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Our understanding of quantum field theory rests largely on explicit and controlled calculations in
perturbation theory. Because of this, much recent effort has been devoted to improve our grasp
of perturbative techniques on cosmological spacetimes. While scattering amplitudes in flat space
at tree level are obtained from simple algebraic operations, things are harder for cosmological
observables. Indeed, computing cosmological correlation functions or the associated wavefunction
coefficients requires evaluating a growing number of nested time integrals already at tree level,
which is computationally challenging. Here, we present a new “differential” representation of the
cosmological wavefunction in de Sitter spacetime that obviates this problem for a large class of
phenomenologically relevant theories. Given any tree-level Feynman-Witten diagram, we give
simple algebraic rules to write down a seed function and a differential operator that transforms
it into the desired wavefunction coefficient for any scale-invariant, parity-invariant theory of
massless scalars and gravitons with general boost-breaking interactions. In particular, this applies
to large classes of phenomenologically relevant theories such as those described by the effective
field theory of inflation or solid inflation. Trading nested bulk time integrals for derivatives on
boundary kinematical data provides a great computational advantage, especially for processes
involving many vertices.
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1 Introduction

At the heart of our current cosmological paradigm sits the observation that the distributions of
everything we observe on cosmological scales, from galaxies to dark matter, from neutrinos to
photons, was seeded by quantum fluctuations during a primordial phase that preceded the hot
big bang. To make predictions for cosmological surveys requires computing the statistics of these
fluctuations using quantum field theory in curved spacetime and accounting for the quantum be-
havior of spacetime (metric) fluctuation. A main driver for this line of research is the expectation
that current or future cosmological datasets will shed light on new physics beyond the standard
model and perhaps the perturbative regime of quantum gravity.

The workhorse of this program is perturbation theory, which has been used extensively in the
past two decades to compute predictions for a variety of models and classes of theories. On the
one hand, perturbation theory gives us with a very rich set of explicit and phenomenologically
useful results and predictions. On the other hand, it is also a springboard to the exploration of
deeper non-perturbative structures. For example, much of our understanding of non-perturbative
results in quantum field theory rests on extrapolating the observed behavior in perturbation the-
ory. One example are positivity bounds [I], where we extrapolate the analytic structure of
perturbation theory to the UV-completion of effective field theories and use it to discriminate
theories that can be extended to arbitrarily high energies in a consistent way. Another example
is the S-matrix numerical bootstrap approach to the calculation of non-perturbative amplitudes
(see e.g. [2]). These successes in the study of flat-space observables motivated a recent resurgence
in the study of perturbation theory on de Sitter and cosmological spacetimes [3-30] which builds
upon many results obtained over the past twenty years [31H36]. One of the eventual goals of
this program is deriving cosmological positivity bounds] and a non-perturbative cosmological
bootstrap (see [23,25[44] for progress in this direction).

In this work, we derive a new representation of tree-level wavefunction coefficients for massless
scalars and gravitons to any order in perturbation theory. We call this a “differential represen-
tation” because the wavefunction coefficients are obtained by acting with differential operators
on a class of simple seed functions, which in turn are determined by purely algebraic rules. Our
differential representation covers all boost-breaking interactions that appear in phenomenological
models of inflation and dark energy, as for example in the effective field theory of inflation [45H47]
or solid inflation [48]. Following the hint of cosmological observations, we assume scale invariance
throughout our work, but we neglect the small deviation implied by the measured scalar spectral
tilt. In practice, given a certain Feynman-Witten diagram in dS, where interactions are specified
for each vertex, our differential representation generates a seed function and a differential oper-
ator that acts on it to give the associated wavefunction coefficient. All differential operators act
on the external spatial momenta of the Fourier-space wavefunction coefficient and consequently
the notion of time in the bulk of de Sitter completely disappears from the calculation. This
representation turns out to be much simpler than the lengthy calculation of nested time integrals

3Several constraints have been derived in flat space for boost-breaking effective theories that capture in the
sub-Hubble limit of common models of inflation and dark energy, see e.g. [37H43].



and even much more compact that the result of those integrals. The consequent improvement
in calculation time is already remarkable for a single exchange diagram and grows exponentially
with the number of internal legs. For example, we show that the differential representation of
a five-point function with three cubic ¢® couplings and two internal lines (three-site chain) is
contained in less than a line. For the reader familiar with our results, this can be computed with
pen and paper in minutes, while performing the corresponding time integrals in the standard
bulk-representation requires much longer with an off-the-shelf software such as Mathematica on
a standard CPU.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. For the reader interested in using our results in
practical calculations, in Section 2] we give a brief summary of our three-step procedure to derive
the differential representation of any tree-level contribution to the n-th wavefunction coefficient
1, for a massless scalar field in de Sitter. The following three sections provide a derivation of
each of the steps of this procedure, as depicted in Figure[I, and a number of practical examples.
In particular, in Section B} we introduce the seed wavefunction %2, which is the wavefunction
of a massless scalar with polynomial interactions in flat spacetime (Step 1). Then, in Section
A we derive the differential operator that acting on ¥f1#* gives us an intermediate wavefunction
Yint, Which accounts for the difference in mode functions between flat spacetime and de Sitter
(Step 2). At the level of the bulk time integral, this step correctly reproduces the integrand
modulo overall powers of conformal time at each vertex. The last step is discussed in Section
and consists of fixing the correct overall powers of conformal time at each vertex as well as
adding the appropriate momentum factors to the vertices and the external legs, yielding the
final de Sitter wavefunction ¢ (Step 3). In Section [6] we discuss the extension of our procedure
to include massless gravitons and the interactions of minimal coupling to gravity with two ex-
plicit examples. We conclude in Section [[lwith a discussion and an outlook. Appendix[Alcontains
the computational details of relations obeyed by propagators that we use in the bulk of the paper.

While this paper was (slowly) being completed, reference [49] appeared, which also develops
the idea of relating the dS wavefunction to flat spacetime objects with differential operators.

Notation and conventions We will use the following de Sitter line element (in mostly positive
signature)
—d?’]2 + da:léz]dxj

ds® = —dt* + azda:iéijda:j = 22 ) (1.1)

with scale factor a = e’ = —1/(Hn).

Our bulk-to-bulk propagator G has an overall factor of i, schematically G ~ iPK K (see (33])).
With this convention the Feynman rules are that every internal line corresponds to a G, there is
an overall i for every diagram, and vertices do not get any i, for example the vertex of g¢3/3! is
simply g.

We use k and k = [k| for external momenta labelled by letters in the first half of the latin
alphabet, a,b = 1,...,n for an n-point function. The I internal momenta are denoted by p,,, and
their energy is p,, = |pm| with m = 1,...,I. Finally, the V' = I 4 1 vertices have valency ny4 > 3
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Figure 1: Depiction of the sequence of differential operators acting on the flat space seed function
Yliat to obtain the function 1 specified by the edges and vertices.

(the number of external and internal legs ending on the vertex) and are placed at conformal time
na with A =1,...,V. The sum of energies k, running from a single vertex A to the boundary

is denoted by g4 = > kq.
acA
The wavefunction for some future boundary configuration of a field ®(Z) is given by a path

integral and is naturally organized as

U[P] = exp {— Z %/ [H %‘I’(kz)] P (2m)6° (Z ka)} . (1.2)

The delta-function stripped ,,’s are the wavefunction coefficients we are interested in computing
and can be defined as

(1.3)

®=0

. o"w
(27)36®) < Z k) Yn = 50(k) ... 00 (k)

These can be computed in perturbation theory using Feynman-Witten rules. We will indicate
by ¢, the wavefunction coefficients in de Sitter, while 1fla* is reserved for the wavefunction
coefficients in flat spacetime of a theory with only polynomial interactions (see Sec. [B]). The
kinematic dependence of ' can be paramerized in terms of the combinations g4 for each
vertex A and the edge energies p,,,. Therefore, instead of writing 1% (ky, ..., k,), we will use the
notation 1% (¢, ..., qv;p1...,pr), where V is the number of vertices and I the number of edges.
In general ¥f2* depends on the internal energies p, but we will always omit this dependence when
no ambiguity arises.

2 Overview

In this section, we give an overview of our procedure to compute the cosmological wavefunction
for any given tree-level diagram for a massless scalar field in de Sitter with arbitrary boost-
breaking local interactions that respect scale invariance. In particular our approach does not rely
on invariance under de Sitter boosts and can be applied for example to any of the interactions



resulting from the Effective Field Theory of Inflation [45,[46]. Our procedure consists of three
steps. In Step 1 we start from a seed wavefunction 112t that can be computed algebraically using
the results of [3]. These functions are determined by the topology of the amputated diagram
i.e. the diagramed defined by only the internal lines (edges). Depending on the details of the
interactions, additional f1#’s diagrams are needed corresponding to different ways of collapsing
internal lines. In Step 2 we give a prescription to write down a derivative operator that acts
on 1% and accounts for the structure of the exchange propagators up to overall powers of
conformal time in the integrand. Finally, in Step 3 we fix the correct power of conformal time
at each vertex and account for external kinematical factors coming from spatial derivatives and
polarization tensors.

In its first and most basic implementation, our approach works only for interactions with
enough derivatives to cancel all inverse powers of 1 present in the measure of covariant spacetime
integrals. More precisely, we start by considering vertices that satisfy the following criterion

d=2np, +ng, >4, (2.1)

where ny, and ny, are the number of time and spatial derivatives, respectively. For scalar pertur-
bations this is not a very strong restriction. For example, we know that the largest interactions
in a generic model of single-field inflation can be captured by the decoupling limit of the EFT of
inflation, where a shift symmetry is imposed on the Goldstone boson of time translations. The
leading interactions relevant for the bispectrum are ¢ and ¢d;¢2, which in turn lead to equilateral
and orthogonal non-Gaussianities [50]. Both of these interactions satisfy the above criterion and
so do all the shift symmetric operators contributing to quartic and higher interactions. Later, in
Section [, we will show that the restriction in (2.I]) can be relaxed in certain cases, such as the
minimal coupling to gravity. In the following we summarize the three steps involved in deriving
the differential representation of the dS wavefunction.

