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1 Introduction

Graviton self-interactions are heavily constrained in exact de Sitter space [1]. The power of full de Sitter
isometries ensures that there are only three contributions to the cubic part of the Wavefunction of the Uni-
verse (WFU): two of these are parity-even and arise from the Einstein-Hilbert action and a six-derivative
correction in the form of a Riemann cubed operator, while the other is parity-odd and comes from a
parity-odd Riemann cubed operator. In perturbation theory, expectation values of graviton fields at the
late-time boundary of de Sitter space can be extracted from knowledge of the wavefunction coefficients
that appear in the WFU and upon computing the corresponding bispectra, only the two parity-even con-
tributions survive [2,3]°. This rigidity of graviton interactions in de Sitter space very nicely parallels a
similar story for the S-matrix in Minkowski space [1-7].

During inflation, however, additional shapes of graviton bispectra can arise due to the breaking of de Sitter
boosts. Indeed, in the Effective Field Theory of Inflation (EFTol) [¢] a scalar field with a time-dependent
background profile spontaneously breaks de Sitter boosts thereby allowing for a richer structure of graviton
self-interactions which only need to be invariant under spatial diffeomorphisms. The graviton action up to
cubic order in the transverse, traceless fluctuation ;; is fixed to be that of the Einstein-Hilbert action to
leading order in derivatives with corrections containing at least three derivatives [9, 10]. The leading cor-
rections to the Einstein-Hilbert action, and the resulting bispectra, have been computed in [11, 12] where
there are two new shapes: one comes from a parity-even operator while the second comes from a parity-odd
operator. Some four-derivative operators have also been explored in [11]. One can go even further and
break spatial diffeomorphisms as in e.g. Solid Inflation [13] to yield even more self-interactions, but now in
the presence of a (small) graviton mass. A zoology of graviton interactions during inflation has been derived
in [14] where it is clear that even a small breaking of maximal symmetries opens up many new possibilities.

In this work we aim to perform a more general analysis within the EFTol. Working in perturbation theory,
and assuming invariance under spatial translations, rotations and scale invariance, we construct parity-
even graviton bispectra to all orders in derivatives. Throughout we work within the WFU formalism and
derive expectation values only at the end of our computations, and as a consistency check we verify that
our results satisfy the leading order consistency relations of single-clock cosmologies [15—18]. The highly
constrained parity-odd bispectra in the EFTol have been computed in [11,12,19,20], and in this work
we fill the parity-even gap. For parity-even interactions the number of bispectra grows unbounded as we
increase the number of derivatives, which is in stark contrast to the parity-odd situation where one can use
unitarity methods to prove that only a single tree-level shape for each helicity configuration is allowed [12]°.

Let us explain our motivation for this work. Given that gravitational interactions are so heavily con-
strained in exact de Sitter space, it is interesting to carve out the space of consistent self-interactions
during inflation where the most powerful de Sitter symmetries are broken. The EFTol is the natural
place to start given that the unbroken spatial diffeomorphisms are still expected to provide non-trivial
relations between different operators, and they ensure that the graviton remains massless unlike in Solid
Inflation [13] and massive gravity [22]. Our long-term objective is to gain a solid understanding of Quan-
tum Field Theory on inflationary backgrounds and graviton n-point functions are certainly objects of
interest. In flat-space, the tree-level four-point scattering amplitude for massless gravitons at low energies

is completely fixed by symmetries, locality and consistent factorisation (see e.g. [6,23]) while higher-point
amplitudes can be extracted from three-point ones using BCFW momentum shifts [4,24]. Boost-breaking
amplitudes have also been constructed in [7,25]. Striving for a comparable understanding of cosmologi-

5The parity-odd interaction contributes only a pure phase to the wavefunction so drops out when we compute expectation
values.
SEven if we further break spatial diffeomorphism as in e.g. Solid inflation, only three shapes are allowed [12] (see also [21]).



cal n-point functions is one of the primary goals of the bootstrap approach to constructing cosmological
observables [1,7,26-69], and this endeavour requires theoretical data from which we can learn about the
allowed structures. Ultimately we would like to distinguish between different inflationary models directly
at the level of observables and we hope that our work in this paper will contribute to this goal.

In some sense our work builds on [12] where graviton bispectra were constructed from very general prin-
ciples. Using the aforementioned symmetries (no de Sitter boosts), locality and unitarity, all possible
shapes were derived under the assumption that the graviton mode functions are the usual massless de
Sitter ones. Symmetries and the assumption of a Bunch-Davies vacuum’ were used to write down a gen-
eral ansatz for tree-level wavefunction coefficients which can then be constrained by the Manifestly Local
Test (MLT) derived in [31]. This test demands that wavefunction coefficients, when expanded for small
energies®, must not contain a term linear in any of the energies and follows from a simple property of
the massless mode functions. Unitarity, in the form of the Cosmological Optical Theorem (COT) [27],
was used to deduce which part of the wavefunction coefficients contribute to expectation values and in
particular to the bispectra. For parity-even interactions, both rational and logarithmic contributions to
the wavefunction coefficients also contribute to the bispectra, while for parity-odd interactions only the
coefficients of logarithms contribute. This makes parity-odd bispectra highly-constrained, since logarithms
in the wavefunction are rare, and indeed only three shapes are allowed with only one linear combination
appearing in the EFTol. In [12] no assumption was made about how de Sitter boosts are spontaneously
broken, i.e. no assumption was made about the details of the underlying inflationary model, and our aim
in this paper is to derive the parity-even EFTol subset of these general graviton bispectra.

To achieve this goal we use a combination of bulk and bootstrap tools. We start with the general action
of the EFTol [3] and show that all on-shell graviton three-point functions can be derived from corrections
to the Einstein-Hilbert action that are built out of the extrinsic curvature and its covariant derivatives
only. We use geometric identities and field redefinitions to arrive at this conclusion. Operators that can
contribute to graviton bispectra at tree-level are at most cubic in the extrinsic curvature, and we derive all
quadratic and cubic vertices for the transverse, traceless graviton that come from these covariant opera-
tors. Operators that are quadratic in the extrinsic curvature correct both the quadratic and cubic action,
while operators that are cubic in the extrinsic curvature correct only the cubic vertices. In this latter case
the only contributions to the bispectra at tree-level come from WFU contact diagrams and to compute
these diagrams we use the techniques of [12]. We are able to write down closed form expressions to all
orders in derivatives with the freedom reduced to symmetric polynomials in the external energies with
their degrees fixed by scale invariance. We refer to these bispectra as Type-II. In the former case both
contact and single exchange diagrams can contribute and for reasons that will be explained in detail in the
main body of this paper, we explicitly compute the bulk time integrals to extract the bispectra in this case.
For exchange diagrams we use the representation of [33], which relies on a neat factorisation property of
the bulk-bulk propagator, and present the results in a very compact form to all orders in derivatives. We
refer to these bispectra as Type-I. Such single exchange diagrams have also been very recently studied and
bootstrapped in the context of the cosmological collider in [58,59]. For contact and exchange diagrams
alike, the largest contribution in perturbation theory comes from diagrams that are linear in the couplings
so we focus only on these. As pointed out in [12], Type-II bispectra can be large thanks to the weaker
constraints on their size coming from the validity of perturbation theory since they do not come with a
correction to the graviton two-point function.

"For a discussion on graviton bispectra with non-Bunch-Davies initial states see e.g. [70].
8Even though in cosmology we don’t have time translation symmetry, we follow standard convention and still refer to the
norms of spatial momenta as energies.



Along the way we show that single exchange diagrams that contribute to the Type-I bispectra are only
singular when the total energy goes to zero. This is somewhat surprising since in general such a diagram
could have two singular points arising when the sum of energies entering either of the two vertices goes to
zero. However, the quadratic corrections in the EFTol are such that the additional singularities are always
cancelled. In hindsight this might have been expected since any other singularities would seem to violate
the EFTol consistency relations, and one could also apply the locality arguments of [12] to arrive at the
same conclusion. We also show that these single exchange diagrams satisfy the MLT. This is certainly not
true for general exchange diagrams that arise due to quadratic mixing, see e.g. [58,59], but the vertices in
the EFTol ensure that the MLT is always satisfied. These two facts ensure that all the crucial assumptions
of the analysis in [12] remain true for both contact and exchange diagrams, so both types of bispectra that
we will derive in this paper are captured by that analysis. The easiest way to directly distinguish between
Type-I and Type-II bispectra is to take the soft limit and check the consistency relations [15-18], since
for Type-I the power spectrum needs to be modified to satisfy them, while Type-II bispectra satisfy the
consistency relations without the need for such a correction.

