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I. INTRODUCTION

In quantum field theory, the issue of ultraviolet (UV) divergence has been repeatedly
discussed by many authors. In particular, various models in quantum theory including the
gravitational field have been proposed as approaches to avoid the UV divergence, including
attempts beyond the field theory.

The simplest idea is seen in a scenario where the theory with higher derivative of fields
manages to improve the power counting for the UV divergences [1-6]. This is owing to the
milder behavior of the Green’s function® at a short distance in the higher-derivative theory
than that in the canonical field theory. It is recently found that the vacuum expectation
value of the scalar field squared in a certain higher-derivative theory can be reduced to
be finite and free from divergence at a short distance from a conical spatial defect [7],
whereas contrary to naive expectations, the quantum fluctuation of the stress tensor in the
higher-derivative theory still suffers from UV divergences [8]. Although higher-derivative
theories also have a difficult problem of causality [9-13] in addition, it is worth studying for
effectiveness of higher derivatives in resolving general UV behavior of quantum field theory
of higher-order gravity [14]? and that with infinite derivatives [20, 21] and arbitrarily high
derivatives [22-24].

There is a concept of induced gravity [25-40] as a completely different prospective de-
scription of the theory of gravity. It is based on the idea that the effective theory of the
gravitational field is derived from the quantum effect of matter fields. However, because
the gravitational constant has a dimension of the inverse square of mass in four dimensions,
it is affected by the quadratic divergence in quantum field theory, so many models cannot
predict even a fixed amount of the induced gravitational constant [27, 34]. The estimation
of the induced cosmological constant resulting from quantum effects, which is order of the
quartic divergence, is more difficult to compare with the astrophysical knowledge [41].

In this paper, we consider the gravity induced from the quantum theory with higher
derivatives of a field. As already mentioned above, higher derivatives do not necessarily

suppress divergences which appear in stress tensors. Our interest in higher-derivative the-

1 We use the term “Green’s function” instead of “propagator”, because we use the Euclidean metric in this

paper.
2 The authors of Refs. [15-18] considered induced gravity from the phase transition in the theory with

higher derivatives and non-minimally coupled scalar fields. The author of Ref. [19] considered induced
gravity from higher-order gravity with matter fields. Note that the Adler-Zee formulas (1.2) and (1.3)

cannot be applied to these approaches in their original form.



ory lies in the other two features of the theory. First, any higher-derivative theory has a
fundamental length scale, as seen from the dimensional counting. Second, higher-derivative
theories are expressed by multiple fields. In higher-derivative scalar field theory, it is already
known that the degree of freedom of a field increases as the number of derivatives increases
6, 42-46].

Recently, Kehagias et al.[47] investigated induced gravity in higher dimensional theories
not only by the heat kernel method [32-38, 48] but also by the original methods [26-31, 39].
In their model, infinitely many excited states a la Kaluza—Klein theory play an important
role in calculability of the cosmological constant and the gravitational constant without
ambiguities.® In their model, the dimensionful constants are proportional to the appropriate
powers of the compactification scale. Therefore, we come to the idea that the induced gravity
from higher-derivative field theories also may possess predictability in gravitational physics
at least in a lowest order of perturbative quantum effects.

In this paper, we present a new model of induced gravity, which arises from the quantum
effects in higher-derivative scalar field theory. We emphasize that calculable examples of
induced gravity can be provided with certain higher-derivative theories. Interestingly, the
calculations in those examples result in similar calculations to those in the model of Ref. [47]
based on the Kaluza—Klein theory. A discussion of unitarity and causality falls outside the
scope of this paper.

The main results we find are obtained by early standard methods of Adler—Zee formula

[26-31, 39]. We denote the induced gravitational action as

S = /d%\/_ (R —2Mina) , (1.1)
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where R is the scalar curvature. Then, the induced cosmological constant A;,4 is given by

Aing 1
o = 5 (T(0)). (1.2

and the formula yields the induced gravitational constant Gj;,q as

1 1 D 2/ A
o ~E Ty | e TETw), (L3

3 A similar scenario has been demonstrated earlier by using dimensional deconstruction [36-38] with the

method of heat kernel. The condition for cancellation in UV divergences is identical to what was stated

by Frolov and Fursaev [33].



where w = x — y, the brackets ( ) indicate a vacuum expectation value, and T = T is the
trace of the stress tensor of matter fields and T'= T — (T'). It should be noted that we are
working in D-dimensional Euclidean space [39]. In the following sections, we will apply the
formulas above to the higher-derivative scalar field theories. A brief review of the derivation
of (1.2) and (1.3) can be found in Appendix A.

