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In this paper we discuss the universality of the renormalization of the gauge coupling con-

stant in the quantum electrodynamics coupled to the Einstein’s gravity in the framework

of effective field theory in an arbitrary gauge. We observe that the renormalization of the

three-point functions with different particles receive different contributions from the gravi-

tational sector. Despite that, the universality of the gauge coupling constants is guaranteed

by the Ward identity that makes the renormalized electric charge receive no contribution

from the gravitational sector at one-loop order.

I. INTRODUCTION

Although the Standard Model is a very successful description of the fundamental interactions

of matter, it is also notoriously incomplete. In particular, it does not include the most easily

perceived interaction of all: gravity.

Unlike the gauge theories that describe the electroweak and the strong interactions in the

Standard Model, the quantization of Einstein’s general relativity leads to a nonrenormalizable

quantum field theory [1–3]. Nevertheless, it is perfectly possible to include gravity in the quantum

realm, if only we agree to restrict ourselves to low energies compared to the Planck scale. In the

effective field theory (EFT) of gravity we have a consistent and reliable way to compute quantum

gravitational corrections to physical quantities [4] and the potential harm of nonrenormalizability

is tamed [5, 6].

This EFT approach has been used to explore the role of gravity in many aspects of the Standard

Model. One very interesting example is the claim done in Ref. [7] that the presence of gravity may

have a nontrivial effect in the renormalization of theories with spontaneous symmetry breaking.

Moreover, it has been argued that exact continuous global symmetries cannot exist in a quantum
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field theory including gravity [8–10], and the authors of Ref. [11] suggest that global symmetries can

be realized in an EFT including gravity only as an approximation, i.e., as an emergent symmetry.

In addition, there was an intense debate over the gravitational contribution to the beta function

of gauge theories [12–21].

In [20] it was argued that the definition of running coupling constants for effective field theories

of nonrenormalizable theories such as gravity are much trickier than in renormalizable theories.

That is because the quantum corrections in a nonrenormalizable model are associated with the

renormalization of higher order operators rather than the original action. Although it is possible

to define a running coupling within a given process, the universality of the quantum effects is not

guaranteed.

In this work, we use dimensional regularization to study the running of the coupling constant of

QED with two massive fermions. Unlike most of the previous work on this subject, our analysis is

not based on the calculation of the effective potential and we use an arbitrary gauge to renormalize

the n-point functions the theory. We show that the renormalization of the vertex functions are

process dependent, unlike QED in the absence of gravity. However, our results show that the

universality of the gauge coupling constant is not affected by gravity. We also observed that the

Ward identity holds in the presence of gravity.

Throughout this paper we use natural units c = ~ = 1.

II. THE EFFECTIVE FIELD THEORY APPROACH

Renormalization is the procedure to redefine the parameters and fields of the Lagrangian in

such a way that the divergencies in the loop corrections to the amplitudes are exactly canceled.

This is possible only in theories where all the divergencies can be traced to terms present in the

Lagrangian.

Gravity is notoriously nonrenormalizable, meaning that the divergencies demand redefinitions

of infinitely many parameters. This is because the divergencies generated by loop corrections

correspond to terms of a higher mass dimension than those in the bare Lagrangian, demanding new

terms. When we add the required terms to the Lagrangian, other divergencies appear demanding

additional terms in an endless cycle.

The idea behind the effective field theory (EFT) approach is to organize the (infinitely many)

extra terms required by the divergencies according to the dimension of the coupling. This procedure

will describe the low-energy behavior of the theory. The additional higher-order terms describe the
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(indirect) effects of degrees of freedom that are “active” only at higher energies.

In order to better understand the construction of the EFT, let us consider a field theory with

characteristic energy scale E0 and suppose there is a separation of scales, meaning that it is possible

to choose a cutoff Λ at or slightly below E0 such that we can divide the fields as

φ = φH + φL,

 φH : ω > Λ

φL : ω < Λ

For example, in a model with complex scalar Φ→ eiαΦ described by

L = −|∂µΦ|2 − λ(|Φ|2 − v2)2 (1)

where the potential has a minimum at 〈Φ〉 = v, we have a separation of scales. This can be easily

seen introducing the real fields θ(x) and h(x) through

Φ(x) =
(
v + h(x)

)
eiθ(x) (2)

and then writing (1) as

L = −(∂h)2 −M2h2 − v2(∂θ)2 − 4vλh3 − λh4 − 2vh(∂θ)2 − h2(∂θ)2, (3)

with M2 ≡ 4λv2. From the above Lagrangian, we can see that the (massless) Goldstone boson

θ(x) is the light mode, while the heavy mode is the massive field h(x). That means we can use

EFT logic to write an effective theory for the Goldstone θ(x) valid for scales much less than M ,

the mass of the heavy field h(x).

