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A bstract

Recently proposed nonlocaland nonperturbative late tim e behavior ofthe

heat kernelis generalized to curved spacetim es. Heat kerneltrace asym ptotics

isdom inated by two term sone ofwhich representsa trivialcovariantization of

the 
at-space resultand anotherone isgiven by the G ibbons-Hawking integral

overasym ptotically-
atin�nity.Nonlocalterm softhee�ectiveaction generated

by this asym ptotics m ight underly long-distance m odi�cations ofthe Einstein

theory m otivated by thecosm ologicalconstantproblem .New m echanism softhe

cosm ologicalconstant induced by infrared e�ects ofm atter and graviton loops

are brie
y discussed.

1. Introduction

In thispaperwecontinuethestudiesofnonperturbativeinfrared behaviorin � eld-

theoreticalm odelsinitiated in [1]. In contrastto ultravioletpropertiesincorporating

renorm alized coupling constants{ coe� cientsoflocalinvariantsin theaction,infrared

behaviorm anifestsitselfin nonlocalstructuresresponsible forlong-distance phenom -

ena.Thegrowinginterestin such phenom ena,especially in contextofthegravitational

theory,arises due to recent attem pts ofresolving the cosm ologicalconstantproblem
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by m eans oflong-distance m odi� cations ofEinstein theory. M oreover,these m odi� -

cations often callfor nonperturbative treatm ent in view ofthe nonlinear aspects of

van Dam m -Veltm an-Zakharov discontinuity problem [2]and the presence ofa hidden

nonperturbativescalein gravitationalm odelswith extra dim ensions[3].On theother

hand,nonlocalitiesalso(and,m oreover,prim arily)arisein virtueoffundam entalquan-

tum e� ectsofm atterand graviton loopswhich,forinstance,can play im portantrole

in gravitationalradiation theory [4,5]and cosm ology [6].Therefore,they can success-

fully com pete with popular phenom enologicalm echanism s ofinfrared m odi� cations,

induced,say,by braneworld scenarioswith extra dim ensions[7,8]orotherm odels[9].

Thism akesnonperturbative analysisofnonlocalquantum e� ectsvery interesting and

prom ising.

Nonlocalquantum e� ectscan be described by the Schwinger-DeW ittpropertim e

m ethod based on theheatkernel

K (sjx;y)= exp
h

sF(r )
i

�(x;y); (1.1)

which isam ain buildingblock ofFeynm an diagram swith theinversepropagatorF(r )

{ thedi� erentialoperatorof� eld disturbanceson som em atterand gravitational� eld

background [10,11].Theinfrared physicsisthen determ ined by thelatetim ebehavior

ofK (s)= exp[sF(r )]and by itsfunctionaltracethatgeneratestheone-loop e� ective

action [10,11,1]

�one� loop �
1

2
Trln F(r )= �

1

2

Z 1

0

ds

s
TrK (s); (1.2)

TrK (s)�

Z

dxK (sjx;x): (1.3)

In particular,nonlocalterm sof�one� loop arise asa contribution ofthe upperlim itin

theproper-tim eintegral(1.2),which m akesthelatetim easym ptoticsofTrK (s)m ost

im portant1.

Theheatkerneltrace,including itslatetim easym ptotics,was� rststudied within

thecovariantnonlocalcurvatureexpansion in [12,14,15,16].Then itsnonperturbative

asym ptoticswasobtained in [1]foraparticularcaseof
 atspacetim eand used toderive

new nonlocaland essentially nonlinearterm sin thee� ectiveaction (1.2).Theseterm s

representa generalization ofthe logarithm ic Colem an-W einberg potentialto the case

1Herethee� ectiveaction isde� ned in Euclidean spacewith positive-signaturem etric.Itsapplica-

tion in physicalspacetim ewith Lorentzian signatureisbased on analyticcontinuation m ethodswhich

rangefrom a conventionalW ick rotation in scattering theory (forin-outm atrix elem ents)to a special

retardation prescription in a wideclassofproblem sfora m ean � eld (in-in expectation value)[12,13].

These m ethods nontrivially apply to nonlocalterm sand extend from the usualperturbation theory

to itspartialresum m ation corresponding to the nonperturbativetechnique ofthe presentwork.
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ofnonconstant� eldsvanishingatin� nity and,thus,generatingspecialtypeofnonlocal

behavior. The goalofthispaperisto generalize itto curved spacetim e with generic

asym ptotically-
 at geom etry. In the next section we begin by form ulating ourm ain

resultsafterbrie
 y recapitulating thesetting oftheproblem and conclusionsof[1].

2. T he setting ofthe problem and m ain results

In [1]it was shown that the heat kernelofthe di� erentialoperator F(r ) with

generic potentialV (x)in 
 atEuclidean (positive signature)spacetim e with d dim en-

sions,

F(r )= 2 � V (x); 2 = r
�
r �; (2.1)

hasa nonperturbativein potentiallatetim eexpansion

K (sjx;y)=
1

(4�s)d=2
exp

 

�
jx� yj2

4s

! �

� (x)� (y)+ O

�
1

s

� �

; s! 1 : (2.2)

Its leading order behaviour is determ ined in term s ofa specialfunction � (x) { the

solution ofthehom ogeneousequation with unitboundary condition atin� nity

F(r )� (x)= 0;

� (x)! 1; jxj! 1 : (2.3)

Thissolution can be represented in a closed form in term softhe Green’sfunction of

(2.1)with zero boundary conditionsatjxj! 1 ,G(x;y),

� (x)= 1+
1

2 � V
V (x)� 1+

Z

dyG(x;y)V(y): (2.4)

As a byproduct ofthis result it was also shown that the functionaltrace ofthis

heatkernelhasan asym ptotic1=s-expansion beginning with

TrK (s)=
1

(4�s)d=2

Z

dx

�

�sV � � 2r ��
1

2 � V
r �� + 1+ O

�
1

s

� �

: (2.5)

Im portantpropertyofthisfunctionaltracethatwasunderstoodin[1]isthatthisexpan-

sion cannotbeobtained directly by integrating thecoincidence lim itoftheexpansion

(2.2).Thishappensbecausethelatterisnotuniform in jxj! 1 and,therefore,yields

erroneouscontribution when integrating overin� nitespacetim e.Thisexplains,in par-

ticular,why the leading behaviour of(2.5) is O (s=sd=2) in contrast to that of(2.2),
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O (1=sd=2).Nevertheless,(2.5)can be recovered from (2.2)by functionally integrating

thevariationalequation

�TrK (s)

�V (x)
= �sK (sjx;x): (2.6)

Theleading term oftheasym ptoticexpansion (2.5)wasobtained in [1]exactly by this

procedure. Thisresultwasalso veri� ed in [1]by a directsum m ation ofthe covariant

perturbation theory developed forthe heatkerneltrace in [14]. The subleading term

of(2.5)wasderived entirely by thesecond m ethod,becausethecorresponding term of

theheatkernel(2.2)wasnotyetknown.