This paper is organized as follows. The Section II gives a brief overview of higher-
derivative theory and its effective action with multiple fields. The stress tensor of the theory
is obtained here and the induced cosmological and gravitational constants are formulated
by using the expression of the stress tensor. Section III deals with a case study of a certain
higher-derivative theory with an infinite number of derivatives. Some conclusions are drawn

in the final section.

II. INDUCED GRAVITY FROM THE EFFECTIVE LAGRANGIAN AND THE
STRESS TENSOR

Recently, Gibbons et al.[46] proposed an effective Lagrangian of multiple fields for a gen-
eral higher-derivative scalar field theory. They considered the Lagrangian with an arbitrary

number of d’Alembert operators [J on a real scalar field ¢:

1 n
£=—550() i]}A@(sc) , (2.1)
where A; = —0 + m? and C is a constant. The effective Lagrangian corresponding this
Lagrangian reads [46]
I 1 O
L= e S ) A () + 55 > mlrhle), 22
k=0 k=1

where 179 = ¢ and y,, = ¢. We obtain the relations, n, = [Hle Ai] ¢ (1 <k <n),and
Xk = [H?:kﬂ A,} ¢ (1 <k <n-—1) from the iterative use of the equations of motion. If the
expression for 7; and x; constructed from ¢ is substituted into (2.2), the original Lagrangian
(2.1) is recovered.

Then, the stress tensor of the theory is given by [46]

1 o 1 1 -
Ty = 6. Z {@Mlk&/)mﬂ - §guV(apnkapXk+1 + miﬂﬂkaH)] * 509w ZWX’“ , (2:3)

k=0 k=1



where g,,, is the metric tensor of the background (flat) D dimensional spacetime. At a glance,
it seems inconsistent with the effective description of the Lee-Wick scalar field theory [6]
with apparently indefinite signs of kinetic terms. This is consistent, however, as illustrated
in Appendix B for n = 2.

Now, returning to (2.3), the trace of the stress tensor 7= T can be written by

1 ~[ D-2 D D <
T = e Z {—TapnkapXk+l - 3m2+177k>(k+1} To0 anxk’ (2:4)
— k=1

We use this form of the trace of the stress tensor in the formulas (1.2) and (1.3). Further, we
only use the two-point functions such as (n;(x)x;(y)), which is evaluated from the Green’s
function (¢(x)p(y)). Then, we regard all fields not independent of ¢. We can simplify (2.4)

as?

1 & D—2 D
T=— § ——— 0,0 — —n0 2.5
C £ [ 9 MO Xk+1 5 MelIXk+1] 5 (2.5)

where we used Y = [H?:Hl A,} ¢ = Ags1Xk+1- The essential advantages of this form (2.5)
is that we have only to concentrate ourselves on evaluations of vacuum expectation values
of fields since the contributions of masses are implicit in the expression.

To obtain the quantum quantities, the fundamental basis we use is the Green’s function

(B(2)d(x")) = Gz a') = H%l , (2.6)

where 1.,/ denotes a covariant delta function ﬁ(SD (x,2") in this symbolic expression. From
g9

the Green’s function and the relations to the original scalar field ¢, it turns out to be

k

[14

i=1

n

I A

i=k+2

(G(2)0(2)) = O 1ow = CAppa(a,a),  (2.7)

(@)1 () = =5 1e

where Ayyq(z,2") is the Green’s function of a canonical scalar field with mass my. ;. This
result is consistent if we consider n’s and x’s form a set of free fields governed by the La-
grangian (2.2). Note that the induced cosmological and gravitational constants are evaluated
by the Adler—Zee formulas with these Green’s functions.

Consequently, we find a fairly simple expression for the induced cosmological constant

Ning 1 . &[D-2_ ., 1 .
= ——(T) =1 “0O, | Ag(z, ). 2.
s7Gon ~ D' 1&”;{ op Aty o, ) (28)

4 Here, the d’Alembertian should be considered to act on both 1 and 41 symmetrically.



On the other hand, the application of the Adler—Zee formula for the induced gravitational
constant to the present theory yields (for a proof, see Appendix C)

1 1
- _ dD 2
167Gina — 4D(D - 1)(D ) / wlwl

><2Z { 8 O A (1, 2070 Az, ') + yﬁpA(Lx’)apDA(m,x’)
+Z (O A(z, 2] } , (2.9)

where w = x — 2’. The equations (2.8) and (2.9) are our main results in this paper.
The Green’s function of a canonical free massive scalar field can be written by an integral

form with the so-called Schwinger parameter

Ap(z,2') = /000 M;ﬁﬁe){p [—% — mks} : (2.10)
where the symmetry A(z,2’) = A(2/, x) is apparent. Using this form, we can simplify the
formulas (2.8) and (2.9). The details are shown in Appendix D.