As we identify the separation of scales, we can integrate the heavy fields φH in the functional

of the theory, ∫
DφLDφHeiS[φL,φH ] =

∫
DφLeiSΛ[φL],

and thus define an (“effective”) action SΛ[φL] that depends explicitly only on φL, but includes

(hidden) the degrees of freedom of φH . This effective action describes the low-energy dynamics of

the light fields φL, where φH will never appear as external particles in any scattering due to the

high energetic cost to produce it.

Of course, due to quantum fluctuations, the heavy field φH will manifest itself in the internal

lines and its effects must be somehow encoded in SΛ. Thus, for example, if we have in the complete

theory the diagram

(φL = dashed and φH = full),
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in the effective theory, this diagram is not allowed because we do not have the heavy fields in

the action and the diagrams should be composed only by dashed lines, so that diagram must be

effectively replaced by

with the appropriate Feynman rule.

When we approximate internal φH lines by a constant, what we are doing is expanding the

heavy particle propagator:

i

p2 −M2
→ − i

M2

(
1 +

p2

M2
+ · · ·

)
(4)

and using the fact that M is much bigger than the typical energy of the process (p2 � M2) to

truncate the series. So, the heavy particle, in first approximation, can be replaced by an interaction

term in the Lagrangian (with a derivative coupling to account for the momentum dependence).

When the complete theory is not known (as in the case of gravity), we can nevertheless guess

the effective action guided by the symmetries to construct SΛ. Although symmetry considerations

allow us to write an infinite number or terms, they can be organized as an energy expansion. Thus,

a term of SΛ can be written as

S
(i)
Λ = ΛD−δi

∫
dDxλiOi

where δi is the mass dimension of the operator Oi, the coupling λi is dimensionless and Λ is an

energy scale. Thus, as we go to terms with higher mass dimension, we have terms weighed with

higher powers of (1/Λ) and thus less relevant.

The EFT to describe the low energy dynamics of (1), for example, can be guessed without

bothering to integrate out the h(x) field from (3). Considering only that the original theory has

an U(1) symmetry (corresponding to a shift: θ → θ + a), we know that the allowed terms contain

derivatives of θ(x). Considering also the Lorentz invariance and parity (θ → −θ), we then write

the Lagrangian “organized as an energy (i.e. derivative) expansion”:

Leff = −1

2
(∂θ)2 +

g1

Λ4
(∂θ)4 +

g4

Λ6
(∂µ∂νθ∂

µ∂νθ)(∂θ)2 +
g2

Λ8
(∂θ)6 +

g3

Λ6
(�θ)2(∂θ)2 + · · · (5)

such that the parameters gi are dimensionless and � = ∂µ∂µ is the d’Alembert operator.

This procedure will describe the low-energy behavior of the theory even if some other degrees

of freedom were to be manifested in higher energies, since we are including all terms allowed by

the symmetry.
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In a nonrenormalizable field theory, as we add more and more terms to absorb the divergencies,

we are adding less and less relevant terms. Moreover, the symmetries of the theory will ensure that

at any given dimension, only a finite number of terms is allowed. Thus, if we agree to stay at the

low energy regime of the nonrenormalizable theory, it is possible to have a well-defined effective

theory adding only a finite number of extra terms in the Lagrangian.

III. THE EFFECTIVE FIELD THEORY OF QUANTUM GRAVITY COUPLED TO

QED.

We start with the effective Lagrangian describing two massive fermions interacting via gravity

and an Abelian gauge field:

L =
√
−g
∑
l

{ 2

κ2
R− 1

4
gµνgαβFµνFαβ + iψ̄l(∇µ − ieAµ)γµψl −mlψ̄lψl

+LHO + LGF + LCT
}
, (6)

where the index l runs over the generation of leptons (only electron and muon for simplicity)

and we wrote the Dirac matrices contracted with the vierbein (γµ ≡ γaeµa), κ2 = 32πG =
32π