Step 1: The seed functions from flat spacetime The first step consists in computing
the wavefunction coefficient in Minkowski for a theory with purely polynomial interactions. A
simple and purely algebraic prescription to write down this “seed” function ¥2* without explicitly
performing any time integral was described in [3] and we review it in detail in Section Bl Any

{l/at is represented by a tree diagram with V vertices and

tree-level wavefunction coefficient
I =V — 1 internal lines (edges). To every vertex A = 1,...,V we associate a total external
energy q4, while to every edge m = 1,...,I we associate an internal energy p,,. The algebraic

computation of ¥f1# is based on the following recursive relation

\% I
<ZqA> ¢{lfat :Z¢?/%t(q17"'7qB +pm7“'7qn/)¢€l/a—t\/’(q17“‘7qB/+pm7“‘7qn—n/) (2‘2)
A m

where the sum runs over all edges m = 1,...,1 and 0 < V/ < V is the number of vertices left
in one of the two subdiagrams when the m-th edge connecting vertices B and B’ is removed
(see ([B.9) for a graphical representation). Our analysis is restricted to tree level and so we have

4V of course does not uniquely define a topology for V' > 3 and it is implied that the we have the graphs induced
by the original graph when cut on edge m. This is made clear in (39)).



omitted the loop-deletion term in the above recursion. From this relation we can easily write
down all desired ¥f18t starting from the trivial V = 1 base case. For exampld’:

1

1 (q) = o (2.3)
flat flat

VB (g, ga;p) = DL E DO (@2 D) (24)
q1+q2

flat flat flat flat
B (g1 49, g3 pro o) = U™ (q1, q2 + p2) 1™ (a3 +p§;r Vi (@ +p)Ye™ (g2 + p1,g3) @)
A4A

and so on and so forth.

Step 2: Intermediate Wavefunction In Step 2, a new “intermediate” wavefunction iy is
obtained from ' by applying a suitable sequence of differential operators that are fully fixed
by specifying where time derivatives at each vertex act on an internal bulk-to-bulk propagator.
Since each internal line or “edge” is attached to two vertices, it is useful to speak in terms
of “half-edges” (see Figure [2]) which are uniquely specified by a vertex edge pairing. We may
therefore denote a half-edge by a pair of indices mA, where the first index indicates that the
half-edge is part of the m edge and the second index indicates that it ends on the vertex A. An
half-edge that has no time derivatives is said to be of the ¢ type, while an half-edge with one
time derivative is said to be of the ¢’ type. As we are considering interaction vertices with at
most one time derivatiwﬁ there are no other possibilities. Once the two half-edges of a given
edge are specified, four options for the corresponding bulk-to-bulk propagators G(n,n’, p) emerge:
no time derivatives, which we indicate by (¢¢), one time derivative, (¢'¢) or (¢¢’), or two time
derivatives, (¢'¢'). With these definitions we hav

n D n/ G¢¢(777 77/727) = G(n7 77/72?) 5 (26)
o) &

; ; p Gog (n,1',p) = 0y G(n,n,p), (2.7)
¢’ ¢

U p n Gorg (n:11',0) = OBy G0, 1, p) - (2.8)

5Notice that where no confusion arises we indicate explicitly only the dependence of %2*

on the external energies
qa and leave the dependence on the internal energies p,, implicit.

5In perturbation theory, any higher time derivative can always be re-written in terms of at most one time
derivative using repeatedly the (non-linear) equations of motion. This procedure also generates contributions to
the wavefunction from field redefinitions (we thank S. Jazayeri for pointing this out), which don’t have total energy
poles and correspond to contact terms in position space. These contributions from field redefinitions are neglected
in our analysis. If desired, they can be included straightforwardly with traditional methods.

"Here 7' is just another name for a time variable. The prime should not be confused with the prime on ¢, which

indicates a time derivative, ¢’ = 9,¢.



Given the explicit form of G for fields with the massless de Sitter mode function in (£.2)), these
propagators obey the following relations to the flat space propagator

1

Goo(n,m',p) = o [(1=n0y)(1 =10 0y)Gaas (.1, p) + ' 6(n — )] , (2.9)
Gyo(m,1'.p) =m0 [P*Grac(n.,p) — 6(n —1)] (2.10)
Gaer (0,1, p) = (1 —n0y)0' Gaar (0,1, p) = Gwe(n',n,p) . (2.11)

It is straighforward to keep track of the powers of energy p. This requires multiplying by the
factor specified in (2I3)). On the other hand, there are two aspects of the above relations that
require more work. We have to account for (i) the relative powers of n in the terms of the
exchange propagators and (ii) for the 0 functions. Issue (i) will be addressed by the operation
of re-routing. This is a manifestation of integration by parts in terms of a differential operator
which captures how the time derivatives get routed out to a boundary vertex. Issue (i) will be
addressed by the operation of collapsing. Each term in the sum over ways of collapsing edges will
get its own rerouting operator.

Let’s start with re-routing. Using integration by parts, the temporal differential operators
(1 — n0y) can be routed out of all time integrals to act on the times of those vertices of the
diagram that are only connected to a single internal edge. When acting on these times, the
derivatives can be re-expressed as kinematic differential operators on f2'. In (2Z3)-@II) we
see that a 0, appears for every half-edge ¢ in the diagram. Moreover, as discussed below, we
must also sum over diagrams with (¢'¢’) and (¢¢) propagators collapsed by the §-functions. The
differential operator A, (“rr” stands for re-routing) which accounts for re-routing (1 — 7d,) on
a given ¢ half-edge is (see Figure [2))

A =1+ [E (14ga0q,) +> (1 +pm8pm)] vertex side,
A m

(2.12)

Ay =1-— [z (14+qa0y,)+> 1+ pmﬁpm)] opposite-vertex side,
A m

where the sum runs over all vertices encountered when flowing out of the diagram from the chosen
half edge. In general, one needs a A,, operator for each ¢ half-edge in the diagram and when
necessary we will specify which half-edge A,, corresponds to, as e.g. in (6.11)), (612) and (G.I6I).
The order of application of these differential operators is relevant and can be understood from the
integration by parts. Specifically, on a given path out of the diagram, the operator corresponding
to the innermost ¢ half-edge should be applied to the seed function 12 first. Moreover, when
multiple ¢ half-edges are present, choices of flow should not cross. This will be expanded upon
in Section [l

Let’s move on to collapsing. Two of the three propagator relations have é-functions: G4 and
Gy ¢ . Each d-functions has the effect of collapsing the corresponding edge and merging the two
vertices to which that edge was attached. For example a §(n4 — np) would merge vertex A at
time n4 with external energy g4 with vertex B at time np with external energy ¢p. In doing



opposite-vertex side

GL ‘ GR

Figure 2: For a half-edge ¢ the graphic defines flowing vertex side or opposite-vertex side. A
choice of flow determines a differential operator summing over energies in G, including the edge
itself or in G including the vertex.

this we have to be careful with the overall powers of conformal time. The J-functions in G4
and Gy have different net powers of conformal time relatively to the non-é-function terms in
each expression. To account for this difference, we count the powers of conformal time in the
d-function terms relatively to the flat-space propagator. For ¢'¢’, the power is the same and
therefore the collapsed contribution has merely a minus sign. For ¢¢, the J-function has two
powers of conformal time in excess of term with Ggay and therefore collapsing the edge should
be accompanied by a single derivative with respect to each of the vertex energies to which the
edge is connected, namely (—i0,,)(—10,y), or equivalently two derivatives of the energy of the
merged vertex. These operations act after the re-routing operators defined below.

Lastly, we account for the power spectrum normalization of a given (in general collapsed)
diagram. This factor is merely the product over p2, for each (non-collapsed) ¢'¢’ exchange edge
and p;,2 for each (non-collapsed) ¢¢ exchange edge. Equivalently, this is the product over p,, for
each ¢’ in the truncated@ diagram and p,,,! for each ¢. We can call this

b Hpng% (2.13)
g oo Pm

where the products are over propagators of each type.
Summarizing, in Step 2 each internal propagator requires the following operations

¢'¢' — collapsing , ¢’ — re-routing, ¢¢ — collapsing & re-routing . (2.14)

For every collapsed edge with energy p that merges vertex A and B, the following operator must
be applied after the application of re-routing operators:

1
collapsing ¢¢ — —p—@ Dy collapsing ¢'¢/ — —1. (2.15)

504

Notice that the re-routing operation is not required for the collapsed contribution, it only appears
in the non-collapsed contribution. The intermediate wavefunction is comprised of the sum over all

8 All external lines should be amputated here because they are captured later in Step 3.
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Figure 3: A particular contribution to the quintic wavefunction coefficient from the indicated
cubic interactions.

ways of collapsing the relevant propagators and applying the prescribed differential operators on
the seed wavefunction in each case. Each diagram in the sum over collapsing should be multiplied
by the associated P-factor (2.13)).

Step 3: Final de Sitter Wavefunction In the final step we derive the desired de Sitter wave-
function coefficient. We now specify the precise structure of the vertices and bulk-to-boundary
propagators, not merely the skeleton and structure of the internal lines (a.k.a. bulk-to-bulk
propagators). To this end, we apply derivatives with respect to the vertex energies appearing in
the bulk-to-boundary propagators, we add factors of k2 or (1 — k;Ok,) to reproduce the external
massless bulk-to-boundary mode functions with one time-derivative (K’) or no time-derivatives
(K), respectively. In particular, for every vertex we apply the following operator (see Sec [

8dA—4
Ay =it <H kﬁ) (H (1- k‘b%)) g1 (2.16)

acK’ beK A

where dy was defined in (Z1]).
We also account for all contractions of spatial momenta and polarization tensors by adding a
multiplicative factor F. In summary, the final de Sitter wavefunction coefficient is given by

p=F (H AA> Pin - (2.17)
A

Featured examples Now we present two examples to illustrate the application of the above
prescription. In the first example, we will calculate the contribution coming from the diagram
depicted in Fig. Bl This does not represent the full contribution at this order in the couplings;
that will be presented in Section Bl Nonetheless, this example illustrates the essential content of
the prescribed rules.

