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In single-field inflationary models the bispectra are usually given in the ζ-gauge, because its
temporal part leads to the super-horizon conservation of fluctuations. However, this property is
independent of the choice of spatial gauge, so in this letter we explore this freedom. We compute
the variation of the bispectra under the most general spatial gauge transformation that is globally
defined and privileges no point, direction or scale. In the squeezed configuration we then obtain a
generalization of the classic ζ-gauge consistency relations, which we also derive through the ‘large
diffeomorphism’ approach for all four bispectra. At leading order in the long wave-number the
transformation only affects the case where the long mode is a scalar. The first effect is a shift of the
tilt factor, so that one can significantly reduce the amplitude of that contribution. Secondly, there
is now an extra term depending on the triangle shape, the same as in solid inflation, which is due to
the fact that the 3-metric has a scalar anisotropy in generic spatial gauge. At next-to-leading order
there is no variation, so the conformal consistency relations of the ζ-gauge are preserved.

Understanding the early universe, and in particular its
deviation from Gaussian primordial fluctuations, is one of
the major goals of the upcoming cosmological surveys [1–
5]. The simplest measure of non-Gaussianity on a time-
hypersurface is the 3-point correlation function, or, in
Fourier space, the bispectrum

〈X(t,k1)Y (t,k2)Z(t,k3)〉 = (2π)3δ(3) (k1 + k2 + k3)

×BXY Z(t, k1, k2, k3) , (1)

where statistical homogeneity and isotropy are assumed.
At the level of observables, the bispectrum of primor-
dial fluctuations (1) enters the expressions of the 3-point
statistics in the sky (along with light-propagation ef-
fects), but its squeezed limit k3 ≪ k1 ≈ k2 also affects
the 2-point statistics of galaxies through the bias model
[6, 7]. Moreover, in the case of single-field inflationary
models, the squeezed bispectrum satisfies a particular
‘consistency relation’ to the power spectrum [8–13]1

〈X(t,k1)Y (t,k2)〉 = (2π)3δ(3) (k1 + k2)PXY (t, k1) ,
(2)

which is an instance of more general inflationary N -point
function ‘soft-theorems’ [26–40]. The corresponding re-
lation in the observable statistics is then a falsifiable pre-
diction, which would therefore rule out this vast class of
models if not confirmed by future surveys.
Importantly, the primordial bispectrum (1) itself is

not an observable quantity and, unlike observables, it
is coordinate-dependent. This freedom can therefore be
exploited to simplify the theoretical description of the
physics under consideration, both computationally and
conceptually. For the temporal coordinate ambiguity,

1 With some notable caveats [14–21] that lead to a different or
more general consistency relation [22–25].

i.e. the choice of time-hypersurface foliation, single-field
models offer a physically privileged option, the ‘unitary
gauge’, where the hypersurfaces are those of constant in-
flaton value. It has the computational advantage of lead-
ing to fluctuations that are conserved [8, 41–47] and clas-
sical [48, 49] on super-horizon scales, so that the spectra
freeze after the modes exit the horizon. This is crucial
for having an unambiguous ‘output’ from the inflation-
ary era which can then turn into a continuous ‘input’ to
the big-bang phase, as the modes re-enter the horizon,
independently of the unknown intermediate sub-horizon
physics. We are thus left with the freedom of the spatial
parametrization of those hypersurfaces, as super-horizon
conservation is independent of that choice [44].

One known effect of spatial coordinate transforma-
tions is that they can actually eliminate the squeezed
primordial bispectrum altogether in single-field models
[27, 28, 47, 50–60]. This feature significantly simpli-
fies many computations, but perhaps more importantly,
it confirms the physical intuition that large and small
scales should decouple, up to coordinate artifacts, at
least within a finite observation volume. All known co-
ordinate systems with this property are essentially dif-
ferent versions of the same principle – eliminating the
long-wavelength metric fluctuations in the vicinity of the
observer world-line – with the most developed and estab-
lished representative being the ‘conformal Fermi coordi-
nates’ (CFC) [53, 56] (see [61] for a light-cone-adapted
version of the idea).