Performing straightforward differentiations (see Appendix D) and taking a naive limita-

tion 2’ — x i.e., |w| — 0, we obtain

Aind *° ds
87TGind - _/0 2(47T)D/23D/2+1 Q(S> ) (211)

where .
s)=) e, (2.12)
k=1

is a useful abbreviation.
The calculation of the induced gravitational constant is obtained after lengthy but

straightforward calculations (see Appendix D). The result is

1 1 < ds
167Gia  12(4m)D/2 /O 572 2(5)- (2.13)

These results confirm the equivalence of the heat kernel method and the Adler—Zee for-

mula previously used in the literature [26-39).

The integral forms (2.11) and (2.13) are compact but include divergences as is known
in the literature. The finite part of both the cosmological constant and the gravitational
constant has often been reported in the model of the Kaluza—Klein theory and its gener-

alization [52, 53], as known calculable examples. In practice, we should manage to cancel



the divergent part by introducing massive scalar, fermion, and vector fields [33, 37, 38, 47|
and even other compensating fields [47]. In this paper, though we focused on the scalar
field theory, the higher-derivative generalization of spinor or vector field theories is feasible
a la the generalized Lee-Wick theory [6, 42, 43]. The concrete example of cancellation of
divergences is not attempted in this study.

In the next section in our present paper, we examine the induced gravity from certain
scalar models with an infinite number of derivatives using the expression obtained above,
and show that the induced cosmological and gravitational constants are calculable in the

models.

III. INDUCED COSMOLOGICAL AND GRAVITATIONAL CONSTANTS
FROM AN INFINITE DERIVATIVE SCALAR FIELD THEORY

In this section, we introduce certain examples of higher-derivative theory. We first con-

sider the following Lagrangian with higher derivatives on a real scalar field ¢:

1 v—0Osinh[rlv/~=0] 1 1
v l #z) = _§¢<x)z2|r(z'l\/ﬁ)

Although this concise form of the Lagrangian seems to include the square root of the dif-

79(a). (3.1)

ferential operator, there is actually no singular operator, as seen from the series expansion.
The Green’s function in momentum space of this model first appeared in Refs. [49-51]. This
falls in a type of the Pauli—Villars regularized function, since a formula of an alternating

series shows

ml
v —0sinh[rlv/=0] —D Z -0 + . (32)

k=

Therefore, we can expect better UV behavior of physical quantities connected to this func-
tion, so it is suitable as the first model to be studied. Incidentally, the Green’s function in

flat configuration space can be written as [7]

= D1
Gl o :LZ ) _— (3.3)
k=0 [\x — /|2 + 4m2? (k + %)2] ’

It can be confirmed that the limit [ — 0 reduces this expression to the canonical massless

Green'’s function.



The Lagrangian (3.1) can be written by using the infinite product as

1 s k2
ﬁ:—i@mVDglkm+ﬁﬁm% (3.4)

where C' = [[,2, ];—j Further, in order to apply the treatment according to Ref. [46] and the

formulation in the previous section, we rewrite this in the form

HA

where A; = —O0+m?, m? = (i — 1)?/1> (i = 1,2,3,...). Note that m; = 0 in the present

L=—sdla (35)

model.

A primitive calculation with the formula (2.11) gives, after the integration on s,

(e}

Nina F D/2
87TGind 2 4 k;
[(=D/2) < (=D/2)¢r(=D)
2( D/2ZD ZkD o 47T)D/};lD
27 D+1/2(47)D/2D :

where (g(z) is the Riemann’s zeta function. In the last equality, we used the mathematical
formula (z(2)['(2/2) = 7~ Y2¢(1 — 2)[((1 — 2)/2). In this way, the infinite sum can often
be evaluated as a finite value, as in the Kaluza—Klein theories [52, 53], despite there being
a divergence.

In this case, it is possible to consider the sum in g(s) first. Then, the mathematical

formula leads to

o(s)

S 1 1
Soemhe— o [1 + 193(0,@—8/12)} - - {1 + z\/i%,(o, e—ﬁ%)] .37
k=1 5
where 9,(v,q) is the Jacobi theta function. If we naively (but as in the zeta function
regularization [54]) discard the divergent contribution, we get
Amd . _/OO ds ( )
87Gind 2(47T)D/2$D/2+1Q s
l\/mds i ( 2l2k:2) T((D+1)/2)¢r(D +1)