In thispaperwegeneralizetheresultsof[1]to thecaseofthescalaroperator(2.1)

in curved spacetim e with thecovariantd’Alem bertian (Laplacian in Euclidean space)

de� ned with respectto genericasym ptotically 
 atm etricg��(x)

2 = g
��(x)r �r � =

1

g1=2(x)

@

@x�
g
1=2(x)g��(x)

@

@x�
: (2.7)

W eobtain theheatkernelin the� rsttwo ordersofthe1=s-expansion.Ithastheform

K (sjx;y)=
1

(4�s)d=2
exp

"

�
�(x;y)

2s

#

�

�

� (x)� (y)+
1

s

1(x;y)+ O

�
1

s2

� �

g
1=2(y); (2.8)

where �(x;y) is the the world function { one halfofthe geodesic distance between

the pointsx and y. The leading orderisagain de� ned by the function (2.4)which is

determ ined in term softheGreen’sfunction,

G(x;y)=
1

F(r )
�(x;y) (2.9)

ofthe curved space operatorF(r )with the covariantd’Alem bertian (2.7)and with

Dirichletboundary conditionsatin� nity2.The subleading term ism ore com plicated,

and theexpression for
1(x;y)ispresented in Sect.4 below.

W e also derive the asym ptotics ofthe functionaltrace ofthe heat kernelcorre-

sponding to (2.8)

TrK (s)=
1

(4�s)d=2

�

sW 0 + W 1 + O

�
1

s

� �

: (2.10)

2W ede� nethe�(x;y)-function asa scalarwith respectto the� rstargum entx and asa density of

unitweightwith respecttothesecond one{y.Correspondinglytheheatkernelde� ned byEq.(1.1)and

thekerneloftheG reen’sfunction G (x;y)havethesam eweightsoftheirargum ents.Thisasym m etry

in x and y explainsthe presenceofthe factorg1=2(y)in (2.8)and a biscalarnature of
1(x;y).
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The leading term here turns out to be a covariantized (curved space) version ofthe

sam eterm in the
 at-spacetrace(2.5)plusthesurfaceintegralofthelocalfunction of

m etricand its� rst-orderderivativesatspacetim ein� nity,

W 0 = �

Z

dxg
1=2

V � (x)+
1

6
� [g1 ]; (2.11)

� [g1 ]=

Z

jxj! 1

d�
�
�
��
�

@�g�� � @�g��

�

: (2.12)

This surface integralover the sphere ofradius jxj! 1 is written here in cartesian

coordinatesand involvesonly the
 at-spaceasym ptoticsofthem etric

g
1
��(x)� g��(x)

�
�
�
jxj! 1

= ��� + O

 

1

jxjd� 2

!

: (2.13)

Its covariant version in the form ofthe Gibbons-Hawking surface integralofthe ex-

trinsiccurvatureoftheboundary isdiscussed in Sect.6.W ealso dem onstratethatthe

subleading term W 1 con� rm stheresultofthedirectsum m ation ofperturbation series

in potential[1]in the
 at-spacecase(2.5).

Theorganization ofthepaperisasfollows.In Sect.3 wederivethetechniqueofre-

currentequationsforthecoe� cientsofthe1=s-expansion oftheheatkerneland discuss

the peculiaritiesofsetting theirboundary value problem .W e apply thistechnique in

theleading orderoftheasym ptoticexpansion and derivetheV -dependentpartofthe

algorithm (2.11).Thisisachieved by functionally integrating thevariationalequation

(2.6)in theleadingorderof1=s-expansion.In Sect.4thistechniqueisextended tothe

subleading order,and itisshown how itreproducesin 
 atspacetim ethethird term of

(2.5){ theresultobtained in [1]by tedioussum m ation ofnonlocalperturbation series.

In Sect.5weperform am ajorcheck on thecorrectnessofthem etricdependenceofthe

late-tim e asym ptoticsofTrK (s). The functionalintegration ofEq.(2.6)with respect

to a potentialdeterm inesTrK (s)only up to an arbitrary functionalofthem etricin-

dependentofV . So we derive the m etric variationalequation analogousto (2.6)and

show thatthebulk partofW 0 in (2.11)exactly satis� esthisequation.However,local

functionalderivativewith respectto g��(x)in thebulk (thatisfor� nitejxj)doesnot

feeltheasym ptotic surface term ofthe form (2.12),so in orderto establish thelatter

we com pare in Sect. 6 the nonperturbative asym ptoticsofTrK (s)with itscovariant

curvature expansion of[15,16]. This com parison con� rm s the bulk structure ofthe

algorithm s(2.11)and also � xestheadditionalsurfaceintegral{ theGibbons-Hawking

term (2.12). Asa byproductofthisprocedure we establish a new representation for

this surface term in the form ofthe bulk integralofthe nonlocalLagrangian which

isexpanded in covariantcurvature seriesand explicitly independentofsuch auxiliary

quantitiesasextrinsiccurvatureoftheboundary.In theconcluding section welistthe
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om issionsoftheproposed form alism ,theprospectsofitsextension beyond theleading

orderand itsgeneralizationsto spacetim eswith otherthan asym ptotically-
 atbound-

ary conditions.W ealso brie
 y discussthestatusofthecosm ologicalconstantinduced

by nonperturbative e� ective action which originates from the late tim e asym ptotics

ofthe above type. In the appendix we presentthe variationalform alism used in the

subleading orderofthelatetim eexpansion.

3. H eat kerneland heat kerneltrace at late tim es

To � nd latetim easym ptoticsoftheheatkernelin curved spaceweusetheansatz

K (sjx;y)=
1

(4�s)d=2
exp

"

�
�(x;y)

2s

#


 (sjx;y)g1=2(y); (3.1)


 (sjx;y)= 
0(x;y)+
1

s

1(x;y)+ O

�
1

s2

�

: (3.2)

Here�(x;y)isa world function { onehalfofthegeodesicdistancebetween thepoints

x and y { satisfying theequation

1

2
g
��(x)r ��(x;y)r ��(x;y)= �(x;y): (3.3)

Thisansatzism otivated by thesm alltim elim itoftheheatkernelin which 
 (sjx;y)

hasa regularSchwinger-DeW ittexpansion in powersofs,
 (sjx;y)= �1=2(x;y)[1+

O (s)],where the overallfactor � 1=2(x;y) = g� 1=4(x)[det@x�@
y
��(x;y)]g

� 1=4(y) is the

(dedensitized)Pauli-Van Vleck-M orettedeterm inant.