One disadvantage of such coordinates is the fact that
they are defined through a series expansion in the spa-
tial coordinates, so that they privilege a point in space
and one can only use them in a spatial patch of finite
extent in practice. Although the CFC were precisely
conceived so that this patch is large enough for the pur-
pose of relating inflation to observations, this type of co-
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ordinate system is qualitatively different, and less con-
venient, than the usual choices in cosmological pertur-
bation theory. These are the so-called ‘gauges’, in the
sense of Bardeen [62], which are defined globally in space
and privilege no point, direction, or scale. On top of
being simpler to work with computationally, they also
allow one to use the standard tools of cosmological per-
turbation theory straightforwardly and unambiguously,
i.e. the Fourier transform, scalar-vector-tensor decompo-
sition, gauge transformations, etc. In contrast, the use of
a series expansion in real space, as in CFC, unavoidably
obscures the global behavior of the fields and thus com-
plicates the use of the aforementioned machinery. How-
ever, apart from the CFC-like systems, alternative spa-
tial gauges have not been explored in the literature to our
knowledge. Here we therefore compute the variation of
the bispectra of single-field models under the most gen-
eral spatial gauge transformation that is globally defined
and privileges no point, direction or scale.
The most noteworthy result is the corresponding gen-

eralization of the consistency relation, which is altered
in the case where the long mode is a scalar. Let us first
remind the classic result in the ζ-gauge [8–10]

BζLXSXS
≈ −Pζ∗(kL)PX∗(kS)nX(kS) , (3)

where ζ is the curvature mode, X is either ζ or the tensor
modes γa, kL ≪ kS are the long and short mode wave-
numbers, respectively, the asterisk denotes evaluation at
the respective horizon-crossing times t = t∗(k) and

nX(k) :=
d log

[

k3PX∗(k)
]

d log k
, (4)

is the power spectrum tilt (conventionally ns − 1 for the
scalar). Note that here we focus on the squeezed limit,
i.e. only the leading order terms in kL – the subleading
ones will be discussed at the end. Now, the transformed
squeezed bispectrum depends on a single function β(t)

Bζ̃LX̃SX̃S
≈ −Pζ̃∗(kL)PX̃∗(kS)

[

nX̃(kS) + β∗(kL) (5)

− β∗(kL) (3− nX̃(kS)) (k̂S · k̂L)
2
]

,

where the tilde denotes the fields in the new gauge. In
the first line we see that we have shifted the tilt factor, al-
though with a function of kL instead of kS . In the second
line we see that we have also generated a quadrupole term
∼ (k̂S ·k̂L)

2, which introduces a dependence on the shape
of the momentum configuration with which we take the
squeezed limit. The reason for this is that β controls the
anisotropic scalar component of the metric ∼ ∂i∂j , which
therefore introduces a dependence on momentum direc-
tion. This is a similar situation to solid inflation, where
the squeezed bispectrum also has a quadrupolar com-
ponent, because the scalar mode induces an anisotropic
deformation [63, 64].

Focusing on the case of isosceles triangles k̂S · k̂L = 0,
or angle-averaged observables, so that only the first line
of (5) survives, we note that the choice

β∗(k) = −nX(k) , (6)

leads to (up to O(kL/kS) corrections, see last section)

Bζ̃LX̃SX̃S

iso./ang.−av.
≈ −Pζ̃∗(kL)PX̃∗(kS)αX̃(kS) , (7)

where

αX(k) :=
dnX(k)

d log k
, (8)

is the running of the power spectrum. This quantity
is generically suppressed by one order of slow-variation
parameters compared to the tilt [8, 65, 66], so it is negli-
gible, at least for viable models, given the observational
constraint of nearly scale-invariant spectrum. In practice
the tilt is given by background functions of time, such as
the slow-variation parameters and speed of sound, evalu-
ated at horizon-crossing time. One can therefore choose
β to be equal to that combination of time-functions in or-
der to reproduce (6). For instance, in slow-roll inflation
the scalar case X̃ = ζ̃ would be given by the combination
of the first two slow-variation parameters β = 2ε+ η.
Spatial gauge transformation – We start with the ex-

ponential parametrization of the 3-metric [8]

gij = a2
[

e2h
]

ij
≡ a2 [δij + 2hij + 2hikhkj + . . .] , (9)

where a is the scale factor and the Latin indices are dis-
placed/contracted with δij . Note that we need to work
to second order in the perturbations, since the linear-
order bispectrum is trivially zero, hence the relevance of
specifying the relation (9) non-linearly. Following stan-
dard practice [8], the g0µ components of the metric can
be integrated out of the action to also become function-
als of hij and the inflaton field. The standard ζ-gauge
is given by zero inflaton fluctuations (unitary temporal
gauge) and

hij = δijζ + γij , ∂iγij , γii ≡ 0 . (10)