M2
P

,

with MP being the Planck mass and G the Newtonian gravitational constant. Moreover, we have

indicated above the extra terms needed for the renormalization of the model: LGF is the gauge-

fixing plus Faddeev-Popov ghost Lagrangian (for both graviton and photon), LCT is the Lagrangian

of counterterms and LHO is the Lagrangian of higher derivative terms, where the terms relevant

to our analysis are shown below:

LHO = iψ̄l
�

M2
P

(
ẽ1/∂ − ẽ2ml

)
ψl −

ẽ3

4
Fµν

�

M2
P

Fµν +
iẽ4

M2
P

ψ̄lγ
µ∂νψlFµν +

ẽ5

M2
P

(ψ̄lγ
µψl)

2 · · · , (7)

where

(ψ̄lγ
µψl)

2 = (ψ̄1γ
µψ1)(ψ̄1γµψ1) + 2(ψ̄1γ

µψ1)(ψ̄2γµψ2) + (ψ̄2γ
µψ2)(ψ̄2γµψ2), (8)

are the four-fermion operators and ẽi are dimensionless couplings.

In the above expression for LHO, ẽi are dimensionful coupling constants and the indices are

raised and lowered with the flat metric ηµν = (+,−,−,−) and � = ηµν∂µ∂ν , since in order to work

with (6) we have to first expand gµν around the flat metric

gµν = ηµν + κhµν .

The resulting Lagrangian is given by

L = Lh + Lf + LA + LHO + LGF + LCT , (9)
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where [22]

Lh = −1

4
∂µh∂

µh+
1

2
∂µh

σν∂µhσν ; (10a)

Lf =
i

2

(
ψ̄lγ

µ∂µψl − ∂µψ̄lγµψl
)
−mψ̄lψl + eψ̄lγ

µψlAµ

+
κ

2
h

[
i

2
(ψ̄lγ

µ∂µψl − ∂µψ̄lγµψl)−mψ̄lψl
]
− κ

4
hµν

(
ψ̄lγ

µ∂νψl − ∂νψ̄lγµψl
)

−1

2
κe (hηµν − hµν) ψ̄lγ

µψlA
ν ; (10b)

LA = −1

4
FµνFµν +

κ

2
hτνF

µνFµτ −
κ

8
hFµνFµν ; (10c)

LGF =
1

ξh

(
∂νhµν −

1

2
∂µh

)2

− 1

2ξA
(∂µA

µ)2, (10d)

where h = hµµ, Fµν is the usual electromagnetic field strength, ξh is the gravitational gauge-fixing

parameter, and ξA is the electromagnetic gauge-fixing parameter. This model was implemented

through a set of MathematicaTM packages [23–27]. More details can be found online in Ref. [28].

Since the original Lagrangian in (6) is invariant under the (gravitational) gauge transformations

xµ → x′µ = xµ + κξµ(x); (11a)

gµν → g′µν = gµν + ∂µξν + ∂νξµ; (11b)

∂µ → ∂′µ = ∂µ − (∂µξν)∂ν ; (11c)

ψ → ψ′(x′) = ψ(x), (11d)

this expanded Lagrangian in (10) is expected to be invariant under the linearized gauge transfor-

mation, with the graviton field transforming as

hµν → h′µν = hµν − ∂µξν − ∂νξµ +O(κ), (12)

up to the order we are considering the expansion.

The electric charge is defined as the coupling constant of the ψ̄γµψAµ vertex. However, due to

the gauge invariance, we can compute the renormalized electric charge by renormalizing any of the

terms in the expanded Lagrangian (10) which contains it. In other words, although we are going

to compute the renormalized electric charge from the vertex eψ̄γµψAµ in this paper, we could also

have computed it from the vertex eκ
2 (hηµν − hµν)ψ̄γµψAν . We will return to this point in Sec.V

Lastly, in order to compute the two-point and vertex functions, Fig. 1, we also have to discuss

the propagators of the model. The quadratic part of the action photon field is given by the sum
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of the Maxwell’s term with the high derivative invariant − ẽ3
4 F

µν �
M2

P
Fµν ,

Sphoton =

∫
d4x

[
− 1

4
Fµν

(
1 + ẽ3

�

M2
P

)
Fµν −

1

2ξA
(∂µAµ)2

]

=
1

2

∫
d4xAµ

[
ηµν�−

(
1− 1

ξA

)
∂µ∂ν + ẽ3

�

M2
P

(ηµν�− ∂µ∂ν)

]
Aν , (13)

from which we find the following propagator in momentum space

∆µν(p) = − i

p2(1 + ẽ3 p2/M2
P )