The relevant seed functions are

1 1 1
wﬂat q1,492,43;P1,P2) = < + > 5
3 ) gr(qi +p1)(gs +p2)(@2 +p1+p2) \e1 + @2 +p2  @3+q@+n

(2.18)

1
ar(q + g2 +p2) (g3 +p2)’

I (g1 + g2, q31p2) = (2.19)



where g1 = k1 + ko, g2 = k3, g3 = k4 + k5 and gr = ¢1 + g2 + ¢q3. The intermediate wavefunction

is then (see (Z£20))

1 a
Yint = F(Z + (hath)(_l _plapl - Q18ql)(4 + Q28II2 +p16p1 + (hath)wg !
1

1 a
B Falhafm (2+ ‘haql) g v (2.20)
1

Finally the desired contribution to the dS wavefunction coefficient is

¢ = —(p1 - ko)(p1 - P2)(k1kskaks)* (1 — kag, )07 Wint - (2.21)

In the second example, we provide a simple formula for any tree-level diagram with n external
legs, V vertices and I = V — 1 internal lines in a theory where all interactions are of the form ¢
for some integer n > 3. The corresponding contribution to the dS wavefunction coefficient ), is
given by

n % 2f I-n.
Tl S e, | e
a=1 A=1 collapsings m
where the sum is over the 2/ possible ways to collapse a number 0 < n. < n of internal lines
and the product goes over the I — n. un-collapsed internal lines. Here n 4 is the valency of each
@™ interaction and the arguments of the seed wavefunctions ¥f12* are determined by the specific

collapsing under consideration.

3 Step 1: The seed flat-space wavefunction flat

In this section, we discuss the seed function 11" and review the simple algebraic prescription
derived in [3] to compute it for any tree-level diagram.

Let the “seed” wavefunction 1112 be the wavefunction for a massless scalar field in Minkowksi
spacetime with polynomial interactions (no derivatives) at time ¢ = 0. In the next steps we derive
the desired cosmological wavefunction by acting with a differential operator on 112t At tree-level,

contributions to a wavefunction coefficient 118t

are represented by a tree diagram with V vertices,
I =V —1 edges (internal lines), and a number of external lines. The “bulk” representation of

the corresponding wavefunction is given in terms of the following integral expression

I (ke }s {pn}) = i / d"t [H K(ka)]
a=1

I
HGﬂat(pm)] s (3'1)

where the so-called bulk-to-boundary propagator K(k,n) for a massless scalar in Minkowski is
written in terms of the Minkowski mode functions ¢;l—at as

1 ikt
P (k1) TaR€ ik
Kﬂat(k7 t) = (bh‘r t(k O) = 1 esz =€ t’ (32)
ag\m V2k

9The results of [3] also apply to loop-level integrands, but we restrict our analysis to tree level.

10



The so-called bulk-to-bulk propagator Ggas contains a term proportional to the usual Feynman
propagator but also an additional term that ensures the vanishing of Gga; as t,t' — 0. It is
explicitly given by

Giiat (8,1 k) = iPaag (k) [0(t — ') Koy () Kpag (') + 0t — ) Kfjoe (') Kot (¢) — Kiat (¢) Kgiat ()]
Aat (£
= [9 (t — ), (Db (8) + 0t — )b, ()b (8) — b ()i, () w |
J ¢ﬂat(t0)
= é [e_ik(t—t/)e(t — t’) + e—ik‘(t/—t)e(t/ . t) o eik(t-i-t’)] ‘ (33)

Since K takes such a simple form, the integral representation of the wavefunction can also be
written as

I
VI (kY {pm)) = i/theiq.tHGﬂat(pm), (3.4)

where dot products of momenta and conformal time are taken to mean

v
g t= qata, (3.5)
o]

and g4 is the sum of all external energies ending on the A vertex, ga = >k, for a € A. Note
that the dependence of ¥f1# on the boundary energies k, is only through the vertex energies ga
at each vertex. Because of this, in Steps 1 and Step 2 we do not need to know how many external
lines are connected to a vertex, only the sum of those external energies appears.

The exchange energies p,, are uniquely fixed by imposing momentum conservation at every
vertex. Notice however that “energy”, i.e. the norm k = |k| of the three-vectors k is not
conserved.

The seed functions z/;,%at can of course be computed explicitly expanding the products of
bulk-to-bulk propagators and computing the time integrals in (£4]), but there are more efficient
methods as described in [3]. Here we review the presentation in [3] of the Old-Fashioned Pertur-
bation Theory (OFPT) expansion.

Consider
(Z QA> it = z‘/dvn (Aneiq'”) H Goat(Pm) s (3.6)
A m
where we have inserted the time translation generator

Apy=—i) 0y,

We can integrate by parts to obtain
<Z QA) T/Jﬂat = —1 / dvneiqn Z Ar]Gﬂat (Tlma T,;na pm) H Gﬂat (TImu n;n’ ) pm’) (37)
A m m/#m

We note that the time-ordered part of the propagator Gg,y is time-translation invariant and
therefore annihilated by A, so that

Ay Gt (T s D) = —i€Pm(mF ) (3.8)

11



This has the effect of deleting the propagator and shifting the energies at the two relevant vertices.
From this we derive the expression

A m o Crom (3.9)

where the sum runs over all deletions of a single edge m. We can ignore the term colored in red
since we have restricted our analysis to tree level. The relevant term is therefore the first graphic
corresponding to edges that disconnect the diagram upon deletion. The vertices connected by the
deleted edge now absorb positive edge energy. This is made clear in ([B.8). From the contact seed
which is simply 1/p we can apply this recursive expression to efficiently build any seed function
Yfiat defined by the the truncated diagram with associated edge and vertex energies. As discussed
n [28], the algebraic nature of the above recursion relations can be traced back to the fact that
in time-translation invariant theories the Schrodinger equation becomes algebraic.

3.1 Examples

Here we illustrate the recursive calculation of ¥f2* in Step 1 with some examples.

Two-site chain First we note that the base case is

et=ey = o (310)

q
where ¢ represents the sum of all the energies of the external legs attached to this vertex. Since
it is only this sum that appears in all expression, when representing a diagram we don’t show
the external legs. For this contact interaction the diagram reduces to a single dot. Now we can
consider the single factorization channel determining the two-site chain with intermediate energy

p

+p | +
(a1 + q2) —— * = qu %o . (3.11)
1

This tells us that the wavefunction coefficient is

flat flat 1
Sat _ 1™ (a1 +p)Y1™ (2 +p) _ (3.12)

qr (@1 +q2)(q1 +p)(g2+p)

Three-site chain Now we move on to the three-site chain and comment on the general struc-
ture of the recursion graphically. Every term in the recursion is a sequence of cut edges and every
cut corresponds to a product of contributions from the diagrams on either side of the cut. Every
sequence terminates with all edges cut and therefore we get the inverse product of vertex energy
q plus the energy of all edges landing on it, summed over all vertices. This motivates the circling
depiction of contributions to the recursive sum.

12



q1 q2
b1 D2

b3
q1 q2 q3 44
q3 b1 D2 b3

Figure 4: The two topologies for the four-site skeleton diagrams, namely the flux capacitor
(left) and the four-site chain (right). The diagram also indicates the total external energies ga
associated with each vertex A = 1,...,4 and the energy p,, of each internal line (edge) m = 1,2, 3.

At each step we circle the two disconnected subgraphs produced by the deletion of a given edge.
We then proceed within each subgraph until we reach individual vertices. Each circling furnishes
a factor of the inverse of the sum of encircled vertex energies plus cut edge energies. Below we
depict the two-site chain computed in the previous example:

hat P (g1 + p)* (g2 + p) 1 1 1 (3.13)
©&————9 = = . )
P ? 32 ¢4 nt+eatpetp

Again, noting that each such contribution will contain the same total energy factor and individual

vertex factors, which can be pulled out in front for any computation. Then what is left to be
considered is all sequences of proper subgraphs with at least two vertices. We see this with the

o (3.14)

Vet (q1, go + p2)ilat (g3 + po) +
>0 aa

three-site chain.

flat
7/)3a =

1 1 1
_ ( + > . (3.15)
(1 +@+a)(q+p1)(e2+p1+p2)(@3+p2) \ a1 +@+p2  @+q+p

Where we depicted a sum over two choices of proper subgraph (equivalently, single edge deletions).
The initial circling as well as the subsequent and complementary vertex circlings are omitted as
their factors have been accounted for out front.

Four-site diagrams: the flux capacitor As a last example we discuss the two possible
topologies for the four-site diagrams, namely the flux capacitor and the four-site chain. For the
flux capacitor, with the kinematical assignments given in Figure @, we find:

gat VR (q1, q1 + p3, @2) 1 (ps + q3) + 2 perm’s
flat —

flux capacitor) . 3.16
g1+ 42 +43+4qa ( ) (3.16)
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For the four-site chain, with kinematics given in Figure d we find the seed function

1

flat flat flat

= Y37 (q1, 92,93 + p3)Y1™ (3 + qu 3.17
4 P L ( )1 ( ) (3.17)

+ (g1 + p1) (p1 4 g2, 43, q4) + VI (g1, go + p2) 3 (pa + g3, LM)] (four-site chain) .

The general procedure is straightforward, efficient, and readily furnishes the necessary seed func-
tions with only algebraic manipulations.

4 Step 2: The intermediate wavefunction ),

In this section, we prescribe differential operators that transform the flat spacetime wavefunction
Yfat of Step 1 into an intermediate wavefunction, iy, with the correct exchange propagators
for a massless scalar field in dS up to overall powers of conformal time in the integrand. All the
additional time dependence brought about from the vertices and the associate powers of spatial
derivatives will be included in Step 3, which is discussed in the next section.