Aswe willsee in whatfollows,disentangling of� 1=2(x;y)asa separate factorin

(3.1)isnotusefulforthe purposes oflate tim e expansion. However,the quantity is

ratherim portantand related to a serioussim plifying assum ption which underliesour

results. The assum ption we m ake isthe absence offocalpointsin the congruence of

geodesicsdeterm iningtheworld function �(x;y).W eassum ethatforallpairsofpoints

x and y,� (x;y)6= 0,which guaranteesthat�(x;y)isglobally and uniquely de� ned

on theasym ptotically-
 atspacetim e in question.Thisassum ption justi� estheansatz

(3.1)-(3.2)which should begloballyvalid becausethecoe� cientsoftheexpansion (3.2)

willsatisfy ellipticboundary-valueproblem swith boundaryconditionsatin� nity.This

requirem entisindependentoftheasym ptotic
 atnessbecausethepresenceofcaustics

in thegeodesic
 ow,� (x;y)= 0,m ightdepend on localpropertiesofthegravitational

� eld,unrelated to itslong-distance behavior. Roughly,the gravitational� eld should

notbe too strong to guarantee the geodesic convexity ofthe whole spacetim e. This

assum ption m ight be too strong to incorporate physically interesting situations,but

we believe thatthe m ain resultwillsurvive the presence ofcaustics (though,m aybe
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by the price ofadditionalcontributionswhich are essentially nonperturbative and go

beyond thescopeofthispaper)3.

Substituting theansatz(3.1)in theheatequation

@

@s
K (sjx;y)= F(r x)K (sjx;y) (3.4)

oneobtainstheequation fortheunknown function 
 (sjx;y)

@


@s
+
1

s

 

�
�r � +

1

2
2 � �

d

2

!


 = F(r )
 ; (3.5)

where�� � r �
x�(x;y),and 2 � � 2 x�(x;y).

Assum ing the validity ofthe 1=s-expansion (3.2)for
 (sjx;y)ats ! 1 (which

follows,in particular,from the perturbation theory for K (sjx;y) [14,1]{ there is

no nonanalytic term s in 1=s like ln(1=s)),one easily obtains the series ofrecurrent

equationsforthecoe� cientsofthisexpansion.They startwith

F(r )
0(x;y)= 0; (3.6)

F(r )
1(x;y)=

 

�
�r � +

1

2
2 � �

d

2

!


0(x;y): (3.7)

An obviousdi� culty with thechoice oftheirconcretesolution isthatthey do not

form a wellposed boundary valueproblem .Indeed,naturalzero boundary conditions

atin� nity fortheoriginalkernelK (sjx;y)do notim poseany boundary conditionson

the function 
 (sjx;y)except the restriction on the growth of
 (sjx;y)to be slower

than exp[+�(x;y)=2s](in view oftheexponentialfactorin (3.1)).On theotherhand,

thisfreedom in choosingnon-decreasingatjxj! 1 solutionsfacilitatestheirexistence.

In particular,theellipticequation (3.6)with positivede� niteoperatorF(r )(which we

assum e)would nothavenontrivialsolutionsdecaying atspacetim e in� nity.Thus,the

only rem aining criterion forthe selection ofsolutionsin (3.6)-(3.7)istherequirem ent

oftheirsym m etry in theargum entsx and y.Aswe willsee now,thiscriterion taken

togetherwith certain assum ptionsofnaturalnessresultin concretesolutionswhich will

befurtherchecked on consistency by di� erentm ethodsincluding perturbation theory,

thevariationalequation fortheheatkerneltrace(2.6)and itsm etricanalogue,etc.

Theway thisstrategy worksin theleading orderofthe1=s-expansion wasdem on-

strated in [1]and isasfollows.M akea naturalassum ption that
0(x;y)atjxj! 1 is

3This hope is based on a sim ple fact that the leading order ofthe 1=s-expansion { the prim ary

objectofthispaper{isnotsensitivetothepropertiesoftheworld function atall(seeEq.(3.6)below,

which doesnotinvolve�(x;y)). Beyond thisorderthe m ain objectofinterest,TrK (s),involvesthe

coincidencelim itoftheworld function �(x;x)= 0,whileitsasym ptoticcoe� cientsin (3.2)nonlocally

depend on globalgeom etry and can acquirefrom causticsadditionalcontributionsanalogousto those

ofm ultiplegeodesicsconnectingthepointsx and y beyond thegeodesically convex neighborhood [17].

7



notgrowing and independentoftheangulardirection n� = x�=jxjquantity C(y){ the

function ofonly y.Then thesolution ofthecorresponding boundary valueproblem

F(r )
0(x;y)= 0;


0(x;y)
�
�
�
jxj! 1

= C(y);

isuniqueand reads
0(x;y)= � (x)C(y),where� (x)isaspecialfunction (2.4)solving

the hom ogeneousequation subjectto unitboundary conditionsatin� nity. Then,the

requirem ent ofsym m etry in x and y im pliesthat
0(x;y)= C � (x)� (y),where the

value ofthe num ericalnorm alization coe� cient C = 1 follows from the com parison

with theexactlyknown heatkernelin 
 atspacetim ewith vanishingpotentialV (x)= 0.

Thus


0(x;y)= � (x)� (y): (3.8)

Thisanswerwaschecked in [1]in few lowestordersofperturbation theory in powers

ofthepotential.

Substituting the expansion (2.8)forthe coincidence lim itK (sjx;x)in the varia-

tionalequation forTrK (s)(2.6)onehasthecorrespondingvariationalequation forW 0

in Eq.(2.10),

�W 0

�V (x)
= �g1=2(x)
0(x;x)= �g1=2(x)�2(x): (3.9)

Itsintegrability { thesym m etry ofthevariation ofitsright-hand sidewith respectto

V (y)in x and y { can bechecked with theuseofthefollowing variationalderivative

�� (x)

�V (y)
= G(x;y)� (y) (3.10)

which,in itsturn,followsfrom thevariation oftheinverse operator

�
1

F(r )
= �

1

F(r )
�F(r )

1

F(r )
: (3.11)

Applying (3.10)in theright-hand of(3.9)one� nds

�

�V (y)
g
1=2(x)
0(x;x)= 2g1=2(x)� (x)G(x;y)� (y); (3.12)

which issym m etric in x and y in view ofthesym m etry oftheGreen’sfunction4,

g
1=2(x)G(x;y)= g

1=2(y)G(y;x): (3.13)

4W hich followsfrom theherm iticity oftheoperatorF (r )in them easureg1=2(x)and theassum p-

tion thatG (x;y)isa density with respectto y.
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Thus,the equation isintegrable and itsexplicitsolution (2.11)can be checked by

directvariation again with theuseof(3.10),

�
�

�V (y)

Z

dxg
1=2(x)V � (x)= �g1=2(x)� (y)

�

1+

Z

dxG(y;x)� (x)

�

= �g1=2(y)
0(y;y): (3.14)

4. Subleading order: particular case of 
at space-

tim e

In the subleading orderof1=s-expansion the situation ism ore com plicated. The

nextcoe� cient
1(x;y)satis� estheinhom ogeneousequation (3.7)therighthand side

ofwhich can berewritten in theform

F(r )
1(x;y)=
1

2
[
!

