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Abstract.

We study the Yukawa model with one scalar and one axial scalar fields, coupled
to N copies of Dirac fermions, in curved spacetime background. The theory
possesses a reach set of coupling constants, including the scalar terms with odd
powers of scalar fields in the potential, and constants of non-minimal coupling
of the scalar fields to gravity. Using the heat-kernel technique and dimensional
regularization, we derive the one-loop divergences, describe the renormalization
of the theory under consideration and calculate the full set of beta- and gamma-
functions for all coupling constants and fields. As a next step, we construct
the renormalized one-loop effective potential of the scalar fields up to the terms
linear in scalar curvature. This calculation includes only the contributions from
quantum scalar fields, and is performed using covariant cut-off regularization
and local momentum representation. Some difficulties of the renormalization
group approach to the effective potential in the case under consideration are
discussed.
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1 Introduction

The interaction between scalar fields with Dirac spinors through a Yukawa interaction is

attracting a special attention in quantum field theory in curved spacetime. In this respect
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one can mention recent analysis that includes both scalar and a pseudoscalar couplings
[1] and more recently with the inclusion of a gauge field [2, B]. In the present work we
continue the previous treatment of Yukawa model with sterile scalar discussed in [4] and
extend it to the case of the two (ordinary and axial) scalars with a Yukawa coupling to
fermions and general renormalizable form of self-interaction. Our immediate purpose will
be the calculation of divergences in the most economic way, as it was done in the original
publication on the renormalization of the Abelian model with Yukawa coupling in curved
spacetime with torsion from long ago [5] (see also the book []) .

Similar consideration of the simpler model with a single scalar field was useful in estab-
lishing the constraints on the quantum theory that come from the condition of renormal-
izability of the Abelian theory with massive Dirac field. The form of the self-interaction
potential of a scalar field ensuring the renormalizability of such a theory is an interest-
ing aspect, that was not explored completely in the original work [5]. It was shown and
discussed in details in the recent work [4] that the renormalizable scalar with Yukawa in-
teraction includes self-interactions with odd powers of the scalar fields. These qualitatively
new interactions include linear term, the term with a cubic coupling, and also a linear term
describing the interaction between scalar field and scalar curvature.

In all examples of renormalizable quantum field theories with scalar fields, which were
known until now, it was possible to construct solutions to the renormalization group equa-
tion for the effective action which enable to derive the effective potential in the most
economic way [7], including in curved spacetime [8] (see also the generalization to other
sectors of effective action in [0, [0]). In the model with a single sterile scalar one has to
extend this nicely working scheme to include odd powers of the scalar field, with this
generalization it still works pretty well [4].

The generalization of these considerations to the parity-preserving model with an ad-
ditional axial scalar field is an interesting and challenging problem. Let us start by stating
that this problem makes sense from the viewpoint of physical applications. First of all,
there is an important example of an axial scalar, that is an axion. Regardless axion might
have different form of coupling to gauge and fermion fields compared to an ordinary ax-
ial scalar field, it is interesting to explore the renormalization of such a parity-preserving
model on a simple example. On the other hand, in the recent years there were indica-
tions of the possible violations of parity in the gravitational action as an explanation of
some astrophysical observations [I0]. Therefore it may be interesting to have a consistent
description of the models which are capable to explain such a violation, and the study of
renormalization of the model with axial scalar may be a useful step in better understanding
of a possible quantum origin of such terms.

Another interesting aspect of the model under consideration is that such a theory has



two different scalar masses, that is a usual situation in effective field theory (see e.g. the
book [I1]). In the recent work [12] we explored the non-local finite contributions of the
curved-spacetime diagrams with mixed internal lines, e.g. one of a light and another of a
heavy scalar fields. Here we supplement this result by deriving the effective potential in
the two-scalar model. It is worth pointing out that this situation is typical for effective
field theories, especially the ones with different mass scales and diagrams with mixed types
of internal lines. The effective potential involves two independent contributions, one from
the loops of scalar fields and another one from the spinor loop. In what follows we show
that the results for these contributions look somehow unusual. In the scalar sector we meet
a complicated non-polynomial mixing of the scalar masses and couplings, something one
could expect for the two-scalar model.