We now want to transform this to the most general spa-
tial gauge that is globally defined and privileges no point,
direction, or scale. Given the absence of vector degrees
of freedom, this is given by

hij =
(

δij + β∂−2∂i∂j
)

ζ̃ + γ̃ij , ∂iγ̃ij , γ̃ii ≡ 0 , (11)

where ζ̃ and γ̃ij are the scalar and tensor fields in that
gauge and β is a dimensionless function of time. Note
that we could also allow β to depend on ∂2/H2, where H
is the conformal Hubble parameter, but this quantity is
zero at super-horizon scales. The two gauges are related
by a spatial gauge transformation of the form

xi → xi − β∂−2∂iζ +O(2) , (12)
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where the second-order part is chosen such that (11)
holds up to second order and is irrelevant for our pur-
poses here. Indeed, we only need (9), (10), (11) and the
first-order part of (12) to find the map between the fields
to second order

ζ̃ =
[

1 + β
(

∂−2∂iζ
)

∂i
]

ζ +
1

2
Pijξij +O(3) , (13)

γ̃ij = γij +

(

P k
i P

l
j −

1

2
PijP

kl

)

ξkl +O(3) , (14)

with Pij := δij − ∂−2∂i∂j the transverse projector and

ξij := β
(

∂−2∂kζ
)

∂kγij −
1

2
β2

(

∂−2∂i∂kζ
) (

∂−2∂j∂kζ
)

.

(15)
We now work for definiteness in (11) and in Fourier space

hij =
(

δij + βk̂ik̂j

)

ζ̃ + γ̃ae
a
ij , (16)

where {eaij(k̂)}a=1,2 is a basis of traceless-transverse po-
larization tensors

eaii ≡ 0 , kjeaij(k̂) ≡ 0 , eaije
b
ij ≡ δab . (17)

The field relations (13) and (14), which take the form

X̃ = X +X(2), provide the bispectrum relation [8]

〈X̃1Ỹ2Z̃3〉 = 〈X1Y2Z3〉+ 〈X
(2)
1 Y2Z3〉 (18)

+ 〈X1Y
(2)
2 Z3〉+ 〈X1Y2Z

(2)
3 〉+O(5) ,

where we used the notation Xn := X(kn). The 4-point
statistics are then dominated by their free 2-point con-
tributions, up to trispectrum and other higher-order cor-
rections. For instance, for a field product VW inside the
real-space Z(2), we find a convolution in Fourier space

〈X1Y2(V ∗W )3〉 ∝ PXV (k1)PYW (k2) + V ↔ W , (19)

up to the overall Dirac delta. In the present case, the
non-trivial free power spectra are

Pζζ = Pζ , Pγaγb
= Pγδab , (20)

and they are the same for both tilded and untilded
fields, since these are equal linearly (ditto for nX , αX).
To compute (18) we use the momentum conservation
k1 + k2 + k3 = 0 to eliminate all scalar products, e.g.
k1 · k2 =

(

k23 − k21 − k22
)

/2. The difference between the
two gauges ∆BXY Z := BX̃Ỹ Z̃ −BXY Z is then given by

∆Bζ1ζ2ζ3 = − βPζ,2Pζ,3

[

1 +
1

2

(

k22 − k21
k23

+
k23 − k21

k22

)

(21)

+ β
(k1 + k2 + k3) (k1 − k2 + k3) (k1 + k2 − k3) (k1 − k2 − k3)

(

k21 − k22 − k23
)

8 (k1k2k3)
2

]

+ cyc. , (22)

∆Bζ1ζ2γa,3
= −

1

4
βk̂i1k̂

j
2e

ij
a,3

[

(Pζ,1 − Pζ,2)Pγ,3

(

k1
k2

−
k2
k1

)

