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Interacting Field Theories in Robertson-Walker
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The renormalization of a scalar field theory with a quartic self-coupling via adiabatic reg-
ularization in a Robertson-Walker spacetime is discussed. The adiabatic counterterms
are presented in a way that is most conducive to numerical computations. A variation of
the adiabatic regularization method is presented which leads to analytic approximations
for the energy—momentum tensor of the quantum field and the quantum contribution
to the effective mass of the mean field. Conservation of the energy—momentum tensor
for the field is discussed and it is shown that the part of the energy—momentum ten-
sor which depends only on the mean field is not conserved but the full renormalized
energy—momentum tensor is conserved, as expected and required by the semiclassi-
cal Einstein’'s equation. It is also shown that if the analytic approximations are used
the resulting approximate energy—momentum tensor is conserved. This allows a self-
consistent backreaction calculation to be performed using the analytic approximations.
The usefulness of the approximations is discussed.

1. INTRODUCTION

The study of free quantized fields in curved space has been a remarkably
fruitful endeavor, particularly in the applications that have been made to black
hole and cosmological spacetimes (see for example, Birrell and Davies, 1982).
Much less has been done regarding interacting fields in curved space. However,
interacting fields are very important since all real fields in nature appear to have
interactions. Interactions also play an important role in cosmological models such
as inflaton, being required in some cases for the inflation potential to have the
right form and also for the thermalization that is necessary to reheat the universe
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after inflation. Interactions can also significantly enhance the particle production
that often occurs for free fields in curved space.

The study of interacting quantum fields in Robertson-Walker (RW) space-
times is of greatimportance as well in understanding quantum fields in Minkowski
space. It is well known that following a relativistic heavy ion collision the quark-
gluon plasma produced eventually undergoes a chiral phase transition. A good
approximation to describing the dynamics of this system is provided by the linear
o-model and by assuming that the expansion is mostly radial (Cabpéy 1995;
Lampertet al, 1996). Written in terms of the spherical hydrodynamical fluid coor-
dinates the system is equivalent to an interacting quantum scalar field (mean field
plus fluctuations) in a RW spacetime (Lampert and Molinas?41998).

Perhaps the simplest interacting quantum field theory in four dimensions is a
scalar field with a quartic self-coupling, often called thg*” theory. There is a
long history of the study of this theory in curved space. The original investigations
centered on renormalization. Drummond (1975), Birrell and Ford (1979, 1980),
Bunchet al.(1980), and Bunch and Panangaden (1980) investigated the renormal-
ization of the theory in various cosmological spacetimes using techniques such
as dimensional regularization. Bunch and Parker (1980) showed that the theory is
renormalizable in an arbitrary spacetime to second order in the coupling constant
A. Birrell (1980) extended their work by using momentum space techniques and
computing self-energy graphs to second ordex.in

Along with studies of the renormalization of the theory, various calculations
have been undertaken. For example, Ford and Toms investigated phase transitions
caused by one-loop radiative corrections in an expanding universe (Ford and Toms,
1982). The one-loop finite temperature effective potential fapé theory in a
RW universe was calculated by Hu, under the assumptions that the rate of change
of quantum fluctuations is much greater than that of the mean field and the expan-
sion rate of the universe (Hu, 1983). Ringwald investigated the evolution of the
expectation value of the quantum fluctuati@r?) at one-loop order in a spatially
flat RW universe (Ringwald, 1987).

The quantity(y2) can be used to determine the backreaction of the quantum
fluctuations on the mean (or classical) scalar field as it appears as an effective
mass for the mean field at one-loop order. However, to determine the backreaction
of the scalar field on the spacetime geometry, one must compute the renormal-
ized energy—momentum tensor for the field. The renormalization of the energy—
momentum tensor to one-loop order in a spatially flat RW spacetime was discussed
by Paz and Mazzitelli (1988). They displayed the renormalization counterterms
which were obtained using point splitting, adiabatic regularization, and dimen-
sional regularization. The divergent counterterms were displayed in the format of
dimensional regularization. Mazzite#i al. used this formalism in a calculation
relating to the evolution of the inflaton and the reheating after inflation in the new
inflationary scenario (Mazzitelét al., 1989).
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There are two ways that so called “nonperturbative” effects are usually taken
into account. One is the Hartree approximation which works for a single scalar
field (Jackiw and Kerman, 1979; Stevenson, 1985). The other is the Mg
proximation where a single scalar field is replaced witlscalar fields which are
coupled via a quartic interaction, which is invariant under the giogN) and is
thus often called th&®(N) model. Mazzitelli and Paz considered the renormaliza-
tion in both the Hartree and lardé approximations in an arbitrary background
gravitational field, using point splitting techniques and adiabatic and dimensional
regularization (Mazzitelli and Paz, 1989). More recent work on the backreaction
of a scalar field on the background geometry in a RW spacetime has been done for
inflationary models by Boyanovslet al. (n.d., 1995, 1997) and by Ramsey and
Hu (1997a,b).

In this paper we derive a set of renormalized equations that can be used to
determine the evolution of a quartically coupled scalar field with arbitrary mass
and curvature coupling to one-loop order in a RW spacetime. We also derive
expressions for the unique components of the renormalized energy—momentum
tensor that can be used to determine the backreaction of the field on the spacetime
geometry. To renormalize we use the method of adiabatic regularization (Fulling
and Parker, 1974; Fullingt al,, 1974; Parker, 1966; Parker and Fulling, 1974)
which is particularly useful for deriving a set of equations which are to be solved
numerically. We display the counterterms for the energy—momentum tensor and
the quantum contribution to the effective mass of the mean field (for arbitrary mass
and curvature coupling). Our results are summarized in MolinesEgal.(2000).
Previously the adiabatic counterterms for the energy—momentum tensor have been
displayed by Paz and Mazzitelli (1988) but only in the context of dimensional
regularization, which makes it difficult to use them for numerical computations,
and by Ramsey and Hu for the minimally coupled case (if one takes the one-loop
limit of their 1/N expansion) (Ramsey and Hu, 1997a,b).

We discuss in more detail than has previously been done the conservation
of the energy—momentum tensor for the full system (mean field plus quantum
fluctuations). We show that the natural division of this tensor into a “classical”
and a “quantum” piece leads to neither piece being separately conserved. We also
show explicitly that the full energy—momentum tensor is conserved.