The paper is organized as follows. In Sec. 2l we describe the model including a real
scalar field and a pseudoscalar field coupled to N-component fermionic field and derive
the corresponding one-loop divergences. The one-loop renormalization relations in this
theory and the derivation of the renormalization group functions are collected in Sec. 3l In
Sec. Ml the renormalized one-loop effective potential is derived by using the local momentum

representation. Finally, our conclusions and the discussion of the results are presented in

Sec.

2 Yukawa model and its renormalization

Consider a Yukawa model including a real scalar field ¢ and a real pseudoscalar (axial
scalar) field y, coupled to the N copies of a fermionic field W;, with the classical action of

the form

_ . 1
S = /d4.§(}\/ —g{\I]Z (ZW — M — h1§0 — hQX”)/s) 52]\11]‘ + 59“118“(,08,,(,0
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where mq, mo and M are respectively the masses of scalar, pseudoscalar and spinor fields,
hy and hy are the Yukawa coupling constants. Finally, \;, A2, A3, g, p and 7 are coupling
constants in the scalar — pseudoscalar sectors, that survive in the flat limit, while & and
f are the nonminimal parameters of the scalar field and & the nonminimal parameter of
the interaction between axial scalar field with gravity. It is easy to note that the action
has not only the standard even terms, but also a set of odd terms, with the dimensional

parameters g, p and f. As we shall see in brief, these terms are necessary to achieve



renormalizability of the theory. The last observation is that term which are linear and
cubic in the pseudoscalar field are excluded by the requirement that the Lagrangian is a
parity-even scalar.

In order to calculate the one-loop divergences, we shall use the heat-kernel method, and

perform the background-quantum splitting of the fields, according to
<p—>g0+a, X—>X+p, \i’Z—> \i’i—i-’f_h’, \Ifj —)‘lfj—l-’f]j, (2)

where ¢, y, U, ¥ are the classical background fields and o, p, 7, 1 their quantum counter-
parts.
The bilinear in quantum fields part of the action is written as follows

o
1 L
S@ = §/d4x\/—g (a P m)H p
nj
1

= §/d4l’\/ —g{O’HHO' +pH210'—|—7_]2'H310' + O'H12p

+ pHayp + niHsop + o Hyzn; + pHasn; + ﬁiH3377j}7 (3)

where the elements of the matrix operator H have the form
A1

Hy = —B-=mi+&R-gp—dax* = T,
Hyy = —4pxAs —2pyx, Hiz = —2h 5, Hy = —doxAs — 2px,
Hy = —0O-— mg + &R —pp — A3’ — %Xza
Hy = —2hpW0;y°,  Hy = —2mV;,  Hsy = —2hy7°;,
Hiz = 2(i¥ — M — hip — haxy°)6". (4)
It proves useful to introduce conjugated matrix operator
-1 0 0
o= o0 -1 0 . (5)

0 0 —3(GY+M)
The one-loop quantum contribution to effective action is defined by the expression

~

Tr In (H). To calculate the divergences of effective action we will write it as
TrIn(H) = TrIn(HH*) — Tr In (H*). (6)

The last term Tr In H* contributes only to the vacuum divergences that are known for an
arbitrary model [I3] [6]. Therefore it is sufficient to calculate the divergences of the product
HH*, that has a standard form,

~

H = HH"=10+2h"V, + 1L (7)
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Hence,

A
Hy = O4+mi+ 71<p2 — &R+ A3 + g,
Hio = 2px +4\px,  Hiz = V(Y + M),

A2
Hor = 2px + 4X30X, Hop = O+ mj + 2 - &R+ A’ + pee,

2
Hos = ho¥7°(iV + M), Hs = 2h¥;, Hzo = 2hyy° U
3 1
Hyy = 67[0 - ZR + M? + hip(iV + M) + hoxy* (Y + M)]. (8)
where we can identify
My = MG w = T2G s b = L+ by
i3 = 5 Ut hyy = o o 33—5(130+ 2X7°)Y 9)
and
o 2 >‘1 2 2 o
Iy = mi+ ¢ —&R+gp+ A3x, Il = 2px + 4A\30x,