F (r x)� (x)�(x;y)� d� (x)]� (y) (4.1)

in view ofthe equation for� ,F(r )� = 0. A naturalsolution 
1(x;y)=  (x;y)=2

with

 (x;y)=
1

F(r x)

�
!

F (r x)� (x)�(x;y)� d� (x)

�

� (y) (4.2)

is not, however, correct because it violates the sym m etry in x and y. Sym m etric

solution di� ers from this one by som e solution ofthe hom ogeneous equation. The

lattercan be obtained by projecting a rathergeneric two-pointfunction v(x;y)onto

thespaceofsolutionsby thenonlocalprojector� (r x)

� (r )= 1�
1

F(r )

!

F (r ): (4.3)

Herethearrow indicatestheaction ofthedi� erentialoperatorin thedirection opposite

to itsGreen’sfunction,1=F(r ),written in the operatorform . Thatis,the action of

thisprojectoron v(x;y)in


1(x;y)=
1

2
 (x;y)+ � (r x)v(x;y) (4.4)

im pliesthat

� (r x)v(x;y)= v(x;y)�

Z

dzG(x;z)
!

F (r z)v(z;y); (4.5)

and the integration by partsthatwould reverse the action ofF(r z)on G(x;z)(and,

thus,would lead to a com plete cancellation ofthe � rst term ) is im possible without

generating nontrivialsurfaceterm s.
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The needed sym m etry of
1(x;y)can be attained by choosing v(x;y)=  (y;x)=2

in (4.4)such thatthespecialsolution ofthehom ogeneousequation takestheform

� (r x)v(x;y)=
1

2
 (y;x)�

1

2
 (y;x)

 

F (r x)

 

1

F(r x)
(4.6)

(here we again use the operatornotationsforthe Green’s function and the operator
 

F (r x) acting, this tim e, on  (y;x) from the right). Rem arkably, in view ofthe

structure ofthe function (4.2)and the equation F(r )� (x)= 0 the second term here

turnsoutto besym m etricin x and y.Thereforeby adding (4.6)to thesolution ofthe

inhom ogeneousequation  (x;y)we� nally obtain theneeded sym m etry of
1(x;y)


1(x;y)=
1

2
 (x;y)+

1

2
 (y;x)

�
1

2

1

F(r x)

!

F (r x)[� (x)�(x;y)� (y)]
 

F (r y)

 

1

F(r y)
(4.7)

Interestingly,theanalogueofthevariationalequation (3.9)forthesubleading term

ofthe1=s-expansion ofTrK (s)

�W 1

�V (x)
= �g1=2(x)
1(x;x) (4.8)

alsosatis� estheintegrabilityconditionandhasaform alsolutioninterm softheGreen’s

function ofF(r ).Asshown in Appendix A itreadsas

W 1 =
1

2

Z

dxdyg
1=2(y)[

!

F (r x)� (x)�(x;y)� (y)
 

F (r y)]G(y;x); (4.9)

wheretheoperatorsin squarebracketsareacting in thedirectionsindicated by arrows

on theargum entsof� (x)�(x;y)� (y).

Unfortunately,however,the validity ofthe algorithm s (4.7) and (4.9) can at the

m om entberigorously established only in 
 atspacetim e.Problem isthatthenonlocal

function  (x;y) is well(and uniquely) de� ned only when the expression in square

bracketsof(4.2)su� ciently rapidly goesto zero atspacetim ein� nity.Thisexpression

hastwo term s

!

F (r x)� (x)�(x;y)� d� (x)= 2��(x;y)r �� (x)+ � (x)[2 �(x;y)� d]: (4.10)

The � rstterm hasa powerlaw fallo� 1=jxjd� 2 atjxj! 1 in view ofthe behaviorof

��(x;y)� jxjand r �� (x)� 1=jxjd� 1.Thism akesthecontribution ofthisterm (con-

volution with thekernelofGreen’sfunction in (4.2))wellde� ned atleastin dim ensions

10



d > 4.On the contrary,the second term isproportionalto the deviation ofgeodesics

2 �(x;y)� d which hasthefollowing ratherm oderatefallo�

2 �(x;y)� d �
1

jxj
; jxj! 1 : (4.11)

Thereforea purely m etriccontribution to (4.2)turnsoutto bequadratically divergent

in the infrared. Tracing the origin ofthisdi� culty back to the equation (3.7)we see

thatthesourceterm initsrighthand sideisO (1=jxj),sothatthesolution 
1(x;y)� jxj

isnotvanishing atin� nity and,therefore,isnotuniquely � xed by Dirichletboundary

conditions. Som e principles of� xing this am biguity would certainly regularize the

integralin thede� nition of (x;y)and uniquely specify allquantitiesin thesubleading

order.Unfortunately,wedo nothave these principlesatthem om ent.Thatiswhy in

whatfollowswewillrestricttheconsideration ofthisordertothe
 at-spacecasewhere

thisproblem doesnotariseatall.

In 
 atspacetim e the geodesic deviation scalar (4.11)is identically vanishing,be-

cause

g�� = ���;�(x;y)=
1

2
jx� yj2; �

�(x;y)= (x � y)�;

2 �(x;y)= d: (4.12)

Therefore,the expression for  (x;y) becom es wellde� ned. Correspondingly,in the

square brackets of(4.9)only one term containing r �
xr

�
y�(x;y)= ���� survives and

yields
!

F (r x)� (x)�(x;y)� (y)
 

F (r y)= �4r �� (x)r
�� (y),so that
1(x;y)and the

subleading term ofthefunctionaltraceW 1 considerably sim plify


1(x;y)=
1

2 x � Vx
(x � y)�r �� (x)� (y)+ (x $ y)

+ 2
1

2 x � Vx
r �� (x)

1

2 y � Vy
r �� (y); (4.13)

W 1 = �2

Z

dxdyr �� (x)r
�� (y)G(y;x)= �2

Z

dxr ��
1

2 � V
r �� (x): (4.14)

The lastexpression coincides with the second term of(2.5)obtained in [1]by direct

sum m ation ofperturbation seriesand,thus,con� rm sthe presentnonperturbative (in

thepotentialV )m ethod.

5. M etric dependence

In thissection weperform a m ajorcheck on thevalidity oftheasym ptotics(2.11)

in curved spacetim e.Itisdeterm ined by itsfunctionalderivativewith respectto V (x)
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only up to arbitrary m etric functional. This functionalcan be determ ined from the

m etric variationalderivative ofTrK (s){ the analogue ofEq.(2.6). So we derive the

corresponding equation below and show thattheasym ptotics(2.11)indeed satis� esit,

which con� rm sthespacetim eintegral(bulk)partof(2.11).Localvariationalderivative

�=�g��(x)at� nitejxjcannotprobepossiblesurfaceintegrals(oflocalcom binationsof

m etric and its derivatives) at spacetim e in� nity,so that the additionalsurface term

(2.12)willberecovered in thenextsection by anotherm ethod.