We present a variation on the method of adiabatic regularization which has
been used by Anderson and Eaker to develop an analytic approximation for the
energy—momentum tensor for a free scalar field in a RW spacetime (Anderson and
Eaker, 2000). We use this method to derive analytic approximations to both the
energy—momentum tensor of the quantum fluctuation and to the effective mass
of the mean field. If the analytic approximation is used in the equation for the
mean field and if it is also used for the “quantum” energy—momentum tensor,
then the resulting set of equations results in a conserved approximate energy—
momentum tensor. Thus the analytic approximations can be used in lieu of the
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full renormalized expressions in the mean field and semiclassical backreaction
equations. They are useful for the investigation of vacuum polarization effects,
but not particle production since particle production is a nonlocal phenomenon.
Nevertheless, the approximations give important information, particularly if one
wishes to estimate the conditions under which the loop expansion breaks down.
We discuss the validity of the approximation and argue that it is likely to be most
useful for massless fields.

Itis well known that the problem of solving Einstein’s equation in the presence
of quantum matter is not an easy one. On the left-hand-side of Einstein’s equation
one needs higher order geometric tensBisl(,, @H,,,, andH,,,) that involve up
to fourth order time derivatives of the metugg, (Birrell and Davies, 1982). On
the right-hand-side one encounters the expectation value of the energy—momentum
tensor of the quantum field in a certain quantum state (for which there is no a priori
rule to be determined or chosen), a quantity that is ultraviolet divergent. One has
to regularize and renormalizg,,) in such a way that it remains covariantly
conserved, as the left-hand-side of Einstein’s equation is. This is why the problem
of a full backreaction of the quantum matter on the spacetime geometry is so
difficult. One has to make use of regularization methods that are suited for a
numeric computation (as the dynamical equation for the quantum field is most
likely not to have analytic solutions), and at the same time guarantee the covariant
conservation of the renormalized value(@f,,). In this paper we use adiabatic
subtraction to fulfill both requirements and to set up the formalism and techniques
required to perform a backreaction calculation for an interacting theory (mean field
plus fluctuations) in a general RW spacetime.

Before attempting to solve the semiclassical backreaction equations, it will
be helpful to estimate how big or small the quantum effects on the geometry and
the mean field are. As a means of doing so we derive analytic approximations
for the energy—momentum tensor and the quantum contribution to the effective
mass of the field in an arbitrary RW spacetime. This is a generalization of the
approximation found by Anderson and Eaker (2000) for the energy—momentum
tensor of the free scalar field. It yields a renormalized and covariantly conserved
approximate energy—momentum tensor for the quantum fluctuations (that carries
no information, whatsoever, about particle production effects). This paper presents
allthe technical details for such a calculation. Future work will consist of evaluating
both the exact and the analytically approximated energy—momentum tensor of the
quantum fluctuations in various scenarios, such as the reheating period of the
inflationary regime of the early universe and the spherical expansion of the quark-
gluon plasma.

In Section 2 we derive the one-loop equations for the mean and quantum fields.
We also compute the energy—momentum tensor of the system at one-loop and
show that it splits naturally into two terms: a “classical” and a “quantum” energy—
momentum tensor. In Section 3 we discuss the method of adiabatic regularization
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when the quantum fluctuations have a time dependent mass and derive the adi-
abatic order two and four counterterms that need to be subtracted(f#é)g

and (T,,)s, respectively. We explicitly separate those new terms that were not
present in the free case (Anderson and Parker, 1987; Bunch, 1980). In Section 4
we introduce the analytic approximation as a way of estimating the importance
of vacuum polarization effects and as a first approximation to doing a full back-
reaction calculation. In Section 5 we discuss the covariant conservation of the
energy—momentum tensor. We show that the part of the energy—momentum ten-
sor that depends only on the mean field is usually not conserved by itself, but
that both the full energy—momentum tensor and its analytic approximation are
covariantly conserved. A brief summary of our results is given in Section 6. In the
Appendices A and B we show explicitly the conservation of the bare and the
renormalized energy—momentum tensor, respectively.

2. BACKGROUND, CONVENTIONS, AND NOTATION

We consider a quantum scalar field with quartic self-interactions in a RW
spacetime. The metric of a RW spacetime can be written in thefform

1—«r
where n is the conformal time coordinate and= —1, 0,+1 is the three-
dimensional spatial curvature, corresponding to spatial Cauchy hypersurfaces that

have negative, zero, and positive spatial curvature, respectively.
The action of a scalar field with a quatrtic self-interaction is given by

ds? = a’(n) [an - 722 - r2d92] , (2.1)

Snasl . 9] = 5 [ 302 [0+ 4 ER0+ S0t @22)

whereg is the determinant of the metrig,the D’Alembert wave operator given
byo = g*'V,V,, andR the scalar curvature of the RW spacetime.

The equation of motion for the classical field (obtained by the principle of
least action) is given by

A
<D+m2+SR+§<I>2>d>=O. (2.3)

The classical energy—momentum tensor is
T =1-28)3,99,P + (26 — 1/2)0,,,0, P3P — 26V, V, P

m? A
+ 260, 0P — £G,,, d? + 7gwap2 + ngqf‘. (2.4)

6 Throughout this paper we use units such that ¢ = 1. The metric signature is§ — — —) and the
conventions for the curvature tensors &, =I'y s — ... andR,, = R}

uory



2236 Molina-Paris, Anderson, and Ramsey

If we quantize the theory the classical fididbecomes an operator. We then define
the mean (or background) fiefglby the equations

D =¢+ Y, (2.5a)
¢ = (), (2.5h)

where the expectation value is taken with respect to the initial quantum state of
the system (in the Heisenberg representation).
Taking the expectation value of Eq. (2.3) and noting that

(@%) = ¢ +36%(¥) + 3% + (V%) = ¢° +3p(¥*) + (v°),  (26)
we find the following equation for the mean fieid
A
O+m* +ER)G + (0 +3p(¥7) + (V) =0. 2.7)

In the same way, by subtracting Eq. (2.7) from Eq. (2.3), we obtain the equation
of motion for the quantum fluctuatiog

A
@+m?+ER)Y + 5(3¢2w —3p(¥?) +3py 2+ ¥ — (¥3) =0. (2.8)

If we truncate at one-loop (free field theory for the quantum fluctuatipnthe
equations of motion (2.7) and (2.8) become (Paz and Mazzitelli, 1988)

C+m?+ER)p + %¢3+ %qs(xﬁ) =0, (2.9a)

O+ m’+ER)Y + %qﬂl// =0. (2.9b)

The expectation value of the energy—momentum tensor can be broken into a “clas-
sical” and a “quantum” part. The classical part is given by