= = / 471‘ D/24(D+1)/2+1 271‘D+1/2(47T)D/2ZD

, (3.8)

which reproduces exactly same result as (3.6). For D = 4, the numerical value is found to

be ghipd = —2.5279 x 107"~



Similarly, the primitive calculation of the induced gravitational constant gives

1 I'(1—D/2)
167Gy 1 (4m)D/2 Z

_ —D/2> — 2 _ L(1=D/2)¢s(2 - D)
o 12(4m)P/2|D-2 ;k - 12(47)P/2]P—2

I'((D —1)/2)Cr(D — 1)
127D-3/2(47)D/2[D-2

(3.9)

This result is also obtained by discarding the divergent contribution in o(s) in (2.13), as

T 1 /00 ds (5
167Gy 12(4m)P72 f, 5P
l\/mds o0 212k2 I'(D—1)/2)Cr(D —1)
:>/ 12(47)D2sD+D/2 Zexp( ; ) = 127D-32 (47 DRIDE (3.10)

= +3.21362 x 107°172.

For D = 4, the numerical value is —~—
’ 167I'Gz‘nd

Another model with an infinite number of derivatives is

£ = —So(a)coshlrly To(x) = —5o(x) 0@ B

|F( —l—zl\/—)

Note that this model does not have a massless mode. The Lagrangian of this model can be

written by using the infinite product as

L=——0¢(2) PD+@;£@qM@, (3.12)

where C" = [[;2, (ke l12/2 . Then, the mass spectrum is given by m? = (i — 1/2)%/I* (i =
1,2,3,...) and we find

Ze %z—%(o —s/”):—l\[ 04(0, e/, (3.13)
=1

where ¥,(v, q) is the Jacobi theta function.

Therefore, the finite part of the induced cosmological constant in this case can be obtained

47 )D/2 —
[(=D/2) 1\"” 1\ I'(=D/2)¢r(-D)
~ 2(4m)bp ; (k N 5) (1 N 2_D) 2(4m) D720

_ (1 ) L) L((D + 1)/2)(D + 1)

2 D+1/2(47 D20 (3.14)
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or
Amd /OO ds ( )
= — s
871G ing o 2(4m)P/2gb/2+1 e
o I\/mds - w22 k2
== o 2(dm)DP2s DA/ £ Fexp ( S
2D 27TD+1/2(47T)D/21D

For D = 4, the numerical value is <2zt = 49236991 x 1075/~

87ernd
Similarly, the finite part of the induced gravitational constant can be obtained by

1 TPA=-D/2) X~ pos
167Gog  12(4m)DP2 ;mk

SO (k)

:_(1_ L ) (( —1)/2)¢r(D — 1)

92D-2 127TD_3/2(47T)D/2ZD_2 ’

(3.16)

or

167Goma  12(4m)D72 J,  sD2°
* I\/mds > 212):2
- /0 12(47)P/25(D+D)/2 Z Fexp <— ;

(1- ) L2 S 0/2p -1

D—2 127D=3/2(47)D/2[D—2

For D = 4, its numerical value is m = —2.41021 x 1075172,

(3.17)

The further study on other models which have various mass spectra and extension to
the spinor and vector field theories is left for a future work. Please note that the sum of

contributions from various matter fields determines the induced constants.®

IV. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we have studied the theory of induced gravity derived from the higher-
derivative theory. In the higher-derivative scalar field theory without self-interaction, it is

concluded that the induced cosmological and gravitational constants are calculated as a

5 Very powerful methods for calculating effective actions, including background gravitational fields, can be

found in Ref. [55].
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sum of those obtained from free scalar fields, whose number corresponds to the number of
d’Alembertian acting on the scalar field. In addition, we have confirmed that the Adler—
Zee formula and the heat kernel method give the same result in arbitrary dimensions, and
shown that a finite value for the induced constants can be extracted in the model with infinite
derivatives. Unlike the Kaluza—Klein theory, we can consider models with arbitrary masses
my, in the higher-derivative theories® and we can even use copies of multiple models which
result in different signs and magnitudes of induced quantities. The higher-derivative theories
can be found in modified gravity and string theory, though the structures of them are more
complicated than the models considered in this paper. We would like to take this work as
the first step in exploring quantum effects in more general models of the higher-derivative
theory.

As a future issue, first of all, we will consider the introduction of fields with other spins,
similar to the conventional induced gravity model including Ref. [47], for other fields can
cancel divergences. Our investigations so far have only been on free higher-derivative theo-
ries. In addition, since the higher-derivative theory with self-interaction has a complicated
structure even considering an effective theory, the calculation of the quantum effect becomes
generally non-trivial. One may need to think about a theory with some useful symmetry.
By the way, in general, in the theory of higher-derivative fields coupled to the curvature, the
calculation of the induced gravitational constant becomes quite nontrivial.” We would like
to examine this case by constructing various models.