The rest of the paper is organised as follows. In the following section, Section 2, we very briefly review
the EFTol and show, for the first time, that all graviton bispectra can be derived from extrinsic curvature
operators only. In Section 3 we derive the general Lagrangian for the transverse, traceless graviton that
comes from these operators and can contribute to wavefunction coefficients and bispectra. In Section 4
we comment further on the Feynman diagrams that contribute to the cubic part of the wavefunction and
show that the exchange diagrams have the same singularity structure as the contact ones, and that they
satisfy the MLT. In this section we also remind the reader how cosmological correlators are extracted from
wavefunction coefficients. In Sections 5 and 6 respectively, we construct the Type-I and Type-II bispectra,
present compact expressions to all orders in derivatives, and verify that the leading order consistency
relations are satisfied. Finally, we conclude in Section 7.

Notation and conventions Throughout we work with the mostly positive metric signature and our
Fourier transformation is defined as

3
10 = [ g0 esplicx = [ fgespiic-x). (1.1)

fk) = /d?’x f(x)exp(—ik -x) = / f(x)exp(—ik - x). (1.2)

We parameterise the Wavefunction of the Universe ¥ at conformal time 79 in terms of the graviton’s
helicities as

Ulno, v(k)] = exp [— Z % Z /k ) qul...h" (kg ... kn)(2ﬂ')363 (Z ka) 'th(kl) 3 .,}/hn (kn)] . (1.3)
n=2"" h;==+ 7 Kl;Kn

Here the ever-present momentum conserving delta function is a consequence of the unbroken spatial
translations and we write this explicitly so it is not included in the wavefunction coefficients v,,. We write
the corresponding cosmological correlators as B, (also with the delta function dropped). The relations
between B, and v, will be given in the main body of the paper. In this WFU expression, 7" (k) is the
spin-h Fourier mode of the graviton and is related to the position space graviton by

s () = / 1% S e () (k) (1.4)
h=+



and for us 5, (k,n) is given by the usual de Sitter mode functions. The graviton polarisation tensor satisfies
the following relations:

el (k) = kie?j k)=0 (transverse and traceless) , (1.5)

e?j (k) = G?i(k) (symmetric) , (1.6)

el (k)el (k) =0 (lightlike) (1.7)
e?j(k)e?j, (k)* = 46 (normalization) , (1.8)
elhj (k)" = e?j(—k) (745 () is real). (1.9)

We will often encounter polynomials in the three external energies that are fully symmetric and we will
express these in terms of the elementary symmetric polynomials:

kr = k1 + ko + ks, (1.10)
eo = kiko + k1ks + koks, (111)
€3 = k‘lk‘gkg. (1.12)

2 Effective Field Theory of Inflation

We work within the EFTol where the inflationary background is driven by a single scalar degree of freedom,
the inflaton. In the language of symmetry breaking, this set up corresponds to the case where only time
diffeomorphisms are broken by the background i.e. we couple a superfluid to gravity [14]. Time diffeo-
morphisms are nevertheless non-linearly realised by the inflationary perturbations. The EFTol provides a
formalism to capture the most general action for the graviton and scalar fluctuations on a quasi-de Sitter
background, with operators organised in a derivative expansion and tadpole cancellation guaranteed to all
orders. We begin this section by briefly reviewing the EFTol before showing that graviton vertices up to
cubic order are captured by operators built out of the extrinsic curvature only.

Since we are interested in graviton interactions, we work with the following line element
ds® = —dt* + a*(t)(e");jda"da? (2.1)

where a = a(t) is the scale factor and we define the Hubble parameter H = a/a. For now we work in
cosmological time but later on we will convert to conformal time which is more suitable for computing
late-time cosmological correlators. Relative to the usual ADM formalism, we have set the lapse variable
to unity and the shift together with the curvature perturbation ¢ to zero. Usually we would integrate out
the non-dynamical parts of the metric which would introduce additional interactions for v and {, but up
to cubic order this procedure does not alter the v interactions so we can safely work with (2.1)?. We fix
the gauge completely by taking the graviton to be transverse and traceless: v;; = 0 = 0;7;; 10, This gauge
is usually referred to as unitary gauge where all degrees of freedom live in the metric i.e. the inflaton
perturbation has been eaten by the metric. In this gauge the most general action that we can write down
is the one consistent with spatial diffeomorphisms [3]:

S = /d4x\/—g F(Rpuvpor 8°°, Ky, Vs t), (2.2)

9Since the graviton does not mix with the non-dynamical modes at linear order, it must appear at least quadratically in
the solutions to the constraint equations. Plugging these solutions back into the action can therefore only affect the graviton
interactions at quartic order and higher.

10Note that in this gauge the metric determinant is independent of v:; and is fixed by its background value.



where all free indices are, in general, upper 0’s. For our purposes, however, there are simplifications. All
t dependence will be fixed by scale invariance, since we are working in the scale invariant approximation,
i.e. we assume that H and H vary slowly and restrict all ¢ dependence to be that coming from the met-
ric. In practice this means that we work with a fixed de Sitter background metric, so all correlators we
compute are valid up to small slow-roll corrections [16]. Scale invariance will be most transparent when
we convert to conformal time. This is a technically natural set-up since in the ¢ language it corresponds
to an approximate shift symmetry for the inflaton. We also take g% = —1, since we don’t include the
lapse, and this means we can write all temporal indices downstairs. The extrinsic curvature of constant-t
hyper-surfaces, for our metric, is given by K,, = I‘?w with non-zero components K;; = I‘?j = gi5/2.
Throughout we will actually work with the perturbed extrinsic curvature defined by K, = K,, — Hh,,,
where hy, = guu + 000

Now it is well-known that the full 20 components of the Riemann tensor are not independent of the extrinsic
curvature. Indeed, only the three-dimensional part of the full four-dimensional object is independent and
we denote this object by R’ (see e.g. [71]). A further simplification comes from the fact that the
Weyl tensor is identically zero in three dimensions, so the three-dimensional Riemann tensor is completely
determined by the three-dimensional Ricci tensor Rij. This is most easily seen by counting the number of
degrees of freedom of the Weyl tensor. The Riemann tensor in D dimensions has %DQ(D2 — 1) degrees
of freedom, while its trace has %D(D + 1) degrees of freedom. The Weyl tensor is the traceless part of the
Riemann tensor, so in three dimensions it has 6 — 6 = 0. We can also use only the spatial components of
0K, without loss of generality. Our general action is therefore

S =S80+ /d4$\/—gF(sz,5Kij,V0>Vi)> (2.3)

where we have separated out Sy which includes the Einstein-Hilbert action plus the terms required to
make the unperturbed metric a consistent solution. This part of the action describes the minimal set-up
of slow-roll inflation with all other operators describing higher derivative corrections. Any operators not
contained in Sy start at quadratic order in -y so do not affect the tadpole cancellation [8]: they capture all
different theories of cosmological perturbations on the same FRW background. Indeed, § K;; is a perturbed
object by construction and Rij vanishes on the background. We have []

M2 . .

5o =~ / oy =g [R— 2(H + 3H?) + 2H4"], (2.4)
and we remind the reader that we are working in the limit where H and H do not vary significantly in one
Hubble time: all time dependence of the action is slow-roll suppressed. We note that the perturbed action
S — Sy is derivatively coupled: in the general EFTol the only terms without derivatives are polynomials
in ¢°° and for us these are all trivial.