<T;w)c = (1 - 25)8M¢8v¢ + (25_ - 1/2)guv8a¢8a¢ - Zé(pvuvv(p
2 A
+ 2§QMV¢D¢ - gGuvﬁbz + m7gp.v¢2 + mguv‘i)‘lv (2.10&)
while the quantum part is
(TM\J)Q = <T;w>B = (1 - 25)(3m”3u1ﬁ) + (2‘5 - 1/2)9Mu<3a¢3a1ﬁ)
— 25UV, Vo) + 260, (WOY) — Gy (V)
m? 2 A 2,2

+ 79//«\1(1# >+ Zguv(p ('(ﬂ ) (2-1Ob)

Equations (2.9a)—(2.10b) describe our system at one-loop order [meap fikeld
quantum fluctuationg, which contribute to the effective mass@fsee Eq. (2.7)].
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Itis well known (Bunch, 1980; Collins, 1974) that to make sense of these equations
one needs to regularize the theory, that is, on the one hand, define a way to obtain
the renormalized parametersg, Ar, andér) from the bare onear, 1, andg),

and on the other hand, regularize the divergent quantitiéss and(T,,)s, to

obtain the physically finite energy—momentum tensor of the system. In the next
section we discuss these issues.

3. ADIABATIC REGULARIZATION

It has been shown (using dimensional regularization) that fgratheory in
a general spacetime, the bare and the renormalized parameters are related in the
following way (Bunch and Panangaden, 1980; Buathl., 1980)

/T

2
My — ———Mp,
R 8r2(n—4) R

wnN

m

11 3hr 1
SB_E=§R_E_W<SR_6>’
_ 9%

Heren is the number of dimensions the spacetime has been analytically continued
to. Thus, even for a general spacetime the countertermenfors, and x are
constant in space and time as expected.

In principle one would prefer to renormalize at the level of the effective
action and then vary that action with respecit@nd the metriay,, to obtain
the renormalized equations of motion and energy—momentum tensor, respectively
(Cognola, 1994). However, the computation of the one-loop effective action for
arbitrary mean fieldg and arbitrary spacetime geometries is quite involved and
will not yield an intrinsically different answer from that obtained by looking at the
one-loop field equations. For this reason, we consider a different method called
adiabatic regularization which works at the level of the field equations (Fulling and
Parker, 1974; Fullingt al,, 1974; Parker, 1966; Parker and Fulling, 1974). Another
advantage of adiabatic regularization is that it is well suited to perform numerical
calculations (Anderson, 1985, 1986; Suen and Anderson, 1987). In adiabatic reg-
ularization the divergences in quantities such$)g and(T,,,)s are computed
using a WKB expansion for the modes of the quantized fjeldhese terms are
then subtracted from the unrenormalized (bare) expressions with the result that

YR = Y28 — (¥Had, (3.2a)
(To)r = (Tude — (T ads (3.2b)

where the subscript®, B, andad stand for the renormalized, bare, and the adia-
batic values, respectively, 0f2) and(T,,). This procedure has been shown to be
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equivalent to point splitting for free scalar fields in a RW spacetime (Anderson and
Parker, 1987; Birrell, 1978). For the quartically coupled scalar field Egs. (2.9a)
and (2.9b) then become

(04 m& + £rR)¢ + %¢3+ A—2R¢<1/f2)R =0, (3.2¢)
(O+ Mm%+ &RR)Y + A—2R¢21/f —0. (3.2d)

Inwhat follows we only consider the renormalized values of the coupling constants
m, &, andi, so we drop the subscrif® from these quantities.

We assume that the mean field is homogeneotse(n), as a RW spacetime
is homogeneous and isotropic. Then Egs. (3.2¢) and (3.2d) become

¢" + 2a§¢’ +a? (m2 + &R+ %¢2 + %(z/ﬂ) R) ¢ =0. (3.3a)
v 2ty - APy g (m2 LeRt §¢) y=0  (33b)

Here primes denote derivatives with respect.tdhenn component of the classical
renormalized energy—momentum tensor (2.10a) is given by

1 6 a 3 (a? U
(T7)5 = 5/ + 609 + ¥E<% - K) 8+ 50"+ ot 339

and the trace is

1 6 12 a’ A
(TG = (6 — D' + 600" + gs%w FERG? + 2097 4~ gt
(3.3d)

In order to determine the renormalization counterterms used in adiabatic
regularization we first review canonical quantization in a RW spacetime. We then
discuss the WBK expansion for the modes of the quantum fluctuationyfieldd
compute the adiabatic counterterms needed to renormli2e and(T,.,)s.

Since at one-loop order the quantum figlds a free field with an effective
mass of the fornrm? + L’;z, [see Eg. (3.3b)], it can be expanded in the following
manner (Birrell and Davies, 1982)

P(x) = % / A ()3 YX) Fln) + B0V 00 ], (3.4)
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where the measure is given by (Bunch, 1980)

/d,z(k) = /dSk if Kk =0,

I
=
=
Il
+
=

The spatial part of the mode functiovi(x), obeys the equation
APY(x) = —(K — 1) Y(¥), (3.5)
and the time dependent pdit(n) is a solution to the equation

B+ [wﬁ + %a2¢>2 + (& —1/6)a’ R] fi = 0. (3.6)

Here w? = k% + m2a?, primes denote derivatives with respect to the conformal
time n, and for spacetimes with the metric (2.1) the scalar curvature is given by

a’ K
R=6(§—I—¥>. (3.7)

The bare expression for the quantum part of the energy—momentum tensor
(2.10b) is (Anderson and Parker, 1987; Bunch, 1980)

1 , A
(T7)s = e / du(k) {l ful® + <k2 + m?a? + §a2¢2> | fil?