Extensions in different directions include mathematical applications to recent discussions
of entropic field theory [56-58], induced gravity effect in continuous mass distribution theory

[59-61], and so on. These topics are also reserved for future work.

Appendix A: The derivation of (1.2) and (1.3)

We briefly review the derivation of the Adler-Zee formulas (1.2) and (1.3) in this Ap-
pendix (for a review, see Refs. [31, 39]).

6 That is the fundamental scale [ used in our models should not be the Planck length.

" The induced gravity from the superrenormalizable models [20-24] has not been considered by anyone and

this could also be decent work to do.
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In the weak-field limit, the action is expanded as

0S
09 ()

W(x)

816, guu) = S[6s 1] + / 0Pz

(1)777&['3
+= | d”x | d
2 Y 91 (2)3g0(4)

where ¢, = 1 + hyw. Then, the effective action S[h| is given by

Py (2) o (y) + -+, (A1)

¢777a[3

Slh] = —ln/[D¢]e_S[¢’g“”]

=— | d”z h* ()T, (x)) + = | d"xh* (z)h,,(x
. ()T ) + 1 (@) G4
1 _ _
~5 [0 [Py @ @) Tl D) + - (A2
where we used the stress tensor 7" (z) = —2=522—_ (...) denotes a vacuum expectation
\/m g ()

value and Tw =T,, — (T,,). Note that we are working with D-dimensional Euclidean space
(1w = 0,). For simplicity, we specialize the metric as hy, (z) = Snu,h(x) (Refs. [29, 31, 39))
and then we can express the effective action as a functional of h(x).

The part of the effective action which includes no derivative of h is given by

p. 1 2
/d xﬁh(sz(aj» + O(h%), (A3)

while the part of the effective action which includes two derivatives of h is

_ / de161Dgh(:c)Dh(:c) / P w|wl(T(2) T () + - | (A4)

where T' = n*T,,. Here we used the Taylor expansion h(y) = h(z) — w"d,h(zx) +
Twhw”9,0,h(x), where w = x — y, and the isotropy of the space, i.e., wtw” — n*’|w[*/D
in the integral.

The comparison of these expression with

/ dPx/|g] = / dPx <1 + %h(x) + 0(h2)) : (A5)

and

/d%\/@R _ D _ng ) /d% h(z)Oh(z) + - - -, (A6)

(where R is the scalar curvature) gives (1.2) and (1.3).
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Appendix B: The stress tensor in the n = 2 Lee—Wick scalar field theory

We can introduce an auxiliary field to study the n = 2 Lee-Wick scalar field theory,
referring works on higher-derivative theories [6] motivated by the seminal Lee-Wick model

[2-4]. We assume the Lagrangian
¢(=0+mi) (=0 +m3)é. (B1)
We also consider the alternative Lagrangian

£ = 5O md)g — 9(~0+ md)o + 3 (m} — md)y?. (B2)

The equation of motion of the initially auxiliary field ¢ from the Lagrangian (B2) is

b=t (-O+mds. (83)

my — my

Thus, substituting this equation to the alternative Lagrangian £’ yields the original La-

grangian £. On the other hand, defining the field x as

1
X:¢+¢:m(—m+m§)¢a (B4)

2 1

the Lagrangian (B2) is also written by
/ 1 2 1 2
L= —§X(—D+m1)X+ §¢(—D+m2)¢- (B5)

This effective Lagrangian describes two free scalar fields, whose masses are my and ms. The
kinetic term for the scalar field ¢ with mass my has a “wrong” sign. This field decouples
from the physical spectrum if ms — 00, since its mass becomes infinitely large.

The stress tensor derived from the last Lagrangian (B5) reads

1 1
Ty = 0uX0ux — ig,w(ﬁpxapx + m%x2) — 0,00,¢ + §g,w(8pw8pw + mng) ) (B6)

By substituting (B3) and (B4) into this, we obtain

1
TMV - m [_au¢8um¢ - 8,,(;58HD¢ + guV8P¢8pD¢ + %gﬂ”(D¢>2

(3 + m3)(0,00,6 — $0,00,00°0 ) — Sgumimds?|,  (B7)
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which coincides with the result found in Refs. [44-46]. Incidentally, the trace of the stress

tensor becomes

1
= m% - m% [(D B 2)0p¢8PD¢ (ml + m2)D 280¢ap¢ +3 (D¢) - —m1m2¢2}
1 D -2
Sl {—=5= 000" (-0 +m3)s + 9,60 (-0 + m3)o

(-0 o006 + 60(-0+ m2)o + o(~0+ md)(-0+ m)g] }. (B8)
(

2
which agrees with (2.4) for n = 2 up to the last term that can be discarded by the field

equation.