There is one final simplification we can make before moving onto field redefinitions: since I:Iij and 0K
are three-dimensional objects we only need to use the three-dimensional covariant derivative V;. Indeed,
out of the non-vanishing Christoffel symbols only the three-dimensional one f‘é-k cannot be expressed in
terms of the extrinsic curvature. We can also treat all temporal covariant derivatives as partial ones 9, for

the same reason. We therefore have
S = S() + /d41’\/ —g F(Rij, (SKij, 8,5, @1) (25)

Of course in some cases it will be wise to use covariant derivatives and only make this final simplification
when we come to expand the action.

HThroughout we use a tilde to represent three-dimensional objects.



2.1 Eliminating the three-dimensional Ricci tensor

We will now show that to construct graviton bispectra it is sufficient to work with the restricted action
that does not depend on R” Both Rij and 0K;; start at linear order in perturbations so the graviton
action up to cubic order, that comes in addition to the Einstein-Hilbert part, comes from EFTol operators
that are at most cubic in these building blocks.

First consider operators that are constructed out of three building blocks i.e. are of the schematic form:
R®, R%K, R6K? and 6K where we have suppressed indices and derivatives. Above we have argued
that we can always use partial time derivatives, while for spatial derivatives the difference between using
a partial one and a covariant one is captured by f;k which starts at linear order in perturbations. It
follows that the difference between using a partial spatial derivative and a three-dimensional covariant
one is O(y?), which for three building block operators will only introduce differences at O(y*). For our
interests we can therefore treat all derivatives as partial ones for three building block operators. Now such
operators do not contribute to the quadratic action for the graviton so to compute the cubic wavefunction
coefficient we only need to consider contact diagrams where all external lines are on-shell in which case
any appearances of 02v;; are degenerate with ¥;;, and its time derivatives, by the graviton equation of
motion:

’%‘j + 3H")/ij — a_282fyij =0. (26)

As we will discuss below, the two-derivative quadratic action can be brought into the Einstein-Hilbert
form without loss of generality [9], with higher-derivative corrections that we treat perturbatively such
that (2.6) is always the on-shell relation. Once we remove all copies of 97,5, all remaining interactions
can be derived from 0 K;; and its derivatives since at linear order we have 6 K;; ~ ;5. So for three building
blocks operators we can safely ignore operators containing ]:Zij ~ 82%]-7 at least when computing the
on-shell cubic vertices. We can also make the redundancy of any operators containing I:Bij manifest with
field redefinitions, as we will show below. We provide more information about the contact diagrams we
will be computing in Section 4, and provide the general on-shell action coming from three building block
operators in Section 3.

Two and single building block operators are slightly more complicated but nevertheless we can still reduce
the action to one constructed from JK;; only using field redefinitions. Let’s start by considering which
operators can contribute to the action up to cubic order. Since the graviton is transverse all vector
quantities start at quadratic order in perturbations: ViRl-j ~ O(y?) and V,;0K;; ~ O(¥?). It follows that
all spatial covariant derivatives must be contracted with other spatial covariant derivatives since any other
scalar quantities will start at quartic order in perturbations. The action for two building block operators
is therefore

S = So+ M2 / d*zv/—g (51(”(9(0)51% + R904)0K;; + R O(Z)Rij) : (2.7)

where O(;) are derivative operators constructed out of Vo and V2 = ViV,, and we have integrated by
parts to move all derivatives onto a single building block. One might worry about boundary terms that
could affect the wavefunction, but in Section 4 we will show that there are always enough derivatives for
the boundary terms to vanish. For O(;), i counts its negative mass dimension which we can fix using M,

1 -
Oy = — by VIV, 2.8
(0 Mélmz,n V5V (2.8)

where by, , are constant couplings with mass dimension —(m + 2n) (recall that we are working with a
dimensionless v;;). Note that we have not included any terms that depend on the trace of the extrin-



sic curvature since this object vanishes to all orders in «v'?, and we have not included any terms that
depend on the three-dimensional Ricci scalar R since a linear term can be eliminated by Gauss-Codazzi
relations [9]'%, while non-linear terms start at O(y*) since R ~ O(~?).

Now it was shown in [0] that we can set the coefficient of K“§K;; to any value we like such that
that the quadratic action takes the canonical form. This is achieved thanks to conformal and disformal
transformations of the metric. We can also go further by considering additional field redefinitions of the
spatial components of the metric of the form

5g = O(g)éij + 0(1)(5Kij. (2.9)

Note that different copies of O; with the same ¢ are not necessarily the same derivative operators. The
linear variation of the minimal action can be written in terms of the EFTol operators R;; and dK;;. We
find

M2 ~ iy
0Sy = Tpl /d4$\/ —g [G” + VO(SKZ'J‘ + SH(SKZ']'] 5glj, (2.10)

where in computing the variation of the Einstein-Hilbert action we have dropped contributions that de-
pend on g”§K;; since as we mentioned above this object vanishes to all orders in ~y, and we have dropped
two building block terms since under our chosen field redefinition these will only correct three building
block operators which we have already considered. The three-dimensional Einstein tensor is given by
éij = ]?Z-j — % gij];’,. One might wonder why we have only transformed §Sp: this is simply because we
are treating all two building block operators as small corrections to the Einstein-Hilbert action. We have
done this such that we can use the usual on-shell condition (2.6). This means that performing the field
redefinition on two building block operators can only generate even further suppressed operators. We will
discuss perturbation theory in more detail in Section 4.

Now from these expressions it is clear that, up to three building block operators which we have already
considered, we can eliminate all Rij(’)(l)éKij and R O(Q)Ri]‘ operators from (2.7). Indeed we can first use
the product G;;O ) RY in (2.10) to eliminate R O(y) R;; operators while renormalising R O1y6K;; and
introducing non-linear terms in R which don’t contribute to the action up to cubic order. We can then
use the product éijO(l)éKij to eliminate all RijO(l)éKij operators while renormalising 5Kij(’)(0)(5Kij
and introducing other operators that don’t contribute to the cubic action. We cannot also eliminate the
OK"70)0K;; operators since there is not enough freedom in (2.9). Note that in terms of v;;, these field
redefinitions shift «;; by terms with derivatives and then scale invariance ensures that the redefinitions
vanish at late-times. So wavefunction coefficients and cosmological correlators evaluated at the end of
inflation are not affected by these field redefinitions.

Now it is clear how we can generalise this discussion to manifestly remove all copies of R;; from three
building block operators. We simply need to use field redefinitions of the schematic form §g = R%2+ ROK +
6K 6K where we have suppressed indices and derivatives. Acting on the Einstein-Hilbert action with these
field redefinitions allows us to reduce three building block operators to ones cubic in §Kj;;. It follows that
the most general action that can contribute to graviton bispectra at tree-level is

S =50+ Mgl/d43;‘\/ —g [5Kij0(o)5Kij + O(5K3)] (2.11)

12This can be most easily seen by writing 2K = gijgij = g~ !¢ where g is the determinant of the spatial metric gij- Since
the graviton is traceless, it drops out of g and therefore drops out of the trace of the extrinsic curvature.
I3Eliminating a linear term in R is more involved if we allow for time-dependent couplings but it can still be done [9, 10].



For reasons that will become clear a bit later on we keep the coefficient of 6 K% 0K;; non-zero for now.

We have therefore shown in this section that to compute the bispectra for gravitons, in addition to the
minimal action, we only need to consider EFTol actions constructed out of the extrinsic curvature. Time
derivatives can always be taken to be partial ones and spatial derivatives only need to be covariant for two
building block operators and they only need to be contracted amongst themselves.

3 A general action to cubic order

We can now compute the general action up to cubic order in «;;. The Einstein-Hilbert part of the action
yields

M?

Sy.GR = Tp dtd®za® (8)[Fijyis — a= 2O Okvig + a= > 2vivjt — i) rdivig) + O(v),  (3.1)
and we remind the reader that for v;; operators, spatial indices are raised and lowered with 4;; so we will
not be so careful about the placement of indices. For the corrections to the minimal action we consider
the two and three building block operators separately.