Before beginning the derivation let’s briefly introduce our notation. For scalars, the bulk-to-
boundary propagator K is given in terms of the mode functions ¢™ by

H o ikn
o™ (k,n) o (L —kn)e , ik
K(k,n) = = = (1 —ikn) ek 4.1
( 77) (;5"'(](3,0) ]223 (1—ik0)e’k0 ( 4 "7)6 ( )

where we took 19 — 0. The bulk-to-boundary propagator is
G(n,1' k) = iP (k) [0(n — ) EK*(n) K (1) + 0(n' —n)K* (") K (n) — K () K ()]

y Q(t_t’)¢‘(t)¢+(t’)+9(t’—t)¢_(t/)¢+(t)—¢+(t)¢+(t/)z:r$2; :

where now the power spectrum for a canonically normalized massless scalar in de Sitter is P(k) =

(4.2)

H?/(2k%) and we set H = 1 throughout. Notice that §;K carries two powers of conformal time
1 2 2 ik
0K (k,n) = E(%K(k:,n) = —Hk*n"e"™". (4.3)

We denote derivatives with respect to ¢ with a dot and those with respect to n with a prime.
The above propagators and mode functions are invariant under the full dS isometries, including
dS boosts. Conversely, we will allow for interactions that break dS boosts. This is important
to capture many of the leading phenomenological models of inflation, where the breaking of dS
boost is not slow-roll suppressed but can be large. In fact, for scalar perturbations in single-
field inflation the breaking of boosts is a necessary condition to have non-vanishing connected
correlators [14].

For simplicity, we will only consider parity even interactions, but we expect the generalization
to the parity odd case to be straightforward. Assuming parity, every pair of spatial derivatives
0; needs to be contracted with the inverse metric g% = (5,-j772H 2 and so every spatial derivative
carries one power of conformal time. The only inverse powers of conformal time come from
v—9g = (Hn)~* in the measure of the covariant spacetime integral (in conformal time). For
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example, a tree-level contribution to a de Sitter wavefunction coefficient 1, represented by a tree
diagram with I internal lines and V vertices without any time derivatives takes the form

I
({k } {pm} {k} _Z/ [H dnAFAHK aynA] [H G(pm)] ) (4’4)
m=1

acA

where each conformal time 74 is integrated from —oo(1—1€) to 0 with € > 0 being taken to zero at
the end of the calculation. This prescription projects out the Bunch-Davies vacuum in the past.
Here, F4 represents the vertex factor associated to each vertex A and collects all contractions
of spatial momenta and polarization tensors, as well as all the associated powers of 1. Where
no confusion arises, we will omit specifying the dependence of 1, on the internal energies p,,
and the scalar products of momenta {k}. In the presence of time derivative interactions some of
the bulk-to-boundary propagators K may become K’ and some of the bulk-to-bulk propagators
G = Gy may become Gy g, Gogr or Gyrgr.

4.1 Motivation

Before stating the general prescription for the intermediate wavefunction, we motivate it with an
explicit example. Consider the time integral

=1 / dnidnadns € 24994 Gy (1, 12, 1) G (12, 13, D2) -

Using (2.10) and (2.11)) and ignoring overall powers of conformal time we are motivated to consider
the function

Yint = Z/dmdnzdns e 2A9AM4 [2Glg. (1,12, 1) — O(m1 — 12)] (1 — 1395 ) Gt (112, 113, 2) -

The quantities iy and 1 differ by overall powers of the conformal times 1 23. However, this
difference can be fixed by taking an appropriate number of derivatives with respect to g4, which
act exclusively on the exponential bringing down the desired powers of 71 2 3. This is something
we will do in Step 3 and so, for the moment, we can neglect this difference. Our objective here
is instead to express 1y, as an operator acting on the three-site chain seed wﬁat and the two-site
chain seed wﬁat (because of the J-function term). Integrating by parts in 73, it is easy to see that
the answer is

Yint = (24 ¢304,) [leﬂat ﬂat

Via the application of external derivatives and contractions of polarization tensors and momenta,
arbitrarily many external particles with arbitrary interactions can be attached to the three ver-
tices. Therefore 1,4 corresponds to intermediate building block for infinite classes of wave-
function coefficients for massless scalars and gravitons. Let’s now move on to consider arbitrary
trees.
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Figure 5: Edge-labeled diagram with a choice of routing for the two ¢-type half-edges attached
to the central vertex.

4.2 The general case

Recall the relations we found between derivatives of the de Sitter bulk-to-bulk propagator G' and
the flat space propagator Gygae, ([2.9)-(2.11]), which we report here for convenience

1
Ggo(n,n,p) = o (1 =n00,)(1 =00y )Gaat(n, 0, p) +11/'6(n — )] (4.5)

Gyo(m,1'.p) =m0 [P*Gaas(n.,p) — 6(n —1)] (4.6)
Gaer (0,1, p) = (1 —n0n)n' Gaar(n,1',p) = Gye(n',n,p) .

When all bulk-to-bulk propagators G for a given diagram have been re-written as above, we
would like to interpret the resulting expression as a differential operator acting on a flatspace
seed wavefunction 112, To do this, we have to overcome two obstacles. First we have to account
for the factors (1 —n0,). We will now show that, by repeated use of integration by parts in time,
we can trade these time derivatives for differential operators that act exclusively on external
kinematics. We refer to this procedure as re-routing. Second, because of the delta functions
appearing above, the corresponding term can be obtained by acting on a flatspace wavefunction
Yf2t with the relevant edge collapsed. In particular, for a generic diagram with a number Ey44 of
Gy propagators and a number Ey 4 of Gy propagators, we must sum over all combinations
of collapsing (¢/¢’) and (¢¢) edges. This produces a sum over 2F¢¢TEs diagrams with only
propagators and no J-functions. We refer to this procedure as collapsing.

On re-routing Given a time integral with a factor of (1 — n0,) for every half-edge that is
labeled by a ¢, the objective is to re-route the time derivatives to a vertex that is connected
only to a single exchange edge. Then a final integration by parts acts purely on external mode
functions and can therefore be traded for a derivative with respect to some external energies q.
To begin, we note the relation

(14 pdyp — By, — 140y, )Ghat(na,nB,p) = 0. (4.8)

Given an edge that connects vertices at time n4 and np, consider the half-edge associated with
time n4. Using (&8]), we can choose to flow in one of two directions: either through the vertex
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at time 14 or through the vertex at time ng. This choice is depicted in Figure 2l In each case,
integration by parts forces us to accumulate (1 + p;,,0,,,) for every edge m we flow through and
(14 gc0y,.) for every vertex C we flow through, with a relative sign between the two choices of

direction. In this way we arrive at the following differential operators associated to each ¢-type
half-edge

Re-routing vertex side: Ar=1+

Y (L+acdye)+ Y (1+ pmapm)] ; (4.9)
C m

Re-routing opposite-vertex side: A, =1 — [Z (14 gc0y.) + Z (14 pmOp,, )] , (4.10)
C m

where the sums run over all verticed!d €' and edges m encountered as one flows from the given
half-edge out of diagram. For each ¢-type half edge, there are two choices for A, corresponding
to flowing in the direction of the vertex to which the half-edge is attached, namely “vertex side”,
or in the opposite direction, namely “opposite vertex side”. The rerouting procedure prescribed
above relies upon the tree approximation.

On collapsing edges: To account for the delta functions in (£3]) and (6] we have to consider
diagrams where one or more edges have been collapsed and the associated vertices have been
merged. The re-routing operator in (£9]) is to be applied for each ¢ half-edge for each of the
diagrams in the set of 28¢¢ TF¢ ways of collapsing edges. We now provide some notation for
organizing the collapsing of edges. It is important to distinguish between the the collapsing of ¢¢
or ¢'¢' edges as they have a different factors. The differential operators we will discuss in Step 3
will act the sum of all collapsed contributions. Moreover, when both collapsing and re-routing are
needed, the necessary re-routing operators A, need to be applied to each collapsed contribution.
Here we specify what data is necessary to associate with the merged vertex produced upon
collapsing an edge. Figure [6] depicts the two possibilities for collapsing. We consider an edge
connecting vertices A and B collapsing down to an effective vertex AB. Denote as d4 and dp
the powers of conformal time at the respective vertices, which are given by (2]). We find in each

case
. _ a1
collapsing 66 — 1y ™’ ™" | —5nansd(na —np)| (4.11)
collapsing ¢'¢’ — 7]%“_477%3_4 [—d(na —nB)] - (4.12)

Since the overall powers of 17 will be accounted for in Step 3, the factors that need to be included
for each collapsed edge in Step 2 are simply

1
collapsing ¢¢ — —ﬁaq 4045 collapsing ¢'¢/ — —1. (4.13)

0T our procedure every vertex C' has some corresponding qc, even if in the final graph there are no external
legs attached to that vertex. This vertex energy gc is hit by various J,. derivatives, as for example here in the
re-routing operator or in (B.I]) in Step 3. It is only after all derivatives have been taken that the gc corresponding
to a given vertex should be set to zero if there are no external lines attached to it.
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AB

| =<

AB

Figure 6: Here we depict edge collapsing in the case of ¢¢ and ¢'¢’ propagators. For ¢¢ we need
a factor of p=29,,0,,, whereas for ¢'¢/ just a factor of —1.

The above operators should be applied after the application of re-routing operators on the col-
lapsed diagram. Finally, the overall powers of p,, in ([d3)-(@.7) require that we multiply all terms
contributing in Step 2 by the overall factor

p:Hpngp%, (4.14)

@'’ oo~

where the products are over propagators of each type.
In summary, for each internal propagator in Step 2 we have to perform the following operations

¢'¢’ — collapsing , ¢¢' — re-routing, ¢¢ — collapsing & re-routing . (4.15)

4.3 Examples

In the following we present several examples with two, three and four vertices (“sites”), respec-
tively.