Appendix C: The proof of (2.9)

By rewriting (2.5), we find

T() = lim 3 €7 Oromi()Xen (@) (1)
=0
where®
D-2_ ., D
wa/ = _Tﬁpﬁp - EDIE y (02)

and : : stands for a normal ordered product. Therefore, we would like to know > 7' _ > ¢
Me(2) Xk (@) i (y)xia (v'): ) for an evaluation from the Adler—Zee formula.

To this end, we start with

(mo(z)x1(2") + m(@)x2 () mo(¥)xa(y) + m(y)x2(y):)
= (mo(z)m0(y)) (x1(2")x1 (¥)) + (mo(@)x1 (¥)) (mo(y)xa (27))
+ (m(@)m(y)) (x2(@)x2(y)) + (m(@)x2(y)) (m(y)x2(2")
+ 2(mo(z)m () (x1 () x2 () + 2(mo(@)x2(y)) (m (y)xa (2)) (C3)

where we used the symmetry under (x,z') < (v, y) Now, we use 19 = ¢, 1 = A0,

= AQAan, X2 = A3An¢> and <¢( ) ( )>
Then, we find

Troa Lawrs D the symbolic notation.

1 1

C™2(no(x)mo(y)) (xa (2" )xa (y')) = mlwyA—lfb c ApLay (C4)

8 As previously mentioned in the text, [, can read (0O, + O,/)/2.



1 1
C*(no(@)x1(y) (mo(y)xa(a”)) = S Loy Ly (C5)
AT A4
_ , , 1 1
C (@) (e Ve = A Lo A Aoy (C0)
_ , , 1 1
C2(m(@)x2(y) (m(y)xa(a’)) = Loy Loy (C7)
Ay T A
- / / 1 1
C™(no(x)m (y)) (xa(@')x2(y')) = mlxyA—lA:’» c Aplyny (C8)
- / ’ 1
™ (mo(x)x2(y)) (m (y)xa(2”)) = Loy Lary - (C9)
A Ay
Further, after using % 4 14T m1 in (C4) =1- %;nl in (C6), and A =
m%im% (A% — A—2> (C4) and (C6), the result for (CS) turns out to be

C™*(mo(z)x1(2') + m(x )Xz( i) xa(y') + m(y)x2(y'):)

1 1 1 1. 1 1 A L 1 1y 1 1, 1 1 A
— Al :r:y’Al Al A?m xyA 3n z'y’ A zy’ A xy A2 Agn :cyA 3n 'y’
1 1 1 1
2—r x ’]—x ]—x A n 'y’ ]—x —FA n z'y’ C10
AA, T A Ay A, ey T g e g ey (C10)

where Az, = As--- A, and we used the symmetry under y <> y'. Here, we first note that
if masses mg, my, ..., m, become infinity, this reduces exactly to, with the symmetry under

/ /
r <2 and y < ¥/,

C™2(mo(@)xa () + m(x)x2 (@) (¥)x2 (v') + m(y)x2(y'):)

1.1 1.1 1
= 2 Loy Loy + 25 Loy Loy ALy Ly (C11)

A AL Ay A,
It is worthwhile noting that the term like ALllxyALQ:lw’y’ does not appear in the expression.
The last term in the above expression gives no contribution in the Adler—Zee formula defined
by the integration (1.3) including |w|?>. We can naively regard that the partial integration
makes the expression (C10) to be (C11) through moving the operator As,,, since the difference
in z and 2’ is only due to the distinction of operation of derivatives in O,,s. If you have
some worries on the integration by part in the Adler—Zee formula, let us proceed as follows.
The deviation from (C11), if exists, should be a function of mg, ..., m,. We extracted the
first two terms included in Y ;> (e (@) Xp1 (2) i (y) xa41 (Y):), but the extraction can
be arbitrary, and we can select the terms as 1 — ¢ and 2 — j. Then, the expression has
a parallel form and the deviation is a function of {my}, k # i,j. Totally because all the

number should appear in the expression of > 7o > o (@) X1 (@) (y) xis1(¥'):), the

deviation function can be at most a constant. Since the case n = 2 is confirmed exactly, we
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conclude that

(T(x)T(y)) = lim lim Oy O,y ka z,9) Ap(z', o) (C12)

is used in the Adler-Zee formula (1.3).