From theoperatorde� nition oftheheatkernel(2.1)itfollowsthatitsm etricvari-

ation reads

�gTrK (s)= �sTr(�gF K (s))= �s

Z

dx�gF(r x)K (sjx;x0)
�
�
�
x0= x

; (5.1)

wherethevariation oftheoperatorcoincideswith thatofthecovariantd’Alem bertian

acting on scalars(2.7)and equals

�gF(r )= �g2 = ��g��r
�r � �

1

2
(r �

�g��)(�
�

�r
� + �

�
�r

� � g
��r �): (5.2)

Thecorresponding variationalderivativecan berewritten in theform ofthefollowing

integralbilinearin two testfunctions’(x)and  (x)

Z

dxg
1=2
 (x)

�F(r )

�g��(y)
’(x)= �g1=2f��(r x;r y)’(x) (y)

�
�
�
x= y

= �g1=2 (y)f��(
!

r y;
 

r y)’(y): (5.3)

The kernelofthis localform is given by the di� erentialoperator f��(r x;r y) with

covariantderivativesacting on two di� erentargum entsx and y (orcorrespondingly to

therightand to theleftasindicated aboveby arrows)

f
��(r x;r y)= �r (�

x r
�)
y +

1

2
g
��
2 x +

1

2
g
��r �

xr
y

�: (5.4)

Usingtheexpression (3.1)forK (sjx;y)andasim plerelationf��(r x;r y)�(x;y)jy= x =

g�� onehas

�TrK (s)

�g��(x)
= �sg1=2(x)f��(r x;r y)K (sjx;y)

�
�
�
x= y

=
g1=2(x)

(4�s)d=2

�
1

2
g
�� 
 (sjx;x)� sf

��(r x;r y)
 (sjx;y)
�
�
�
y= x

�

; (5.5)

where the � rst term arises from the action of f��(r x;r y) on the exponential in

K (sjx;y). Therefore the m etric variationalderivatives ofTrK (s) in the � rst two

12



ordersofthe1=s-expansion becom e

�W 0

�g��
= �g

1=2
f
��(r x;r y)
0(x;y)

�
�
�
y= x

; (5.6)

�W 1

�g��
=
1

2
g
1=2
g
���2(x)� g

1=2
f
��(r x;r y)
1(x;y)

�
�
�
y= x

; (5.7)

wherewetook into accountthat
0(x;x)= �2(x).

In the rest ofthis section we willfocus at checking the relation (5.6). For this

purpose let us � rst calculate its right hand side. After substituting the expression


0(x;y)= � (x)� (y)and taking into accounttherelation 2� = V � one� nds

�f��(r x;r y)
0(x;y)
�
�
�
y= x

= �
1

2

�

g
��
V �2 � 2r �� r �� + g

��r �� r ��
�

: (5.8)

To � nd them etricvariationalderivativein thelefthand sideof(5.6),we� rstnote

thatthesurfaceintegral(2.12)doesnotcontributeto itforany � nitejxj.Then write

down the variationalderivative of� (x) = � (x)[g�� ]. The variation ofthe nonlocal

Green’sfunction in (2.4)gives

�� (x)

�g��(y)
= �

1

F(r )

�F(r )

�g��(y)

1

F(r )
V (x)= �

1

F(r )

�F(r )

�g��(y)
(� (x)� 1); (5.9)

whereweused therelation
�

1=F(r )
�

V (x)= � (x)� 1.Then in view oftheexpression

(5.3)for�F(r )=�g��

�� (x)

�g��(y)
= G(x;y)f��(

!

r y;
 

r y)� (y): (5.10)

Letusintegratethisequation overx with the(densitized)potentialg1=2V (x).Then

using thesym m etry oftheGreen’sfunction ofF(2)onehas
Z

dxg
1=2(x)V (x)

�� (x)

�g��(y)
= g

1=2(y)(� (y)� 1)f��(
!

r y;
 

r y)� (y); (5.11)

orin view oftheexpression forf��(
!

r y;
 

r y)
Z

dxg
1=2(x)V (x)

�� (x)

�g��(y)
=
1

2
g
1=2

�

� g
��
V �

+g��V �2 � 2r �� r �� + g
��r �� r ��

�

(y): (5.12)

Thus� nally

�

�g��(y)

Z

dxg
1=2

�

� V �
�

= �
1

2
g
1=2

�

g
��
V �2 � 2r �� r �� + g

��r �� r ��
�

; (5.13)

the � rstterm in the righthand side of(5.12)being cancelled by the variation ofg1=2

in theintegration m easure.Com parison with (5.8)� nally con� rm stherelation (5.6).
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6. C om parison w ith perturbation theory

Com parison with perturbation theory in 
 atspacehasactually been donein Sect.

4. There the leading and subleading orders ofTrK (s) were shown to coincide with

thoseof(2.5),which in turn wereobtained in [1]by directsum m ation ofthecovariant

perturbation seriesin potential.Herewewillm akea sim ilarcheck forthem etricpart

ofW 0 and,in particular,revealthem etricsurfaceterm (2.12).

Theleading orderofthe1=s-expansion forTrK (s)wasobtained up to cubicorder

in curvature and potential< = (V;R ��)in [15,16].Fora scalaroperator(2.1),(2.7),

itlookslike

TrK (s)=
s

(4�s)d=2

Z

dxg
1=2

�

P � P
1

2
P +

1

3
P
1

2
R �

1

6
R ��

1

2
R
�� +

1

18
R
1

2
R

+ P

�
1

2
P

�
1

2
P �

1

6
R

�
1

2
P

�
1

2
P �

1

3
P

�
1

2
P

�
1

2
R

+
1

36
P

�
1

2
R

�
1

2
R +

1

18
R

�
1

2
R

�
1

2
P �

1

216
R

�
1

2
R

�
1

2
R

+
1

12
R

�
1

2
R
��

�
1

2
R �� �

1

6
R
��

�
1

2
R ��

�
1

2
R

+
1

6

�
1

2
R
��

� �

r �

1

2
R

�

r �

1

2
R

�
1

3

�

r � 1

2
R
��

� �

r �

1

2
R ��

�
1

2
R

�
1

3

�
1

2
R
��

� �

r �

1

2
R
��

�

r �

1

2
R �� + O[< 4]

�

+ O

�
1

sd=2

�

; s! 1 : (6.1)

HereP(x)istherede� ned potentialterm oftheoperator,

P(x)=
1

6
R(x)� V (x); (6.2)

andeveryGreen’sfunctionsofthecovariantcurved-spaced’Alem bertian 2 = g��r �r �,

1=2, is acting on the nearest curvature or a potentialstanding to the right ofit.

