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Abstract

We consider massive higher-spin multiplets coupled to quantum gravity and compute
their contributions to the gravitational beta functions at one loop. Such theories, if quantized
with the Feynman prescription, would contain ghosts. Instead, those degrees of freedom are
turned into purely virtual particles by means of the fakeon prescription and the resulting
theories are both renormalizable and unitary. We extract the necessary number of fields to
obtain asymptotic freedom by solving the relevant renormalization-group equations in the
ultraviolet limit. We show that in the case of irreducible rank-s bosons with minimal kinetic
term only a certain number of fields with 0 < s < 3 is compatible with asymptotic freedom.
No solution involving fermionic rank-s fields are found. We also consider the cases of rank-1
and symmetric rank-2 tensor fields with nonminimal kinetic terms and repeat the analysis,
finding that the allowed number of fields is enlarged. Possible implications for metric affine

theories of gravity are pointed out.



1 Introduction

Asymptotic freedom is a property of certain quantum field theories which ensures that their
interactions become weaker at high energies. Theories with such a feature belong to a special
class in which perturbative techniques can be trusted up to arbitrary energy scales.

In particle physics the most relevant theory in this class is quantum chromodynamics.
This follows from the general result that any non-Abelian gauge theory is asymptotically
free [1, 2]. On the other hand, quantum electrodynamics does not belong to this class of
theories. For this reason, the standard model is not asymptotically free.

In the case of gravitational interactions we have a similar situation. A renormalizable
extension of Einstein gravity is Stelle theory [3], which is plagued by the presence of unstable
ghosts that violate unitarity. This problem is solved by turning the ghosts into purely virtual
degrees of freedom (or “fakeons”) with the help of a different quantization prescription [4, 5].
The new theory is physically different from the Stelle one [6] but shares the same properties
under renormalization [7]. In particular, asymptotic freedom cannot be obtained unless one
of the degrees of freedom is tachyonic [8]. Since the fakeon prescription cannot be applied
to tachyons, that option is not viable. The result is a renormalizable and unitary theory
where some couplings tend to zero in the ultraviolet (UV) while others do not, pretty much
like in the standard model. The coupling to standard matter fields does not improve the
situation [9].

Another possibility, investigated in the literature, is to introduce additional higher-
derivative terms with dimension greater than four and of the Lee-Wick type [4, 10, 11].
Those theories are superrenormalizable but, if quantized using the Feynman prescription,
contain pairs of complex conjugate ghost-poles that violate unitarity, Hermiticity and the
locality of counterterms [12]. The ghosts can be quantized with the fakeon prescription,
removing all the inconsistencies. Moreover, operators at least cubic in the curvature can be
introduced, together with renormalization-group (RG) chains [4], in order to make this class
of theories finite. The RG equations in the six-derivative case have been recently studied
in [13]. Although superrenormalizable theories of gravity can be made consistent by means
of the fakeon prescription, they are infinitely many, raising the problem of uniqueness.

In this paper we consider the only strictly renormalizable theory of quantum gravity and
show that it can be made asymptotically free by coupling it to other fakeons that might
exist in nature. In particular, we consider the massive higher-spin multiplets of ref. [14],
where each irreducible rank-s multiplet contains both standard particles and fakeons. To
our knowledge this is the only way to couple interacting matter field with spin higher than
1 to quantum gravity without violating either renormalizability or unitarity. Indeed, if we

quantize a whole multiplet with the Feynman prescription we would introduce several ghosts,



instead of fakeons. On the other hand, it is possible to eliminate the ghost degrees of freedom
by imposing certain symmetries for the kinetic terms. However, this would define unitary
but nonrenomalizable theories [15, 16] (once the interactions are included), analogous to the
Proca [17], Pauli-Fierz [18] and Rarita-Schwinger [19] ones, which can be viewed as effective
field theories [20] but not as fundamental ones.

A crucial difference between the massive multiplets of this paper and more standard
ones is that the former can be coupled to a general background without introducing any
additional ghost. For example, in Pauli-Fierz theory the coupling to gravity turns on the
physical propagation of the (ghostly) trace of the field, known as Boulware-Deser ghost [21],
which is non-dynamical in the flat-space limit. This is not the case in our approach since the
fields are traceless and all the degrees of freedom contained in the higher-spin multiplets are
already present in flat spacetime. In particular, all the potential ghosts are those associated
to the poles with negative residues, which are turned into purely virtual particles by means of
the fakeon prescription. No Boulware-Deser ghost is turned on and the theory can be safely
coupled to any curved background. Moreover, general reducible multiplets with nonvanishing
trace can be considered along the same line. Also in that case there is no room for the
Boulware-Deser ghost to arise. In fact, the trace of the field would be already present
expanding around flat spacetime, since we always consider the most general kinetic and
mass terms. Then, all the would-be ghosts are prescribed with the fakeon prescription.

Alternative ways of getting rid of the Boulware-Deser ghost are known in the literature,
such as the de Rham-Gabadadze-Tolley model [22-24] and bimetric theories [25]. However,
in those cases renormalizability is lost.

Massive higher-spin fields are also considered in non-conventional representations of the
Lorentz group and used to directly derive S-matrix elements without relying on a Lagrangian
description [26]. This framework has been recently adopted in the context of dark matter
phenomenology [27, 28].

Finally, higher-spin gauge theories in four dimensions can be consistently formulated in
the free-field limit and in flat spacetime [29, 30] or in anti-de Sitter spacetime, while the
Lagrangian formulation of their self-interacting version is still subject of investigation [31,
32]. In general, these theories can be coupled to external gravity only if the spacetime
satisfies certain consistency conditions [33]. However, these issues do not appear in the
special multiplets considered in this paper. In fact, we do not consider massless theories, since
fakeons can only be massive, in order to avoid violation of causality at arbitrary distances [6,
34].

The paper is organized as follows. In section 2, we introduce the details of the fakeon

prescription and the related projection. In section 3, we briefly review the renormalization



properties of quantum gravity. In section 4, we consider the bosonic higher-spin fields with
minimal kinetic term coupled to quantum gravity and compute their contribution to the
gravitational beta functions at one loop. In section 5, we repeat the same steps of section 4
in the case of fermionic higher-spin multiplets. In section 6, we derive and solve the equa-
tions necessary to obtain asymptotic freedom. In section 7, we repeat the steps of section 4
and section 6 in the case of rank-1 and symmetric rank-2 multiplets with nonminimal ki-
netic terms. Some special cases are presented in details. In section 8, we comment on the
possibility that metric affine theories of gravity might be asymptotically free and compute
the contribution of hook-(anti)symmetric rank-3 tensors to the beta functions. Section 9
contains our conclusions. Appendix A collects the formulas of Lorentz algebra used in the

paper. Appendix B collects the definitions of the spin-2 projectors.