1 / 2
+ 6(5 - 6) [%(fk £+ £ f) — <% —/c) | fk|2:|} ., (3.8a)
o_ 1 2.2 & 2,2 2 _}
)8 = 2n2a4/du(k){<ma +2a¢>|fk| +6(s 6)

a A
X [| fil2 — S (f 4 5 1)) — (kz + m?a? + Eaz<z>2

a’ a/Z 1 ) )

Note that the pressure is not an independent quantity and can be obtained from
knowledge of the energy density and the trace.
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The equation for the mean field (2.9a) also contains the quapity. Its
bare expression can be written in terms of the mode functions as follows

8 = 533 [ dutor i (3.80)
In these expressions the measure is given by

+00
/d,u(k)z i dk R ifx =0, -1,

+00
=> K if i = +1.
k=1

To determine the adiabatic counterterms needed to renormalize these expec-
tation values we solve the mode equation (3.6) using a WKB expansion. To obtain
this expansion we first make the variable transformation

n
fi = (W) Y2 exp[/ dn’ Wk(n’)} ) (3.9)
Substituting Eq. (3.9) into Eq. (3.6) yields
A 1 1 /W 3w?
W2 = 02 + 22242 —Z)a?R- Kk 2Tk ). 1
h wk+2a¢> +<§ 6)a Z(Wk 2sz> (3.10)

This equation is then solved iteratively with being of adiabatic order zero and
the next two terms on the right-hand-side being of adiabatic ordef fllmus to
second adiabatic order the solution ¥ is

1 A 1 1/w 30)/2
Wi = 2 a2¢2 ~Z)a?R-Z (X -ZK)|. (311
k wk+2wk[23¢ +<$ 6>a 2( > (3.11)

To renormalize2) g we use a second order adiabatic expansion for the modes. A
fourth-order expansion is necessary to cancel the divergen¢gs, s (Anderson

and Parker, 1987; Bunch, 1980). The renormalization counterterms for these quan-
tities are

A 242
Vs = (03— 55 | du(k)%, (3.122)

47232
F )\‘¢2a2 )\‘2¢4a4
(T = (T s [ 000 { o~ 255
N m2)h(¢2a2a/2 +¢¢/a3a/) 5m4x¢2a4a’2 (é 1)
80P 320]
y [_ r(@p2a? + 2¢¢'ad + kp?a?) N 3m2r¢2aca’?
8 8w

“ . (3.12b)

"The %aquz term is considered to be of second adiabatic order because only terms with up to two
time derivatives of are needed to cancel divergencesTp,)s (Paz and Mazzitelli, 1988).
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{ ¢2a2 ¢2a4(2m2+}\'¢2)
8w

(Thaa = (Tt gge [ A

(3)L¢4a6+4a ¢¢//+4a4¢/2+8¢2a2a/2+8¢2

32a)5
5m
+ 16¢¢/a3a/) 1&07 (4¢2a4a/2 + ¢ // + 2¢¢/a5a/)
35méra’a’?

1 Z " 2
3207 +6<§ - 6_5) [ 4w3(2¢>¢ ad + ¢%ad’ + p¢’a
+¢/2a2+K¢2a2)+ 8w5 (3¢2a2a/2+4¢¢/a3a _,’_2¢2 3 //

15rn4)L 274472
+rpat) — ﬂ]} . (3.12¢)
8wk

The adiabatic counterterms for the free field are (Anderson and Parker, 1987;
Bunch, 1980)

1 1 1\ a®R m?
2\F - - du(k) | = — _-\yat o
(W )ad 47'[23.2/ M( ) ok E 6 ZLL)E + 4@5

/ . Bm*a’a?
x (@? +ad’) — rha ] ) (3.12d)
4 2472 4
F_ a’a m Y o
(T = g [ 00 fon+ i — S aela
7m°a’ 105mBa‘a 1
dad 2 a’ — /4 ad a// a/4 _ _ =
+ 2 + T @ +ah) - et +< 6)

3 a/2 3m2a/2 3m2 a/4
X [—— (—2 — ;c) - —+t— (Za a” —a”? - —2>
a Wy 4a)k a

15m? 105m®a2a’ 1\?
_ (4a/2 //+3a/4+ aa/2)+7:|+(§_é>

8a)7 8a)g
9 /2aa” a? 4da%a’  2«a?
Nl @~
20 \ @ a al a

27 2 270
+ 2o <a a +xa’2)“, (3.12¢)
wp a
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m2a? N m*a 5méata’?

8y

2

2
g O 0
m*a?

16w

’ 12 7m6a2 2 2
(aa//// + 43'a” + 33’ )+ 32609 (4a aa” + 183323
k

231m8a* 1155n'%®a’
3a2 a//2 3a/4 _ a a/2 a// a/4
* 3a0) 32011 ( A 128012

1 6 /a’ a? 3m?
() T
6 Wy

we \a a2

9m4 a2 a/2 3m2 a/2 a’ a/4 1 5TT14
(aa//// ) _2> _ - (4a2a/a///
a 4wy
105mba?
8wy
9 45,n8 a4a/4 1 2 9 /a" 4a'a"”
5a/4 azarz V== _ = _ (= _
087+ waa’) 8wt AN o\ a a?

3a”? 6a%a’  2«a” 2/<a/2> 27m?
ZwE

5 5
wy 207

+ 3aa’ + 8aa’a’ —a* +«xa*a’ + «ka’a’®) + (8aa’a’

a2 a3 < + a2 ( 4a/ a/// + 3a//2

241

-6

135m*
+ 4cad’ — 2ca? + a2/<2) — = (ad%" + Kaza/z)} } )
Wy
(3.12f)

Equations (3.12b)—(3.12c) [together with (3.12d)—(3.12f)] give the adiabatic coun-
terterms needed to obtain the renormalized valueg/éf and(T,,,) for a r¢*-
interacting quantum scalar field in a RW spacetime, for the case of a homogeneous
mean fieldp(n).8

4. ANALYTIC APPROXIMATIONS

As it stands the method of adiabatic regularization can be used to compute

the quantitiegy-2)r and (T, )r. This then allows one to obtain a self-consistent

solution to the mean field and mode equations (2.9a) and (2.9b) in a background
RW spacetime (in the test field approximation) or to these equations plus the semi-
classical backreaction equations in a RW spacetime. But before getting involved

8Mazzitelli and Paz presented these counterterms with the points separated and with the divergence
structure given in the context of dimensional regularization (Paz and Mazzitelli, 1988). Ramsey and
Hu carried out the adiabatic expansion up to order fougfos 0 in the context of the leading/N
expansion (Ramsey and Hu, 1997a,b).
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in the backreaction problem (and the difficulties this presents), it would be very
useful to have a way of estimating how big or small the quantum corrections are
beyond test field approximation. In this section we discuss this issue and present
such an approximation.

For a free quantum scalar field in a RW spacetime, Anderson and Eaker have
shown that there is a way of defining a certain approximate energy—momentum
tensor that is covariantly conserved (Anderson and Eaker, 2000). In the present pa-
per we extend this method to interacting quantum fields and discuss its advantages
and limitations.