+ (Pζ,1 + Pζ,2)Pγ,3
k23
k1k2

+2βPζ,1Pζ,2

(

k23
k1k2

−
k1
k2

−
k2
k1

)]

, (23)

∆Bζ1γa,2γb,3
= −

1

2
βeija,2e

ij
b,3Pζ,1

[

Pγ,2 + Pγ,3 + (Pγ,2 − Pγ,3)
k22 − k23

k21

]

, (24)

∆Bγa,1γb,2γc,3
= 0 , (25)

and the non-trivial squeezed limits are

∆BζLζ1ζ2 = − βPζ,LPζ,S

[

1− (3− nζ(kS)) (k̂S · k̂L)
2 +O

(

k2L
k2S

)]

, (26)

∆BζLγa,1γb,2
= − βPζ,LPγ,S

[

1− (3− nζ(kS)) (k̂S · k̂L)
2 +O

(

k2L
k2S

)]

δab , (27)

∆Bγa,Lζ1ζ2 = − βPγ,LPζ,S ×O

(

k2L
k2S

)

, (28)

where kS := (k1 − k2) /2. Taking a non-symmetric alter-
native for kS would lead toO(kL/kS) terms for ∆BζLXX ,
as is also the case for BXLζ1ζ2 in the ζ-gauge [12, 67].

Note that the ∆BXY Z contain no “total energy poles”,
i.e. terms proportional to (k1 + k2 + k3)

n<0
. This is con-

sistent with the argumentation of [67] that such bispec-
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trum contributions are invariant under field redefinitions
and thus gauge transformations in particular.

The above result is consistent with (5), but the present
derivation does not take into account the evaluation at
horizon crossing time and thus does not allow us to de-
termine whether the resulting β∗(k) is evaluated on kL
or kS . Indeed, as is well-known already from the classic
computation [8], the squeezed limit requires an alterna-
tive treatment that exploits the fact that long modes lo-
cally amount to ‘large’ diffeomorphisms and is thus inde-
pendent of the underlying action. We thus now perform
this derivation, but with the real-space approach [9, 10].

Direct squeezed limit derivation – Having assumed a
single-field model in unitary temporal gauge, all the de-
grees of freedom are in the 3-metric (16). For generic
models the correlations are negligible when all modes are
inside the horizon, so that the spectra are essentially gen-
erated during horizon-crossing and then freeze when all
modes are out. In the squeezed bispectrum configuration
the long mode crosses the horizon earlier, so it is already
frozen and classical when the short modes do. Thus, the
only surviving quantum correlation is between the two
short modes, but in a background geometry that is de-
formed by the long mode. Concretely, if k3 ≪ k1 ≈ k2,
then [8–10]

BXY Z(k1,k2,k3) ≈ 〈〈X∗(k1)Y∗(k2)〉hL
Z∗(k3)〉

′
cl. ,
(29)

where 〈. . .〉hL
denotes the VEV on the background ge-

ometry deformed by the classical long-mode perturba-
tion hij(kL), while 〈. . .〉′cl. denotes a classical ensem-
ble average without the Dirac delta. We start in real
space, i.e. with the deformed 2-point correlation function
〈X(x1)Y (x2)〉hL

, so the squeezed configuration trans-
lates in |x1 − x2| being much smaller than the typical
wave-length ∼ 1/kL of the background geometry fluctu-
ation. The effect of the long mode can then be treated
as follows. First we have that

gijdx
idxj = a2

[

e2hS+2hL
]

ij
dxidxj (30)

= a2
[

ehLe2hSehL +O(h3)
]

ij
dxidxj

≈ a2
[

e2hS
]

ij

[

ehL
]

ik
dxk

[

ehL
]

jl
dxj ,

and third-order terms do not influence the leading-order
bispectrum. Next, we note that we can ignore the time-
derivatives of hij,L thanks to super-horizon conservation.
Then, there exist spatial profiles hij,L(x) which can be
reabsorbed in the differentials [9, 10, 27, 29]

gij(x) dx
idxj = a2

[

e2hS(x)
]

ij
dx′idx′j , (31)

where

x′i =
[

ehL(x)
]

ij
xj +O(∂hL) . (32)