We use the signature (4, —, —, —) for the metric tensor. The Riemann and Ricci tensors
are defined as RY, . = 0,1 — 0,1, + T ') — T TV and R, = R, ,, respectively. We

write the four-dimensional integrals over spacetime points of a function F' of a field ¢(z) as

[V=gF(¢) = [d'z\/—g(x)F (¢(x)). The D-dimensional integrals are distinguished from
the four-dimensional ones by the presence of the factor =¢. We always assume that the

integral of the Gauss-Bonnet term vanish, i.e. [ /=g (R0 R**° — 4R, R" + R?) = 0.

2 Fakeon prescription/projection

The fakeon is a degree of freedom of a new type which can only be a virtual state. In quantum
field theory this is achieved in two steps: a prescription for the propagator, to mantain the
fakeon as a possible virtual state, and a projection, to remove it from the physical spectrum.
This procedure ensures the unitarity of the projected theory without losing the properties

under renormalization of the unprojected one. More explicitly, the fakeon propagator reads

r . p2 _ m2
gg%)l(pQ _ m2)2 + 54’

(2.1)

The distribution defined by the fakeon prescription is not the Cauchy principal value, since
the loop integrals must be performed along special deformed domains. Using (2.1) without
any prescription for the integration domains is called “Feynman-Wheeler propagator” which,
if used inside loop diagrams, leads to violation of stability, unitarity and the locality of
counterterms [35].

The fakeon prescription is equivalent to treat the amplitudes associated to fake processes

by means of a nonanalytic Wick rotation, defined by the so-called “average continuation” [5]
1
Ap = 3 (AL +A), (2.2)
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where A, and A_ are the analytic continuations from above and below the cut associated
to the fakeon threshold, respectively. The Minkowski amplitudes for standard particles,
instead, are given by A,, which is obtained by means of the usual Wick rotation. In the
case of amplitudes with multiple thresholds and mixed contributions from both particles and
fakeons, each threshold must be treated accordingly (see [36] for the general rules).

At the level of the Fock space W, the fakeon prescription works as follows. Starting from

the unitarity condition for the S-matrix, written as S = 1 + i7", we obtain
—i(T —T" =TT", (2.3)
which is known as the “optical theorem”. In terms of matrix elements

(@[(T = TYB) =i > (aTn)(n|TT|B), > |n}n[=1,  |a),|8),|n) e W. (2.4)
in) In)

Moreover, any quantum field theory satisfies a set of diagrammatical identities, called “cut-

ting equations”, that can be recollected in the form of a pseudo-unitarity equation

(al(T =TH|B) =i ) (a|T|n)on(n|T"|5), (2.5)

n)

where, for a fixed diagram, o,, = +1 depending on the sign of the residues of the propagators
involved. A unitary theory has o, = 1 for every diagram, while a theory which contains a
ghost has 0, = —1 for a subset of diagrams, leading to the violation of unitarity.

Suppose we want to turn a certain number of degrees of freedom into fakeons. Let V be
the subspace of the states generated by applying to the vacuum state at least one creation
operator of the fields associated to those degrees of freedom and V be its complimentary.
Assuming that the propagators of the degrees of freedom in V have positive residue, equation
(2.5) can be split into

(@ (T =TNB) =i Y (TIm)(m|TT|B) +i Y (a|Tlm)on(m|TH5).  (2.6)

|m)ev |m)yev
The fakeon prescription sets o7 = 0. Finally, we can consistently project the external states

onto V and obtain

(al(T =THp) =i Y (aT|m){m|TTb),  |a),|b) €V, (2.7)

%

which is the unitarity equation in the subspace V, i.e. the degrees of freedom propagating

through the cuts are the same as the external ones.



The fakeon degrees of freedom are removed also at classical level. In fact, the projection
survives the classical limit. They could be seen as “auxiliary fields with a kinetic term”.
Typically, auxiliary fields do not have a kinetic term and they can be easily integrated
out. If a kinetic term is present, then at classical level the initial conditions need to be
specified. In the case of fakeons the initial conditions are “frozen” by the prescription, i.e.
the Green functions are fixed and there is no freedom in the choice of initial conditions.
The true classical (nonlocal) action, where all the fakeons are integrated out according to
the prescription, cannot be derived without the knowledge of the nonperturbative fakeon
projection. Therefore, it is convenient to use a local “interim” classical action where we
can formulate Feynman rules and make computations by applying the procedure explained
above. Moreover, perturbative techniques can be applied to obtain the projected classical
action as an expansion [37].

We remark that in principle different prescriptions compatible with unitarity might ex-
ist [5]. However, the fakeon prescription allows us to keep the renormalization properties
of the theory untouched. This is the key feature for the formulation of quantum gravity,
which is the main application of the idea of purely virtual particles. Indeed, the strictly
renormalizable theory of gravitational interactions [3] propagates ghost degrees of freedom,
which is physically unacceptable. The presence of ghosts spoils the unitarity of theory, even
in the cases where those degrees of freedom are unstable, since there are situations where
they can be considered long lived. The fakeon prescription allows to turn the ghost degrees
of freedom into purely virtual particles. In this way the resulting theory is both renormal-
izable and unitary (in the subspace where fakeons are projected away). Moreover, since
the prescription changes the definition of the amplitudes that involve fakeon thresholds, the
theory gives predictions that are physically different from those of the theory with ghosts.

In the case of massive higher-spin theories we are in an analogous situation. They are
renormalizable but propagate multiplets of particles with different spin that contain both
ghosts and standard particles. It is possible to apply the fakeon prescription to turn the
ghosts of massive higher-spin theories into purely virtual ones and obtain renormalizable
and unitary theories [14]. In the next sections we couple those theories to quantum gravity
and fix the number of higher-spin fields necessary to obtain asymptotic freedom in the
gravitational coupling constants.

Finally, we remind that any non-tachyonic degree of freedom can be turned into a fakeon
by means of the procedure described above, even standard particles. The freedom in the
choice of the prescription is acceptable as long as the theory is consistent and produces
predictions that in principle could be tested. In this way, theories quantized with different

choices for prescriptions can be discriminated from one another and potential future exper-



iments may determine whether purely virtual particles exist in nature. This possibility has

been recently explored in the context of particle physics phenomenology [38, 39].