Two-site classification: Now we classify the different ;¢ with a two-site skeleton. There
are three possibilities, corresponding to the three choices for the bulk-to-bulk propagator (up
to permutations). The ¢'¢’ case requires only collapsing an edge according to (£I2]), but no
re-routing. Since all overall factors of i will be included in Step 3, we can neglected them at this
stage, and the result is simply

¢ ¢ @'’

qQ P q2 Vint

(4.16)

= p*plat (g1, g2) — Y (q1 + q2),

where the arguments of ¥f#¢ refer to the sums ¢; and go of external energies connected to each
of the two vertices. For example, 9q,¢1 has a single external energy which should be taken to
be the sum of the external energies at the two vertices that have been collapsed to one by the ¢
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function in (2.10). So it’s argument is ¢; + g2. Notice the factor of —1 in front of the contribution
from collapsing the ¢/¢’ edge, as dictated by ({I3]).

The ¢/¢ case requires re-routing with the operators in (£3]), but no collapsing is needed since
there are no delta functions in ([2.I0). Re-routing the factor of (1 — 7'9,) on the ¢ vertex side
using the vertex-side operator in (4.9) we find

¢’ ¢
q1 b q2

wld)n/td) = (2+ @205,V (1. q2).- (4.17)

The propagator Gg, was given in (2Z9)). When re-written in terms of Gpyt it has both a delta
function and time derivatives so it needs both collapsing and re-routing (see ([4.I3])). Re-routing
vertex-side each of the time derivatives with (€3] we find the final result

¢ ¢
I > = V0= F 2 0100)(2 + R0V (01,02) = 200 00,01 (01 + 2).
(4.18)
These are the three 5, needed to compute the contribution to the exchange contributions to
the trispectrum from ¢® and ¢(09¢$)? interactions. We begin to appreciate the advantages offered
by our approach as we explore more complicated examples.

Three-site examples The next example is the three-site chain, namely a skeleton with two
bulk-to-bulk propagators and three vertices. At tree level there is a single possible topology. By
appropriately collapsing and re-routing we find

d), ¢/ (Z)/ ¢/

AN a2 P2 a3 _ p%p%wgat _ p%¢§2t _ pg¢§ja%t + ¢Il‘lat : (4.19)
¢ ¢ ¢ ¢’

a @ P2 B (34 40,) [p%wglat _ pllat] |
¢ ¢ ¢ ¢/

1
BB oS04 0d) (1= a0 ) Y~ p0 0l
1

— (24 00y) (24 @20y + as0y) V3 — 0]
as well as

¢ ¢ 9 ¢/
q1 P1 q2 P2 a3 _ (2 + Q13q1) (-1— 430, —pzam) glat’

¢ ¢ ¢ ¢
a N Q2 P2 a3 _ (2+ q10y,) (24 g30,,) wgat7

¢’ ¢ ¢ ¢’
a1 b1 a2 P2 43

= (_1 - p18p1 - ‘Jlath) (_1 - p28p2 - Q38q3) 3ﬂat )
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and finally

¢ ¢ ¢ ¢’

—1—q3045 — P29,
oo m b S0 T (04 010, (<1 - 00, - )
1

— 04y Og wa%} ; (4.20)

¢ ¢ ¢ ¢

(2+ @10;,)
a n e b2 B = p2 = [(2 + Q38II3)(_1 - p28p2 - Q38f13) Efilat - aq28q31/){212t )
2

¢ o ¢ ¢

1
N b1 © b2 B = pg—pg [(2 + QIath)(Z + Q3aqa)(_1 - QIath - plapl)(_l - Q38113 - p2ap2) gat_
1£72

(2 + Q38II3)(_1 - Q36113 - p28p2)a¢11 8II2¢§%+
—(24q104) (=1 — q104 — plapl)aqzaqgwgit + Oy Qiaqaw{fat] .
(4.21)

Notice that in each case there are 2F¢'¢/FF¢s contributions, namely 1, 2 or 4, as expected on
general grounds. Here we left the arguments of the seed wavefunction 2 implicit, but they are
recovered by the expressions below:

it = i (g1, g2, q35 1, 12) it = B (g1 + go, 33 p2) (4.22)
ot = 8* (g1, g2 + q3p1) fat — 2t (g1 + g2 + g3) - (4.23)

Four-site example: the flux capacitor As an example of a four-site chain with four vertices
and three edges (bulk-to-bulk propagators), we study the flux capacitor with only ¢™ interac-
tions, so that all half-edges are of the ¢’ type. Since all half-edges have one time derivative,
all propagators are of the type Gy 4 and we don’t need any re-routing, only summing over all
possible contractions. Using the following kinematical variables

q1 q2
b1 D2

q4

ps3

4 (4.24)

the result is

fl it P
Pt P — 2228 (g1, g2, 03, q1) — PIPSVI (g1, qa + g3, g2) + 2 perm’s (4.25)

+ 38 (g1, g0 + g3 + q1) + 2 perm’s — I (g1 + g0 + g3 + qu) -

g
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General ¢ theory From the few examples above it is straightforward to see what i, will
be for a general tree diagram with only ¢ interactions:

2! I-nc
CAEEDY [(—1)’“ w11 p?n] . (4.26)

collapsings

Here the sum is over the 2! possible ways of collapsing any number n.. of the total I edges with a
factor of (—1) for each of the collapsed edges and a factor of p2, for each of the I —n, un-collapsed
edges.

5 Step 3: The final de Sitter wavefunction v

In the last step, Step 3, we specify the interactions that take place at each of the vertices and
determine the final operators we apply to obtain the desired de Sitter wavefunction.

The function ;¢ is dictated by the skeleton and number of time-derivatives on half-edges.
From this point we can specify at each vertex an arbitrary SO(3) invariant interaction which
produces enough powers of conformal time to obey the bound in (Z1]). Because we start from the
function 2t which does not have the measure factor /—g = (nH)™*, it need be the case that
each vertex carries four or more powers of conformal time. In the next section we will discuss
a generalisation to couplings in general relativity (GR), some of which have negative powers of
7. Therefore, to get the correct result for a given interaction, we need to count the powers in
excess of n? and produce them with derivatives acting on external energies. This net power of
conformal time 14 at a given vertex is d4 — 4, where d (see (2.I))) is twice the number of time
derivatives (since K ~ nK’ ~ n?) plus the number of spatial derivatives (since 9;0;¢" ~ n?). The
minus four comes from the /—g ~ 1n~* measure of the spacetime integral. Therefore, we need to
generate d4 — 4 additional powers of 14 with derivatives with respect to external kinematic
q4. Furthermore, we also need to account for the fact that the bulk-to-boundary propagators for
external legs are those in ([&Il), which differ from the flat space propagators in ([3:2]) by a factor
of (1 — tkn). This missing factor can be simply generated by the acting with the differential
operator (1 — ky0,,) where k;, is the energy of an external leg that is attached to a vertex A with
total external energy ¢4.

Given the above discussion, we are now in the position of specifying the differential operator
that need to act on each vertex A:

8dA—4
Ay = A—da ( I1 k-g) (H (1- k;ban)> pRr=g (5.1)

acK'’ beK A

Here the first product goes over all external energies k, of external legs that have one time
derivative (bulk-to-boundary propagator K'), while the second goes over all external energies k,
of external legs without any time derivatives (bulk-to-boundary propagator K). An operator A4

1Gince ga is the sum of the external energies ko for the legs attached to the vertex A, we could alternatively
take this derivative with respect to any of these k.
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must be applied for each vertex A. Notice that we are assuming throughout that the external
mode functions are all massless de Sitter mode functions as in (£I]). The counting of derivatives
is based on the uncollapsed graph, as the intermediate wave-function accounted already for all
effects of collapsing.

Additionally, we must account for all contractions of spatial momenta and possibly polarization
tensors that are dictated by the nature of the interaction at each vertex. These are given by the
contractions of spatial vectors dictated by the spatial derivatives at each vertex. We denote this
additional factor for all vertices collectively by F'. In this way, we can express the final de Sitter
wavefunction coefficient 1) as

b=F (H AA> Yint (5.2)
A
with the operator A4 defined in (5.I]) and )i, the output of Step 2.

5.1 General properties

The tree-level contributions to wavefunction coefficients possess general properties that become
manifest in our differential representation. We highlight some of these properties below.

Scale invariance Because of scale invariance, all contributions to the dS n-point wavefunction
coefficient ¢, mus scale as k3. This can be seen in the differential representation as follows.
First notice that for a diagram with V vertices the flat spacetime seed function scales as

pllat o g2V (5.3)

Then, it’s easiest to account in one go for both Step 2 and the factor of k2 in Step 3 corresponding
to a time derivative on an external leg. This can can be thought of as a k for every ¢’ half-edge
or ¢ external leg, a k! for every ¢ half-edge, and a factor of k for every external leg. This
correctly accounts for both the P factor in (4.14]) and for the two prefactors in (5.1]). Finally, the
derivative in (5.1)) gives a k*~? for every vertex. Putting it all together we have

d1n v v
I 1—2V—|—n+§A:(nai+nat—n¢)+§B:(4—dB) (5.4)
v
~ 1_2‘/"‘”"’2(”&- +ng, —ng +4 —2ny, — ng,) (5.5)
A
~1=2V 4 n 44V = ny (5.6)
A
~142V4+n—21+n)=1+2(V-I1)=3, (5.7)

12This scaling is violated by logarithmic corrections, which appear already at tree-level. The variation of loga-
rithmic terms are analytical in two or more momenta (not energies) and therefore correspond to contact terms in
position space. This mirrors the structure of Weyl anomalies in CFT’s, as expected from AdS/CFT [51].
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where ng is the number of fields without time derivatives in a given vertex A, such that ny =
ng + ng, is the valency of that verte. Also, in the fourth and fifth steps we used the graph
identities

> na=2I+n, V=I+1. (5.8)
A

Partial and total energy poles The differential representation makes it clear that, by con-
struction, the result is a rational functio 4 The only allowed poles are those that already exist
in the seed wavefunction 112¢. The poles in ¥f12* are constrained to be very specific linear com-
binations of energy variables determined by the following construction [3]. Consider a general
“skeleton” diagram, namely a diagram where all external legs have been removed. As always
we associate an energy ga to each vertex and an energy p.,, to each edge. Let v be a generic
connected sub-diagram and let 9y be the set of all edges that are (i) attached to vertices in ~y
and (i) not included in 7. The corresponding partial energy variable is defined by

E.\/EZQA-I- Z D - (5.9)
Bl

meoy

The only possible poles in w‘ﬂ,at and hence in the full ,, are partial energies of some connected
sub-diagram. This includes as a limiting case the total energy kr = > ga = >, ko corresponding
to the sub-diagram in question being the full diagram itself. Despite appearances, the factor p, >
in ([@I4]) does not introduce poles in the edge energies p,, because these are canceled by zeros in
the associated bulk-to-bulk propagators. In fact, the absence of these divergences can be used as
a starting point to derive the manifestly local test, as shown in [18].