The analytic approximations result from a revision of the method of adiabatic
regularization that simplifies the calculations in a RW spacetime with compact
spatial sections, and in the process yields approximations for the quatfifigs
and(T,,)r. These analytic approximations give information about vacuum polar-
ization effects but not particle production, since particle production is a nonlocal
phenomenon. However, they also make it possible to solve the mean field, mode,
and semiclassical backreaction equations in an approximate manner, which goes
beyond the test field approximation and does not involve a full backreaction cal-
culation. This can be useful, for example, if one wishes to determine under what
conditions vacuum polarization effects will be important and what influence they
may have on the mean field and the spacetime geometry. In particular, we believe
that these analytic approximations may provide important information for reheat-
ing calculations, just before particle production from the inflaton field takes place.
The analytic approximations provide a natural way to estimate the change in the
vacuum polarization energy of the inflaton field. During the inflationary regime
the mean fields dominates the energy density of the universe. It is reasonable to
expect that when the vacuum polarization energy is of the order of the mean field
energy density, the inflaton field will switch from the slow-roll regime to the os-
cillatory behavior, that will eventually lead to particle production. In this paper we
restrict ourselves to presenting the analytic approximations and our method for
obtaining them.

In order to derive the analytic approximation we firstimprove on the method of
adiabatic regularization by expanding the renormalization counterterms in inverse
powers ofk, keeping only terms which are ultraviolet divergent. For the case of
compact spatial sectiong & +1) the integral is also changed into a sum. We
call the resulting expressiong?)q and (T,,)q, respectively. In a general RW
spacetime they have the form

1 1 1 _ 1
W20 = 13 / dh, ~ 32 / 0 5

m?a®  i¢?a’ 1\ a’R
X[ 2 T2 +(§‘é)7] (*.12)
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1 1[m?a® A¢2a 1\ /a?
e [ 0 e [T+ 25 2= 5) (5 o))

1 _. .1 m*a* mlagla® A%pta*  3mPa®
=~ N dam= | - _ _ _
+ 4712a4/ mlia [ 8 8 32 2
a”? INA 5 5 - 2,2
X <¥+K) —6(5— é) §(¢ a“+ 2¢p¢p'aa + kp-a)
1\? a’
_ =) @Qpun =
(e 2o ® ] o

1 1, , Arp?a? 1\ [a" a?
4n2a4/du(k)k[ma+ 2 ol¢ 6/\a a2

1 _. .1 mia* mag?at  A%ptat 1
= S dum=1_ _ _ Y
+ 47r2a4/ i { 2 2 8 (E 6)

a’ A
x [3m2a2 (; + /c) + Z(6¢¢//a2 + 6¢%a® 4 12p¢'ad

1\, a*
+ 6¢%aa’ + 6K(]528.2)i| + (é - 6) H I} : (4.1c)

/dﬁ(k)z/:mdkkz if « = 0,1,

+o0
=) K if e =+1.
k=1

Heree is an arbitrary lower limit cutoff and

1
WH,, = 2R, — 29,,0R — >0 R? 4 2RR,,. (4.2a)

In a RW spacetime it has the componenets

1
()Hnn —

Oy =

36a’a” N 72a/2a// N 18a//2 N 36Ka/2 1&(2

ab a’ ab ab a4’ (4.2b)
36" | l4da’ 216@%’ | 108?  72a’  T2a?
T a + a6 = ar + a6 + a® | ab

(4.2¢c)
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The renormalized energy—momentum tensor is then computed by subtracting and
adding the quantityT,,)q to Eq. (3.2b), with the result that

<T;w>R = (T/Lv>n + (Tp_u>ans (43&)
<Tp,v)n = (T;w>B - (Tuv>da (43b)
(T/w)an = (T;w>d (T;w>ad (430)

In general(T,,), must be computed numerically whild,,,)an can always be
computed analytically. The result is

r? 2¢ Kk (k + 1)
W2 = WA~ s {1 [1oa( 22 ) - X Doge + )|} aa

A {_¢2x(x+1) ¢° <mz+)~iz>

(Tn'?>an = (T'I > + A2 4_8 2a2 16 2

) ) )

(66 — 1) [, /2452 2e
+ 1672 (a 2 + aa¢¢) [Iog(a>

_ K(K2+ 1)(|ogE+y)} - 967:\234 < /2¢22 +aa¢¢>
(6121_23\ ( (1)22 +a%9° + ad ¢¢) (4.4b)
4 o) ool ) -5 Ve )
(iﬂzag (acd? + a'¢% + 28/p¢’ + agp’? + agy”) [Iog< 2;)
K(K+ 1) ’

A 4 2 "
(loge + )] 960124<3ak4+a¢ + a%pgp

/7 42 / / (6%- 1) 2 ¢2 /2¢2
+ad’¢p +2aa¢¢> L6r2ad (3 2 5 + dad p¢’

+ zaa//d)Z + a2¢/2 + a2¢¢//) , (440)
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with
aF _ & 1 [ m k(k+1) ﬂz[ (&)
Wan = 48n2a3+4712{ 2~ 2z 2 |G
K(K+ 1) (¢ —1/6)R 2¢
o -2 2

_ Kl + D toge + y)“ (4.5a)

F 1
<Tn’l>an = 288072

_mzk(,(_l)_ m* [1+zlog< >+K(K+1)(y+logs)}

G",

3k (k + l):| m?

1
—_Z@yn @GHn _—
|: 6 0t 7 a4 28872

1927232 6472 | 2
N[ OH?, k(e —1) a2 m?
_Z 14+ — G
+ (g 6) [ 288r2 + 32r2at < + a2> + 1672~ "
3kcm?
(3+ 2 Iog( ) + k(k + 1)(y + log a)) 8712a2}

+ (g — é)z [(;);:2 (2 +2 Iog( ) + e+ 1)y + I098)>

9 /Za// Ka
-2 4.5b
4ﬂ2< a’ ﬂ (4.55)
1 1 m2K(/< -1)
F —(DH (3)
(Tan = 288012[ H] * 288:2° T g6r2az

4

1+21lo +x(c+ 1)y +loge) | + | & !
16712 + ol =— K(k V4 ge 6
OH k(k — 1) a m? ua
X [288712 * 16ra <_ a2> + 1&126(3+ 2 '°g<2_g>

e+ Dy +loge)) + XM 3mat) i
o), Skme o 3mia® 1
b+ Dy +log 8722 8nZat 6

[:2):2 (2+ 2 Iog( ) +xlc+ 1)y + Iogg))

9 /4a'a” 10a%a” 3a? 4dka’ 6ka? k2

8r2\ a8 a’ ab a®  a
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HereG,, is the Einstein tensor with components

32?2 3k
G, = -~ (4.6a)
6a’ 6k
G=-5-5=-R (4.6b)
and®H,,, is the tensor
2 1 1
(S)H/LU = R/Lp va - 5 R Rj,v - E Rpg Rpa gﬂv + Z Rzg,“;, (47a)

with components

334 6ka?  3?
@ @ T at
12a2a” 12a* 12a’ 12a?
7~ s T 5 6

a a a a

GHn, = , (4.7b)

GH =

(4.7¢)

For a massive fielge = m, while for a massless field is an arbitrary mass scale.
However, in the massless case each of the terrig,inan Which contains a factor
of log u has as a coefficient a multiple of the ten8oH,,,,, which comes from an
R? term in the gravitational Lagrangian. Thus, the terms containingdegnply
correspond to a finite renormalization of the coefficient of Rfeterm in the
gravitational action.