3 Beta functions in quantum gravity

The renormalizable and unitary theory of quantum gravity with fakeons is defined by the
classical action

1 1
Sqal(g) = —2%2/\/—_9 {2A+CR+ %02 — 6—€R2 , (3.1)

where «, &, ¢, A and k are real constants, with ( > 0, a > 0, £ > 0 (this last choice
is explained below) and C? = C,,,C""?? is the square of the Weyl tensor. The theory
contains a masselss spin-2 graviton, a massive scalar and a massive spin 2. The latter
must be quantized with the fakeon prescription in order to have both renormalizability
and unitarity. The scalar can be quantized in either way. Remarkably, if quantized with
the Feynman prescription, it can be viewed as the inflaton and used to study primordial
cosmology [40, 41]. This leads to predictions that can be discriminated from other models
of inflation and possibly be tested in the near future [42].

We stress that the action (3.1) is the interim, unprojected one. Therefore, the true
classical action is obtained by first following the procedure described in section 2, then
project the spin-2 fakeon away from the physical spectrum and finally take the classical
limit.

Since the fakeon prescription does not affect the counterterms, the beta functions of the
theory (3.1) are the same as in Stelle theory. In particular, the counterterms can be written

as!

o _ M — Aa , AL
SQG_(47T)2€/\/ g{QAA+A(R+ 5 C 6R :

where AA, A(, Aa and A¢ are constants, p is the dynamical scale and e =4 — D, D being

(3.2)

the continued spacetime dimension introduced by the dimensional regularization.

The beta functions are extracted from (3.2) and read
ﬁa = OéQAO‘a ﬁ{ = €2A€7 5{ = _A<7 ﬁ/\ = _AA7 (33)

where the beta function () of a coupling constant A at a scale p is defined as

_dA o 2K? Lo
Br=q 1= (i In (?) : (3.4)

I This result can be obtained in the Batalin-Vilkovisky formalism up to a cohomologically exact term that
is removed by a canonical transformation. For more details see [7, 43]



The coefficients AA, A{, Aa and A can be worked out by computing the graviton self
energy and the renormalization of the BRST operators. In the case of pure gravity the
results are [7, 8, 44]?

133 5 bHa  ba? 513
Aa=—229 Ag— 220 0 N 5 LA
« T § 6—|— + ¢= C( +3§2+ )

AN=A (=5a + 2¢ + 24) —

LN (3.5)

where A is a gauge-dependent arbitrary constant.
In order to have asymptotic freedom in o and ¢ a necessary condition is that their beta

functions be negative. Using (3.5) we have

2

_ 133 _ O @
fo=—50%  Be=6 (1+6€+2£2). (3.6)

Therefore, when matter is switched off, 3, is negative and quadratic in o, while ¢ is polyno-
mial in « and £ and it can be made negative by changing the sign of one of the parameters.
If we do so we would introduce tachyonic degrees of freedom, once we expand the metric
around flat spacetime [8]. Tachyons cannot be treated with the fakeon prescription and
therefore we need to exclude their presence by imposing o > 0, > 0. We refer to this as
the “no-tachyon condition”, which needs to be imposed for every degree of freedom. For
this reason [ is always positive in pure gravity. If we couple standard matter (with zero

nonminimal couplings) the contributions are

No

1
A@SM = — == (N(] + 6Nf + 12Nv) s AgSM = E,

o (3.7)

where Ny is the number of scalars, Ny is the number of Dirac fermions plus one half the
number of Weyl fermions and N, is the number of gauge vectors (Ny = 4, Ny = 45/2 and
N, = 12 in the case of the standard model). We see that the signs of the beta functions
remain the same. It is possible to modify Adsy by adding nonminimal (and nonconformal)
interactions between matter and gravity. For example, if we introduce the nonminimal term
LV/=9(1 + 2n9) Rp? for every scalar field ¢, then we have

N077(2)

Aésm = 3

(3.8)

which cannot change the sign of ;. Additional nonminimal terms can be added for spin
higher than 0. Those terms might help in having the correct signs for asymptotic freedom.

However, they would break renormalizability unless all the degrees of freedom contained in

2The formulas in (3.5) are related to those in [7] through the substitutions a — 1/cr, & — 1/€.



the higher-spin multiplets are included. This forces us to quantize some of them as fakeons to
preserve unitarity, leading to the special multiplets studied in this paper. For this reason, we
concentrate only on their minimal coupling to gravity, although in the next section we write
the general form of nonminimal terms and show how to include them in the computations.

The coupling to matter generates gravitational one-loop counterterms of the form

S(g) = —ﬁ/\/—_g [N+ dR+c C*+bR?]. (3.9)

The contributions to the beta functions can be read from (3.9) by means of the relations

Aag = —2c, A& = 6b, Al =d, AN = %, (3.10)

where ¢ is called “central charge” in conformal field theories.
In the next sections, we compute the coefficients (3.10) for the higher-spin multiplets and

study asymptotic freedom.

4 Bosons

We start by considering a bosonic rank-s tensor field ¢, ,., completely symmetric and

traceless. In flat spacetime, the most general quadratic action we can build is

(=D°
2

Ss<<p) — / (ampylmysa,u(pw...us + )\sa#(pylmysalflgpuuz...us . miwm‘..yssﬂl‘““g) ’ (41)

where \,, m? are real constants and the indices are raised and lowered by means of the
flat-spacetime metric 7, = diag (1, —1,—1,—1). The field ¢, ,. transforms according to
the irreducible representation (%, g) of the Lorentz group. Therefore, it contains (s + 1)?
degrees of freedom, whose sign of the residues at the poles of each propagator are alternating

[14]. For example, with s = 1 the action

1

Si(e) = 2 / (0upu @0 + MBup, 0”0 — mipup) (4.2)

describes a vector multiplet with mass squared m? and residue 1 and a scalar with mass
squared m3/(A; + 1) and residue —1/(A\; + 1) (see section 7 for details). Therefore, if we
impose the no-tachyon condition A\; > —1 the two residues have necessarily opposite signs.
This occurs for every multiplets (see section 7 for s = 2 and section 8 for s = 3). The
different sign in the residues ensures the renormalizability of the theory (once renormalizable

interactions are switch on), since nonrenormalizable behaviors mutually cancel.