2
Iz = hiMY;, Il = 2px + 4A30x,

A
[y, = mj+ ?2X2 — &R+ pp + A3,
Moy = hoeMW;~°, Tl3 = 2V;, g = 2hey°V,,
My — 60 [M2 — R+ mMp+ hQMXf’]. (10)

The Schwinger-De-Witt proper-time (heat kernel) technique [14] yields the general

expression for the one-loop divergences in the form

uraf

D—14
Fg):—’u—/dl)x —gsTr{ P? 4 52 + = DP+ (R
5

2
v 127 6 180 - B, +0R)} (1)

where € = (47)%(D — 4) and

. | . .
P = I+ ER -V, W — h, b,
S = [V, V1 + Vil — Vyuhy + hyhy, — hyh,. (12)
The relations (ITI), lead to the following result for the one-loop divergences in the

model under consideratio

r® — g

v vac, div

+ (13)

m, div’

5We present here only the final result, the intermediate formulas can be found in the Appendix.



where

rm

and

@

m, div

+

D—
vac, div = IUE /deV { (m1+m2)_2NM4

N ., N 1y, 8N -2
+ <3M mi& - m252>R+<24+45)RW0‘5+ 180 R

1/ o , /1 N 1. 1-

- . TR - 5 |
+ 2<§1+52 9)R +<45+ 5 "% 6£2> R (14)
D—4
“6 /de\/ {Zwk[ hy — h§W+h§(M+h1go—h2m5)

h2(M + hip — hax7y )} Uy, + 2Nhi(9,0)* — 2Nh3(9,x)°

1 A - i 1. 1
SR - —151 _ /\3§2> Ro? + (§A% + 50— 2Nh‘11> o

(
(SN — g6y — G| R + (g + mip — SNBAP)p

%(92 + %+ Mimi + 2A3m3 — 24NhIM?) o + <)\3p — 8NMh3 + %gM) o
%(QAgmf + Aam3 + 8p* + 8Nh2M2)X2 + (lv + 1)\3 — zNhg) Y

%(Agg + 206 + —h2> R’ + = (A As + Aos + BNEZR2 + 32)2)
(g)\3+ “pho + 16pAs + SN h2M )gp <g+p SNhy M ) 0

12 (Al +2X5 — 16Nh2> Og® + — <)\2 +2X3 + 16Nh2> Oy } (15)

For compactness, we have introduced the notations 51,2 =&12— %. The vacuum divergences

are included for the sake of completeness.

The expression (I5) shows that the odd terms, which we have included in the classical

action (), subject to the divergences. Exactly as it is the case in the simpler single-scalar

theory, these terms have no symmetry protection and the structure of divergences is exactly

as should be expected from the symmetry and power-counting arguments.

3 Renormalization

Once the form of the one-loop divergences is known one can easily find the relations between

bare and renormalizable quantities. For the fields we meet

7 INh2 INh2
o = u¥<1+ 1)% Xo=p7T (1— - z)x,
. 3
Uy = p'o [1+4—€(h§—h§)]\11k. (16)
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The relations for masses have the form

My = (1——h2 6hg)M

26
2 o gD HANRIMY + Aymi + 2 gm3 — 24N hiM?
my = My — c ,
8p% — ANh2m2 + Aam?2 + 2 3m? + SN h2M?
m2, = md— P 21y + Aoy + 2A3my + 2 M7 (17)

€

For the even couplings and nonminimal parameters we find

A +4Nh 2\
£ = & — 1751——352,

ANh3 — A
R L T

- ANhK? + 9h? + 3h3
o = 1w (1 1+2 Lt ),
€
- ANK2 + 9h2 + 3h?
hoy = /~L4Th2<1+ 2+262+ 1>7

\ _D<>\ +48Nh‘11—8N)\1h%—3)\%—12)\§)

10 = 1 9
€

R , ( 14 ABNBL 4 8NDuhS — 3 12A§>

20 — 9
€

N = P ()\3 CAMAs oA+ SNI2h3 + 32X\ + AN \3h? — 4N)\3h§>. (18)
€
And, finally, for the odd couplings and nonminimal parameters,
4 48N Mh3 — 3g\; — 6Nh2g — 6A3p
Jo = (g + c ),
e <T+ 8Nhy M3 —2NTh} — m%g—m%p)j
€
P = (p — — (2 + Do+ 320gp + 1N FEM — ANK3p + 2NA3p) ),
D4 -~ 2NhyM + 6N fh?
fo = p [fﬂLEfl‘l‘g&— . e / 1] (19)

Note the non-trivial renormalization of the odd coupling parameters and in particular of
the new non-minimal coupling parameter f.