Appendix D: Details in calculation of the induced cosmological and gravitational

constant using the Schwinger parameter

The method using the integral form has been proposed by Kehagias et al.[47]. We here

consider calculations for D dimensions. We start with

< ds |lw]|? 9
A ) = — 7 —_—— = D1
k(x,x") /0 (drs)DP2 exp { 1 S| (D1)

where the symmetry A(z,2’) = A(2’, x) is apparent. The sequential differentiation of this

reveals
o0 ds wy, jwl? 2
8HAk(x,x/):—/0 W;GXP{ s TS| (D2)
, o0 ds 1 Wy Wy |wl? 2
O bale ) = | Typgp g% ~ g )P [Ty e (DY)
, o0 ds D |w]? |wl?
L AN — _ 2
0,0" Ag(x,x") —/0 (4m) D250 (2 s )exp{ 1 S| (D4)
> ds D |w] |w]? 2
St ) =~ [ (5~ ) oo | ] 09

o ds D+2 |w*\ w lw|?
OA N — —£ ——— —m?s| . (D
%uDA(x, ) /0 (4m)P/2gD/2+1 < 2 1s ) 2s CP Ty TS (D6)

We have already obtained the necessary calculation for the induced cosmological constant.
Then, we consider the combinations which is necessary in calculating the induced gravi-

tational constant. They are

o, 8 rAk (z, 2" )"0 Ap(z, 2)

_ > dSl d82 2 _ |’LU|2 o |w|2 + |w|4
D/2+1 D/2+1 4 851 859 165159
le2 le2
e {‘ 431 4—52_mi(81+82) , (D7)

> d31 dsy [ (D +2)|w|? N (D +2)wP  Jw*  |w|*
sD/21 b/ 1651 1659 3287 32s3
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jwP w*
—_—— = D8
481 482 mk(S:l + 82) ’ ( )
(D A(z,2))?
/°° /°° dsi dsy (D* Dlw]* Djw] N lw|*

»n° Jo ) D/2+1 D/2+1 4 83, 859 165159

Jwl? le2 2

X exp |: 431 4—52 — mk(81 + 82):| . (Dg)

X exp {—

The integration in the Adler—Zee formula can be performed by using the following Gaus-

sian integral formulas:

_alwl? D 7TD/2

/dDw‘wPe |wl :Ea%-l-l (DlO)
—alw|? D(D +2 7TD/2

/dDw|w|4e ol — ( 1 )a§+2’ (D11)
w2 D(D+2)(D+4) 7P/?

/dDw|w|ﬁe ol — ( 8)( )a§+3' (D12)

Lastly, we transform the parameters as s = s; + s and u = % [47]. Then the measure

becomes dsidss = sdsdu. Finally, noticing fo u(l —u)du = %, we find

o 1 D(D*+6D—4) [* ds
/dDw |w[*8,0, Ap(w)d"0” Ap(w) = (1m0 D /0 ~bJ3 &XP [—miq|D13)
1 DD-2)(D+2) [~ ds
/dDw [w|*0, Ak (w)0POAL(w) = — (4m)D/2 ( 1;( ) / Sz XP [—mis](D14)
1 D(D-2)(D—-4) [* ds
/dDw |w|2(DxAk(w))2 — (47T)D/2 ( 1;( ) /0 SD/2 exp [—mis} , (D15)

Combining these results, we can find the induced gravitational constant. It may simply be

verified that our results is in agreement for D = 4 with Ref. [47].

[1] A. Pais and G. E. Uhlenbeck, Phys. Rev. 79 (1950) 145.

[2] T.D. Lee and G. C. Wick, Nucl. Phys. B9 (1969) 209.

[3] T.D. Lee and G. C. Wick, Phys. Rev. D2 (1970) 1033.

[4] T.D. Lee and G. C. Wick, Phys. Rev. D3 (1971) 1046.

[5] R. E. Cutkosky, P. V. Landshoff, D. I. Olive and J. C. Polkinghorne, Nucl. Phys. B12 (1969)
281.

[6] B. Grinstein, D. O’Connell and M. B. Wise, Phys. Rev. D77 (2008) 025012.

[7] N. Kan, M. Kuniyasu, K. Shiraishi and Z.-Y. Wu, Class. Quant. Grav. 38 (2021) 155002.



18

N. Kan, M. Kuniyasu and K. Shiraishi, Int. J. Mod. Phys. A36 (2021) 2150150.
N. Nakanishi, Phys. Rev. D3 (1971) 1343.

D. G. Boulware and D. J. Gross, Nucl. Phys. B233 (1984) 1.

D. Anselmi and M. Piva, Phys. Rev. D96 (2017) 0450009.

D. Anselmi, JHEP 1802 (2018) 141.

D. Anselmi, JHEP 2003 (2020) 142.

K. S. Stelle, Phys. Rev. D16 (1977) 953.

S. D. Odintsov and I. L. Shapiro, Class. Quant. Grav. 9 (1992) 873.

S. D. Odintsov and I. L. Shapiro, Theor. Math. Phys. 90 (1992) 319.

E. Elizalde, S. D. Odintsov and I. L. Shapiro, Class. Quant. Grav. 11 (1994) 1607.
I. L. Shapiro and G. Cognola, Phys. Rev. D51 (1995) 2775.