Order of the total and partial energy poles The order of the total and partial energy
poles are fixed by the mass dimensions of the vertices involved in the corresponding diagram. In
general, if

1
li ~
E},IEO ¥ EY

(5.10)

we cal p, the order of the corresponding partial energy pole. This obeys the upper bound

p, <1+ ) (dims—4). (5.11)
Aery

where dim 4 is the mass dimension of the vertex A, given by@

dimg = ng + 2ng, +ny, . (5.12)

3 To avoid the cumbersome notation ngt, nﬁ etc. we have left implicit the dependence on A of ng, no, and ng,.

“Tndeed the differential representation discussed so far is valid when all interactions obey d > 4 in which case
no logarithmic terms can arise.

15We use the non-italicised “p” to avoid confusion with the edge energy p.

15Since ngy counts only the ¢’s without time derivatives, we need a factors of 2 in front of ns, to count the ¢’s
with one time derivative.
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When p corresponds to the total energy kp, this upper bound on the order of the corresponding
pole was derived in [I7] using scale invariance and dimensional analysis. When p corresponds
to the order of a partial energy poles, a bound can be derived using the cosmological cutting
rules [20], which fix all terms with partial energy divergences [I8] using unitarity. Instead, here
we derive this bound from our differential representation. The seed wavefunction has a simple
pole in all partial energies. The order of this pole increases by one when it is hit by a differential
operator in Step 2 and Step 3 of our construction. In Step 2 we need to apply the re-routing
operator for every internal half-edge of the ¢ type. This operator involves at most one derivative
and therefore can raise the order of the pole by at most one. Notice that one can always choose
the re-routing such that the half-edges external to a given sub-diagram never flows through that
sub-diagram. Hence we need to only sum over the half-edges contained in a given sub-diagram.
We can also increase the partial energy pole by one with the derivative term k;0,, in (B for
every external leg of the ¢ type. Finally, the 0,, operators in (5.I]) can increase the order by
da — 4. Putting it all together we find

D, <1+ Z nglternal + Z n;}ﬁxternal + Z (dC' - 4) (513)
A B C
=1+ (ng+ng +ng —4) =1+ (dimy —4), (5.14)
A Aey

which proves our claim.

Manifestly local test A theory is said to be manifestly local when all interactions are products
of a fields and and a finite number of their derivatives at the same spacetime point. The tree-level
wavefunction coefficients for manifestly local theories of massless scalars and gravitons in dS must
obey the simple condition (see [I8] for more details)

Ok Un(kiy .o ykay. oo kns...)

where in taking the derivative one should keep fixed all internal energies p,,, all the other external

pao =0 (5.15)

energies k; with b # a and all contractions of spatial momenta k, - k;. In other words, there is
no linear term in k, when Taylor expanding 1), around k, = 0. It is straightforward to see that
our differential representation indeed satisfies this manifestly local test. From the form of A4
in (5.1) it is immediately clear that for all external legs with a time derivative 1, ~ O(k2) as
kq — 0, which therefore satisfies (5.15]). For external legs without time derivatives we notice that

Ok, [H(l — k0, ) F = O, [H(l — ko, ) F (5.16)
b kq=0 b kq=0
= | =[]0 = k0k, )0k, F + [ [ (1 = ko0, )0k, F|  =0. (5.17)
ba b

ka=0

5.2 Examples

To clarify our whole procedure we provide here the differential representations for a series of
wavefunction coeflicients.
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One-site chain: contact diagrams As a natural starting point, we now compute contact
diagrams. Even though these are quite easily computed also in the time-integral representation,
they are simple enough to provide a good example of our procedure. For example consider the
contact contribution to 1, from the interaction

_ 9 4—n/ n\n
ﬁint_ﬁa ()", (5.18)

which has mass dimension dim = 2n. The flat space seed wavefunction of Step 1 is simply
Q,Z){fat = 1/q where ¢ is the sum of all external energy and so can also be written as the more
familiar total energy, ¢ = kr. Since there are no propagators, there is no need to perform Step
2. Finally, in Step 3 we hit ¢1#* with the operator in (5.1) where d = 2n:

n 2
1
__2n—4 2n—4
Un = gi 0}“>%TE; (5.19)
n ka 2
::gf"_A(Qn——4)!££%%:§l— (5.20)
kT

We remind the reader that we work in units of the Hubble parameter, which is constant in de
Sitter, so H = 1. Notice that the order p of the total energy pole 1/k%. matches what’s expected
on the general grounds of scale invariance and dimensional analysis [17]

p=1+) (dimy—4), (5.21)
A

where in general the sum goes over all vertices A in the diagram. For the contact interaction in
(5I8]) this correctly reproduces p = 2n — 3, in agreement with (5.20)).

As another example consider
Ling = ga* 7" (0;00i0)" (5.22)

which has mass dimension dim = 4n. The seed function of Step 1 is again 1/kp and Step 2 is
trivial. Finally, Step 3 gives us the final answer

2n
1
_ 17:2n—4 _ 2n—4
bon = Fi L|:|1(1 kaakT)] B (5.23)

where F' is the sum over all permutations o of the 2n external legs of the product of all possible
pairings

F= Z (kal : k02) (kcrs : k04) oo (k0'2n71 : kUZn) . (5'24)

The expression for 19, can be re-written in terms of elementary symmetric polynomials e, for
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q1 q2

Figure 7: The scalar quartic wavefunction ¢j from the exchange of the same scalar in the s-
channel.

2n variables

eo=1, (5.25)

e1= Y kj =kr, (5.26)
1<j1<2n

€2 = Z k‘j ka 5 (527)
1<j1<ja2<2n

eq = > kjkjy -k, (5.28)
1<51<g2<+<ja<2n

€ = k‘lk,’g e k‘gn . (529)

The final wavefunction coefficient then becomes

2n
o 2n +a —4)!
1][)211 = F22n 4 E GQ(WLT?’), (530)
a=0 T

for which the largest total energy pole p = 4n— 3 is in agreement with the general result in (5.21]).

Two-site chain: single-exchange diagram A more potent example of our differential rep-
resentation is the calculation of the most important wavefunction coefficients generated by the
leading operators in the Effective Field Theory of inflation [46]. Here we will discuss the quartic
exchange wavefunction 1] in the s-channel. Other channels are simply obtained by permutations.
We will consider all the possible combinations of the cubic, shift-symmetric interactions

g1

Sa(@) + Lad' (0:6)° (5.31)

£int = 9

These are expected to be the leading ones in the decoupling limit. Let’s start with the exchange
generated by two insertions of (¢’)3. In Step 1 we write down the corresponding flat space
wavefunction

1 1
pllat — , Pt = , 5.32
2 (@1 + @2)(q1 +p)(q2 +p) ! o+ a2 (5:32)
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where the single vertex wavefunction g, 1 will be needed in the contractions of the (¢'d)
propagator. As depicted in Figure [, we have two external legs attached to each vertex, so
we have the relations

@ = ki +ka, q2 = k3 + ka, p=lki +kof. (5.33)
Moving on to Step 2, we can use the result of (£.I6]) to write

Yt = PPt — gt (5.34)

2
= b - (5.35)
(i + @) +p)(ee+p) a+aq '

Finally, moving on to Step 3, we have to apply one differential operator A; to the first vertex
with the power of conformal time given by d; = 2 x 3+ 0 = 6 and another As to the other vertex
with do = 6. Hence, we find our final differential representation for this wavefunction coefficient:

U = gR (R RIRIRD)OS, 05,05t - (5.36)
This is a very compact representation of the result and the derivatives can be calculated in a
software such as Mathematica in a fraction of a second. The result is conveniently written in
terms of kr =Y, kq, Er, = q1 + p and Eg = g2 + p in the form

2
Y = dg} (kykokskap)® 0 + ’ = + =S + (= + — +
KELER  kAELER \E, ' Er)  KELEr \E,  Ep

g (e ) ey — (5.37)
k2E?E% \E,  Er) krEE3 p*k}]’ '

As a second case we consider inserting the (¢') interaction on the left vertex, corresponding
to g1 and ¢'(0;$)% on the other vertex, corresponding to ga. Step 1 is just the same as in the
previous case and gives the flat space wavefunctions in (5.32)). In Step 2 we encounter two
types of propagators, the one corresponding to (¢'¢’), which we computed in (5.34]), and the one
corresponding to (¢'¢), which arises when the time derivative in ¢/(9;¢)? hits an external leg.
For this latter case we can use (4.17])

YO0 = (24 god, )i (5.38)

@192+ p (20 +q2) (5.30)
(p+a1)(P+ a2)*(q1 + g2)?

We are finally ready to perform Step 3 by acting with the differential operator in (G.I]) on the
two vertices, which have respectively dj =2 x 3+ 0 =6 and dy =2 x 14+ 2 = 4. Accounting for
the two possible propagators and the factor of F' from the contraction of spatial derivatives on
the second vertex, we find

1/}2192 _ —glgzk%k%agl {k3 ~ky(1 — k304,)(1 — k‘4aqz)1/1¢’q§'+

int

+ (ks pAE (1~ udy,) + ks - p A2 (1 hsdy)] 05} (5.40)
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o(k1) o (ko) ¢(ks) d(ks) ¢(ks)

q1 q3
p1 q2 P2

Figure 8: The scalar quintic wavefunction ¢ from the double exchange of the same scalar.