The (- and ~-functions can be calculated from the renormalization relations for the
parameters and fields. For the theories in curved spacetime the procedure [15, [16] is

described in detail in the book [6], so we give only the final results for

dP
Bp = [1)1£n>4'ud/J, (20)
Yo ® = lim W (21)
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where P = (ml,m2,M hi,hoy A1, Ao, €1, 69,9, D, T, f) are the renormalized parameters and
® = (p, x, ¥y) are the renormalized fields. Using the relations (I6]), (I7), (IX) and (I9]),
we obtain the following results:

B = (4Nh§’+9hi”+3h1h§)’

2(4r)?
g _ _(ANIE+ b+ Bhihy)
: 2(ar)?

u = 2?4]\7{) <3h2 + hz)
B = 41) <3>\2 FSNAK? — 48N + 12A§),
B = Tp <3>\2 — 8N Moh2 — 48NAL + mg),
B = op ()\1>\3 F dadg - 3202 + SNA2R2 + AN g2 — 4N>\3h§),
o = ) (o D) <o D)

= pll-m)(a-) (o)l

b = oy <3g)\1 6N gh? — 4SNMAS + 6p>\3),

b = oy (m + 32)ap — ANPh2 + 2Nph? + 29X + 16NMh1h2>,
bt = gy [m2>\1 T (4m§ _ 24M2> N2 + 2>\3m§],
bt = T [ 2\ + 8p% + <8M2 — 4m§) Nh2 + 2A3m§] ,

b = oy <2N7h2 + gm? + pm2 — 8Nh1M3),

b - (4;2 0 o= ) ~p(ea = 5) + Samm] @

For the ~-functions we have

_oNK 2N _ 3
T T Tane T anr T T qane '

—hi). (23)

A good check is that, if considering the conformal invariant theory, with vanishing masses
and other dimensional constants, g, p, 7 and f, and assuming & = & = %, the pole coeffi-
cient in the expression for the divergences ([[H) is also conformal invariant. Consequently,

the B-functions for & and & in this case are linear combinations of & and &, defined after

Eq. (I4).



4 Effective potential

In this section we derive the one-loop effective potential in the model under consideration
up to first order in scalar curvature, using the local momentum representation, based
on the Riemann normal coordinates. This method is quite efficient for mass-dependent
calculations of local quantities, such as the effective potential.

The effective potential V.;s(¢) is defined as the zeroth-order term in the derivative

expansion of the effective action of a background scalar field ¢(x),

L[, gu] = /de \/—_g{ — Vers(p) + % Z(¢) 9" 0up Opip + -+ - } (24)

where D is the spacetime dimension.
Within the loop expansion of the effective action, the corresponding one-loop correction

to the effective potential is given by

1 N
/dD:L'\/—g Vip) = 5 sTr In H (25)
p=const
where H is the bilinear operator of action @.

The curvature expansion of V(y) reads
Vi= V+WVi+--, (26)

where %(1) is the well-known flat-spacetime effective potential, which has been derived
many times and in different ways starting from the work of Coleman and Weinberg [7] and
V1 is the first order in scalar curvature R. In curved spacetime the potential can also be
derived in different ways.

Let us emphasize that in all known examples the effective potential can be obtained
by solving the renormalization group equation for the effective action, in both flat [7] and
curved [8] spacetimes (see e.g. Ref. [6] for detailed introduction and further references.
The generalization to the model with a single sterile scalar proceeds is done in a close
analogy to the standard approach, but with some modification due to the presence of the
odd interaction terms [4].