[
ηµν −

(
1− ξA

(
1 + ẽ3

p2

M2
P

))
pµpν

p2

]
= −i

(
1

p2
− ẽ3

ẽ3 p2 +M2
P

)[
ηµν − pµpν

p2
+ ξA

(
1 + ẽ3

p2

M2
P

)
pµpν

p2

]
. (14)

In fact, the effect of gravitational field on the photon propagator comes from the high derivative

invariant − ẽ3
4 F

µν �
M2

P
Fµν , but not only this term, the complete propagator should involve higher

and higher derivative terms. But as we discussed before, the EFT should give precise descriptions

for processes below the natural cutoff of the theory, i.e., the Planck scale. Therefore, we can expand

the propagator (15) for p2 �M2
P ,

∆µν(p) = − i

p2

[
1 + ẽ3

p2

M2
P

(
1 +O(p2/M2

P )
)](

ηµν − pµpν

p2

)
, (15)

where we have chosen the Landau gauge ξA = 0 in the last step in order to simplify and focus on the

physical content of the series expansion. Notice that for small enough momenta, the gravitational

corrections to the photon propagator are strongly suppressed by the Plank scale MP . This feature

allows us to neglect the high derivative terms for the propagator calculation, keeping in mind that

the perturbative validity of our EFT is below the Planck scale.

On the other hand, the dominant behavior of photon propagator for momenta scales around

Planck mass is a constant,

∆µν(p) = − i

M2
P (1 + ẽ3)

[
1− 1 + 2ẽ3

1 + ẽ3

(p2 −M2
P )

M2
P

+O(p2 −M2
P )2

](
ηµν − pµpν

p2

)
, (16)

i.e., the electromagnetic interaction behaves like a point interaction.

The high derivative terms in Lagrangian become dominant if we extrapolate the validity of our

EFT, i.e., expanding (15) for p2 �M2
P we have

∆µν(p) = −i
M2
P /ẽ3

p4

[
1−

M2
P /ẽ3

p2
+O(M2

P /p
2)2

](
ηµν − pµpν

p2

)
. (17)

Of course, this is an extrapolation of the validity of our EFT where the perturbative character of

the expansion like (5) is no longer valid.
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So, from now on, considering processes below Planck scale, we use the following propagators in

arbitrary gauge

SF (p) = i
/p+ml

p2 −m2
l

; (18a)

∆µν(p) = − i

p2

(
ηµν − (1− ξA)

pµpν

p2

)
; (18b)

∆αβµν(p) =
i

p2

(
Pαβµν − (1− ξh)

Qαβµν

p2

)
, (18c)

where SF (p), ∆µν(p) and ∆αβµν(p) are the leptons, photon and graviton propagators, respectively.

The projectors Pαβµν and Qαβµν are given by

Pαβµν =
1

2

(
ηαµηβν + ηανηβµ − ηαβηµν

)
;

Qαβµν = (ηαµpβpν + ηανpβpµ + ηβµpαpν + ηβνpαpµ). (19)

IV. RENORMALIZATION CONDITIONS

Renormalization is the procedure to relate the free (bare) parameters of the quantum field theory

with their experimentally measured (renormalized) values. This is achieved imposing finiteness to

the Feynman amplitudes.

We start redefining the fields as Aµ → Z
1/2
3 Aµ and ψl → Z

1/2
2l ψl, where Z are the renormalizing

functions, organized as a perturbative series

Z = Z(0) + Z(1) + Z(2) + · · · , with Z(0) = 1. (20)

We omit here the redefinition of the gravitational field hµν because we are interested only in the

gravitational correction to the QED sector (see Fig.1). The relation between bare and renormalized

electric charge is written in terms of the Z functions and is given by

e0 = µ2ε Z1

Z2Z
1/2
3

e, (21)

where µ is a mass scale introduced by the dimensional regularization, used to regularize the UV

divergences in the Feynman amplitudes, and ε is related to the spacetime dimension D by D =

4 − 2ε. Again we do not bother to write down the corresponding relation for the gravitational

coupling constant κ since it is not the subject of our analysis.