As our last example, we derive the differential representation for two insertions of ¢'(9;$)%. This
is the longest expression because it involves also a third type of exchange propagator without
any time derivatives. The intermediate wavefunction for that case was worked out in Section 4.3
Following the prescribed rules, the full wavefunction is

¢92g2 =02 [(kl ko) (ks - ka)(1 — k1 q1)(1 k28q1)(1 k38q2)(1 k4aqz)wmt
+ k3 (k1 - ko) (p - ka) (1= k10, )(1 = k2, ) (1 = ka5
+ k3 (k- ) (ks - ka) (1 = k195, ) (1 — ks, ) (1 — kady, Jurg +
k2k2 (ko - p) (kg - p)(1 — ko, )(1 — /<:48qz)¢mt] + 3 perms, (5.41)

where it’s understood that in each exchange class we sum over the necessary permutations of
labels for external lines and the three iy are given in (4.16), (£17)) and (4.I8]). Here the three
permutations correspond the exchange of 1 ++ 2, 3 <+ 4 and the combination of these two.

Three-site chain: double-exchange diagram The previous examples discussed diagrams
for which the integral bulk representation is still a practical computational tool because there
are at most two nested time integrals. Here we want to show that the differential representation
remains quite simple and easy to derive also when the number of nested time integrals grows,
which makes a brute force bulk time integration very slow. As an example, we discuss the
(tree-level) five-point function from three insertions of (¢’)3. For Step 1 we need the flat space
wavefunction corresponding to the three site chain, which we computed in ([B3.14]) (see Figure [§
for the definition of kinematical variables)

1 1 1
P = ( + ) . (5.42)
(1 +a2+a3)(q1 +p1)(q2+p1+p2)(@3+p2) \a1+q2+p2  q+a+p1

The corresponding intermediate wavefunction was computed in (€19,

¢1¢I)1t¢ ' __ — p1p27pﬂat _ p1¢ﬂat pzwﬂat ¢ﬂat ’ (543)

where wﬁat is the flat space wave-function for a two-site chain for thediagram made from collapsing
the ps exchange edge and wﬂat is that made from collapsing the p; exchange edge. Since the ¢
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44

Figure 9: The flux capacitor contribution to the 6-point function g from the interaction ¢’ /3!

interaction has d = 6, the desired de Sitter wavefunction is simply
3 5 ISy
vg = - <H kz%) O O 07 (5.44)
a=1

Four-site chain: the flux capacitor Using the result for the flux-capacitor intermediate
wavefunction 9y, in ([#25]), and assuming that all interactions are of the form ¢’2/3, it is imme-
diate to write down the six-point wavefunction coefficient associated with the diagram in Figure
9

6 4
ve = [[ %2 [] 02, e - (5.45)
A=1

a=1

General ¢ theory For a general theory with ¢/ interactions for any set of n’s, we computed
the intermediate wavefunction in (£.20]) for any tree-level diagram with an arbitrary number of
internal and external propagators. Using that fact that a ¢ interaction has d = 2n, we find that
the final dS wavefunction is simply given by

n 14
o =[R2 TT (-1 0204 i (5.46)
a=1 A=1

where n 4 is the valency of the vertex A and v, was given in (E26]).

6 Minimal coupling to gravity

In this section, we show how to generalise our differential representation to describe gravitational
interactions, which contain terms with only two spatial derivatives and hence violate the inequal-
ity in (ZI]). This issue can be overcome both for contact and exchange diagrams at tree level. As
concrete examples, we discuss the quartic scalar and quartic graviton wavefunction coefficients
induced by graviton exchange in GR.
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6.1 Contact diagrams

To describe minimal coupling to gravity, we need to accommodate interactions with two deriva-
tives. Two time derivatives are already accounted for by our previous treatment because they
satisfy (2.0)). Assuming parity, the only other Optio is an interaction with two spatial deriva-
tives. Since this has d = 2 it violates (2.I)) and has the following time-dependent integrand (up
to overall factors of k)

z'/dna2K”, (6.1)

with K the massless propagators in (4.1]). At the contact level, this interaction does not yield
a finite wavefunction as it has a divergent imaginary part. This can be seen by counting the
powers of 1. However, notice that, for parity-even interactions, it is only the real part of ¢ that
contributes to the correlator. This is IR finite despite the 1/n divergence in the imaginary part
of . Explicitly, the n-point contact diagram produces the integral

Ve = z/ i—g [ = ikam)et*en. (6.2)
a=1

How can we obtain this 1/9? term by acting with derivatives on the flat-space seed wavefunction,
where no such factor is present? We observe that the above can be re-expressed as

e =i / dn _an<e“:">—fj(—m)p‘?ep({ka})e“”” , (6.3)

p=2

where e,({k,}) is the elementary symmetric polynomial of order p in the k,’s, e.g. ea(u, v, w) =
uv + uw + vw. The n — 0 limit produces a divergence in the first term. If we consider the real
part, the divergence drops out and we find

etkrno _ o—ikrno

=Yty (6.4)
T

p=2

1
Re ¢ = — - li
© rl,[)c 2 n()lglo 70

and so we have
(p—2)!
_1 M
ki

Re e = br — 3 ep({ka})

p=2

(6.5)

This is in agreement with the classic result in [3I]. For more general diagrams we need to
accommodate exchange diagrams containing vertices with d = 2, of the same form as The
total derivative leveraged in equation (6.3]) allows us to do this.

"When solving for the constrained lapse and shift one also generates non-manifestly local interactions for the
graviton and for gravitationally coupled scalars. Counting an inverse Laplacian as contributing —2 to ns,, we have
checked that these interactions all have d > 4 and so fall within the regime of applicability of the techniques we
have presented in the first part of the paper, where manifest locality was not assumed.
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6.2 Exchange Diagrams

In an exchange diagram, the vertex in (6.Il), which has d = 2, will generically have [ bulk-to-
boundary propagators and n — [ bulk-to-bulk propagators attached to it:

l n—l
d N
/- . / n_Z [T = ikame™ ™ TT G0l pm) - (6.6)
a=1 m=1

As in the contact case, we can express this as

/ /dn N "< Zm) _El:(—“?) p({ka})e't" Tl lGn,m,pm , (6.7)

p:2 m=1

where g4 = Zl kq. We can integrate by parts and observe that

n—I

1

hm G(U, nzvpm) - 0 (68)
n—0 77

which ensures the vanishing of the boundary term. Therefore the portion of the time-integral
from this vertex is

n—I

l
/ / dneioan %%—Z(—m) (k)| TT GOt pm). (6.9)
p=2

m=1
Applying this argument to diagrams with multiple vertices with d = 2 we end up with

l

/HdnAeiqA"A — Z —ina)P "ep({ka}) H G(pm) - (6.10)
A

p=2

Thus far we have merely performed the same integration by parts employed in the contact case
at all vertices in an exchange graph. In (6.I0]) this is expressed as an operator in conformal time
acting on G = Ggye propagators. That is, in the language of previous sections, we have time
derivatives or powers of conformal time acting on half-edges of the ¢ type. Notice that when
Oy, acts on the propagator we get an additional factor of conformal time as in ([2.I0), so the
expression in (G.I0) manifestly satisfies the condition in (Z]) at the vertex in question. Indeed
we see that the application of the derivative expands the time integral in (6.9]) into a sum over
n — [+ 1 time integrals of the type computed in previous sections.

Generically, when the number of symmetric polynomial terms [ —p is greater than 1, we cannot
write a “local” differential operator acting on the seed function (conversely this is possible for the
leading n = 3 case which we consider below). The difference between these is the A4 operator,
which accounts for the overall power of conformal time at the vertex A. However, these differing
operators will not in general commute with the differential operators associated with other parts
of the diagram and therefore cannot be locally lumped with the operator coming from %8,7.
Therefore, for general n one must consider a sum of 27 diagrams where Vg is the number of
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Figure 10: Expansion for vertices of type 77% [1(¢mi)i where ¢,,,; denotes massless mode function.
The first term in the expansion denotes a sum over half-edges Am, namely the part of edge m
ending on the vertex A, where that half-edge becomes a ¢’. In the second term all half-edges are
of the ¢-type, corresponding to the ordinary massless mode functions.

vertices with d = 2. At each vertex we must apply the local expansion depicted in Fig. [0l The
expansion has two terms: one for the time derivative portion of (6.9) and one for the second term.
We can prescribe the associated differential operators for each of these. For the first diagram,
coming from the time derivative term, we have differential operators:

n—l
¢ 1 'A
Agrav - Z Pm H p_,A?Z ’
m=1 m/#m "™

(6.11)

where the sum runs over all n — [ bulk-to-bulk propagators that are hit by the time derivative,
and the product is over the remaining propagators. The second term has differential operators

Afav = 3 ep({ka ) T AR,

p=2 " (6.12)
Ap=— 3 (=0g,)P2.

p=2

In these expression we have specified where the re-routing operator A,, starts from, namely from
the half-edge mA which is the part of the edge m that ends on the vertex A. These operators
completely prescribe the computation of the uncollapsed contribution, but we still have to specify
the collapsed contribution.