Note that if = +1, (¥?)q and (T, )4 contain a sum ovek, while (y2)aq
and(T,,)aq contain an integral ovet. Thus, either the integral must be converted
to a sum or the sum to an integral. We have converted the sum to an integral using
the Plana sum formula (Ghika and Visinescu, 1978; Lindelof, 1905; $hah
1985; Whittaker and Watson, 1927). This formula is

e 1 o0 [0 dt . .
ng;f(n)zéf(m)nL ) dxf(x)+|/0 m[f(mﬂt)—f(m—(:)i]g.)

Because of the wayT,,)q is defined, the third term in the Plana sum formula
can be computed exactly. In the traditional form of adiabatic regularization one
would convert the integral in the adiabatic counterterms to a sum using the Plana
sum formula and then substitute the result into Eq. (3.2b). However, if this is
done then, for a massive field, it is not possible to compute the third term in
the Plana sum formula analytically. Thus, the computation of the renormalized
energy—momentum tensor is simplified by our method inkthe +1 case. The
same simplification would occur if one was using compact spatial sections for
k =0 ork = —1 RW spacetimes.



2248 Molina-Paris, Anderson, and Ramsey

5. CONSERVATION OF THE ENERGY-MOMENTUM TENSOR

In this section we show that the renormalized energy—momentum tensor for
the r¢* theory (at one-loop) in a RW spacetime is covariantly conserved. In a RW
spacetime there is only one nontrivial conservation equation which is

4a’ a’
T7 —T", —=T=0. 5.1
nn + a n a ( )

We have shown that the energy—momentum tensor for the field can be divided
into a classical and a quantum part. First consider the classical part which in a RW
spacetime has the components (3.3c) and (3.3d). Substituting into Eqg. (5.1) and
using (3.3a) we find
43/ C a

)\' !
(T = S MR =—56¢" (V). (5.2)

Thus, the classical energy—momentum tensor is conserved only if there is no
guantum correction to the effective mass of the mean field.

The renormalized energy—momentum tensor for the quantum part consists
of the difference between the bare contribution and the adiabatic counterterms.
The components of the bare part are given in Egs. (3.8a) and (3.8b). If they are
substituted into Eq. (5.1) and the Eq. (3.3b) is used then one finds
4a’ o @& A

?(Tn'ﬁs - §<T>B = §¢¢/(1/IZ)B. (5.3)

If one substitutes the adiabatic counterterms (3.12b) and (3.12c) into Eq. (5.1) and
compares the result with Eg. (3.2a), one finds
4a’ a

A
(T agy + 5 (T"dag = 5 (Thas = 569/ (¥)aq. (5.4)

Combining these results and using (3.2a) and (3.2b), one finds that the total renor-
malized energy—momentum tensor, classical plus quantum, is conserved. (See
Appendix A and Appendix B for the details of the proof.)

One further finds that if the analytic approximation is used in pla¢e¢ &fr in
the equation for the mean field and if it is used for the quantum energy—momentum
tensor, then the (full) analytically approximated energy—momentum tensor is con-
served. This means that one can use the analytic approximation to define a con-
sistent set of equations for the mean and the quantum fields, and to be the source
in the right-hand-side of Einstein’s equation to solve a first approximation to the
backreaction problem.

Thus (¥2)an and (T,,)an can be used in place afy?)r and (T,,)r in
Egs. (2.9a), (2.10a), and (2.10b) to obtain an analytic approximation for the system.
Forx = 0, —1 RW spacetimes the terms being approximated contain the arbitrary
constant. This means the approximation is not unique unless the coefficients of

(Tn”)(F:Q,n +

(Tn”>§,n +
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the loge terms vanish. It is important to note that this is only true when using
(¥?)an and (Tuv)an @s an analytic approximation. Thedependent terms do not
appear in the exact renormalized expressions for these quantities.

From the DeWitt-Schwinger expansion (Christensen, 1976, 1978) it is known
that for a free quantum field in the large mass limif)r and(T,,)r have lead-
ing order terms proportional to/in?. Thus, the analytic approximations for these
guantities are not good approximations in this limit. Previous numerical work
(Anderson, 1985, 1986) indicates that the relevant condition is likelyhaebe 1.
The analytically approximated quantities are also local in the sense that they de-
pend on the scale factor and its derivatives at a given tjm€&herefore, they
cannot accurately describe particle production effects which are inherently nonlo-
cal. However, for massless fields they should allow one to estimate how important
vacuum polarization effects are and how they qualitatively modify the evolution
of the system.

6. SUMMARY

We have used adiabatic regularization to renormalize a scalar field theory
with a quartic self-coupling (of the formg*) in an arbitrary RW spacetime. We
have found that the energy—momentum tensor can be naturally split into two parts,
a “classical” contribution (which corresponds to the energy—momentum tensor
of a classical scalar field with a quartic interaction in a RW spacetime) and a
“quantum” piece (which corresponds to the energy—momentum tensor of a free
quantum scalar field with the time dependent mas$s- %). We have displayed
the renormalization counterterms for both the energy—momentum tensor and the
contribution of the quantum fluctuations to the effective mass of the mean field at
one-loop order. We have directly checked to see if the energy momentum tensor
is covariantly conserved and found that while the entire tensor is conserved, its
classical and quantum contributions are not separately conserved.