The relevant diagrams for us are the leptons and photon self-energies (respectively Σl and Π) and

the vertex function Γµ. As in standard QED, we impose the following renormalization conditions:
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Σl(/p)
∣∣∣
/p=ml

= 0; (22a)

d

d/p
Σl(/p)

∣∣∣
/p=ml

= 0; (22b)

Π(p2)
∣∣∣
p2=M2

= 0; (22c)

−ieΓµ(p1, p2, p3)
∣∣∣
(p2−p3=0)

= −ieγµ, (22d)

where /p = γµpµ in the contraction of the Dirac gamma matrices with the four-momentum pµ. The

first condition, Eq.(22a), fixes the mass of the lepton l (electron or muon), while Eq.(22b) fixes the

residue of the lepton propagators to be 1. For the condition expressed in Eq.(22c), we chose to fix

the pole of the photon propagator at renormalization scale M2 only because this renormalization

point will be convenient for the additional conditions we will impose below for the derivative of

Π(p2), where the on-shell renormalization point (i.e., at p2 = 0) would be troublesome. Finally,

Eq.(22d) fixes the electric charge.

In addition to Eq.(22), we have to impose another set of four renormalization conditions to fix

the renormalization of the high order operators, Eq.(7). One possibility, similar to the standard

QED, is

d

dp2
Σl(/p)

∣∣∣
/p=ml

= 0; (23a)

d

dp2

d

d/p
Σl(/p)

∣∣∣
/p=ml

= 0; (23b)

d

dp2
Π(p2)

∣∣∣
p2=M2

= 0; (23c)

dΓµ(p1, p2, p3)

d /p1

∣∣∣
(p2−p3=0)

= 0, (23d)

where (23d) expresses the convenient choice to make ẽ4 to vanish at the renormalization scale.

V. GRAVITATIONAL CORRECTION TO THE ELECTRIC CHARGE

Now, let us calculate at one-loop order the relevant Z factors for the renormalization of the

electric charge, so we will consider the one-loop corrections to the self-energy diagrams, depicted

in Figs. 2 and 3, and to the vertex (see Fig. 4).

We start computing the self-energies of the leptons (electron and muon), Fig.2. The correspond-
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ing expression can be cast as

−iΣl(p) =

(
32ξAe

2 + 37κ2m2
l − 29ξhκ

2m2
l

)
/p− 2ml

(
16e2(ξA + 3)− κ2m2

l (19ξh − 23)
)

512π2ε

+
p2κ2/p(15ξh − 19) + 12ml(3− ξh)

128π2ε

+ Z
(1)
2l /p−mlZ

(1)
ml

+
p2

M2
P

(
Z

(1)
l−ẽ1 /p−mlZ

(1)
l−ẽ2

)
+ finite. (24)

The first term of the above equation is renormalized by the counterterms Z
(1)
2l and Z

(1)
ml , while the

second term is renormalized by the high derivative operators (7).

Imposing to Σl(p) the renormalization condition, Eqs. (22a),(22b),(23a), and (23b), we find the

following one-loop counterterms:

Z
(1)
2l = − e2ξA

16π2ε
−

(37− 29ξh)κ2m2
l

512π2ε
+ f1(ml, e, κ), (25a)

Z(1)
ml

= −3e2ml

16π2ε
− e2ξA

16π2ε
−

23κ2m2
l

256π2ε
+

19κ2m2
l ξh

256π2ε
+ f2(ml, e, κ), (25b)

where the functions f(ml, e, κ) are finite contributions so their specific expressions are not impor-

tant to our analysis. Choosing the Feynman gauge, ξA = ξh = 1, our results are in agreement with

those in Ref. [29].

For the photon self-energy, we write the one-loop correction (corresponding to the diagrams in

Fig.2) as

Πµν(p) = −
(
p2ηµν − pµpν

)
Π(p), (26)

where

Π(p) = Z
(1)
3 + Z̃

(1)
3

p2

M2
P

+

(
16e2 − κ2p2(2− 3ξh)

)
96π2ε

+ finite +O(p4), (27)

from which we can see that Z3 is the renormalizing factor for the Maxwell’s term, while Z̃
(1)
3

renormalizes a higher derivative term like Fµν�Fµν . Thus, Z3 is the relevant counterterm to the

beta function of the electric charge. Notice that the UV divergent part of Eq.(27) is not dependent

on the masses of the leptons.