The renormalization group equation for the the effective action has the form [15 [6]

{ 0 0

)
—_— R D —_— P
g+ Be s+ [ d » 960 S Hloos. . P.D.i = 0 27)

where we assume the sum over all parameters (couplings and masses) P and the fields

® = (¢, X, Wg). The effective potential satisfies the same equation, due to the separation



of different terms in (24]). Then, the result for, e.g., a single scalar field can be presented

as a general symbolic expressiorﬁ

1 g

1 A
Vg = —53m’¢’ = SR + 10" + o’ + o + [ Ry

- itpz(ﬁmz + 2m*y,) [ln (Sf;) + C’l] - %Rgf(ﬁg + 2¢7,) [ln (i%‘) + 02]

+ %@3(59 +397,) [ln (i‘%) + 03} + 41—8<P4(5A +4X\v,) [hl (i%) + 04}

2 2
+ %@(BT + TY,) [m (fj;) - 05} + %Rw(ﬁf + ) [ln (i‘;) + Ca] , o (28)
where all beta- and gamma-functions are given in Eqs. (22) and (23]). The set of the
constants C ¢ in the last expression (28)) can be found from the initial renormalization
conditions. For instance, the two well-known values, corresponding to the standard choices
in the massless scalar case are Cy = —2* obtained in [7] and Cy = —3 obtained in [8, [6].
The symbolic expressions In (%) with & = 1,2,...,6, in the formula (28) depend on
the theory under consideration. For instance, in the model with a single sterile scalar [4],

these quantities appear as linear combinations of the logarithms

1 24 5+
(0 = S [m 2Mf ggo] (29)
and
1. (M + hyp)?

for the scalar and fermion contributions to the effective potential, correspondingly. Namely,
the logarithms ([29) and (B0]) are used as an efficient Ansatz to solve the renormalization
group equation for the effective potential.
In the massless case or in the limit of large-scalar limit, one should expect that the
asymptotic behavior of all terms should be
2

(%) « w(5) (51)

In the subsequent subsection we perform direct calculation of the scalar contribution in

the model () and show that the result is inconsistent with the expectation based on the
Ansatz that consists in guessing the form of the logarithms, such as (29)) and (30]).
The calculations presented below were performed in the covariant cut-off regularization

of the Euclidean integrals in the local momentum representation. In the case of effective

5We will not write down similar formula for the theory (), because it is too long. The interested reader
can easily obtain it by analogy with Eq. (2.
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potential this regularization is the simplest options. On the other hand, the transition
to the covariant cut-off in the proper time integral, and consequently to the dimensional

regularization is automatic, as discussed in [18] (see also earlier general investigation in flat
spacetime [19]).

4.1 Two-scalar sector

Let us start from the bilinear form of the action in the scalar sector of ([B]) in the form

s¥ = %/d‘lx\/—_g <a p) H, <Z) : (32)

. R M2 M2
Hszﬂl+< 1; ) (33)

with 1 = diag(1,1) and

MP, = M3 =2px + 4hs9x (34)
where
~ 2 2 )\1 2 2
myo= it o + Asx” + g, (35)
. A
my = ms+ 72X2 + As” + pyp. (36)

In order to simplify the calculations let us diagonalize the matrix in the second term of

relation (B3]), by making a rotation in the space of the fields,

(a) :U<¢1> ,  where U = (c?sa —sma) : (37)
p 02 sina  cosa
After this transformation, Eq. (82]) becomes

S(()Z) = %/d4$\/——9{¢15¢1+¢25¢2

+ ¢y [cos®(a) M7, + sin®(a) M3, — sin(2a) M7,] ¢4
+ ¢n [sin®(e) M) + cos®(a) My, + sin(20) M| ¢y

+ [sin(Qa) (M222 — Mfl) + 2008(20&)M122} gbg}. (38)
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Now, we can simply choose