The action (4.1) can be coupled to gravity. The minimal quadratic action is

Ss(p. ) = (_21)8

/ _g (VMQDVL--VSVMQDVL”VS + )‘svuwuy.ysvylgpuwmys - m§¢u1...us¢u1mus) )
(4.3)
where V is the covariant derivative, and the indices are raised and lowered by means of the

metric g,,,. Moreover, we can add nonminimal terms

(_1)5+1

SE™0,9) = | V=9Rappo s e Purw, Y Con G PTHL e (4.4)
2

where the sum is over all the independent ways of contracting the Riemann tensor with two ¢
fields, ¢, are real constants and G,, are monomials in the metric tensor. Taking into account

the symmetries of the fields ¢ and of the Riemann tensor, the nonminimal terms (4.4) turns

into
nm (_1)s+1 J1 e fhsVT .o Vs
8@ 9) = 5 — | V=9%u..n.Bs Pur..vss (4.5)
where
Bo = no1 I, By = nmiRg" + ma2RM, (4.6)

Blsl;-i#sl/l-..l/s — nisgulm . 'g/j'sl/s + nSQRmmgMQVz . 'gNsVs + 77£3R#1M2V1V29M3V3 . _g#svs (47)

and 7, are real coefficients. Note that we could have added an additional term in (4.3) where
V, and V" are switched. However, this would be equivalent to redefine the nonminimal cou-
plings (4.6), since the commutator of two covariant derivatives produces terms proportional
to the curvature. Therefore, those terms can be ignored without loss of generality.

Finally, we mention that in principle more general nonminimal interactions can be build

when many ¢ fields are present. Schematically, they can be written as

/ V=g [waRﬂpga)@gb) + st’RSOS‘Ps’] ) Waps Oss' € R, (4.8)

where the first term represents all the possible contractions between the Riemann tensor and
two different ¢ fields with the same spin, while the second term represents all the possible
contractions between the Riemann tensor and two ¢ fields with different spin. We do not

consider these nonminimal terms in this paper, as well as kinetic terms that mix two different

fields .

4.1 Counterterms for any spin s with \; =0

The gravitational one-loop counterterms can be derived in the case Ay, = 0 for any spin s by

using the algorithm [45], which works as follows. Consider an action of the form
1 I ij 1 ij
S(e,9) = /\/—9 {5@%6”9“ O0vpj + @i (N7 Doy — 5piM0;1 (4.9)
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where ; is a set of fields and M, N* are symmetric and antisymmetic matrices, respectively,

that depend on the metric. Then the gravitational one-loop counterterms are given by

Sulg) = —& / V=g tr 1—12YWY‘“’ +% (M _NFN, + %R)z 4 11%002 o (410)
where the trace is understood over the 4, j indices, 1 = J;; and
Y, = 0,N, — ,N,, + N,N, — N,N,,. (4.11)
Setting Ay = 0 and integrating by parts, the action (4.3) can be written as
(—1)°+! ’ :
Ss(,9) = T/\/—_g (i PYV0; + XY ] (4.12)

where P and X are symmetric matrices and we use the short notations ¢; = ¢, .. Pi =
Pra-tsvievs and X9 = XH1-Hs¥1-Vs - To reduce (4.12) into the form (4.9) we proceed as
follows. First we double the fields ¢; by complexifying them, then we perform the redefinition
o; — @?(Pil)ji and obtain the action

S'(prg) = (~1)**! / V= (078, + ot (P XM (4.13)

where 6% = for s = 1, 6 = L (g*n*” + nton? — Lpvye7) for s = 2 and so on. Note that
the last redefinition breaks general covariance, which is recovered in final result. Expanding

the kinetic term we find
;0905 = 0169 9" 80,0,0; + ©f (N!)7 0,05 + 5 T, (4.14)

then the action (4.13) is of the form (4.9) with M = J + P~'X. After taking into account
the right factors due to the doubling, we go back to real fields and for the particular case
of (4.12), we have J = N¥N,, X = m?P and M = N*N, + m?1. Moreover, the matrix
N* corresponds to the generalized spin connection and the quantity Y, coincides with the
generalized curvature

Ruw = [V, V] =20 R (4.15)

buv>

where R%  is the Riemann tensor and 3, are the generators of the Lorentz group.

} , (4.16)

The counterterms (4.10) reduce to

1 1 \* 1
§(m§+—R) + —C?

c pe — )1 v
55(9) = ~ e / Y {EHR’“’R“ o 6 120

11



where trl = d, = (s + 1)? is the dimension of the representation. The computation of
trR,,, R* amounts to compute of the product of two generators traced on the indices of the

representation. Using formulas of Appendix A, we get
v ds dS —1 vpo
/\/—g trR R = —% / V—=9Rpe R'"P (4.17)
ds(ds — 1 1
LGOI o )y
The final expression for the gravitational counterterms generated by the action (4.12) is

2 18— 5hd, 7 —ds
Mapy s 27 %%y —RQ} : (4.19)

ct _ 'u_g _
S:l9) = (47r)25/ V=9ds { 6 2 " 7360 132

We have explicitly checked this formula for s = 1,2, 3 by extracting the tensor N* for all the
cases. Moreover, the coefficients of C? and R? are in agreement with [33]. The nonminimal
terms (4.6) can be included in the analysis by means of the substitution X — X+ B, in (4.12).

5 Fermions

It is possible to treat fermionic higher-spin multiplets along the same line of the previous
section. We consider spinor multiplets v, ., , completely symmetric and traceless in the

spacetime indices and satisfying the condition

Y*Yups..s = 0. (5.1)

In flat spacetime, the most general action that we can build is

5.6) = (-1 [ G (0, =m0 (5.2)
The field ¢,,,. ., transforms according to the irreducible representation (2, %) & (5, 5£1)

of the Lorentz group and contains 2(s + 2)(s + 1) degrees of freedom. Note that there is no
analogue of )\, as well as there are no self interactions compatible with renormalizability. In
this respect, the coupling of fermionic higher-spin multiplets to gravity is more simple then
the bosonic case, where renormalizable self interactions and the running of their couplings
should be taken into account for a complete analysis.

The action (5.2) coupled to gravity is

S, ) = (~1)° / € Dunn 1 gP (N — 10,) (5.3)

12



where e = det (e?), e” is the vierbein and the covariant derivative V acts on the fermionic

field as
1 a
pr,ul.-.us = ap¢u1.--us - gw bp ['Vba'ya] %1..#5 pmd]a s e pus,[?blll a (5-4)
wh, = ey, (@,ez + nge,?) , e’;ez = (5.5)

The quantity w, is called “spin connection”.