Imposing the renormalization conditions over Π(p), Eqs. (22d) and (23d), we find

Z
(1)
3 = − e2

6π2ε
+ f3(ml, e, κ), (28a)

Z̃
(1)
3 =

κ2M2
P (2− 3ξh)

96π2ε
+ f4(ml, e, κ), (28b)

where, as in Eq.(25), f(ml, e, κ) are finite functions whose specific expressions are not important

to our analysis. It is important to remark that the counterterm for the Maxwell’s term, Z
(1)
3 , is

gauge independent.
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Contributions to the vertex function up to one-loop order are depicted in Fig. 4. The resulting

expression is

−iΓµl (p) = −eγµ
[
(1 + Z

(1)
1l ) +

e2ξA
16π2ε

+
κ2m2

l (37− 29ξh)

512π2ε

]
+ẽ(1 + Z

(1)
ho4)[γµ, /p] +O(p) + finite, (29)

and, from renormalization conditions (22d) and (23d), we find

Z
(1)
1l = − e2ξA

16π2ε
−

(37− 29ξh)κ2m2
l

512π2ε
+ finite (30)

(Z
(1)
ho4 absorbs the divergent terms proportional to /p). Notice that Z

(1)
1l = Z

(1)
2l , Eq.(25a), as required

by the Ward identities (see, for instance, Ref. [30]). Setting the Feynman gauge, ξA = ξh = 1, our

results are in agreement with those in Ref. [29].

We observe from the above result that the vertex counterterm is process dependent in the

context of an effective field theory of gravity, since the dependence on ml implies that we get

different counterterms when computed through processes involving electrons or muons, unlike QED

in the absence of gravity. However, due to the Ward identity, the universality of the renormalized

charge is respected.

The beta function of the electric charge can now be obtained from the relation between bare

and renormalized electric charge, Eq.(21). As is well known, the Ward identities impose Z1 = Z2

(see, for example, Ref. [30]), so we have e0 = µ2εZ
−1/2
3 e. Then, β(e) at one-loop order can be cast

as

β(e) = µ
de

dµ
=

e3

6π2
, (31)

which is independent of κ and ml, just as in the Einstein-Scalar QED [21].

We also expect that the universality of the renormalized charge is also respected at two-loop

order. In Ref. [29], it was shown that Z3 depends on the mass of the fermionic particle in the

Einstein-QED model, so we believe that extending the analysis to the present model, we would

obtain Z3 depending on (m2
e + m2

µ). Let us use the fine-structure constant α =
e2

4π
to write β(α)

as

β(α) =
4α2

3π

(
1 +

5

4π

M2
l

M2
P

)
+

α3

2π2
, (32)

where M2
l is the sum of the squared masses of the leptons. Since the Planck scale is MP ≈

1.22 × 1019 GeV and the most massive lepton is the tau (mτ ≈ 1.78 GeV), the gravitational

corrections to the beta function of the fine-structure constant should be of the order of ∼ 10−38.
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Even though this effect is completely negligible to the present model, it would become important

in the case of the existence of more massive leptons, such as occurs in models based on small extra

dimensions [31].

As mentioned in Sec.III, we could also have computed the renormalized electric charge from the

vertex eκ
2 (hηµν−hµν)ψ̄γµψAν . The definition of the renormalized fields, Aµ → Z

1/2
3 Aµ, ψ → Z

1/2
2 ,

and hµν → Z
1/2
h hµν , gives us the relation between bare and renormalized coupling constants:

Z
1/2
h Z

1/2
3 Z2e0κ0 = µ4εZ6eκ. (33)

In order to proceed, we will need to compute the renormalized κ, which can be done using the

vertex with two vector fields and one graviton from (10c),

LA = −1

4
FµνFµν +

κ

2
hτνF

µνFµτ −
κ

8
hFµνFµν . (34)

The relation between the bare and the renormalized κ is given by

Z
1/2
h Z3κ0 = µ2εZ4κ. (35)

The diagrams in Fig. 5 allow us to find that Z
(1)
4 = − e2

6π2ε
= Z

(1)
3 . Therefore, we have

Z
1/2
h κ0 = µ2εκ. (36)

Using the above equation and Z
1/2
3 Z2e0 = µ2εZ1e, we can rewrite (33), at one-loop order, as

κµ2εZ
(1)
1 eµ2ε = µ4εZ

(1)
6 eκ→ Z

(1)
1 = Z

(1)
6 , (37)

and we can confirm this equality by computing the diagrams in Fig. 6 to find that

Z
(1)
6 = − e2ξA

16π2ε
+O(κ). (38)

However, to compute the O(κ) terms, we need to consider terms of order κ2 in the expanded

Lagrangian and we will not pursue this here.

The result in (37) is a direct consequence of the gauge invariance of the electrical charge.

Although our results suggest that gauge symmetry is preserved, a full analysis on this topic would

require a study of the Ward identities of the model, which we expect to do in a future work.