3.1 Two building block operators

Let’s start with operators quadratic in §/;; which take the form
S=M; / d*z\/=g K" O )6 Ky

= M2 / d'av/=9 Y gnm V" OKINVASK 5, (3.2)

where we have taken the number of time derivatives to be even such that this operator is not a total
derivative, and we integrated by parts to separate the time and space derivatives. One might worry about
the ordering of the covariant derivatives, but we can guarantee this ordering up to curvature corrections
which we have already dealt with above. The couplings g, » are in general dimensionful. Again, in Section
4 we will show that any boundary terms that might arise when we integrate by parts will not contribute to
the late-time wavefunction. As we explained above we can also safely take time derivatives to be partial
ones - the difference can be accounted for by adding appropriate three building block operators - and
we will denote the nt® partial time derivative by (0K;;)". Note that this procedure does not affect the
couplings ¢, and only changes the couplings of three building block operators. We will construct the
most general set of bispectra so we can do this without loss of generality. We would now like to expand
the redefined action

S =M} / 2= Y gnmO3 " OKINV K, (3.3)

to find the graviton action up to cubic order which for these two building block operators we denote by
S, 2. Recall that the metric determinant is independent of «y, while § K vanishes on the background. So
to find the action up to cubic order we always need to expand one of the § K to linear order and the other
to quadratic order.

First consider m = 0 where all derivatives are temporal ones. In this case we see that by expanding the
action there are no corrections at O(v®). For n = 0 this was noticed in [16] and it holds true for all n.



This can be most easily seen by writing the operators as ((5Kij)2”5Kji and by noticing that, for all n,
(6K*;)?" is symmetric at linear order while anti-symmetric at quadratic order'?. We have
i L oo i v L. Lo Qs 3
0K j = ia (t)g (‘3t(e )l]‘ = 5’}/ j + Z(’Y g — l’ylj) + O(’Y )a (34)
and the symmetry properties of this object are not altered when we take the partial derivative. The action
for the graviton perturbation, for m = 0, is then simply the quadratic one given by

M2
S%QBB D) Tpl dtd3xa3(t) Z gn,O(P)/ij)2n+1;)/ij' (35)

As we mentioned above, for n = 0 it looks like the two-derivative action is altered by this operator but we
can always set go,0 = 0 using field redefinitions [9] (we will comment on this further below).

Now for m # 0 we need to compute the spatial covariant derivatives of the extrinsic curvature, and in
this case we cannot simply treat them as partial derivatives since f; . cannot be written in terms of the
extrinsic curvature. As we showed above, (§K* j)2” is anti-symmetric at quadratic order, while at linear
order we can treat covariant derivatives as partial ones and we have

- ) 1 )
VMK = 5cﬁma?"w’j + 0%, (3.6)

which is symmetric. It follows that the only contribution to the cubic action comes from taking (6K°;)%"
at linear order and V2™ K* ;j at quadratic order, and only keeping the symmetric contributions. Let’s now
focus on computing V25K ‘;. For m =1 we find, by direct computation, that up to quadratic order in
v:; we have

= ; 1 Y Y 1 . .
VQSK’J- = 5cf2 (82'ij — Yim0i1Om Y5 + QS['y,'y]lj) + anti-symmetric, (3.7)
where the symmetric function @, is given by

Qs Yij = —0ivkiOkij + OOk + (1 < j), (3.8)

and we leave implicit the O(7?) anti-symmetric contributions to VK j since when contracted with the
linear expansion of (§K%;)*" they will sum to zero. The first term in (3.7) comes from treating both
covariant derivatives as partial ones, the second comes from expanding the metric that contracts the two
spatial derivatives, while the final structure comes from the Christoffel symbols. With this expression at
hand we can now recursively generalise to any m # 0. Again working up to quadratic order, we find

~ . 1 _ L _ . iy m—2— <1t
VMK = 7@ o (827”713' —mkd* P00V + Y 0P Quly, 0724 j) : (3.9)
p

where again we have dropped anti-symmetric terms. The action up to cubic order, now with m = 0
included, is therefore

M2
S, 2BB = Tm/dtd3xa3(t) Zgnyo(’}/ij)2n+1’yij +

M21 3— . — . f —92_9p.
Tp/dtdgmd )Y Gam (i) (32 Jij = mA P05 + Y 0P Quly, 07 Q’W]ij)-

n,m=1 P

(3.10)

140f course we should raise and lower these indices before we replace covariant derivatives with partial ones.
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This is the most general action, from two building block operators, that can contribute to the graviton
bispectra in the EFTol. It contains a sum of quadratic and cubic terms with their relative coefficients tied
together by the linear realization of spatial diffeomorphisms and nonlinear realization of time diffeomor-
phisms. Note that in this section we have freely added and subtracted three building block operators. We
were allowed to do this, because we are going to consider these operators in their full generality in the
next section.

3.2 Three building block operators

Now consider three building block operators which all start at O(y3). As we discussed above we can
treat all covariant derivatives as partial ones and since 0K;; ~ %;; at linear order, we simply need to
write down all independent contractions of three copies of +;;, and spatial derivatives. This problem was
tackled in [12] at the level of polarisation tensors and spatial momenta but it is simple to convert it into a
Lagrangian statement. There are five independent tensor structures once we use the fact that the graviton
is transverse and traceless, and integrate by parts (which is equivalent to momentum conservation). These
structures are organised by the number of spatial derivatives that are contracted with a graviton and we
denote this number by «. For parity-even interactions this is an even number and for o = 0,4,6 there
is a single structure, while for &« = 2 there are two. We cannot have o > 8 since there are only 6 free
indices across the three gravitons. For each v;; we can add additional time derivatives, while additional
spatial derivatives can be restricted to two fields only by integration by parts, and two derivatives that
are contracted with each other should act on different fields. Any other contractions can be removed by
the graviton’s equation of motion in favour of time derivatives which we are already adding. We have

Sy,3BB = Z/dtdi”xﬁw, (3.11)

where

Loa=o= > a“Ohd, e (i) ™00y (Vi) 205, iy (i) T, (3.12)
ni,n2,n3,p

Lyoa=a= Y a'Oh3 e pVid) T 00 i, 05 (i) 205, i, 0 (i) (3.13)
ni,n2,n3,p
Y MO, iy p (1) T i, () 0, 0001 () T, (3.14)
ni,n2,n3,p

Lyo—a= Y a'Oh s p0i0k) T 05 iy 05 (Yok) 7205, i, 010 (i) 7, (3.15)

ni,n2,n3,p
Ly a=6= Z al (1)1 o s pOm Ok (Yit) T 05, i, 03O0 (Vjm ) T2 04,3, 0501 (e ) T2, (3.16)
ni,n2,n3,p

«
ni,n2,n3,p

complicated looking nature of these interactions, in Section 6 we will show that the resulting bispectra

with constant couplings h and ¢ = 3 — 2p — a which is fixed by scale invariance. Despite the

take a very compact form'.

We have therefore written down the most general actions that can contribute to graviton bispectra, S, 2B
and S, sgp. In the following sections we discuss the diagrams that contribute to the cubic wavefunction and
present compact expressions for the bispectra, but first we close this section by converting our actions to
conformal time and addressing the fact that these general actions can contain higher-order time derivatives.

15When computing the bispectra we will not actually use these explicit Lagrangian expressions, instead for three-building
block operators we will use the MLT [31] to efficiently write down all possibilities.
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3.3 Converting to conformal time

Throughout we have been working in cosmological time but when we come to compute the late-time
wavefunction we would like to do so in conformal time 7 where we evolve perturbations from the far past
at 7 = —oo to the boundary of quasi-de Sitter space, or the end of inflation, at n = 0. We therefore need
to change coordinates in the actions we have just derived so that the background metric is

ds* = a*(n)[—dn* + dz?], (3.17)

and we will approximate the scale factor as a(n) = —1/(Hn) which is the de Sitter one in Poincaré or
flat-slicing coordinates.