M3, — M3,

M2, — M}
cos(2a) = sin(2a) = cot(2a) =0© = 2272117 (39)
2M3,
such that the last term in (B8) vanishes and the new diagonal matrix H, = U~ 'H,U has

the form

. R M2 M2 _ M2
B =iy aMiy + bMs, — My, ) 02 , s (40)
0 lel ‘l’ aM22 + CM12
where
1 O 1 © 1
a=-+— b=-— —, = —. (41)
2 2V1+02 2 2V/1+ 07 V1+ 62
Since we are interested in the O(R)-approximation, it is useful to rewrite ([40) as
. O-1IL - GR+(R?--- 0
H, = 1 GR A (R) ) , (42)
0 O—1, —GR+O(R )
with
M=—{-+—2 |2 —22 )2+ ——12 43
1 (2 2\/1+@3> : <2 2,/1+603) 1+ 63 )
My=—(>———% )24 —20 )m2-——12 44
i (2 2\/71+@g) : (2 2,/1+03) ° J1+e3 e
and
1 @0 1 @0
= — ‘l‘ -~ ) 45
g (2 2\/T@g> : (2 ww) . )
1 o CN
= ey —— + S ) 46
. (2 NT@g) “ (2 ww) . o
where we denote Oy = %:f
As next step, we define
. HY 0

where HY) = (O —11; — (;R) and H® = (O — I — (4 R), so that
Trin#, = InDetH, = Tr n HY + Tr n H? . (48)
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Let us point out that using the rotation in the fields space to diagonalize H , we also have to
consider the contribution that comes from the transformation H, = U~'H,U. In relation
@8), since DetU = DetU~! = 1, then there is no contribution. However the Jacobian
of a such transformation in four-dimensional spacetime is proportional to §4(0), which in
dimensional regularization formally vanishes while in our case via cut-off regularization
scheme this means a cut-off dependent contribution to the cosmological constant.

Another important observation is that rotation (37) and an expansion to the first order
in curvature are not commuting operations. This means that if we extract the O(R)-term
first and after that make a rotation only for a flat-space sector, the result would be different
and not satisfactory from the point of view of our calculations.

Starting from this point, we meet a product of two normal scalar operators (A7) and it
is possible to use the technique elaborated in [17] (see also [I8, 20, [4]) to find the one-loop
effective potential up to first order in R, using the Riemann normal coordinates formalism.

The equation for the propagator of a scalar field G.(x, 2') related to H") has the form

(97097F — 1L~ GiR) Glaa)) = —6"(@ — ). (49)
In Eq. ([@9) we take into account the expression for the covariant Dirac delta function
Oc(w,2") = g7 6P(x — ') g' 7M1 (50)

and the modified propagator G(z,2’) [I7]. Both elements are necessary for the consistency
of the expansion, so that the r.h.s. of the above equation does not depend on the metric
tensor. Thus, one can use the relation Tr InH = — Tr InG to derive the dependence on
the curvature tensor in Eq. (25).

In the Riemann normal coordinates the expansion of the spacetime metric g up to first
order in the curvature is given by [21] (see also simplified introduction and more references
in [22])

1

9ap(t) = Mas = 3 Rausu (T) YY"+, (51)

hence
R(z) = R(@)+---, (52)
O = 9+ % RE () y*y” 8,0, — g RG(2")y" On + -+ . (53)

Starting from this formula, it is easy to get

1 1
g/t0g V1 = 4+ 5 R+ 3 (R‘éﬁ;(z') vy 0,0, — R3(z") y? 8a) +oee, (54)
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where the derivatives are 9, = %, 9% = 09,0, and the dots mean higher order terms

in the curvature tensor and its covariant derivatives.

After all, Eq. (9) becomes
2 1 ~ / D /
~9 +H1+(cl—6)R]G(x,x):5 (¢ — ). (55)

We can also note that the last term in Eq. (54)) does not contribute to the effective potential
due to the Lorentz invariance [17].

The solution up to the first order in the curvature has the form

_ dPk . 1 1 R
Gy = [Dh ol 1 Hy E_] 56
(:L’,x) /(QW)D € |:k’2—|—H1 G 6 (k2+H1)2 ( )
The results presented above, enable one to find the one-loop effective potential. Taking

into account the expansion of bilinear operator H") and the Green’s function G(x,z’) up

to first order in R, we have
~TrInG = Trln (ﬁél) +HYR) = TrIn f[él) + TrGoHVR. (57)

For the effective potential in flat spacetime we need just the first term in the r.h.s. of
Eq. (B1) given by

—/de \_/0(1) = %Tr lnflo(l) = %Tr In Sa(p, x) — %Tr InSy(p=x=0), (58)
where Sy(¢) is the bilinear form of the classical action in the background-field formalism.