VI. RENORMALIZATION VIA PHYSICAL PROCESSES IN EINSTEIN-SCALAR QED

The concept of running coupling constants within effective field theories is in general not as

simple as it is for renormalizable field theories. When the theory has a dimensional coupling, the
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quantum corrections to the scattering amplitude carries a dependence on the energy scale of the

process, leading to an operator mixing in the renormalization process [20]. Therefore, in order to

avoid the pitfalls of defining a useful coupling constant, one should consider the renormalization

of the model via physical processes. In the present paper we have renormalized n-point functions,

rather than scattering amplitudes, and therefore we must now address the question of the validity

of this approach.

In previous works, we have used both approaches to discuss the renormalization of the scalar

QED coupled to gravity. In [21] we have used physical processes and in [29] we have computed the

same counterterms using the method we have used here. In this section, we review and analyze

the key results from the former, showing that the results are in agreement with the later.

The model studied in [21] is given by

S =

∫
d4x
√
−g
{ 2

κ2
R− 1

4
gµαgνβFαβFµν + gµν(∂µ + ieAµ)φj(∂ν − ieAν)φ†j

−m2(φ†jφj)−
λ

2
(φ†jφj)

2 + LHO + LGF + LCT
}
, (39)

where j = 1, 2. Also,

LHO = λ1∂
µ(φ1φ

†
1)∂µ(φ2φ

†
2) + λ2(φ1∂

µφ†1 − ∂
µφ1φ

†
1)(φ2∂µφ

†
2 − ∂µφ2φ

†
2)

+λ3(�φ1φ
†
1φ2φ

†
2 + φ1�φ

†
1φ2φ

†
2 + φ1φ

†
1�φ2φ

†
2 + φ1φ

†
1φ2�φ

†
2) + · · · . (40)

The counterterms for the scalar wave function and for the scalar mass were found computing

the scalar self-energy and are given by

Z
(1)
2 =

e2

8π2ε
− m2κ2

16π2ε
; (41a)

Z
(1)
m2 =

3(e2 − λ)m2

16π2ε
, (41b)

while the photon self-energy was used to find

Z
(1)
3 = − e2

24π2ε
. (42)

Our results for the scattering amplitudes found in [21] were written in terms of the Mandelstam

variables

S = (p1 + p3)2 = (p2 + p4)2;

T = (p2− p1)2 = (p4− p3)2;

U = (p4− p1)2 = (p2− p3)2,
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and we have also used the constraint S+T+U =
∑4

i=1m
4
i , where mi are the masses of the external

particles (see Fig. 7).

The resulting amplitude for the scattering of two scalar particles can be written as

M = Mtree +MCT +M1l

−λ+
e2(S − U)

T
+
κ2SU

4T
+
m2κ2

2
− m4κ2

2T
+MCT +M1l, (43)

where, for convenience, we have set λ1 = λ2 = λ3 = 0 at tree level. The expression for the

counterterms was found to be

MCT = −Z(1)
λ +

2eZ
(1)
1 (S − U)

T
+
Z

(1)
κ2 SU

4T
+
Z

(1)
m2κ

2

2
+
m2Zκ2

2
−
m2Z

(1)
m2κ

2

T

−
m4Z

(1)
κ2

2T
+ Z

(1)
λ1
T + Z

(1)
λ2

(S − U)− 4m2Z
(1)
λ3
. (44)

From the above expression we can see that the electromagnetic counterterm Z
(1)
1 has a unique

kinematic and therefore there is no mixing with higher-order terms. The one-loop scattering

amplitude is given by

M1l =
3λ2

8π2ε
+

3e4

8π2ε
− e4(S − U)

4π2εT
− 11e2Sκ2

384π2ε
+
e2m4κ2

48π2Tε
+

7e2m2Sκ2

484π2Tε
+

5e2S2κ2

384π2Tε

+
11e2Tκ2

192π2ε
+

11e2Uκ2

384π2ε
+

5e2m2Uκ2

24π2εT
− 11e2SUκ2

96π2εT
− 25e2U2κ2

384π2εT
− e2λ

8π2ε

−m
2κ2λ

8π2ε
− Sκ2λ

32π2ε
− 3m4κ2λ

16π2εT
− 3Tκ2λ

64π2ε
− Uκ2λ

32π2ε
+ finite terms. (45)

Then, we can compute the counterterms as

Z
(1)
1 =

e3

8π2ε
− eκ2m2

16π2ε
; (46a)

Z
(1)
κ2 =

κ2e2

4π2ε
; (46b)

Z
(1)
λ1

=
κ2(λ− 2e2)

64π2ε
; (46c)

Z
(1)
λ2

=
13κ2e2

192π2ε
. (46d)

Since Z
(1)
2 = Z

(1)
1 /e, we have that the Ward identity is satisfied and we only need the pho-

ton wave-function counterterm to compute the renormalized electric charge. These results are in

agreement with the ones in [29], which were obtained using the same methods as the present paper.