By using a variant on the adiabatic regularization method we have derived
analytic approximations for the energy—momentum tensor and the contribution
of the quantum fluctuations to the effective mass of the mean field. We have
shown that the analytically approximated energy—momentum tensor is covariantly
conserved. Thus the analytic approximations can be used in a self-consistent way
to find approximate solutions to the mean field and backreaction equations. The
approximations can provide a useful tool for learning about vacuum polarization
effects for massless fields. However, they are not useful for massive fields in the
large mass limit. They do not give any significant amount of information about
particle production, which is a nonlocal phenomenon.

The approximations could be of use in reheating calculations, in particular
the transition from the slow-roll dynamics of the inflaton field to the oscillatory be-
havior around the minimum of the effective potential, (which is believed to produce
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particles of lighter masses), and in the context of relativistic heavy ion collision
as a way of estimating the physical energy density and pressure of the vacuum
and thermal excitations. The advantage of this approximation is that one obtains
analytic expressions for the quantum piece of the energy—momentum tensor, with-
out need to solve exactly the mode equation (which is the most difficult part to
implement in numeric computations). In this way, it is relatively easy to study the
backreaction problem of the full system (mean field, quantum fluctuations, and
gravitational field).

We believe that this program can be carried forward and improved easily.
We plan to extend the present approach and approximations to two-loop order and
to the YN expansion. We also plan to perform some specific calculations with
applications to reheating and early density perturbations.

APPENDIX A: CONSERVATION OF THE BARE
ENERGY-MOMENTUM TENSOR

In this Appendix we show that the bare energy—momentum tensor fagthe
theory (at one-loop) is covariantly conserved. We start by looking at the equations
of motion

O+ m+ER)p + %qﬁS + %¢>(¢2> =0, (A.1a)

A
O+ m>+ER)Y + Eqszw =0. (A.1b)
We assume that the mean field is homogenegous(n) and write in conformal
time (primes are time derivatives with respect to conformal time)

¢ + 2%¢, 0 a2<m2 + &R+ %qﬁz + %<w2>>¢> =0, (A.2a)

! A
1/f”+2%1// — ABy ~|—a2(m2+§R—|— §¢>x/f =0. (A.2b)
The bare energy—momentum tensor is given by

(T (@ ¥))e = (1 — 258)0,¢0,¢ + (258 — 1/2)0u10:¢0" ¢ — 254V, Vo6

m3 A
+ ZSng.ud)D(b - éBGuvd’z + 7ng_u¢2 + 4_?glw¢4

+ (1 — 288)(0u v 0 ¥) + (268 — 1/2)Gun (0: 9" Y)
— 268(YV, Vo) + 2880, (VOU) — £8Gpu (¥2)

mg 2, *B 2,2
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with the first two lines corresponding to the classical piece of the energy—
momentum tensor and the last two lines to the quantum contribution, that is

(T(@, ¥))S L' (1 — 268)0,00,0 + (265 — 1/2)gwa $0"p — 26V, Vuh
+2§Bg/w¢m¢ %_B /wd) + g/w¢ + g/w¢ (A3b)
(T, ¥ S L' (1 — 288)(0, ¥ 0,%) + (265 — 1/2)0, (W07 )
— 265 (WY, Vo) + 2680, (YOU) — £8Gyy (¥2)
mZB 2, B 2,2
+ 79,“,(1// ) + Zgiwd) (v°). (A.3c)
Thenn component is given by

2m2 a AB

/2
(Tn(@, ¥))e = —¢¢ +6.§B—¢¢ +3ss( +f<)¢ + —2¢*+ ——¢"
1,0, 1 a a’?
+§<¢¢>—§<¢A(3)W>+6§Bg(l/ﬂﬁ)+3§'B<¥ +x)<w2>

2m?2
a?mj
2

aZAB 2

(W3 + 7 ¢ (¥, (A.4a)

and the trace

12
T We = 6 ~ 1) Lo - ss¢¢/’+—ssi¢¢

+ £gRp% + 2mZ¢° + ¢ +(6-§B—1)— W'y

1 ?3) 6 ”
- ZWAPY) + SEslyy”) + —sB—wm// )
+ &8 R(Y) + 2m3 (Y2) + Apg?(y?). (A.4b)

In order to show that the bare energy—momentum tensor is covariantly conserved,
we must prove that

/

a
(T (@ V))g + Z[HT"(@ ¥))g = (T(@, ¥)e] =0 (AS)
In order to make the proof a little bit easier, let us introduce the following notation

def 1

ef 1
(10, W) € 5Ky and (T, ¥ £ SKr. (A6)
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The conservation equation now becomes

a/
K, + E(ZIC,] - K1)=0, (A7)
with
1., a a? 2, @mg 5 a%ig 4
’Cn—§¢¢ +6§Bg¢¢ +3‘$§B<¥+K>¢ +T¢ +T¢

i, 1 a, a”
+ WY - §<M<3)w) + 665 (YY) + 3&(; +K)<w2>

8.2)»3
4

2m2
a?mg
2

+ W2 + ——* (), (A.83)

Kr = (665 — L' + Bodg’ + 126~ 99’ + Epa” Ry’ + 2a°mig?
A
+a2 506+ (B — DY) — (v Ay + 6es(yy”)

12602 )+ Esa R + 220MR (42 +a%hsg?(0). (ASD)

In order to present a more explicit proof, we treat the classical and quantum pieces
separately. We start with the classical tetms

/ /" 2
0,KC; = ¢'9" + 6$a5(¢’¢/ + ¢9") + 68 (a— - a—)¢>¢>’

a a2
a/2 , a/ a// a/2 ) 2o
+6§(K+¥>¢¢ +6~§E(E—¥>¢ +aamp
202, @&k 4 ﬂ 3,
+ a‘mp¢’ + 12¢+3!¢¢, (A.8c)
C _ 4C _ /4t i/ / a_/2 2
2L, — Ky =¢'¢ +12$a¢¢ + 6% a2+/c 1)
+ a’mfe® + @as“ +(1—65)p'¢' — 65" — 128 3/¢>¢>’
12 a

A
— £palR¢? — 2a2m2 g2 — az_B¢4

3!
_ Y ” a/2 ! 2 2 2 az)\' 4
= (2—6£)¢p'¢" — 6599 +6€<¥_E)¢ —amie® — 12¢-
(A.8d)

9We have dropped the bare subscript from the coupling constaritsandx.
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We can conclude then [by making use of the equation of motiap(igr, Eq. (A.2a),
in the termg¢”], that

a’ AL,
kS + 5(216573 —-K$) = —aziqbqb (¥,

A
8,(T",)C + %(4(?7,7)C - (M) = —So0' w2, (A.9)

