIAYS - plARPIISRYAYS 4 plapPtrs ek
+ PPk — piBpPrvaHars — pﬁfﬁ”lmﬁ“"”‘*)
— P’ <p53ﬁpl”4ﬁ”3”4 + pREPHAHITe 4 ph3pPivagyata +p53ﬁp1”4ﬁ“3“4>

_ pzz <pl2t4ﬁp1u3ﬁu4u3 + pg4ﬁﬂlﬂ37?lﬂ4l/3 + pg4ﬁpll/3ﬁl/4u3 + pg4ﬁpll/3ﬁu4ﬂ3> (163)

+ phP SIS £ PR pit PRk - phP PP RPRYs 4 pispid Pk eaks
+p#4 Msn 173 P2 +pﬂ4 usnplmn P2V _|_p1/4 “377 13 P2 tia _|_pz/4 V377p1“3ﬁp2u4
— (p2 - p3) <77m“477p2“3ﬁ”3"4 + HPIHAf[PVS HHIVA

+ ﬁpll’4ﬁp2l"3f]1’3ﬂ4 _|_ 7?]91”41?92”37?]#3#4)
Y A —

+ ﬁpraﬁPQMf]Vwa* + ﬁplv37¢/p2l/4ﬁﬂ4u3> }

4.4 Feynman rules for gravitons and matter

Having done all preparations in Subsection [£.2] we now list the corresponding Feynman rules
for the interactions of gravitons with matter from the Standard Model. To this end we state the
Feynman rules for the interactions according to the classification of Lemma[4.9 and refer for the
corresponding matter contributions to [19] in order to keep this article at a reasonable length.

Theorem 4.16. Given the situation of Theorem and the matter-model Lagrange densi-
ties from Lemma the graviton-matter n-point vertex Feynman rule for (effective) Quantum
General Relativity coupled to the matter-model Lagrange density of type k reads:

e vn .us Vg |""”s n)Vs(n
kgmgwﬂ |nv, (p07 7pn _ 2n Z Z (1)Vs(1) (n)Vs(n) ( g(1)7_“ ’pg(n)) (164)

WitV SES
with

gt (F) = Fouml-lien (165)
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pavillpmvn ( B\ _ E : my i llpavi] pm, vm
oMy, e <2T> _QT;W ( ) h !

mi1+mo=n (166)
« Uﬂm1+ll’m1+1‘ |pnn ,
M1V |inVn ol mi1+me pvllpave || pmg v
3My -] <3T> T,uupg Z ( 1) ! h e
mi+ma
+m3=n
(167)

hpgmﬂml+1’/m1+1 |"'|/"m1+m2 Vmq+meg

ﬂm1+m2+ll’m1+m2+1| |pnvn

X Dm ,
HlVl\"'\/LnVn A. (oa v o mi1+m
qmy (4T7p1) TpF,u,zl/o'l( ) Z (_1) ' ?
mi+ma
+msz=n—1
pv|lpeval-|pmy +1Vmy +1
X bim, e (168)

hpa“|Mm1+2Vm1+2|“‘|Nm1+m2+1Vm1+m2+1

;Ufml +mo+2Vmq+mo+2 || ppnn

X O 7
pve || v T )0 HivL ¢, o mi+ma+ms
5Mn - <5T7p1) Tpan F“y)\ (pl) § (_1)
mi1+ma+ms3
+myg=n—1

wv|lpzval- | pmy +1Vmy +1
my

(169)

,00'H|,um1+21/m1+2|~-~|um1+m2+1ym1+m2+1
% bHA|||Mm1+m2+2Vm1+m2+2| |Hm g +mg+mg+1Vm ) +mg+mg+1

% Uﬂml +mo+mg+2Vmy+mo+mg+2 I |Mnl/n
9

pavillpnvn (L0 o0\ g HIVL Vs (O
6 o <6Taplap2) =6l Ly (P (p7) Tha7? (p3) E
mi+ma+ms3
+mg+ms=n—2

v 1% 1Z
x (— 1)Tn1+mz+m3+m4 b# llesvsl|pmy +2Vmyg +2
% bPUH|Hm1+m2+3Vm1+m2+3‘ |tmq +mo+2Vmy +mo+2 (170)

KAl mg +1Vm g 1]+ [my +my Vm g +mo
X Bims

LT|”Nm1+1Vm1+1 ""‘//"ml +mgoVmq+mg Pm—+1Vm4+1 “"I//«n'/n
mq Um5 ?

1
prvillpnvn (Y § : 5\~ pvollpivil|pm, v
My [ lpn i (7T) —7T0 <m1>7]0v mi e

mi1+mo=n

(171)

x an1+1Vm1+1‘ ‘Mn”n 7

1 1
pive|-|pnv ol E : 2 5\ . vollpavi| | pmg vm
gmy, It <8T> Topr <m ) <m2>77()v m1 -
1

mi1+me2

Fman (172)

hpr|||#m1+1l’m1+1 ""‘;U"mlJr'mz Vmq+mo

Mm1+m2+11’m1+m2+1| |,Uann
X Oy ,
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1 1 1 1
pivi||pmvn (0 . 0\ — § : 2 -2 2 2
oMy, (9T7p17 7pn> - 9To7"st <m1) <m2) (m3> (m4>

mi+ma+m3
+mat+ms=n

~ UO‘H:U‘lul‘"",u'mll/’ml
X 770vbm1

PT\HMm1+1Vm1+1|'“|Mm1+m2'/m1+m2
X Bimg
(173)
0'5”|Nm1+m2+1ym1+m2+1""‘/Lm1+m2+m3'jm1+m2+m3
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X ( >770vhm1
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% herl.u‘m1+2Vm1+2|"’|)U'm1+m2+ll/m1+m2+1 (174)
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le+m2+m3+m4+2'jm1+m2+m3+m4+2|“'|M’ﬂVn
X Omy .

Proof. This follows directly from Corollary [£.4] with Lemmata [£.5] and [ |

5 Conclusion

We have derived and presented the Feynman rules for (effective) Quantum General Relativity
and the gravitational couplings to the Standard Model. The main results are Theorem
stating the graviton vertex Feynman rules, Theorem [£.12] stating the corresponding graviton
propagator Feynman rule, Theorem stating the graviton-ghost vertex Feynman rules and
Theorem [4.14] stating the corresponding graviton-ghost propagator Feynman rule. Additionally,
the graviton-matter vertex Feynman rules are stated in Theorem on the level of 10 generic
matter-model Lagrange densities, as classified by Lemma 4.9 The complete graviton-matter
Feynman rules can then be obtained by adding the corresponding matter contributions, as listed
e.g. in [19]. Finally, we display the three- and four-valent graviton and graviton-ghost vertex
Feynman rules explicitly in Example In future work, we want to study the BRST double
complex for (effective) Quantum General Relativity coupled to the Standard Model in [38] and
the corresponding longitudinal and transversal structures in [39]. Furthermore, we study the
appropriate setup for a generalization of Wigner’s elementary particle classification to Linearized
General Relativity in [59]. Moreover, we have studied the renormalization properties of gauge
theories and gravity from a Hopf algebraic perspective in [10, B0]. The gravitational Ward
identities will be checked in future work as well, with the aim to construct the corresponding
cancellation identities. This than leads to the possibility of deriving the corresponding Corolla
polynomial |40} 411, [43], 45], 142, [44], which would relate gravitational amplitudes to the amplitudes
of scalar ¢3-theory.
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