First consider two building block operators and the action (3.10). When we convert an object of the form
(i)™ to conformal time we will generate a sum of terms with all derivatives from 1 to n. For m = 0, we
can use the fact that the couplings g, o are arbitrary, to simply replace all cosmological time derivatives
with conformal ones without loss of generality, while introducing the required scale factors. We can also
now make use our freedom to fix the coefficient of K/ §K;; to anything we like to eliminate any quadratic
terms with two derivatives. This is the statement that the graviton speed of sound can always be fixed
to unity [J], and as expected this statement is true in both cosmological and conformal time!'®. This
procedure will generate terms with an overall odd number of time derivatives but these can always be
integrated by parts in favour of ones with an even number of derivatives, and as always we can safely drop
any boundary terms that may arise (see Section 4). We can therefore write the first line of (3.10) as

M? .
Sy,28BB D Tp /dﬁd%Zgn,0a272n(77)(’Yij)znﬂ%{jv (3.18)

n=1

where we keep the same labels for the arbitrary couplings and still use brackets to denote higher-order
time derivatives, with the integration variables informing the reader which coordinate it refers to. We note
that the couplings are now not exactly as they were defined in the covariant action, instead these new
couplings are linear sums of the old ones. We now start the sum from n = 1 since we have at least four time
derivatives, without loss of generality, and importantly adding § K/ K;; does not introduce any additional
terms since it does not contribute to the cubic action for 7;;. The scale symmetry of the action is now
crystal clear in these coordinates and offers a good consistency check that we have the correct number
of scale factors: we need four scale factors to cancel the scaling of dnd®z under a scale transformation,
then we need to remove a scale factor for each derivative. For an action like the one above with 2n + 2
derivatives we therefore need 4 — (2n + 2) = 2 — 2n scale factors.

We can deal with the second line of (3.10) in a similar way. The structure of the time derivatives is the
same for each term so we can simply replace all cosmological time derivatives with conformal ones, while
adding the appropriate number of scale factors, and redefining the couplings g, . Here there is no need to
add operators to remove certain terms so the sums still run from n = 0 and m = 1. However, now that we
have cubic interactions we cannot simply drop all terms with an overall odd number of time derivatives,
or equivalently those with an even number that come from transforming (%_j)znﬂ to conformal time. So

16Tn fact, we can also bring the two derivative action to its canonical GR form by redefining time, then redefining vij, then
finally redefining all couplings. We can always do this since we only have one field in the theory.
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for m # 0 we must replace 2n with n. In conformal time the full (3.10) then becomes

M2
Sy,2BB = Tpl /dﬁdgx D 9n00® 2 () (i) G +
n=1

2

M l B m—1 o
e / dnd®z Y gamat(n) (vt (azmvéjmv”“a?m P00l + Y 0P Quly, 02 2%']1-]),

n=0,m=1 p

(3.19)

where ¢ = 2 — 2m — n. Now each operator has at least four derivatives meaning that it is impossible
to integrate by parts to generate operators with fewer derivatives. This can only happen when a time
derivative acts on a scale factor, but when there are exactly four derivatives there are no scale factors.
This will have important consequences for the structure of the corresponding bispectra.

For the three building block operators we use the same logic such that the vertices take exactly the same
structure as before, but now with a different number of scale factors. We now have

Sy3BB =) / dnd®zL, o, (3.20)

where

Lya=0= Z a" (A, gy (Vis) T 0i iy (Vi) 204,y (i) T (3.21)
ni,n2,n3,p

Lya=2 = Z ar(n)hil,nz,n3,p(7ij)1+nlail...ipai('Ylm)1+n2ai1...'paj(’ylm)lJrnS (3.22)
ni,n2,n3,p
+ Z ar(n)ﬁil,ng,ng,p(’%j)lJrnlail...ip(7lm)1+n28i1...ipaial(’ij)1+n3, (3.23)
ni,n2,n3,p

Loo=a= Y a" Mhp s p0i (k) T 0%, i, 05 (V) 7204, i, 010m (vi5) T2, (3.24)

ni,n2,n3,p

Ly a=6= Z a” (MRS, 1y pOm Ok (Vi) T 04, iy 050 (Vim) 204, i, 0500 (Vi) T2, (3.25)

ni,n2,n3,p

and we have defined r = 1 —2p —nj —ns —n3g — «, and have redefined the couplings. These are the actions
we will use to compute the graviton bispectra.

3.4 A comment on higher-order time derivatives

Our actions for both two and three building block operators can contain higher-order time derivatives
which may concern the reader. When treated perturbatively such interactions should be harmless, how-
ever there are other actions that give exactly the same bispectra as the ones we are going to compute
which have at most one time derivative per field. This should reassure a concerned reader. We use the
actions above since they have a very simple covariant form, and the properties of § K ij made expanding
the action a relatively simple task.

To see how we could remove higher-order time derivatives lets go back to the field redefinitions we used
to eliminate the R? and RSK operators (again we are dropping indices and derivatives). We have three
different structures in the action and two different structures in the field redefinition which is schematically
89 = R+ K. So instead of removing the R and RSK operators leaving us with only K2 ones, we could
remove the §K?2 ones and use the remaining freedom to fix the tuning between R2 and RSK. Such tunings
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can be fixed to remove all higher-order time derivatives in the quadratic corrections to the graviton action.
For example, consider the following operator:

Rij@QmV(Q)nRij D) 82’yij62m+2 (7ij)2n7 (3'26)

which contains higher-order time derivatives that cannot be integrated by parts for n > 2. We can cancel
these using the operators:

RIS D 0235072 ()", (3.27)

since their coefficients can be chosen freely thanks to the field redefinitions at our disposal. The resulting
action would still contain quadratic corrections but these would only come from R¥V?™R;; and so would
only contain spatial derivatives. The cubic action is likely to take a more complicated form than the one
we have above, however. Let us emphasise again that field redefinitions of this form do not change the
wavefunction coefficients, and therefore do not change correlators. For these two building block operators
it could still be the case that the resulting cubic vertices have higher-order time derivatives even though
the quadratic ones do not. This is not an issue for the on-shell action as we can again use the equation of
motion to eliminate them, but off-shell we would not be able to do this. At this stage we have exhausted
all possible field redefinitions at the level of g;;, which is the most sensible way to formulate these field
redefinitions. So if the off-shell action was to also not have higher-order time derivatives, the tuning be-
tween the R2 and ROK operators that removes higher-order time derivatives at quadratic order must also
be enough to remove them at cubic order.

We can play the same game for three building block operators. At the level of the expanded action it is
clear that we can use the equation of motion to remove all higher-order time derivatives but it can also be
made manifest using covariant field redefinitions. For three building block operators we have R3, R%K,
ROK? and §K3. We also have three different field redefinitions due to the three different bi-products of R
and 0K . We can use this freedom to eliminate the RIK? and 6K operators while tuning the coefficients
between the R3 and R26K ones such that there are no higher-order time derivatives. We choose to not
eliminate these higher-order time derivatives since, as we will discuss in Section 6, we can very easily
extract the bispectra from (3.21) using the MLT. The bispectra are invariant under such field redefinitions
so it makes sense to work with the action that lends itself to extracting correlators in the most efficient
way.

4 Generalities of contact and single exchange diagrams

Before constructing EFTol bispectra, in this section we will provide more details on the diagrams that we
need to compute. We will work within the WFU approach then extract expectation values using the usual
formula. The WFU has been reviewed in many places in the recent literature e.g [27,31], so here we skip
such a review and concentrate on the diagrams of interest which are cubic contact diagrams and single
exchange diagrams. The Feynman rules for computing these diagrams is reviewed in [27,31], but we will
briefly remind the reader of them in this section too.

4.1 Contact diagrams

Contact diagrams, see Figure 1, are the easiest to compute. For gravitons they factorise into a polarisation
factor which contains the three polarisation tensors for the external gravitons which can be contracted
with each other or with spatial momenta, and a trimmed wavefunction that carries information about the
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Figure 1: Cubic contact diagram.

time evolution. The general form of a cubic contact diagram is therefore [12]'7

s({kh kD = Y0 [ (ka)el™® (ko)el™ (ks ki kg2 ™™ ({k}), (4.1)

contractions

where h; are the helicities of the external fields, we define &« = a1 + as + a3, and {k} and {k} collectively
denote the external energies and momenta, respectively. Since we are only interested in massless spin-2
modes, we have h; = 42, and we will concentrate on the + + + and + + — configurations as the others
can be extracted from these by parity transformations [12]. The polarisation factors are easily read off
from the Lagrangian and by converting to momentum space, while traditionally the trimmed wavefunction
would be computed by integrating the three bulk-boundary propagators, which can be differentiated with
respect to time, from the far past at 7 = —oo to the future boundary at n = 0. In the far past we Wick
rotate such that there is some evolution in Euclidean time which has the effect of projecting onto the
vacuum and damping these early time contributions [16].