Moreover, if hij,S transforms as a set of scalars under the
diffeomorphism (32), then (31) becomes

gij(x) dx
idxj = a2

[

e2h
′

S(x′)
]

ij
dx′idx′j , (33)

meaning that those hij,L(x) profiles can be eliminated
with a diffeomorphism. These include the constant pro-
file and, depending on the form of hij,S , also the linear
ones ∼ O(x) [27, 29]. But the latter would correspond
to the O(∂hL) factors in (32), since they are absent for
constant hij,L. Consequently, they lead to O(kL) terms
in Fourier space, so we can ignore them in the squeezed
limit kL → 0 and we will come back to them later. Thus,
the effect of the long mode in the deformed short-mode
correlation function can be obtained by performing the
large diffeomorphism x → ehL(x)

x on the undeformed
one, up to O(kL) corrections. For (29) we then only
need the linear-order effect in hij,L

〈X(x1)Y (x2)〉hL
= 〈X(ehL(x1)x1)Y (ehL(x2)x2)〉 (34)

≈ 〈XY 〉(r) + hij,L(x) r̂
ir̂j

d〈XY 〉(r)

d log r
,

where we have defined the variables

x :=
x1 + x2

2
, r := x1 − x2 , (35)

and used the fact that the free correlation function de-
pends only on r. One could have also obtained (34) by
noting that the effect of the long mode is to simply al-
ter that short distance r2 → r2 + 2hij,L(x) r

irj . The
problem with this argument is that it is independent of
the non-linear part of the 3-metric/fluctuation relation
gij [h], while the bispectrum is sensitive to it. The pre-
cise derivation (33) is therefore necessary, because only
the exponential parametrization (9) is able to factorize
[8, 9]. We next go to Fourier space

〈X(k1)Y (k2)〉hL
(36)

:=

∫

d3x1 d
3x2 e

−ik1·x1−ik2·x2〈X(x1)Y (x2)〉hL(x) ,

use ∂log re
ik·r = ∂log ke

ik·r and integrate by parts to find

〈X∗(k1)Y∗(k2)〉h ≈ (2π)3δ(3)(kL)PXY ∗(kS) (37)

− hij∗(kL)

∫

d3r
d3k

(2π)3k2
d

dk

[

k3PXY ∗(k)
]

r̂ir̂jei(k−kS)·r ,

where

kL := k1 + k2 , kS :=
1

2
(k1 − k2) , (38)

are the long and (symmetric) short wave-vectors, if one
takes into account the total momentum conservation. In
the pure-scalar ζ-gauge case one has hij,L ∝ δij , so the
integral over ri yields a Dirac delta, thus concluding the
integration [9, 10]. Here the structure of hij is more
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general (16), so we do not have this simplification. In
particular, we cannot switch the integration order in (37)
to perform the full ri integral, because this yields an
infrared divergence. Instead, we can first integrate over
the angles of ki and then over the angles of ri to find

〈X∗(k1)Y∗(k2)〉h ≈ (2π)3δ(3)(kL)PXY ∗(kS)

−
2

π

∫ ∞

0

r2dr
[

(sinc (kSr) + β∗(kL) f(kSr)) ζ̃∗(kL)

+ (sinc (kSr)− 3f(kSr))
(

β∗(kL) ζ̃∗(kL) (k̂L · k̂S)
2

+ γ̃a∗(kL) e
a
ij(k̂L) k̂

i
S k̂

j
S

)]

×

∫ ∞

0

dk
d

dk

[

k3PXY ∗(k)
]

sinc (kr) , (39)

where f(x) := (sincx− cosx) /x2. We can now perform
the integrals over r using an exponential regulator

lim
ǫ→0

∫ ∞

0

dr r2 sinc (kr) sinc (kSr) e
−ǫr =

π

2k2S
δ (k − kS) ,

lim
ǫ→0

∫ ∞

0

dr r2 sinc (kr) f(kSr) e
−ǫr =

π

2k3S
θ (kS − k) ,

so that, integrating over k,

〈X∗(k1)Y∗(k2)〉h

≈ (2π)3δ(3)(kL)PXY ∗(kS) (40)

−

[

d log
[

k3SPXY ∗(kS)
]

d log kS
+ β∗(kL)

]

PXY ∗(kS) ζ̃∗(kL)

−
d logPXY ∗(kS)

d log kS
PXY ∗(kS)

×
[

β∗(kL) ζ̃∗(kL) (k̂L · k̂S)
2 + γ̃a∗(kL) e

a
ij(k̂L) k̂

i
S k̂

j
S

]

.