5.1 Counterterms for any spin s+ 1/2

Using the same notation of subsection 4.1 we write the action (5.3) as

Sst1/2(€,¥) = (—1)5/6 [ PUY Y — mgahi PIys) Y ="V, (5.6)

where now in the indices 7, j ... collect also the fermionic ones.
In order to obtain the gravitational counterterms generated by the fermionic multiplets

we proceed as follows. First we perform the redefinition
Py = iV X + maX;, Vi = b, (5.7)

where x,,..., can be completely symmetric, y-tracelss and transverse, without loss of gener-

ality, obtaining the action

Ss+1/2(€al/),X) = (_1)S+1 /6 WipiijXj + mizﬁiP“xj} : (5'8)
Then, using the anticommutation rules of the Dirac matrices, we write

1
WWX = g”VVuVuX + 57“71/7?'#1/)(7 (59)

Finally the action (5.6) can be written as

n s Y s YY1 % R sY¥] 1 v l
Sst12(9,0,x) = (=1) +1/\/—g {mPﬂg“ V. Vox; + P (m? + 37 Ruv), Xz] ,
(5.10)
which is of the form (4.13) with X = P (m2 + $7*9*R,). Finally, following the steps of

subsection 4.1, we obtain the following expression for the counterterms

1 1.1 2
3 (nmi +—R+ —V“nyRW) L

ct nuv
St (g) /\/ { trR R + tr SR+ 3 50

(5.11)

13



where we have included a minus one for the fermionic loop and a factor 1/2 for the doubling
caused by the field redefinition (5.7).

In order to derive the counterterms for fermions in the representation (%, g) &) (%, %)
we proceed as explained in Appendix A. The result is
—€ 2 4
L m m 49 —10ds ,  ds—4
SMg)=—— [ V/—gdy | 2R =2+ — 20"+ >2—R?|. 5.12
29 =~ / g { 272 T HRED (5.12)

6 Asymptotic freedom

In this section we determine whether it is possible to obtain asymptotic freedom in both
the gravitational couplings a and &. For this purpose we need to study the full system of
the renormalization group equations and then look for solutions with asymptotic behavior
that gives a well-defined free theory in the UV. Since the gravitational sector of the theory
contains higher derivatives we require that a two-derivative term survive in the UV and the
cosmological term be negligible. This means that it is necessary to fix also the asymptotic
behavior of ¢ and A, which would then require to know the behavior of m, for every s present
in the theory, since they contribute to the beta functions of ( and A. More precisely, after

rescaling the metric fluctuation h,, — \/ah,,, the asymptotic Lagrangian can be written

iz
(omitting the indices) as

KELyy ~ %hAm — %hAﬁlh + aChAgh + 2A (v ah + ah?), (6.1)
where Ay(A))) and A, are four-derivative and two-derivative operators, respectively. In order
to have that both the higher-derivative terms be dominant in the UV, we look for solutions
such that «/¢ flows to a constant. Moreover, for what explained above, a¢ should flow to
a constant while Ay/a should be negligible. For the purpose of this paper we restrict the
analysis only to the beta functions of o and &, since unwanted behavior for ( and A can
still be compensated by the power counting. In fact, since the cosmological term has no
derivatives it can always be neglected in the UV, compared to the linearized Einstein term.
The latter can also be considered as “small” compared to the higher-derivative ones. A full
study in some minimal cases pointed out below is postponed to a future publication.

From (4.19) and (5.12) we can extract the UV contributions to the beta functions

ds(5ds _ 8) d5(7 B ds)

(0) _ Zs\77s T () —
JAYaYS R0 A&, TR (6.2)
ds(10ds — 49) ds(ds — 4)
(f) = s 770s - 27 (f) = Z8\7s 7
Aoy 360 , A&, S (6.3)
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Solutions
Ny |O0]OJO]jO|jO[O|O]O]jO2 |2 |11 y1j1]|1]|1]|2]|2]|2|2]|2
Ny [0]0[1]2|3|4]/5|6|7|0/0[1]2[3|5|6[7]0|1]2|3]|5
Ny |[1(2|1|1]|1/0]|0|O0O|O|1T|2|1|1|1]O0|0|O|1|1|1]1}0
Ne~3|0]0]0[0]0O|0O[0]0O]|O|0O|O[O0O]O]|O]|O|O[O]O]O]O]O|O
Ny |2]3[3|3|3|3[4[4|4|4|/5|5|5|5|6|6[6]|7|7|[8|8]9
No |6]011]2|3[6|0]1]213[0(1(213]0]|1]2|1]2]|1|2]2
Ny |Of(1|1|1|1(O0f{1 |11y 111|111 jrj1|1j1j1f{1|1
Ne~3|0]0]0[0]0O|0O[0]0O]|O|0O|O[O]O]|O]|O|O[O]O]O]O]O]O

Table 1: The solutions of the system (6.10).

where the superscript (b) and (f) denotes the contributions of bosons and fermions, respec-
tively, and

(s +1)% bosons
ds = (6.4)
2(s+1)(s +2), fermions.

The contributions to the beta functions are
Axior = Az + Z <N3A$gb) + NS+%A$gf)) , r=q,k, (6.5)
s=1

where s is some positive integer number and Aa, A¢ are given by (3.5). We anticipate that
we have found no solutions with N 1 # 0 for any s. Therefore, in what follows we directly
drop the contributions of fermions.
The two beta functions read
da
T ar

N, Be= X g (6.6)

Ba P

The first equation can be solved straightforwardly since Aaye is constant. Fixing the initial
condition «(0) = « the solution is

B 1-— Oé()AOZtott‘

a(t) (6.7)

However, the second equation is more involved because it depends on the ratio a/€. Since
we are interested the UV behavior, we insert the asymptotic expression a(t) ~ —1/(Aaqqot)
of (6.7) in the second equation of (6.6) and look for solutions that behave like £(t) ~ Cy/t

in the UV. The result is a second order equation in C5. Choosing the smallest solution for
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(5 we find

g 3<A06t0t — 5)AOZt0t + \/Aa‘?ot [175 — GOA_g + 9(A06t0t — ].O)Aaftot]
ALY ~ “3ra o+ 3 Aa2, - i\/Aoﬂ [175 — 60AE 4 9(Ackor — 10)Acver],  (6.9)
tot 2 to 10 tot 10 tot ot tot | » .
where A€ = A& — AE. We need to solve the system?
Aatot (Ns) <0
(6.10)

AELY (AOétot,A_f, Ns) < 0.

In Table 1 we collect the solutions of (6.10) in terms of N;. We find 44 different solutions.
Note the first solution in the top part of Table 1, where only one irreducible rank-3 field
is enough to obtain asymptotic freedom. Moreover, for s > 3 every N, vanishes. This
can be explained as follows. All the contributions to Aol for s > 0 have positive sign.
Therefore, Ny~o cannot be too large, otherwise Ay > 0. On the other hand, for Afgb) all
the contributions with s > 1 are negative. Since the N, are the same for both Aal? and
Afﬁ”), there are only some values of s such that there exist values of N, to solve the system.
The inclusion of Ny scalar fields, as well as the contribution of standard model, enlarges the
set of solutions. For example, it is possible to have scalar fields up to Ny = 37. We do not
present those solutions in Table 1 since they do not add more to the analysis. However, in
this respect, it is worth to note that from (6.2) the contributions of s = 0 and s = 2 have

opposite signs for both o and &

b b 1 37
N(]AO(E)) + NZAO[g) = —@NQ + Q—ONQ, (611)
1 1

This opens the possibility to have a fixed point a la Banks-Zacs [46], which requires further
investigation?.
Finally, we recall that the no-tachyon condition on cosmological spacetime of ref. [40]

should also be included. In the notation of this paper, the condition reads

a 1

3In general we need to add to the system the no-tachyon condition for every s, which is always satisfied

when A\; = 0.
4D. Anselmi and M.Piva, in preparation.
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¥
Figure 1: The Feynman diagrams that contribute to the graviton self energy. The wavy lines

denote the graviton field, the solid lines denote the irreducible rank-s matter multiplet.