Another way of computing wgrimmed was derived in [31] which doesn’t require any time evolution, which
is anyway completely unobservable in the final answer where it has been integrated out, and is referred to
as the Manifestly Local Test (MLT). The test requires trimmed wavefunction coefficients to satisfy

9 .
o Ec))rlmmed . —_ O7 Ve = 172)37 (42)
c <=0

which is simply the statement that the trimmed wavefunction does not contain any terms linear in any
of the three external energies (locality also forces there to be no inverse powers of the energies: at cubic
order there are no inverse Laplacians to worry about). Note that as we send one of the external energies
to zero we do so while holding the others fixed which distinguishes the MLT from soft theorems. The MLT
can be used to construct cosmological correlators as was done in [12,31,72], but also to verify that the
often complicated final results have the correct structure as was done in [33]. It was shown in [12] that
general solutions to these equations pick out all possible trimmed wavefunctions, and clearly solving these
equations is simpler than having to evaluate the necessary bulk time integrals. The MLT follows from the
fact that the bulk-boundary propagator for massless gravitons (and scalars) satisfies

0K, _
Ok lk=0

17Here and throughout this work we are dropping the momentum conserving delta function that always appears thanks to
the spatial translation symmetry of the theory.

Ky (k,n) = (1 —ikn)e™, (4.3)
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and this property is inherited by the trimmed wavefunction since it holds for all . The MLT can also
be derived by demanding the absence of spurious poles in four-point functions that arise from gluing to-
gether two three-point functions. Indeed, such an exchange diagram should be regular as the energy of
the exchanged field is taken to zero, and the Cosmological Optical Theorem [27] implies that this is only
the case if the constituent three-point functions satisfy the MLT. We refer the reader to [31] for further
details on these two derivations.

Now the assumption of a Bunch-Davies vacuum, which we impose throughout, tells us that girimmed jg
a rational function with poles only occurring at kr = ki1 + ko + k3 = 0 which is the kinematical limit
where energy is conserved. Interestingly, the residue of the leading total-energy pole contains the flat-space
scattering amplitude for the same process [1,27,73] (in some cases the relationship between correlators and
amplitudes is not so straightforward due to enhanced symmetry in the flat-space limit. This is the case for
DBI as was shown in [74] and confirmed in [75] at the level of boost-breaking amplitudes.). There can also
be logs in the trimmed wavefunction, for low derivative operators, but no other kinematic singularities
unless there is some form of non-locality or different vacuum conditions [42]. In this paper we will not
encounter logs since in the EFTol there are too many derivatives in the graviton interactions. Indeed
the absence of logs in contact diagrams requires 2ng, + ng, > 3 [12], where ng, and np, are respectively
the number of conformal time and space derivatives, and we have seen in Section 3 that this condition is
always satisfied in the EFTol.

Now to solve the MLT we simply write down an ansatz and organise the solutions in terms of the order
of the leading total-energy pole which we denote by p and which counts the number of derivatives in
the corresponding vertex [12]. Guidance comes from Bose symmetry: we fix ¢§mmed to have the same
symmetry as the polarisation part and sum over the remaining permutations once we have constructed
pirimmed “Thig is a consistent thing to do since the MLT is satisfied for all permutations. With the cubic
wavefunction coefficient in hand we can compute the corresponding bispectrum Bjs. The relationship is
given by [12]1%

~Us({k}, {31{}) +¥5({k}, {—k})7 (4.4)
Ha:l 2Re wg(k)a)

where 1, is the quadratic wavefunction coefficient which is perturbatively fixed by the two-derivative
quadratic action coming from GR. We have

Bs({k}, {k}) =

2
SGR = %k%hhu (4.5)

We have dropped imaginary terms in this expression, which are actually divergent at late-times, since
they never contribute to correlators. For parity-even interactions, which are the ones of interest here, the
numerator is 2Re 13 which follows from having an even number of spatial momenta. We can also use
ezhj (k)* = ef‘j(—k)7 which follows from the reality of 7;;(x), to see that the polarisation factor is a common
factor on both the left and right hand side of this equation. We refer the reader to [12] for more details
on deriving this relationship.

We have to compute such contact diagrams for both Type-I and Type-II bispectra. For Type-1I we will
explain in Section 6 that we can use the MLT to very efficiently write down all allowed wavefunction
coefficients by taking into account the fact that each graviton is differentiated with respect to time at least
once, while for Type-I, in Section 5 we will directly compute the necessary bulk time integrals. As we can

18The COT for cubic contact diagrams is ¥3({k}, {k}) + v3({—k},{—k} = 0 [27] and this dictates which part of the
wavefunction contributes to expectation values [12].
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see from (3.19), the time dependence for two building block operators is quite specific so computing the
integrals is more straightforward than finding the necessary subset of MLT solutions. For this reason let
us briefly review the Feynman rules for computing contact diagrams.

It is easiest to illustrate the Feynman rules with an example. Consider the graviton interaction

Sint = gint / dBzdn a(mv Y x e (4.6)

which we take in addition to the free theory coming from GR. This is the leading parity-even correction
to the Einstein-Hilbert action in the EFTol. To compute the cubic wavefunction coefficient we convert
to momentum space and extract the tensor structure which in this case is simply e;;(k1)e;jx(ka)eri(ks).
For each graviton we evolve it from time 7 to the late-time boundary at 7y by inserting a bulk-boundary
propagator K for each field. We insert an overall (—i) and sum over permutations. This overall factor of
(—1i) follows from our definition of the wavefunction coefficients in (1.3). We do this for the two helicity
configurations + + + and + + —. For this example, the + + 4 configuration wavefunction coefficient is

To

67 gin dn
=St t)da) [ TR G I (e K (). ()

—oo(1—ie)

where the minus sign coming from the Feynman rules has been cancelled by the one coming from the
scale factor (which appears linearly), and we remind the reader that we don’t include the momentum
conserving delta function in the wavefunction coefficient c.f. (1.3). We integrate from the far past to the
future boundary and we project onto the vacuum at early times. In the following we will suppress the ie
prescription. Computing the time integral we find

e

— 4.
o (43)

129int
g = —Tezg(kl)eﬁ(kﬁ@;i(k:%)
where we have written the fully symmetric time integral in terms of the symmetric polynomials given in
(1.12). This can be easily generalised to any other contact diagram, and as we will explain in Section 4.4,
other helicity configurations can be extracted from the + + + one. We nicely see from this example that
the degree of the leading order total-energy pole is counting the number of derivatives in the bulk vertex.

4.2 Single exchange diagrams

Since we have corrections to the quadratic action, there are other diagrams in addition to contact ones that
can contribute to the cubic wavefunction coefficient at tree-level. In principle there are infinitely many
new diagrams which would ultimately resum into a single contact diagram with a new propagator which
takes into account the quadratic corrections. However, we are treating these corrections perturbatively in
which case only one diagram contributes at leading order. This diagram is shown in Figure 2 and corre-
sponds to a single exchange process with a single cubic interaction connected to a quadratic correction
(QC) vertex by a bulk-bulk propagator. For two building block operators the largest of these diagrams
comes from taking the cubic vertex to be the GR one [12]. Indeed, we are treating the corrections to the
quadratic action perturbatively so the largest contribution comes at linear order in these new couplings
for which we need to take the cubic vertex to be independent of this small coupling: the GR vertex scales
like 1/ P,, where P, is the power spectrum of the graviton, while the bulk-bulk propagator scales as P, so
the product of the two is O(1). At this order, this exchange diagram is of a comparable size to the contact
diagram that comes from these two building block operators, and cancellations are required between these
two diagrams for the EFTol consistency relations to be satisfied. This makes sense since the quadratic
and cubic operators in the action are tied together by spatial diffeomorphisms which is where these con-
sistency relations come from [15-17]. This was checked explicitly for the parity-odd Chern-Simons term
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GR QC

Figure 2: Single exchange diagram.

in the EFTol in [12], and we will check it in Section 5 for these parity-even bispectra.