The tensornature ofthe Green’sfunction isnotexplicitly speci� ed here by assum ing

that it is always determ ined by the nature ofthe quantity acted upon by 1=2. To

clarify how e� ciently thesecondensed notationsallow onetosim plify thepresentation,

we explicitly write as an exam ple one ofthe nonlocalfactors above, (1=2)R ��(x).

M anifestly itreadsas

1

2
R ��(x)�

Z

dyG
��

�� (x;y)R ��(y); (6.3)
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where G ��
�� (x;y),2 xG

��
�� (x;y)= ����� �(x;y),G

��
�� (x;y)j

jxj! 1
= 0,isthe Green’s

function of2 acting on a second-rank sym m etrictensor� eld with zero boundary con-

ditionsatin� nity.

Using (6.2)in (6.1)one� ndsthattheleading orderterm ofTrK (s)consistsoftwo

parts { one explicitly featuring only the originalpotentialV acted upon by Green’s

functionsofthecurved-space2’sand anotherpurely m etricone

W 0= �

Z

dxg
1=2

�

V + V
1

2
V + V

1

2
V
1

2
V + O

�

V
4
��

+
1

6

Z

dxg
1=2

�

R � R ��

1

2
R
�� +

1

2
R
1

2
R

+
1

2
R

�
1

2
R
��

�
1

2
R �� � R

��

�
1

2
R ��

�
1

2
R

+

�
1

2
R
��

� �

r �

1

2
R

�

r �

1

2
R

�2

�

r � 1

2
R
��

� �

r �

1

2
R ��

�
1

2
R

� 2

�
1

2
R
��

� �

r �

1

2
R
��

�

r �

1

2
R �� + O [R 4

�� ]

�

: (6.4)

W hen deriving thisexpression from (6.1)wetook into accountthat

Z

dxg
1=2

V (x)

�
1

2
V (x)

� 2

=

Z

dxg
1=2

V
1

2
V
1

2
V (x); (6.5)

wherenow allGreen’sfunction 1=2 areactingtotheright.Theexpression (6.4)should

now becom pared with theexpansion of(2.11)in powersof< = (V;R ��).

Thenonlocalexpansion of� (x)in (2.11)

� (x)= 1+
1

2
V (x)+

1

2
V
1

2
V (x)+ O

�

V
3
�

(6.6)

obviously recoversthe� rstintegralof(6.4)explicitly containing only powersofpoten-

tialwith m etric-dependentnonlocalities.Thesecond integralin (6.4)ofpurely m etric

nature seem s to be com pletely m issing in the expression (2.11)for W 0. W e have to

clarify why thisterm doesnotviolate the m etric variationalequation (5.6)thatwas

directly checked above.

A crucialobservation is that this term is a topologicalinvariant independent of

localm etricvariationsin theinteriorofspacetim e{ exactly in thisclassof�g��(x)the

functionalderivative of(5.6)wascalculated in Sect.5. Directexpansion in powersof

the m etric perturbation h��,g�� = ��� + h��,on 
 at-space background in cartesian

coordinatesshowsthatthisterm reducesto the surface integralatspacetim e in� nity.

For the class ofasym ptotically 
 at m etrics with h��(x) � 1=jxjd� 2,jxj! 1 ,this

surfaceintegralislinearin perturbations(contributionsofhigherpowersofh�� to this
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integralvanish)and involvesonly a localasym ptotic behaviorofthe m etric g1��(x)=

��� + h��(x)
�
�
�
jxj! 1

,

Z

dxg
1=2

�

R � R ��

1

2
R
�� +

1

2
R
1

2
R

+
1

2
R

�
1

2
R
��

�
1

2
R �� � R

��

�
1

2
R ��

�
1

2
R

+

�
1

2
R
��

� �

r �

1

2
R

�

r �

1

2
R

�2

�

r � 1

2
R
��

� �

r �

1

2
R ��

�
1

2
R

� 2

�
1

2
R
��

� �

r �

1

2
R
��

�

r �

1

2
R �� + O[R 4

�� ]

�

=

Z

jxj! 1

d�
� (@�h�� � @�h

�

� � [g1 ]: (6.7)

Here d�� is the surface elem ent on the sphere ofradius jxj! 1 ,@� = ���@� and

h = ���h��.Covariantway to check thisrelation isto calculatethem etricvariation of

thisintegraland show thatitsintegrand isthetotaldivergencewhich yieldsthesurface

term oftheabovetypelinearin �g��(x)= h��(x).Thus,thecorrectexpression forW 0

m odi� ed by the the m etric functionalintegration \constant" � [g1 ]is indeed given

by Eqs.(2.11)-(2.12),and this constant doesnotcontribute to the m etric variational

derivative�W 0=�g��(x)atany � nitejxj.

Forasym ptotically-
 atm etricswithapower-law fallo� atin� nityh��(x)� M =jxjd� 2,

jxj ! 1 ,the contribution of� [g1 ]is � nite and nonvanishing. For exam ple, for

(d+ 1)-dim ensionalEinstein action foliated by asym ptotically-
 atd-dim ensionalspa-

tialsurfacesthissurfaceintegralyieldsexactly theADM energy M ofthegravitational

system . In a covariant form it can also be rewritten as a Gibbons-Hawking term

SG H [g]= � [g1 ]{ the double ofthe extrinsic curvature trace K on the boundary

(with a properly subtracted in� nitecontribution ofthe
 at-spacebackground)[18]

� [g1 ]= �2

Z

1

d
d� 1

�
�

g
(d� 1)

�1=2 �

K � K 0

�

: (6.8)

Thus,thisisthe surface integralofthe localfunction ofthe boundary m etric and its

norm alderivative. The virtue ofthe relation (6.7) is that it expresses this surface

integralin the form ofthe spacetim e (bulk)integralofthe nonlocalfunctionalofthe

bulk m etric.Thelatterdoesnotexplicitly contain auxiliary structureslikethevector

� eld norm altotheboundary,though thesestructuresareim plicitly encoded in bound-

ary conditions for nonlocaloperations in the bulk integrand of(6.7). It should be

m entioned herethatthenontrivialequation (6.7)enlargesthelistofrelationsbetween
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nonlocalinvariantsderived in [19].Thedi� erence ofthisrelation from thoseof[19]is

thatitisan in� niteseriesin curvaturesand form sanonvanishingtopologicalinvariant,

whiletherelationsof[19]arehom ogeneously cubicin curvaturesand hold only forlow

spacetim edim ensionalitiesd < 6.