The last term in Eq. (G8]) can be seen as a normalization of the functional integral. This

term arises naturally through the diagrammatic representation of effective potential. From
Eq. (B8) we get

- 1 [ dPk k2 + 11,
70 1 / 1 ( ) ‘ .
0 ((an) 2 (27T)D n k2 —}—m% ( )
Using the Euclidean momentum cut-off 2, for D = 4 we have
. 1 ¢ k2 + 1L
V(0 %) = == / ak K n ( ) 60
0 (807 X) 2(47T)2 0 n L2 + m% ) ( )
and we finally get
where
O—div(gp7 X) - 3972 ( 1 ml) — 7 n ﬁ + §m1 n ﬁ s ( )
_ 1 1 H2 11 1 m2
(1) _ 2 4 1 1 4 1
‘/O—fin((pa X) - 3271’2{ - Z (H1 - ml) + 7 In ﬁ - §m1 In F} . (63)
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The second term in the 7.h.s. of Eq. (51) corresponds to the first order in curvature

correction Vl(l)(ap, X), which can be derived as follows
— 1 - = 1 _ _
—/dDat v = §TrG0 H\R = —i/dDz/de' Gol(x, ') Gi(z/,2)R,  (64)

so that

1 / d"k ik(z—a’ de ip(x’ —zx) F— a

1 [ d°k -,
= 3 / Gyl (k) Gi(k)R. (65)

For D = 4 and replacing the explicit forms of Gy (k) and G (k) of Eq. (50) in Eq. (G3),

one arrives at

_ 1 1 ¢ k2dk?
7o = - (6 -3) /7
! 2(2m)* )t o k2T (66)
After taking the last integral, the result has the form
(0, %) = V(0. %) + Vi (0,%), (67)

where

_ 1 1 0?
‘/1(i)dw(§0, X) = - 2 <<.1 - _> R |:Qz Hl In ,u_:| )

(C& ) RIL In % (68)

(1
‘/vl(—?fzn(SD7X) - 32 2

We have described the calculations for the first contribution due to H®. For the second
term H® the calculations are analogous except that in this case we have to use I, and (,
instead II; and ;. The final result has the form

V (0, %) =V (e, %) + Vi (0, x) + VP (0, %) + VP (g, %)

1 1
{__Uﬁ+m_@ﬁ+mw

T 32r2)| 4
+ 0 [Ty + I, — (m] +m3)]
1 M, 1 Q0
+§(H§+H§)lnu—§—5(H§+H§)ln§
1 m? 1 m3 1 5
__mjtlnu—;—iméln—;ﬂti( il+m§‘)1nﬁ
1 I o2
- (Cl——>R{H11n—l+Qz Hllﬂ—}
6 2
1 m, o2
_ <C2_6>R[H21HF+Q —HQIIIF:| } (69)
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This is the final result for scalar fields loop to effective potential.

Some observations concerning the expression (69) are in order. First of all, the diver-
gent part is in the perfect correspondence with the corresponding part of the result (I3,
obtained on the base of the heat-kernel method. In order to see this it is sufficient to use

the well-known correspondence between covariant cut-off and dimensional regularization

parameter (see, e.g., [24]),

ﬁ "t~ In ;2—22, n — 4. (70)

Second, the dependence on the renormalization parameter p is exactly the standard
one, such that the effective potential is a solution of the standard renormalization group
equation (271).

Thus, the expression (69) indicates that the quantum corrections are given by some
logarithmic terms, similar to the general renormalization group - based form ([28). On the
other hand, the logarithmic terms in (69) depend on the unusual arguments representing
the mixture of different scalar fields, their masses and coupling constants. This situation
is in fact typical for the quantum corrections coming from the loops with mixed internal
lines, e.g. of the light and heavy mass fields [I1] (see also a recent work [12] for the
extension to curved space). However, it is interesting to point out that this form of the
effective potential does not confirm a naive expectation that the scalar fields contribution
to effective potential can be obtained using the anzatz of the form t(©) from Eq. 29) for
each of the background scalars. This output means that the possibility to derive the full
result ([69) from the renormalization group equation is not evident and deserves a further
study.