Single exchange diagrams are more complicated to compute compared to contact ones since there are now
nested time integrals. Let us illustrate the Feynman rules for computing Figure 2 by taking the cubic
vertex to be GR, and the quadratic mixing vertex to be one of the terms in (3.18) where we have m = 0.
As always we introduce an overall factor of (—%), a bulk-boundary propagator for each external line, and
a bulk-bulk propagator for the internal line. We act on these propagators with derivatives according to
the bulk vertices, add the appropriate polarisation tensors, and sum over permutations. For our example
of interest here we have

M2 M2,
¢§”e;’clha0nge - i ?( 2eM ;le kikie h3 + e” ek§k3k3 s 15 perms) x 4 x %
X /dvydn’a2( )a* 72" () K (k) K (K2, )
(2n+1) 0 / 1 82n+1 I
X K’y (k » 1 >8’I] G(k37n n ) K’y(k?nn )WGU{:%T}’ n ) +2 perms, (49)

where the factor of 4 in the first line comes from applying (1.8) to the quadratic mixing, and the bulk-bulk
propagator is given by (see e.g. [27])

G(k,n.n') = 2Py (k)[0(n — ") K (k, n'YImK (k, n) + (n < 1)), (4.10)
where ImK (k,n) is the imaginary part of the bulk-boundary propagator which takes the form
ImK (k,7) = —%[(1 — ikn)e®n — (1 + ikn)e~ ). (4.11)

Computing and analysing such time integrals is far simpler when there are no time derivatives on the
bulk-bulk propagator. We can guarantee this by integrating by parts and, as always, we can drop all
boundary terms. We then have

Q/}(n m=0) ZM p19n,0

3 exchange = ) ( zk: jl kkk?) po— €; eglzkgkg i +5 permS)In,O(kla k27 k3) +2 perms, (412)
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where we have defined

Lno(ki, ka2, k3) =/dndn’aQ(n)Kw(kl,n)Kw(kz,n)G(ks,nm’)

« i((ﬁ*?”( /)K(2n+1)(k /))+ 82n+1
o’ )y 3,7 dny/2n+1

(@27 (0 ) K (ks ') | - (4.13)
A very similar expression also applies when we take quadratic mixing vertices with m # 0 from (3.19),
and is given by

(— l)m‘HzM \Gn,m

wg:z}lzaln)ge = ) (262@1 ;llszkS hB - z] eklz kkk3 h3 +5 perms)k3 In,m(kh kQa k3)

+ 2 perms, (4.14)

where

ok, ko, k) = / dndn a () K (ky, ) K (ko )G ks, 7, 17)

0 q (n+1) / anJrl

S @I ) + (1)
We remind the reader that ¢ = 2 — 2m —n < 0. In all cases it is easy to see that every time integral we
need to compute for these single exchange diagrams is of the form

g (@ (1)K (ks 1)) | (4.15)

M(a, B) = /dndn’ a®(n) K (k1 n) K (k2,m)G(ks,n,n")a® (') K (ks, ), (4.16)

with @« < 0 and 8 > 1. We will refer to this integral as the master time integral. For m = 0 we have

I’rL,O(kh k27 k3) = / dndn/ULQ (n)K"/<k1a n)K’y(kQa n)G(k?n 1, 77/)“2_% (77/) X

2n—2
K@D (ks ) + (2 — 2n) Ha(n )K" (ks, ) chkH’“ S K (kg ) | (417)
where we have defined
2 1\ /2n—2
() (7).

and from this expression we can write

In,O(k'h ko, k‘3) = ./\/l(2 —2n,2n + 2) + (2 — 2”)HM(3 —2n,2n + 1)
2n—2

+ ) canH Mk +2—2n,2+ 2n — k). (4.19)
Similarly, for m # 0 we can write

Toa(ky ko, ks) = M(—n,n+2) =nHM( = n,n+ 1)+ > dp1 s H*M(k—n,n+2-k),  (4.20)
k=0
Lnm(kr, ko ks) = M2 —-2m—n,n+2)+(2—-2m—n)HM(B -2m —n,n+1)
n+1
+ Y dpmpH Mk +2-2m —nn+2-k), m>2, (4.21)
k=0
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where we have defined
1 2m — 2
s = (—1)"FE! (n;: ) (” + ;” ) (4.22)

We will essentially dedicate Section 5.1 to computing M(a, 8) and then finding the final form of these
single exchange diagrams, but let us first derive some general properties. We will show that M(a, §) is
only singular at k7 = 0, and satisfies the MLT for each external leg. These two properties are enough
for us to conclude that single exchange diagrams in the EFTol have the same structure as cubic contact
diagrams and are therefore captured by the general analysis of [12]. It would be interesting to investigate
if this holds for other cubic diagrams too i.e. those with more bulk-bulk propagators.

To study this master time integral we need expressions for the derivatives of the bulk-boundary propagator.
We have
o8 .

KP (k,n) = WK(k, n) = (ik)?(1 — B — ikn)e™". (4.23)
Let’s first ask what singularities M(a, 8) can have. As has been discussed in the literature in several
places, see e.g. [40], exchange diagrams at tree-level have a restricted set of singularities: they can be
singular when the energy of all external legs sums to zero, and when the energy of an individual vertex
sums to zero. This is a consequence of having local vertices and Bunch-Davies initial conditions. For
a diagram like ours, in general the allowed singularities are therefore at kr = 0 and k3 = 0. How can
k3 = 0 singularities arise? If we first perform the 7 integral, meaning that we take the 6(n’ — n) part of
the bulk-bulk propagator, then no k3 = 0 singularities can arise. Indeed, we would integrate from the far
past at 7 = —oo up to i’ and in the process singularities can only arise from exponential factors, and their
arguments will always contain a sum of energies. The subsequent 1 integral also cannot yield k3 = 0 poles
for the same reason. If we do the i’ integral first, however, then it does look like inverse powers of ks are
possible. The relevant part of the integral is

ig /77 dn' K= (1 —iksn')(1 — B — iksn)e**s | (4.24)
k?) —00

where the factor of k3 3 comes from the power spectrum in the bulk-bulk propagator. This integral con-
tributes various powers of k3 with the smallest power given by (8+«—4). For m = 0 we have f+a—4 =0
so there are no inverse powers of k3, while for m # 0 we have 5+ a — 4 = —2m. However, the spatial
derivatives in this case introduce an additional factor of k3™ so again there are no inverse powers of kj.
No further inverse powers of k3 can be generated when we come to now do the 7 integral since now all
exponents contain sums of energies. Any folded singularities drop out when we compute the full integral,
so only total-energy poles are allowed. We therefore conclude that in the EFTol there are too many
derivatives for singularities to occur as ks — 0.

What about logs? We showed in the previous section that contact diagrams in the EFTol can never have
logs since there are too many derivatives in the corresponding vertices. This analysis does not apply to
single exchange diagrams, but again we don’t expect logs to arise from the corresponding time integrals.
If such a log did arise from one of these single exchange diagrams, it could not be cancelled by a contact
diagram and since we are computing parity-even correlators, it would contribute to the bispectra. This
was proven in generality in [12] where it was shown that only for parity-even interactions can bispectra
have a log. Furthermore, the log would also need to depend on a sum of energies. Indeed, if it was to just
depend on k3 it would need to come from first integrating with respect to n’ but because we have at least
four derivatives, and therefore non-negative powers of 7, that part of the integral cannot give rise to a
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log. The presence of a log would be felt in the leading soft theorem which is given by

3 -
e a2 a2 78) ~ iph" (q) P (k)ey kik;, (4.25)

for some soft momentum q. The right hand side of this soft theorem does not have a log dependence so
there also cannot be a log on the left'”. This shows that the cubic wavefunction coefficient, and therefore
single exchange diagrams in the EFTol, cannot have log singularities. We note that the absence of logs
might be highly non-trivial, and require cancellations between different parts of the full integral in (4.16).
As an example, consider the case where m = 2 and n = 0 i.e. the quadratic correction only has spatial
derivatives. If we first compute the 8(n — 1) part of the integral then we find that at late times there is
a log dependence of the form log[(kr + 2ks3)/kr|, while the 6(n — n) part of the integral contributes an
equal and opposite term such that no logs appear in the final result.