Note also, in passing, that the de� nition of the topologicalinvariant (6.7) can

be rewritten asthe nonlocalcurvature expansion ofthe (Euclidean) Einstein-Hilbert

action [13].Itisim portantthatthisexpansion beginswith thequadratic orderin the

curvature

�

Z

dxg
1=2

R(g)� 2

Z

1

d
d� 1

�
�

g
(d� 1)

�1=2 �

K � K 0

�

=

Z

dxg
1=2

�

�
�

R
��
�
1

2
g
��
R
� 1

2
R �� + O [R 3

�� ]

�

; (6.9)

and the corresponding quadratic form islinearin the Einstein tensor{ the factthat

wasearlierobserved,up to surfaceterm s,in [20](seeEq.(112)in thisreference).This

observation can serveasabasisforcovariantlyconsistentnonlocalm odi� cationsofEin-

stein theory [13]m otivated by thecosm ologicalconstantand cosm ologicalacceleration

problem s[21].

To sum m arize thissection,we conclude thatperturbation theory con� rm s,up to

the localsurface term , the nonperturbative algorithm for the leading order of the

1=s-expansion. Apparently,this surface term can also be grasped by the variational

technique ofSect.5 which willbedoneelsewhere5.

7. D iscussion: induced cosm ological constant and

nonlocale�ective action

Thuswehavegeneralizedtheheat-kernelasym ptoticsof[1]tocurved asym ptotically-


 atspacetim es.Togetherwith thetrivialcovariantization ofthe
 at-spacebulkintegral

(2.5)this generalization includes the Gibbons-Hawking surface integral(2.12)ofthe

extrinsiccurvatureoftheboundary.

Apart from this integralthe leading asym ptotics vanishes in the absence ofthe

potentialV which encodesnon-gravitational(orm atter)� eldsofthesystem .Thishas

a sim ple qualitative explanation. Pure gravity hastwo derivatives in the interaction

vertex,which im provesitsinfrared behavior{ graviton scattering am plitudeshaveno

5To attain the surface term in (2.11)one should rem em berthatthe variationalequation (5.1)is

based on the cyclic property ofthe operatorproductunderthe sign ofthe functionaltrace.This,in

turn,isequivalentto integration by partswithoutextra surface term s. Thisproperty isviolated in

the lowest(� rst)orderin the curvature[14]which givesriseto the surfaceterm of(2.11).
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infrared divergences even despite the m assless nature ofthe � eld. This fully agrees

with the vanishing ofthe leading asym ptoticsofTrK (s)forthe e� ectsprobing local

geom etry,providing betterconvergence propertiesoftheintegral(1.2)ats! 1 .

The contribution ofthe Gibbons-Hawking term probesonly globalquantitieslike

the ADM energy de� ned by the integraloverin� nitely rem ote boundary. Therefore,

it seem s to be robust against ultraviolet structure ofthe theory and is likely to be

universalfora wideclassofm odelsindependently oftheirm icroscopicnature.Appar-

ently,thisservesasajusti� cation forthephenom enologicallong-distancem odi� cations

ofgravity theory m otivated by the cosm ologicalconstantproblem [21]. The nonlocal

representation ofthe Einstein-Hilbertaction (6.9)playsim portantrole in such m odi-

� cationsbecauseitunderliestheconstruction oftheircovariantactions[13].

These m odi� cationsm ightarise notonly within braneworld theorieslike GRS [7]

orDGP [8]m odels. Rather,they can be m ediated by new nonperturbative nonlocal

contributions to the quantum e� ective action [1]. In their turn,these contributions

originate from the infrared asym ptotics ofthe above type. As soon as the results

of[1]are generalized to curved spacetim e,these e� ects can be directly analyzed in

gravitationalm odelsofinterestand arecurrently understudy [22].In connection with

this it is worth sketching possible directions ofthe further research. Clearly,they

incorporatepossiblegeneralizationsoftheobtained resultsand should provideclosing

theloopholesin ourform alism above.

Oneim portantgeneralizationconsistsinoversteppingthelim itsoftheasym ptotically-


 at spacetim e. The sim plest thing to do is to consider the asym ptotically deSitter

boundary conditions.On theonehand,they arestrongly m otivated by thecosm olog-

icalacceleration phenom enon and,on theotherhand,by thedS/CFT-correspondence

conjectureinspired from string theory [23].Thisgeneralization im pliesessentialm od-

i� cation ofboth perturbative and nonperturbative techniquesfortheheatkernel,the

generalization oftheGibbons-Hawkingterm toasym ptotically dS-spacetim es,etc.An-

othergeneralization concernstheinclusion of� eldsofhigherspinswith the covariant

derivativesin thed’Alem bertian involvingnotonlythem etricconnection butthegauge

� eld connection aswell.

Open issuesincludethem odi� cation duetopossibleviolation ofgeodesicconvexity

in curved spacetim e and the extension to higherordersoflatetim e expansion. Inter-

estingly,both (seem ingly di� erent)issuesm ightbe related because they both involve

thegeodesicdeviation ofEq.(4.11).Possiblecontribution ofcaustics,brie
 y discussed

in Sect. 3 above,m ight be im portant because it is likely to give qualitatively new

term soriginatingfrom sum m ation overm ultiplegeodesics[17].Theseterm scannotbe

reached by perturbationsin contrastto the partialsum m ation ofperturbation series

underlying ourpresentresults.
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On theotherhand,higherordersofthe1=s-expansion can beim portantwithin the

cosm ologicalconstantproblem .In particular,thesubleading orderO (1=sd=2)incorpo-

ratesthe cosm ologicalterm ofthe quantum e� ective action (1.2). Indeed,this term

is expected to appearasa covariantization ofthe third term (� 1)in the 
 at-space

asym ptotics(2.5)ofTrK (s),

1

sd=2

Z

dx � 1!
1

sd=2

Z

dxg
1=2(x)� 1: (7.1)

Interestingly,ithasthe sam e form also in the lim itofs ! 0,determ ined by the � rst

coe� cient a0(x;x) = 1 ofthe Schwinger-DeW itt expansion [10,1]. Via the integral

(1.2)itgeneratestheultraviolet-divergentcosm ologicalterm

�� = �1

Z

dxg
1=2
; �1 = �

1

2(4�)d=2

Z 1

0

ds

s1+ d=2
: (7.2)

In fact,thisexpression isalso infrared divergentin thecoordinatesense { thevolum e

integral
R
dxg1=2 forasym ptotically-
 atspacetim edivergesatjxj! 1 .

Ofcourse,the abundance ofdivergences indicates thatthe cosm ologicalconstant

cannot consistently arise in asym ptotically-
 at spacetim e. The contribution (7.2)in

m asslesstheoriesdoesnotcarry any sensiblephysicalinform ation and iscancelled due

to a num ber ofinterrelated m echanism s. First,itscancellation isguaranteed by the

contribution ofthelocalpath-integralm easuretothee� ectiveaction,which annihilates

strongest (volum e) divergences under appropriate regularization ofthe path integral

[24].Anotherm echanism isbased on the use ofthe dim ensionalregularization which

putsto zero allpower-like divergences. Interestingly,in the lattercase thishappens

due to exact cancellation ofthe ultraviolet divergence of(7.2) at s = 0 against its

infrared counterpart at s ! 1 . This m ay be regarded as a well-known statem ent

that the cosm ologicalconstant problem is ofboth infrared and ultraviolet nature6.