However, in [40] the bound (6.13) is obtained by neglecting the cosmological constant directly
from the action. Therefore, we do not include the cosmological no-tachyon condition, since
its general form with nonvanishing A is not known yet. Nevertheless, we have checked that,
in the hypothetical case where the cosmological constant can be neglected, the inclusion
of (6.13) reduces the set of solutions of Table 1 only by a relatively small amount, from
44 to 29. Most of the interesting minimal solutions are still present, including the case
(N1, No, N3) = (0,0, 1).

In the next section, we generalize these results to A\s # 0 for s = 1, 2.

7 Bosons with nonminmal kinetic term

The procedure used in Section 4.1 works only for A, = 0, i.e. for actions with minimal kinetic
terms, where the derivatives are contracted between each other. In this section we compute
the counterterms with generic A\, for s = 1,2 using Feynman diagrams. The computation
for s > 2 is involved and require more sophisticated techniques [47] or generalization of the
algorithm [45], such as [48].

In order to derive the counterterms using Feynman diagrams, we expand around flat

spacetime 7, = diag (1, —1, —1,—1) and write
G = Npw + 2Khy,,, (7.1)

where h,, is the graviton field. Then the gravitational divergent terms can be obtained
by computing the contributions to the graviton self energy given by the sum of diagrams
in Figure 1. Therefore, we need only the three-leg vertex ¢ — ¢ — h and the four-leg vertex

p—9—"h-—h.
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7.1 Rank 1

The action for s = 1 and A\; # 0 in curved spacetime is

1
Sl (QO) = —5 / vV —g (vMSOVVMQDV —+ )\1VMQOVVVS0N _ m%(pugpu) . (72)

Expanding around flat spacetime, the propagator in momentum space reads

—i DPubv i Puby
D v = 5 5 . v + ’ h
v (D) p? —m? +ie (77# mi ) p* = 1747:/%\1 £ mi ”

where we have already chosen the appropriate quantization prescriptions in order to preserve
unitarity. In particular, the subscript “f” denotes that, in the amplitudes, the branch cuts
associated with that pole are treated by means of formula (2.2). The propagator has poles in
p? = m? and p? = m3, = m?/(1+;), which have positive and negative residues, respectively.
To see this we proceed as follows. First we choose the rest frame p, = (m4,0,0,0) and write

the propagator as a 4 x 4 matrix D;. Then, we compute the residue matrix for each pole

-1

00 0O . 000
01 00 0O 0 00
9 2 _ 29 _
- Z(p - ml)Dl |p2:m% - 0010 ) Z(p mO)Dl |p2:m(2) - 0 00 0
00 01 0 000
(7.4)

In order to establish the spin of the submultiplet we look at the number of the nonzero
residues, which corresponds to the dimension of the submultiplet. For a given s the dimension
of a submultiplet of spin [ is 21 + 1. The pole in m? has three nonzero residues, while the
pole in m? has one. Therefore, we have [ = 1 and | = 0, respectively. For s > 1 we need
an additional step where we turn the propagator, which is a rank-2s tensor, into a dg X d;
matrix.

After extracting the vertices with a Mathematica program, the diagrams of Figure 1 give

the following contributions to the beta functions

32+ 10\, — 352 A4 8)\ + 17)2

&3] 120 ) 51 24 (7 5)
8+ 12\ +9\? 446X\ + 3N\,
Al = — ANy = ———————mj]. 7.6
G 120+ N) ! 20+ A )2 (76)
Note that the special value Ay = —1 is singular. The reason is that this choice corresponds to

Proca theory, which is nonrenormalizable. Since it not possible to obtain a nonrenormalizable
theory as a limit of a renormalizable one, the correct result in this case is obtained by

imposing A; = —1 directly in the action (7.2) and then perform the calculations.
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The system (6.10) with Ny~; = 0 and the contributions (7.5) only, together with the no-
tachyon condition A; > —1, has no solution. We conclude that the rank-1 field theory (7.2)
alone is not enough for asymptotic freedom.

7.2 Symmetric rank 2

The action for s = 2 and Ay # 0 in curved spacetime is

1
Sa(p) = B / V=9 (Vupuo V""" + XV 00, V" 0" — m30,, 0" ) . (7.7)

The propagator around flat spacetime reads

2 1 0
2, 2110 e Y,

DZ/O' == — + —,
o (P) p? —m3 + ic (2+)\2)p2—2m§f (4 +3X\y) — 4m3 + ie

(7.8)

where I1© = 11 4 31O —[1® and the II® are the spin-2 projectors defined in Appendix B.
The action (7.7) describes a massive spin-2, spin-1 and spin-0 fields with squared masses
2m3 4m?
2 2 _ 2 2 _ 2

My, m21_2+)\2, m20—4+3)\2>

(7.9

respectively. The no-tachyon condition in this case is Ay > —4/3. The signs in front of the
projectors show that the spin-1 field has a negative residue in the propagator and must be
quantized as fakeon. The signs of the residues and the dimensions of the submultiplets can
be derived by applying the same method explained in the previous subsection. We write the
propagator as a 9 x 9 matrix by using oo, Yo1, P02, etc... as basis. Then the diagonalized

matrices of the residues at the poles in m3, m3, and m3; are

0
Ls 2 5 1 4 O (7.10)
0, | 24X\ 30 T4+ 3N 1)’ ‘

respectively. We stress that no additional degree of freedom can be turned on by the coupling

to a general background since (7.10) already describes all the possible degrees of freedom of
Y (9 =2@160). In principle we could have considered also a general action of a reducible
multiplet with nonvanishing trace. Besides (7.10) (with more involved dependence of masses
and residues on the parameters) there would be an additional scalar degree of freedom even
around flat spacetime, which occupies the “slot” of the would-be Boulware-Deser ghost. For
this reason, also reducible multiplets can be coupled to gravity without any inconsistency.
In curved spacetime, the traceless condition for the multiplet ¢, reads ¢""¢,, = 0. In

order to proceed with the computations using Feynman diagrams is convenient to switch
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to a field variable ¢, such that n*”¢,, = 0. Then, in the new variable, the propagator is
the same, while the three-leg vertex gets contributions from the quadratic terms in the old
variable, the four-leg vertex gets contributions from the three-leg vertex in the old variable

and so on. For the computations of this section is enough to write () up to the order x?