We can point out that in the limit of large scalar fields, when both |¢| — oo and
|x| = oo, our result (G9) reduce to the sum of logarithmic contributions of the scalar
fields. However, in general the effective potential has more complicated form. The origin
of this feature of the two-scalar model is the rotation (37, that mixes different masses,

interactions and non-minimal parameters.

5 Conclusions and Perspectives

We have formulated the Yukawa model of one sterile scalar and one axial scalar (pseu-
doscalar) fields, interacting to themselves and also to the set of fermions through the
Yukawa couplings.

The power counting analysis of the divergences shows that the helps us to identify

the form of the classical potential of scalar and pseudoscalar self-interaction, providing
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renormalizable quantum theory. This potential has all even and odd terms that are allowed
by symmetries (including parity) of the classical theory, without coupling constants with
the inverse-mass dimensions.

The complete analysis of one-loop renormalization, f— and ~-functions was given in
Sec. $3. The main results of this part is the importance of the mixed scalar-pseudoscalar
terms, which do not have symmetry protection and, as a result, are indispensable for
renormalizability of the theory. Thus, we have completely described the one-loop renor-
malization structure of the model under consideration.

The effective potential has been calculated up to the linear in scalar curvature terms.
The results is a sum of independent contributions from the scalar fields loop and from the
spinor field loop. The contributions of the scalar sector has been calculated in the explicit
form and demonstrate a nontrivial dependence on the background scalar fields, on masses
and coupling constants. Let us note that the derivation of the fermion contribution to
effective potential in the full massive theory faces serious technical difficulties and we left
it for the future work.

It is interesting that unlike the single scalar field models, the effective potential in the
two-scalar model under discussion contains usual logarithmic terms and also the terms with
the non-logarithmic asymptotic. In the scalar loop sector the model under consideration is
qualitatively similar to the situation with two quantum fields with different masses, that is
well-known from the literature (see, e.g. [I1]) and was recently discussed in curved space
[12]. It is remarkable, however, that in our expressions we could observe the effect of masses
even in the local effective potential, without invoking the non-local form factors, as it is
done in the mentioned publications. It is worth mentioning, that the direct calculation of
the scalar loop for effective potential has been performed using rotation in the space of the
scalar fields. This operation turns out to be not commutative with the expansion using

local momentum representation.
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Appendix

The intermediate expressions leading to (I3]) are

0 0 %hlvu‘ifﬂ“
Vil =100 gkt )
0 0 (Ve +hoV,xy° )"

0 0 —hiWrp + hyhyWixy®
huhu = 0 0 —hth\Ifk’ysgp + h%@kx
0 0 (—hi*+ h3x*)0%*
0 0 —3(hiWrp — hihaWrxy®)7,7,0™
and  hyh, =1 0 0 —3(hihoWrpy® — h3WLX)7,70" | (71)
00 —1(h3¢* = WX v
As a result, the elements of the matrices P and S/w in Eq. (I2) have the form
A2 1
150 + 99— (51 - 6) R+ Asx?,
Py = 2px +4dspx,  Pu = 2px +4As0x,
_ 7 -
Py = InUe(M +hip = hoxy®) = 5ha (VW)

Pll = m%—l—

Aoy 2 1
Py = mj+ 22X +p80—<52—6)R+)\3<P27

B i B
Py = hoWyp (M~ + higy® — hax) — §h2(vu‘l’k)75“¥“7
Py = 2V, Py = 2Ry,

Py = |M?— 11—2R + hiMp 4+ hay Mx~® + h3p? — hax?
LV + Vo (72)
and
Sz = —%hl (VO — (Vo Ws)y,) + i(h%\llk@ — haha WX y”) s 1)
Sz = —%hz [(Vu@k)75% - (VV‘I’k)VE)%} + i(hlhw‘l’kf - h%‘I’kX) [%a Yl
Suwas = [[VV, V) — %hl (Va1 — (Vo)) — %hz (V)Y = (Vo)™ ]
+ 1089~ 1) byl | 8% (73)
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