Allthese m echanism s,however,stop working form assivetheoriesorfortheorieswith

spontaneously broken sym m etry, where the induced vacuum energy presents a real

hierarchy problem [25].

Prelim inary results ofSect. 4 forW 1 allow one to look atthe above m echanism s

from a som ewhatdi� erentviewpoint.To begin with,thecosm ologicalterm structure
R
dxg1=2 in TrK (s)behavesdi� erently atlatetim esand ats! 0.In contrastto the

s! 0lim it,thisterm iscom pletelyabsentats! 1 {thefunctionalW 1 given by(4.9)

does not contain the part ofzeroth order in the curvature and potential(indeed,in

theabsenceofthepotentialtheexpression (4.9)islinearin 2 x2 y�(x;y)and vanishes

6In dim ensionalregularization theintegral(7.2)isanalytically continued to thedom ain ofd where

itisconvergenteitheratthelower(ultraviolet)orupper(infrared)lim its.Thepolepartsofthesetwo

com plim entary divergencesareoppositein sign and canceloneanother.
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for
 atspacetim e). The functionalW1 wasrecovered from the variationalderivative

with respecttoV (x),Eq.(2.6),soonecould haveexpected thatthecosm ologicalterm

should havebeen added to(4.9)asafunctionalintegration "constant".Butthisisnot

the case,because W 1 exactly satis� es the m etric variationalequation (5.7)(thiswill

beshown elsewhere [22]).

On theotherhand,itwasm entioned thatin view oftheslow fallo� propertiesofthe

geodesicdeviation (4.11),theexpression (4.9)cannotbetrusted beyond 
 atspacetim e.

However,thefactthatitform ally passesasubtlecheck ofEq.(5.7)suggeststhatunder

certain regularization ofthe divergent integrals the algorithm (4.9) willsurvive the

transitiontocurved spacetim e.Incontrastto(2.5),itdoesnotcontainthecosm ological

term integral�
R
dxg1=2. Thisdoesnot,however,indicate m ajorcontradiction with

the covariantcurvature expansion of[14,15,16],because thisintegralisform aland

infrared divergent,which re
 ectsthecontinuity ofthespectrum oftheoperatorF(r )

in asym ptotically-
 atspacetim e7.

Altogether,thism ightqualitatively alterthe m echanism sofinduced cosm ological

constant and,in particular,exclude exact cancellation ofits ultraviolet and infrared

contributionsoccurring in the dim ensionalregularization case above. Thisalteration

is likely to result in a nonlocale� ective action ofthe type suggested in [1]. In fact,

theorigin ofnonlocality issim ilartothenonlocalrepresentation oftheEinstein action

(6.9)generated by thesubtraction ofthelinearin m etricperturbation partofthebulk

integral.E� ectivesubtraction duetoW1 iscurrently understudy.W eexpectthatthis

m ightbring to lightinteresting interplay between the cosm ologicalconstantproblem

and infrared asym ptoticsoftheheatkerneland nonlocale� ective action.

A ppendix A . TrK (s)in subleading order

The check ofthe integrability condition for(4.8)in the subleading orderisbased

on (3.10).Itgives

�

�V (y)
g
1=2(x)
1(x;x)= g

1=2(x)G(x;y) (y;x)+ (x $ y)

�g
1=2(x)� (x)

h

G(x;y)�(x;y)+ dG
2(x;y)

i

� (y)

�g1=2(x)G(x;y)
1

Fx

!

F x [� (x)�(x;y)� (y)]
 

F y

 

1

Fy
; (A.1)

7Thelowestorderofthisexpansion isresponsibleforthisinfrared divergentintegral,and thesub-

tlety in its treatm ent was clearly em phasized in [14]. Reconsidering its contribution with a special

em phasison surface integralsatspacetim e in� nity iscurrently understudy both within the pertur-

bation theory and the nonperturbativetechnique ofthe presentpaper[22].
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whereforbrevity wedenoted by Fx = F(r x)and

G
2(x;y)�

1

F(r x)
G(x;y)=

1

F 2(r x)
�(x;y): (A.2)

The sym m etry ofthisexpression in x and y guaranteesthe existence ofthe solution

W 1.Directveri� cation ofthissolution given by Eq.(4.9)looksasfollows.

To begin with,theexpression (4.9)can berewritten in theform

W 1 =
1

2

Z

dxg
1=2(x)

1

F(r x)

!

F (r x)� (x)�(x;y)� (y)
 

F (r y)
�
�
�
y= x

; (A.3)

where the Green’sfunction isrepresented in the operatorform as1=F(r x)acting on

the x-argum entof
!

F (r x)� (x)�(x;y)� (y)
 

F (r y)with a subsequentidenti� cation of

y and x.Then itsvariationalderivativeequals

�W 1

�V (x)
= �� (x)�(x;y)� (y)

 

F y

 

1

Fy
g
1=2

�
�
�
�
�
�
y= x

+

Z

dydz
!

F z [G(z;x)� (x)�(z;y)� (y)]
 

F y g
1=2(y)G(y;z)

+
1

2

1

Fx

!

F x [� (x)�(x;y)� (y)]
 

F y

 

1

Fy
g
1=2

�
�
�
�
�
�
y= x

; (A.4)

where the � rst two term s arise from the variation ofoperators (F(rx);F(r y)) and

functions(� (x);� (y))in Eq.(A.3),whilethethird term correspondstothevariation of

theGreen’sfunction.In thesecond term onecan integrateby partswithoutextra sur-

faceterm ssothatFz = F(r z)wouldactonG(y;z),because[G(z;x)� (x)�(z;y)� (y)]

vanishesatjzj! 1 .Thisrem ovesintegration overz and yieldsthecoincidence lim it

Fy�(y;z)jz= y = d,
Z

dydzG(y;z)
!

F z[G(z;x)� (x)�(z;y)� (y)]
 

F y g
1=2(y)

=

Z

dyg
1=2(y)G(y;x)� (x)

�

�(z;y)� (y)
 

F y

�

z= y

= dg
1=2� (x)

!

1

Fx
� (x): (A.5)

Theaction oftheGreen’sfunction on � (x)hereisnotawellde� ned operation because

� (x)! 1 atin� nity and theintegralisinfrared divergent.However,the � rstterm of

(A.4)isalso divergent,and togetherwith (A.5)itform sthe expression �g1=2 (x;x)

(which iswell-de� ned atleastfora 
 atspacetim e).Therefore,

�W 1

�V (x)
= �g1=2 (x;x)+

1

2
g
1=2 1

Fx

!

F x [� (x)�(x;y)� (y)]
 

F y

 

1

Fy

�
�
�
�
�
�
y= x

= �g1=2
1(x;x); (A.6)
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which � nally provestheneeded equation (4.8).
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