1
Puv = Sb,ul/ + an/@pa [2tha + '%2 (hhpg - hpahi)} + O(Hg). (711)

The result of the computation gives the following contributions to the beta functions

28416 + 76160\, + 6667202 + 10320A3 — 16904\ — 1026075 — 1915X6

Aay = 7.12
2 240 (2 + \g) 2 (4 + 3Xg) 2 o (112)
A6y = —192 + 160Xy + 2052)3 + 363673 + 295175 + 1230A5 + 220\$ (7.13)
2T 12(2 4 A2) 2 (44 3X) 2 ’ '
192 + 624Xy + 800A2 + 5243 + 18535 + 303

A — 126200 + 800 4 5N, + 185 4 S0, (7.14)

2(24X)2(4+3)\y)2

192 + 384\ 288\2 + 1003 + 15M\4

AR, = —3222 3% e ; 2 22+ 2mi. (7.15)

2(2+X2)" (4+3X2)
Again, we see that there are singularities for the special values \y = —2, —4/3. In flat space-

time, the former corresponds to the traceless version of Pauli-Fierz theory, while the latter

5 Both cases are nonrenormalizable and

corresponds to a conformal invariant kinetic term
cannot be viewed as limit of the renormalizable ones, in analogy with the rank-1 case. Solv-
ing the system (6.10) in this case, together with the contributions from rank-1 tensor and the
no-tachyon conditions A; > —1 and Ay > —4/3, we find that the set of solutions is enlarged
compared to that of section 6 (with s = 1,2 only). In particular, having nonvanishing A; o
produces new solutions with higher Ny and N,. As an example, in the left panel of Figure 2

we show the result for N; = 0 and general N,. In this case we find
—0.83494... < A\ < 0.13331..., (7.16)

depending on N, which is bounded by two rational functions

(24 X2)” (44 3\)°
Q(\2) ’

where P and () are polynomials of degree 6 such that P > @ for A\ in the range (7.16).

(24 X2)” (4 + 3X0)°

N.
P()\2> < INg <

(7.17)

From (7.17), the possible values for N; in the range (7.16) are

3< Ny <17 (7.18)

5Conformal invariance is broken by the presence of the mass term.
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Figure 2: In the left panel, the values of Ny and the ranges of As (solid blue lines inside the
shaded region) compatible with asymptotic freedom with Ny = 0. The vertical line Ay = 0
identifies the solutions of Table 1 with N3 = 0. In the right panel, the regions in the plane
(A1, A2) compatible with asymptotic freedom with Ny =1 and Ny = 3,4,5,6.

In the right panel of Figure 2 we show the allowed ranges for (Aj, A2) fixing N; = 1 and
varying Ny between 3 and 6. Increasing N, enlarges the possible values for (Aj, Ay). We
conclude that the choice A\ = Ay = 0 is not a special one. The analysis in the case of higher

s is more involved and goes beyond the purpose of this paper.

8 Metric affine quantum gravity

A class of theories that contains the higher-spin multiplets studied in this paper is metric
affine gravity [49, 50] (see also [51] for a review). Indeed, a theory of a metric tensor g,
and an affine connection Y”,, can be viewed as the theory (3.1) coupled to a rank-3 tensor
field, which contains several irreducible multiplets. The most general renormalizable action
invariant under diffeomorphisms contains all the possible terms (up to dimension 4) obtained
by contracting the Riemann tensor, the torsion and the non-metricity® (see for example [52]

for a recent analysis). Then the affine connection can be written as

1P, =T, + 0, (8.19)

SWe recall that when either torsion or non-metricty are nonvanishing, the Riemann tensor has less sym-

metries.
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Fields I m3 o

~W’P m? + 2 gﬂrﬂi 1 99:?)\ 0 ?ikl;A
A/WP 2+ 1 gﬂrﬂi

AL, P+ |l B - | 2 iy 1 gy +
), k|l oy - | 2 ey L g+
Tr 2 4 0 ﬁ—i

Table 2: The spin (1), squared mass (m3,) and sign (o) of the residue of the degrees of freedom
contained in Q,,,. The parameters m, X and X' must be considered different in every row.

Tilde denotes the traceless part of the fields. “TIr” collectively denotes the three traces.

o
where 1,

difference of two connections, which contains 64 degrees of freedom that can be decomposed

is the Levi-Civita connection. The quantity €2”, , is a rank-3 tensor, being the

uv

as
64=302"91°3®0° (8.20)

A rank-3 tensor field 2,,,, can be split into 4 reducible components
Qo = Suvp + Apvp + H;(ﬁ/)p + H,(W)pa (8.21)

where S,,, and A,,, are are completely symmetric and antisymmetric, respectively, while
H ,(ﬁ,),, and H ,SCL),) are symmetric and antisymmetric under the exchange of 1 and v, respec-
tively”. Each of them can be further decomposed into irreducible components. In particular,
the traceless part of S,,, corresponds to the field ¢,,,, which is the only one that contains
a spin- 3 particle The field A,,, can be described by a rank-1 field ¢, as well as the traces
St H Mp ? and H,w) The traceless parts of the fields H, (,,p and H, W)p, instead, do not belong
to the class described by the action (4.3).

spacetime is [14]

Indeed, their general quadratic action in flat

S¢ = — / (O Elp 07 H7 4 XD Ho Oy H + N O Ha O, P — i HP7 )
(8.22)
where we have generically denoted both fields with H wp- The propagating degrees of freedom
described by each component of ,,, are collected in Table 2. Several fields have negative

residue and can be quantized with the fakeon prescription.

"We could choose, instead, (anti)symmetry under the exchange between v and p. Both choices give the

same contributions to the beta functions in the case considered below.
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Solutions
Ny lofofol1]1]2]2]3][3]4]4
Ny [o|1|1]|1f1|t]1|1]1|1]1
NP [1lof1]o|1]o]|1]o]1]0]1
NP l1l1]o|1|o|1|of[1]|0|1]0

Table 3: Solutions of the system (6.10) in the case of a rank-3 tensor ), with minimal and

non-mixed kinetic terms.