The proof for the quantum contribution to the energy—momentum tensor goes
along the same lines. By definifig

1 3) a ) a/2 )
Ky =Sy - (M 1/f>+6583(1ﬁ1ﬁ)+358<¥+1<>(1/f>
2m2 2
WA+ e, (A10a)

K9 = (665 — 1)) — (W AGY) + Beg () + 125%«//1//)
+ £ga’R(Y?) + 2a°m3 (v %) + a’rgd(y?), (A.10b)
we have then

0,KQ = (y'y") — [y A®y) + 66 S <w ¥+ Yy
Vi 12 12
woe(% -5 Jwn v (50 )

/ Vi 12
+ 6&2 (% - a—)u/u/f )+ aam(y?) + a2ml(y )

2

A 2)
T + %¢¢/<w2> + 2, (A10c)

12 "
260 — K9 = (2— 66)(y'y) — 66 (Y ") + 6s<a— - a—)<1/f2>

a

— a?m?(y?) — —- 2 (y?). (A.10d)

10As the quantum contribution to the full energy—momentum tensor is already one-loop, we can
consider all the parameters, &, anda to be the renormalized ones.
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We can conclude then [by making use of the equation of motior f&q. (A.2b),
in the termyry"], that

a AL,
0ICR + < (K7 — KF) = 2’20 (v7),

! A
oT7)° + 2 (4T = (1)) = Zo0 (2. (A11)

If we consider the sum of both contributions [Eqgs. (A.9) and (A.11)], it is easy to
see that

a/
an(Tnﬂ(¢! ¢)>B + E[4<TWT](¢Y 1}0))8 - (T(¢! W)) B] = O (A12)

One important point that needs to be mentioned, although it should be clear from
the previous proofs, is that neither the classical, nor the quantum piece of the
energy—momentum tensor is conserved by itself, as has been shown above.

APPENDIX B: CONSERVATION OF THE RENORMALIZED
ENERGY-MOMENTUM TENSOR

The first question that needs to be addressed is how to define the renormalized
energy—momentum tensor. In order to answer this question, we point out at this
stage that the divergences 0f?)z can all be absorbed in the bare coupling
constantsm%, &g, andig, as we have shown in a previous Section, after defining

WAr = (¥%)8 — (¥)aa- (B.1)
This scheme defines the renormalized parameté;,S%‘R, andir. We can then

write the renormalized equation of motion for the mean field in terms of these
parameters to obtain

2a’ A A
=By a2<m2R R+ 7R¢2>¢ Rowhe @2

with (y2)r defined by the previous equation.

The bare classical energy—momentum tensor has ultraviolet divergences be-
cause itis given in terms of the bare parameters that are divergent themselves. The
renormalized classical energy—momentum tensor is given by

c def

<T;w(¢i 1p))R = (1 - ZgR)au(ﬁau(ﬁ + (ZSR - 1/2)guvar¢8r¢ - ZERd)vuvv(p
m2 A
+ 2‘§Rguv¢D¢ - ‘i:RG;w(bz + TRg;quz + 4_Tguv¢’4v (B3)
which is a finite quantity. It is easy to show that this tensor is not covariantly
conserved, in fact
a
a

T W5+ ST 6, D — T, W8] = ~ 269 WA B4)
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Let us now consider the quantum fluctuations. The equation of motiop fer
2a’ A
¥ =y + A8y - az(m% +§sR+ 7%)1&

= —%ax/f’ + A®y — a2<m§ +&rR+ A—;qﬁ)l/f, (B.5a)

where the equivalence between these two expressions is valid because we are
restricting ourselves to one-loop order, and because the quantum field obeys a free
equation of motion. The energy—momentum tensor of the quantum fluctuations is
given by

(T;w(d)v W))S = (1 - ZSR)(a/Lwavw) + (2€R - 1/2)9,Lu<3r1ﬂ31¢>
— %R(YV, VoY) + 26R0,0 (WOW) — ERG 0 (V)

2 A
+ TR (07 + g (), (B.6)

and it corresponds to the energy—momentum tensor of a quantum scalar field with
time dependent mass given by

ME() = e+ 270, ®.7)

We can therefore conclude that this energy—momentum tensor has quartic, quad-
ratic, and logarithmic divergences that are in one to one correspondence with the
divergences of the corresponding adiabatic order four energy—momentum tensor
of a quantum scalar field with curvature couplitgand massviZ(n). We know

that the calculation presented by Bunch (1980), or by Anderson and Parker (1987)
is only valid for time independent masses. At this moment we do not need to worry
about the details of the specific fourth order adiabatic expansion. Let us define the
renormalized quantum energy—momentum tensor as

T, DR E (Tu(@ V)8 — (Tl VD)2 (88)
From previous considerations it is easy to see that
! A
BT, Vg + AT )G — (T@ WG] = o6 (W),
/ A
(T Wy + AT, NS — (T D] = 06/ W) as,

a AR,
0,(T", (¢, W) + AT (@, W)a = (T ¥NE] = 7R¢¢ (¥R, (B.9)
where in the last equatiany ?) . means this adiabatic quantity of order two. Thisis
necessary to match adiabatic orders properly, as the quaitixy(n) is already
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of adiabatic order three. The presence of the adiabatic order four term on the
right-hand-side would make it impossible to cancel out the adiabatic order seven
terms that this procedure will generate (as the left-hand-side is of adiabatic order
five). In fact, it is not very hard to show that indeed, this last equation is not only
approximately valid, but that it is an identity.

It is now time to put all these pieces together and define the renormalized
energy—momentum tensor for the full system (mean field and fluctuations). We
define

(Tun(@®, ¥R = (Tu(@, YNS + (T, ¥ 3
= (T (@ Y)S + (Tuu(d, VNS — (Tuu(, Y)Y (B.10)

The important question that remains to be answered at this stage is the following: is
(T.w(¢, ¥))r so defined a covariantly conserved energy—momentum tensor? The
answer is given by the following identities

' A
(T e+ S AT @ e — T, 9IR] = 290 (W 2)m,
' A
T WS + S[AT @ WS — @ wE] = 60 W 2e,
! A
(T WS+ SAT@ IS — T N3] = T6¢ (02 @D

We conclude therefore that

(T, V) + = [HT"1(¢, V) — (T(¢, V)R]

a/
a
s A A
= — 08 W)r+ 500 (W )e — 0% (¥ )as
A

= 7R¢¢/[<w2>s — (%R — (¥Dad] =0, (B.12)

where the last identity follows from the definition @f?)g.
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