The complete prescription requires specification of the complementary half-edges on each
propagator. However, while remaining agnostic about A’ we can restate the relevant form of
equation .17l for a vertex A:

. _ -4 1
collapsing ¢¢ — <Z ep({ka}) (=g, )P 2) g [ﬁmmﬁ(m —na)| (6.13)
p
collapsing ¢'¢' — nf{i"_4 [—0(na —na)] - (6.14)
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n = 3 We now restrict to the case of n = 3 and provide some examples. This involves the
by now familiar collapsing procedure, coming from the ¢’ or ¢ that has been generated via
the respective term in the integration by part being paired with ¢ or ¢ at A’. The leading
gravitational interactions have n = 3. After integration by part, the vertex is

/' -'/dneiQA" [%@7 - 62({/%})511] ille(nméypm) (6.15)

where the Kronecker d;; manifests that we only get the second term inside the square brackets
if we have precisely one exchange propagator attached to the vertex in question. This case
is particularly simple because of the absence of overall powers of 7 at this vertex that need be
accounted for and we can prescribe the differential operator locally, without the generic expansion
over multiple diagrams described above. In particular, the differential operator associated to a
vertex is

l l
A= | o TT A0 | - ealfhah)on [T —ant. (6.16)
m—1 m'£m P m Pm
where the sum and products over m and m’ run only over the [ internal lines. The differential
operators A, starting from an half-edge mA were defined in (2.12]) and depend on the energy
variables in the diagram; it should be understood that these are defined on a common choice
of energy flow out of the diagram as depicted in Figure [2l Moreover, the differential operator
associated with this vertex at the final step is trivial, as all  dependence has been accounted for,
A4 = 1, leaving only tensor and momentum contractions to be multiplied out front. The final
ingredient to be accounted for is the collapsing of edges. The collapsing proceeds in the same
way as described previously. In all cases, the vertex in (6.I5]) implies d4 = 4, and the specific
contractions depend on the vertices to which A is connected. Below we apply this prescription
to four-point exchange diagrams. As an example, consider the following time integral:

. . ki k ksk
I = /dmdngelqmlezqznz [771—18,71 _ %] [772—18,,2 — %} G¢¢(171,772,p) (6.17)

This is the time integral relevant for graviton exchange in minimal coupling to gravity. We have
applied the integration by part discussed above to both vertices. Note that the term with two
time derivatives 0y, 9y, and the term without any time derivative will correspond to ¢'¢’ and ¢¢
propagators respectively. These propagators display delta functions that need to be accounted
for by the procedure of collapsing. In the next section we will use the differential operator
prescription to compute the wavefunction for this process.

6.3 Example: Scalars exchanging a graviton

A massless scalar ¢ minimally coupled to gravity has the following interaction vertex with
transverse-traceless tensor fluctuations ;;:

d g
Sint = / n—gdgx’yljai(baj(b. (6.18)
In the following we compute the contribution to the four-scalar wavefunction coefficient 4
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Figure 11: The s-channel graviton-exchange contribution to ;.

from the s-channel exchange of a graviton and two insertions of this interaction, as depicted in
Figure [[Il This was previously computed in [52] using the bulk representation and in [53] for
the wavefunction (see also [15]). Let’s use the above prescription for one of the two interaction
vertices. We notice that each vertex has a single internal line attached, so we should choose
I =1 in (@I6). This implies that both terms in (6.16) are non-vanishing. The left vertex with
q1 = k1 + ko energy gives the differential operator

eo(ky, k ek
alt = p— 2B 049 = p- B4 0, (6.19)

where we have use the vertex-side definition of A, in (2:I2]). Combining the differential operators
of each vertex one finds

Agrav = Agiay A& (6.20)
ko1 ke kisk
= |p— %(2 + qlaql)] [ - %(2 + @20, | (6.21)

where we cut our momentum flow along the single internal line. This differential operator fully
accounts for the exchanged time integral. We finally account for collapsed contributions, of
which there are two: one of the (¢/¢') type, corresponding to the term with two time derivative
in ([GI7), and one of the (¢p¢) type, corresponding to the term without any time derivatives.
These contribute in the same way as discussed in Section [l with two time derivatives needed on
the (p¢) collapse. Therefore we have

kikoksk
collapsed contribution: — (1 + %%18@) flat (6.22)

where w{lat =kp 1 with kr = > ko = q1 + q2. Putting together all contributions we find

¢4¢ =F [—(1 + k1k2k3k48q18q2) ?at + ALC& ARight {21at:| (6.23)

grav—grav
_ 5 [ 1 2k1koksky . ( k1ko ksky

33 ——(2 - ==(2 flat 24
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where 412 is the flatspace seed function in (3.12)), and the vertex is given by
F =3 e(p)etu(~p)kikpRER], (6.25)
s=+

with p he internal momentum p = k; + ks. This sum can be re-written without any reference

to the polarization tensors €;;(p) using (see e.g. [4])

Z = €;;(P)en(—P) = Mg + TumjK — TijThL Tij = 0ij — % ; (6.26)
s=42
This gives
o ki -pka - ko -Dky -
€5;e ki kIRE R, = <k1 ks + %) (kz ki %) (6.27)
ki -pks- ko -pks-
T <kl Kt #) (k2 st #) (6.28)
p p
ki -pks- ks -pky-
_ <k1 Kot #> <k3 Kt w) , (6.20)
p p
6.4 Example: Gravitons exchanging a graviton
If we consider the tensor self-interaction at third order we have the vertex
dn 1
/ﬁdg!ﬂ <%mjz - 57@%1) 0kOij (6.30)

which produces an identical time integral as the one in the previous example but a different
polarization structure out front. In particular one has

by = F —é - % + <p1 - %(2 + q18q1)> <p1 - %(2 + q28q2)> gat] . (6.31)
where the vertex now is
F = ey (ky)eg (ko) tijitajo [Z Efzf(p)eikf(—p)] Epms (K3) € (Ka) bt (6.32)
o
with
tiji = Okl + Sap’ + 6ijk! tiji = 0kl + ouk + ;. (6.33)

If desired, the sum over polarization tensors can again be re-written as in (6.26]). Notice that
(631)) is not the only contributions to the graviton quartic wavefunction coefficient and in fact it is
not even gauge invariant per se. In the gauge we are working with, namely that of [31], the missing
terms are quartic contact contributions resulting from R, the square of the extrinsic curvature
and the integrating out of the lapse and the shift at second order. We leave a full computation
of the missing terms for future work. The application of equation and subsequent expansion
in terms of differential operators acting on seed functions can be carried out for arbitrary trees.
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7 Conclusions and outlook

In this work, we have provided a differential representation of tree-level wavefunction coefficients
for massless scalars and gravitons in de Sitter. Our representation is valid for general boost
breaking interactions satisfying the bound in (2.1]). In Section [6l we have shown how to generalise
this representation to cover also gravitational interactions in GR with minimal coupling, which
violate (2.I)). The differential representation involves purely algebraic operations and so side-
steps the need to calculate the nested time integrals that arise in the usual bulk representation
based on Feyman-Witten rules. We have provided a series of concrete examples to show how the
differential representation is computationally less laborious than the time-integral representation,
especially for diagrams with two or more internal propagators. Also, the final result in terms of
differential operators takes a relative compact form. On the one hand, this form can already be
used for algebraic manipulations. On the other hand, it can be expanded into a fully explicit
rational function in a fraction of a second using computer software such as Mathematica. Finally,
the differential representation has the property to completely eliminate time from the calculation,
which might make it more attune to a potential holographic description of perturbative QFT in
de Sitter.
This research can be extended as follows:

e It would be interesting to understand how bulk locality constrains the form of the differential
operator that acts on the flat spacetime seed ¥f1# to give the dS wavefunction. This might
have some relation to the recently discussed manifestly local test [I8].

e One should be able to build a minor modification of our construction that computes the
wavefunction for boost-breaking interactions of a conformally coupled scalar. Related to
this, it would be nice to understand the connection of our procedure to the formalism of
the cosmological polytopes of [3,[5L1T].
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A Derivation of Propagator Relations

Here we derive the propagator relations upon which our analysis rests. Consider the massless
propagator in de Sitter and flat space respectively,

1

Gn,n'sk) = 55 [GAMSk ()0 — ') + ()7, ()0 (0" — ) — dx(men(n)] . (A1)
) " o " ’_ i ’
Gaar (0.1 k) = o |70 — 1) RO — ) — O] (A2)
where the de Sitter propagator is composed of the massless mode functions

br(n) = (1 — ik)e™ . (A.3)

Now consider the two time-derivative propagator Gy = 0,0,/ G integrated against some function
F(n,n')

0
/ dndn'F (n,n')0,0,y G(n, 1, k) . (A.4)

When the time derivatives hit both mode functions one gets k2nn'Gaat (1,1, k). Now we turn to
the terms hitting the 6-functions. First we consider terms where a single #-function is hit. This

%k_n/) (61D 1(1') = bk () Oy 5 (0)] = —2mm'(n — 7). (A.5)

Finally, we consider when both #-functions are hit with the derivative, which gives

/ dndn'F(n, ')

contributes

oo [ G000 — 1) — GE k(D301 —m)] - (AS)

We now integrate by parts in 7. The non-vanishing contribution comes from the derivative hitting
the mode functions. This gives us

/ dnd F(n,1') 55 [6(1)0,6%(n) = 610119y ()] 6(n — 1) = / didn' F (7)o 8(p — 1))
(A7)

Summing the contributions we recover (2.10]),
0y G, k) = 1 [k Grag (.71, k) — 8(n —11')] - (A-8)

Now we consider generating the ¢¢ and mixed ¢'¢ de Sitter propagators from the flat space
propagator. First note that the mixed propagator Gy 4 is

i . —1 —_n! . —i /_ B i /
OGn,) = o [77(1 — ikn)e= =g — i) + (L + ikn)e T DY) — n) — (1 — ik )e )
(A.9)

Notice that the single-derivative hitting the #-function vanishes on the support of the §-function
it generates. Given the mode function relation

(1 —ndy)e™ = (1 — ikn)e™* (A.10)
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we have

Gyp = 0nG(n,0' k) = (1 =1 0y)Gaa(n, 0, k) , (A.11)
1
GWmUZZgKl—n%ﬂl—#&ﬂGhdmﬂiﬂ+nﬂﬂn—#ﬂ, (A.12)

where the d-function in the above expression for G comes from analogous integration by parts
manipulations on the term with two derivatives.
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