G. Narain, Eur. Phys. J. C77 (2017) 683.

L. Modesto, Phys. Rev. D86 (2012) 044005.

T. Biswas and S. Talaganis, Mod. Phys. Lett. A30 (2015) 15400009.

M. Asorey, J. L. Lépez and I. L. Shapiro, Int. J. Mod. Phys. A12 (1997) 5711.
L. Modesto and I. L. Shapiro, Phys. Lett. B755 (2016) 279.

L. Modesto, Nucl. Phys. B909 (2016) 584.

A. D. Sakharov, Sov. Phys. Dokl. 12 (1968) 1040. (Dokl. Akad. Nauk Ser. Fiz. 177 (1967)
70, Sov. Phys. Usp. 34 (1991) 394, Usp. Fiz. Nauk 161 (1991) 64, Gen. Rel. Grav. 32 (2000)
365.)

S. L. Adler, Phys. Lett. B95 (1980) 241.

S. L. Adler, Rev. Mod. Phys. 54 (1982) 729, ibid. 55 (1983) 837 (E).

S. L. Adler, Phil. Trans. R. Soc. Lond. A310 (1983) 273.

A. Zee, Phys. Rev. D23 (1981) 858.

A. Zee, Ann. Phys. (N.Y.) 151 (1983) 431.

H. Muratani and S. Wada, Phys. Rev. D29 (1984) 637.

G. Denardo and E. Spalluci, Il Nuovo Cim. 69 (1982) 151.

V. P. Frolov and D. V. Fursaev, J. Astrophys. Astr. 20 (1999) 121.

M. Visser, Mod. Phys. Lett. A17 (2002) 977.

B. Broda and M. Szanecki, Phys. Lett. B674 (2009) 64.

N. Kan and K. Shiraishi, Prog. Theor. Phys. 111 (2004) 745.



[37]
[38]
[39]

19

N. Kan and K. Shiraishi, Prog. Theor. Phys. 121 (2009) 1035.
N. Kan, K. Kobayashi and K. Shiraishi, Int. J. Mod. Phys. A27 (2012) 1250131.
J. F. Donoghue and G. Menezes, Phys. Rev. D97 (2018) 056022.
H. Azri, Class. Quant. Grav. 36 (2019) 165006.
T. Padmanabhan, Phys. Rep. 380 (2003) 235.
C. D. Carone and R. F. Lebed, JHEP 0901 (2009) 043.
C. D. Carone, Phys. Lett. B677 (2009) 306.
I. Cho and O. K. Kwon, Phys. Rev. D82 (2010) 025013.
D. S. Kaparulin, S. L. Lyakhovich and A. A. Sharapov, Eur. Phys. J. C74 (2014) 3072.
G. W. Gibbons, C. N. Pope and S. Solodukhin, Phys. Rev. D100 (2019) 105008.
A. Kehagias, H. Partouche and B. de Vaulchier, Nucl. Phys. B964 (2021) 115312.
D. V. Vassilevich, Phys. Rep. 388 (2003) 279.
S. A. Frolov and A. A. Slavnov, Phys. Lett. B309 (1993) 344.
S. A. Frolov and A. A. Slavnov, Nucl. Phys. B411 (1994) 647.
K. Fujikawa, Nucl. Phys. B428 (1994) 169.
D. J. Toms, Phys. Lett. B129 (1983) 31.
P. Candelas and S. Weinberg, Nucl. Phys. B237 (1984) 397.
S. W. Hawking, Commun. Math. Phys 55 (1977) 133.
I. L. Buchbinder and I. L. Shapiro, “Introduction to Quantum Field Theory with Applications
to Quantum Gravity”, (Oxford Univ. Press, Oxford, 2021).
. Casini, F. D. Mazzitelli and E. Testé, Phys. Rev. D91 (2015) 104035.
. Casini, E. Testé and G. Torroba, JHEP 1603 (2016) 033.
. Casini, E. Testé and G. Torroba, JHEP 1703 (2017) 089.

H
H
H
H. Georgi, Phys. Rev. Lett. 98 (2007) 221601.
H. Georgi, Phys. Lett. B650 (2007) 275.

N

. V. Krasnikov, Int. J. Mod. Phys. 22 (2007) 5117.