We can finally use (29) and (20) to find the four non-
trivial squeezed bispectra

Bζ̃Lζ̃1 ζ̃2

Pζ̃∗(kL)Pζ̃∗(kS)
≈ −

[

nζ̃(kS) + β∗(kL)
]

(41)

+ β∗(kL)
[

3− nζ̃(kS)
]

(k̂S · k̂L)
2 ,

Bζ̃Lγ̃a,1γ̃b,2

Pζ̃∗(kL)Pγ̃∗(kS)
≈ − [nγ̃(kS) + β∗(kL)] δab (42)

+ β∗(kL) [3− nγ̃(kS)] (k̂S · k̂L)
2δab ,

and

Bγ̃a,Lζ̃1 ζ̃2

Pγ̃∗(kL)Pζ̃∗(kS)
≈

[

3− nζ̃(kS)
]

eija,Lk̂
i
S k̂

j
S , (43)

Bγ̃a,Lγ̃b,1γ̃c,2

Pγ̃∗(kL)Pγ̃∗(kS)
≈ [3− nγ̃(kS)] e

ij
a,Lk̂

i
S k̂

j
Sδbc . (44)

We have thus obtained (5), with the β factor evaluated at
the long mode crossing time. On top of this, we now also
have the long tensor mode cases (43) and (44), which
are independent of β. In particular, we check that all

these expressions reproduce the classic result for slow-
roll models [8] when β = 0. Finally, we now see that the

shape-dependence ∼ (k̂S · k̂L)
2 is nothing but the scalar

analogue of the shape-dependence ∼ eija,Lk̂
i
S k̂

j
S in the case

of tensor long mode. Since they correspond to longitu-
dinal and transverse anisotropies, respectively, they have
the opposite behavior in shape space, i.e. the former van-
ishes in the isosceles configuration kL · kS = 0, while the
latter vanishes in the flatten one kL ∝ kS .
Deviation from the squeezed limit – We are now in-

terested in the finite-kL corrections to equations (41) to
(44), starting with what is known for the ζ-gauge (β = 0)
[9, 12, 27, 29, 31–35, 39, 67, 68]. If the short modes are
scalars, then the short-mode 3-metric is conformally flat
gij,S = a2e2ζSδij and this implies that one can also elim-
inate the linear profiles hij,L ∼ O(x) through a large
diffeomorphism (33) at O(hL), which is a special confor-
mal transformation in the long scalar mode case [27, 29].
The elimination of the constant mode meant that we
could implement its effect on the short-mode power spec-
trum as a large spatial diffeomorphism and this led to
the consistency relation in the exact kL = 0 case. Simi-
larly, the elimination of the O(x∂hL) terms leads to extra
large spatial diffeomorphisms and thus to a consistency
relation for the O(kL/kS) bispectrum, the so-called ‘con-
formal consistency relation’ [27, 31]. However, contrary
to (34), the corresponding diffeomorphisms do not alter
the short-mode 2-point function 〈XSYS〉(r) at O(hL), so
there is no O(kL/kS) correction for short scalar modes
in the ζ-gauge.2 Finally, if the short modes are tensors,
then the short-mode 3-metric is not conformally flat and
this obstructs the elimination of non-trivial long-mode
profiles through large diffeomorphisms [27, 29]. The cor-
rections therefore start at O(kL/kS).
In the β 6= 0 case we are interested in here, equa-

tions (26) and (28) show that there is still no O(kL/kS)
correction for the case of scalar short modes. To un-
derstand why this is the case, note that gij,S is related
to a2e2ζSδij through a spatial gauge transformation, so
we can perform that transformation to reach the confor-
mally flat 3-metric, then the extra large diffeomorphisms
and finally come back with the inverse gauge transforma-
tion. The number of extra large spatial diffeomorphisms
is therefore the same for all β, hence our result (the same
argument applies to the CFC case [53]). Finally, in the
case of the particular gauge (6), note that the passage to
(7) introduces a ∼ αX(kS) kL/kS correction.
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