If we minimally couple (8.22) to gravity, set A»* = \*% = 0 and use the algorithm

of subsection 4.1, we find the following contributions to the beta functions

o6

S,a 2 S,a S,a
T AG =0 AGY=AG AATY = AN (8.23)

A (Sva) —
Qs 37
Taking into account the decomposition (8.21), we look for solutions to the system (6.10)

with
Azt = Ax + N1 Az + (Nés) + Né‘”) A:L’és’a) + N3Auws, =k, (8.24)

Ny €{0,1,2,3,4}, N3, N N e {0,1}.

Excluding the solutions already known from Table 1, we find asymptotic freedom for the
values collected in Table 3.

Note that, with our symmetry choice for the indices of H,(ﬁ’,)p and H,S‘Z),), the solutions
with N?Ea) = (0 and N; < 2 contain torsionless theories with nonvanishing non-metricity as a
particular case. Instead, choosing anti/symmetry under the exchange of v and p for H P(L%f)
explicitly shows that metric-compatible theories with nonvanishing torsion (N3 = Nés) =0
and N; < 2) are not among the solutions. Again, we expect that the inclusion of all
nonminimal kinetic terms in the analysis enlarges the set of solutions. Therefore, quantum
metric affine theories of gravity might be asymptotically free.

In light of the results of this section, it would be interesting to perform a detailed analysis
of this class of theories. Although the most general action contains several parameters,
some simplifications can be adopted. For example, if we consider the theory of a rank-3
tensor where the mixed kinetic terms and odd interactions are absent, they would not be
generated by renormalization, even if we include the coupling to quantum gravity. In fact,
this corresponds to a Z, symmetry for 2, and only 4-field interactions with even number
of the same fields can be generated.

Finally, quantum metric affine theories of gravity can contain a propagating physical

spin-3 particle. This provides a useful arena for exploring the possibility that particles of
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spin higher than 2 might exist in nature (see [53] for a recent work on propagation in flat

spacetime of spin-3 particles in the free-field limit).

9 Conclusions

We have shown that the renormalizable and unitary theory of quantum gravity can be made
asymptotically free by adding suitable matter multiplets. The new matter multiplets contain
both standard and purely virtual degrees of freedom. We have computed the contributions
to the gravitational beta functions of fields with arbitrary spin, both bosonic and fermionic,
with minimal kinetic term in the case of bosons. We have performed the analysis of the
relevant RG equations and established the number of fields necessary to obtain asymptotic
freedom in the gravitational couplings. We have found several solutions (with bosonic fields
only), including some minimal ones that deserve more attention for future work. We have
extended the analysis including nonminimal kinetic terms for rank-1 and symmetric rank-2
fields. The results show that the set of solutions compatible with asymptotic freedom is
enlarged. Finally, this work opens to interesting applications in the case of metric affine

theories of gravity, suggesting that there might be room for asymptotic freedom.
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A Lorentz algebra formulas

The Lorentz group has generators % such that

» — _yba tr2® =0, (A1)
1
[Eab’ ECd} _ 5 (EadT]Cb . Ebdnac + Zacnbd o Ebcnad) ) (AQ)
Consider an irreducible representation r = (A, B) of the Lorentz group. Then we have
ad,bc __ ac,bd
tr (20xed) = C(r) L > T yeby, = Oy(r)1,, (A.3)

where C(r) is called “Dynkin index”, Cy(r) are the eigenvalues of the quadratic Casimir

operator and 1, is the identity in the representation r. Note that both C(r) and Cy(r)
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depend on the representation. The two can be related to each other by taking the trace of

the Casimir operator finding

ds. (A.4)

In order to derive the coefficient Cy(r) for any representation (A, B) we remind that the
algebra of the (homogeneous) Lorentz group is isomorphic to the algebra of SU(2) ® SU(2).
Labelling A and B® the generators of the two SU(2) algebras we have

Trily =2A+1,  A"A*=C31,,  C3 =A(A+1), (A.5)

and analogous formulas for B®. Then for a representation (A, B) of the Lorentz group we

have
N, = AA* @15+ 1,4 ® B°B* = (C3' + CH1, @ 1. (A.6)
Therefore, the Dynkin index reads
(2A+1)(2B+1)
6

Using (A.7) we can extract the coefficient for the particular cases we are interested in.
For r = (§ ﬁ) we have A = B = @, thus

C(r) = [A(A+1)+ B(B+1)]. (A.7)

272
d, — 1 ds(ds — 1
For r = (%, O) b (O, %) we have
Eab _ 1 a b Eabzba _ 3]1 A 9
f__§[777]7 f f_ZT‘ ()
and therefore 5 )
For r = (%, %) ® [(%, O) b (0, %)] we have the tensor product of two representations. In
general, the generators T(r) in a representation r = r; ® ry are given by
T, =Ty, ®1, + 1, ®T,, (A.11)

where T,, and 1,, are generators and the identity in the representation 7;, respectively. In
this case we have
=3 ®1;+15® 59, (A.12)

where ¢ are the generators in the representation (£, %) and E‘}b are those in (A.9). The

trace of two generators is
dB(dB _ 1) dB nadnbc _ nacnbd

tr (2%) = 4tr (SFSE) + dptr (295 = I—=—+5 5 (A.13)
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and therefore

dg(2d 1
o) = 2Bt (A14)
where dg = (s + 1)%.
Finally, in order to obtain the coefficient C(r) for the spinor representation r = (%, %) D
(%, %), used in subsection 5.1, we need to subtract from (A.14) the contribution of (%, @

5)
(g, %) This can be done by subtracting the contribution of (%, %) ® [(%, 0) P (0, %)},

from which we need to subtract the contribution of (ﬂ ﬁ) ® [(1 O) ® (O 1)} and so on.

2 0 2 27 2
Labeling (A.14) as C(dg), this is obtained by means of the formula
Vdg—1 1
Cr) = Y (-1YC (Vs = )] = 55 (=V/ds + dg + 4di{* + 243 ) (A.15)
j=0
which in terms of the dimension of the representation d, turns into the more simple form
ds(ds — 1)

Clr)=——. A.16
(=" (A.16)

Note that this last expression as a function of dy is just one half of (A.8).

B Spin-2 projectors

Starting from the transverse and longitudinal projectors for vectors

_ Pupv
Q,LLV:T/,LLV — M—27 (B].)
p
_ Pubv
Wy = ) B2
we define the spin-2 projectors as
1 1
HELQV)W = §(¢9W0W + HMO'QVIJ) — g@u,ﬂpa, (B.3)
1
H/(j,llj)pa‘ = é(eﬂpwllo' + QuUwVp + el/pwy,o' + eya-w“p)7 (B4)
1
H}(,LOV),OO' = geuuepm (B5)

m0 =
H;U/pa - wlﬂ/wpo"

no = 0o + 0potp - (B.7)

uvpo
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