We emphasize that this is possible only when each counterterm has its own kinematics, as it

is the case for Z1 in (44). As discussed in [21], the operator mixing occurs when we consider the

coupling λ, since kinematics cannot be used to separate Zλ and Zλ3 in (44).
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This uniqueness of kinematics happens also for the counterterms in the fermionic case, as can

be seen in the muon production process e+e− → µ+µ− (see Fig. 8). The amplitude is given by

MCT =
κ2(Z

(1)
5 + Z

(1)
5b − 2)v̄(p1)pµ3u(p2)ū(p3)p1µv(p4)

8S

−
κm1m2(κ(Z

(1)
5 + Z

(1)
5b − 2)− 2(Z

(1)
7 + Z

(1)
7b − 2))(v̄(p1)u(p2)ū(p3)v(p4))

8S

−
(κ2(T − U)(Z

(1)
5 + Z

(1)
5b − 2)

32S
+
iẽ4e(Z̃

(1)
4 + Z̃

(1)
4b )

(
2m2

1 − 2m2
2 + S

)
2M2

PS

+
16παẽ3Z̃

(1)
3

(
m2

1 −m2
2

)2
M2
PS

2
+

4πα
(

4ẽ3m
2
1Z̃

(1)
3 /M2

P − 4ẽ3m
2
2Z̃

(1)
3 /M2

P + Z
(1)
1 + Z

(1)
1b − Z

(1)
3

)
S

+
4παẽ3Z̃

(1)
3

M2
P

)
v̄(p1)γµu(p2)ū(p3)γµv(p4), (47)

in which Z5 renormalizes the vertex hψ̄1ψ1, Z7 the term m1hψ̄1ψ, Z̃3 the HO term Fµν�Fµν and

Z̃4 the HO term Fµνψ̄1γ
µ∂νψ, while the counterterms with subscript b renormalize the terms with

ψ2. As we can see from (47), the counterterms have different kinematics and the ones that have

the same will renormalize different processes. Therefore, we expect that the results obtained from

the computation via physical processes will be consistent with the ones we obtained in this paper.

However the proper analysis of the subject for the Einstein-QED system will be left for a future

work, since the full calculation is very subtle and rich in details.

VII. FINAL REMARKS

In summary, we have computed the gravitational corrections to the one-loop n-point functions to

find the renormalization constants in quantum electrodynamics, with an arbitrary gauge, showing

that the electric charge can be universally defined to the interaction between photons and leptons.

Our calculations show that although the renormalization of the three-point functions are process

dependent, leading to different vertex counterterms, the Ward identity ensures the universality to

the renormalized electric charge. We have also argued that our results would stand if physical

processes were used to renormalize the model.

It is important to highlight that even though the renormalization of the electric charge does

not receive any one-loop gravitational correction, the effect of the metric fluctuations appears

in the renormalization of other free parameters of the theory, such as the fermion wave-function

renormalization constant (Fig. 2), the vertex function renormalization constant (Fig. 4) and in

the renormalization constants of high order operators Eq.(7).
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Figure 1: Feynman diagrams in QED. The renormalization of the model is achieved imposing certain

conditions over them.

Figure 2: Feynman diagrams for the electron self-energy. Continuous, wavy and wiggly lines represent the

electron, photon and graviton propagators, respectively. For the muon self-energy, we just have to change

the electron propagators for the muon ones.

Figure 3: Feynman diagrams for the photon self-energy.

Figure 4: Feynman diagrams to the vertex interaction between electrons and photons up to one-loop order.

For the muon vertex interactions, we just have to change the electron propagators for the muon ones.
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Figure 5: Feynman diagrams to the vertex interaction between photons and a graviton.
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Figure 6: Feynman diagrams to the vertex interaction between fermions, a photon, and a graviton.
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Figure 7: Denomination of external momenta.
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Figure 8: Counterterms to the muon production process.
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