What about the MLT? It is easy to see that the MLT is satisfied for k1 and ks since they only appear
through the bulk-boundary propagators which as we explained above ensures that the MLT is satisfied
for those energies. Now for k3, the only dependence that we didn’t take into account above was from
ImK (k3,n) which when expanded for small k3 starts at O(k3). It follows that the result of this integral
(multiplied by any factors coming from spatial derivatives) always contains a factor of k3, from both theta
functions, which in turn ensures that it satisfies the MLT for this leg too. So we conclude that the leading
single exchange diagrams in the EFTol only have poles as kr — 0 and they always satisfy the MLT for all
three legs. It follows that the final result of these diagrams is captured by the analysis of [12].

Finally, let us outline how one goes from such an exchange contribution to the wavefunction to expectation
values. This was worked out in detail in [12] where it was shown that the correction to the two-point
function yields a slightly more complicated relation compared to the case for contact diagrams. Up to
linear order in the correction to the two-point function, the relationship is

1 . ; IP3" (k1)
B = o (Pék N, (k) + PEM () {R)) (P”(k) +2 perms)) , (4.26)

where the permutations are of both momenta and helicity labels, and we have defined the combination
Plrd ({ic}, {k}) = i ({1}, {k}) + 9t ({1}, {k})* (4.27)

Here 7?2(0) is the GR contribution, with the two-point function given by (4.5), while §P; comes from
the small quadratic corrections. Note that this formula includes all tree-level contributions to 3, so both
contact and exchange diagrams are added. In Section 5 we will use this formula to convert our calculations
of wavefunction coefficients into bispectra.

4.3 Boundary terms

Before computing the bispectra, let us first verify that boundary terms evaluated at n = 0 cannot contribute
to the late-time wavefunction. Such terms could arise either independently, or as a consequence of the
integration by parts we have performed to arrive at (2.7). The general forms of boundary contributions
from two and three building block boundary operators are, schematically,

lim (na+b*3(9<a>A.o<b>B), lim (n“b“*i‘o(@A.o(b)B.O<C>C), (4.28)

n—0— n—0—

19A similar argument can be used to show that there cannot be any singularities at k3 = 0.
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where a, b, ¢ denote the number of derivatives in the corresponding operators, A, B,C € {6K"j7 UQRij} are
scale-invariant objects, and indices in (4.28) have been suppressed. The powers of 7 are fixed by scale
invariance. In conformal time, the extrinsic curvature is given by

O () , (4.29)

) i _ 2 'LlH /
K j 2a 9 HNYmn Yo

and given that the graviton equation of motion dictates that asymptotically %{j ~ O(m) asn — 07, we
have
SK'; ~O(p°) as n—0". (4.30)

Here we have used the fact that a?¢™ is constant at late-times. Similarly, for the scale-invariant Ricci
tensor we have
772Rij ~O0Mm*) as n—0". (4.31)

This late-time behaviour of the building blocks ensures that the boundary terms in (4.28) approach zero
at the future boundary. Indeed, close to n = 0 we have

na+b—3 Ho(m)A ~ O (na+b_3+za,b max{Q—w,O}) ~O (nl-ﬁ-zaybmax{o,w—Q}) ~ (/)(77)7
a,b
na+b+c—3 H O(’I‘)A ~ O (na+b+c—3+za,b,u max{2—z,0}) ~O (n3+za7b1cmax{0,w—2}) ~ 0(773) )

a,b,c

This shows that we can freely integrate by parts at the level of these covariant building blocks, as we have
done in Section 2, without having to worry about boundary contributions to the wavefunction.

A question distinct from the one we have just discussed, is whether we could have generated any boundary
terms when we integrated by parts in Section 4.2 to remove all time derivatives from the bulk-bulk
propagator to the bulk-boundary one, c.f. (4.16). For clarity, recall that the nested time integral of
interest is

0 0
/dn’a({ki},n’) / dn k"G (k;n, ) K (k) tett=t (4.32)

where a,b > 1, because dK;; %fj at linear order so each propagator must include at least one time
derivative. Again the power of 7 is fixed by scale invariance, and the factor of k™ originates from n spatial
derivatives acting on either line attached to the quadratic vertex. The 7’ vertex is the one coming from
GR which won’t affect the below discussion since it doesn’t contain any time derivatives. Our goal is to
use integration by parts to eliminate all conformal time derivatives from G. We have

0 0
/ dn G\ () KO (n)yretatt=t = (—1) / dn G(n)ds (K (b)(n)n”+“+b‘4)

j 1

+ f (=1) [G(a—l‘j)(n)% (K(b)(n)nn+a+b—4)} (4.33)

n—0 '

What are the necessary and sufficient conditions for the boundary terms in the second line to vanish? A
useful limit is that as n — 0, the bulk-bulk propagator decays as 7

1 ,
G(k;n,n') ~ gK(/’f;n’)n‘3 +n*-O(kn) as n—0". (4.34)
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First consider the case a — 1 — j < 3. We have

GO D k)~ O (g0, (4.35)
o (K(b)(k.;n)n"s-‘ra+b—4) = O(pnetatb-isi), (4.36)

so we conclude that
G(a_l_j)(km)n,w% (K(b)(k;n)n7z+a+b—4> = O("*?). (4.37)

Thus, the boundary term decays at least as fast as n™**. Since b > 1 (which must hold for operators
constructed out of 6 K ij)7 this is sufficient for the boundary term to vanish.

Now consider a — 1 — j > 3, which implies a > 4 + j > 4. Then for the boundary term to vanish it is
necessary and sufficient that
lim K® (k;n)prtatt=2 =, (4.38)
n—0

Since a > 4, the above relation holds for any b.

In conclusion, for quadratic operators that appear in the EFTol we can proceed as we did in Section 4.2
and move all time derivatives in the bulk integrals onto the bulk-boundary propagators, which significantly
simplifies the calculation we will perform in Section 5.

4.4 Spinor-helicity formalism

Once we have the final form of the various time integrals, the last step is to account for the tensor structure.
For the single exchange diagram of interest in this paper, the nontrivial tensor structure comes from the
GR vertex, while for contact diagrams this structure originates from the EFTol cubic interactions beyond
GR. The computation and the final result are much simplified if we work with the de Sitter spinor-helicity
formalism developed in [1]. Here we discuss the subject only very briefly and refer the reader to [1,12,40,70]
for further details, with many useful relations given in [40].
A null four-vector k, can be represented by a pair of two-component, non-Grassmanian spinors (A, 5\) as
follows:

koo = 0" 3ku = Aada (4.39)

where we defined k, = (k,k) and o = (1, o) are the Pauli matrices. Here we have constructed a null
four-vector from the spatial momenta with k& = |k|. In contrast to flat-space, here energy is not conserved
so a number of spinor helicity identities in flat-space are altered in de Sitter. For example, conservation
of spatial momenta for three particles yields

(ab)[ab] = krl., for a#0b#ec, (4.40)
3
N ADAY = kr(0°)a, (441)
a=1

where we have defined the spinor brackets

b
(ab) = eADAD, (4.42)
jab] = IR, (4.43)

and I, = ky + k. — k,. The object (50)‘5‘0‘ can be used to pick out of the time component of a vector
e.g. (09)%k,s = 2k. This would not be allowed in a Lorentz invariant theory but is perfectly fine in our
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cosmological setting. This allows us to define polarisation vectors which have a vanishing time component.

If we write the polarization tensors for v;; as ef; (k) = eft(k)e;E (k), then we have

0‘0 B ~B~d

eaak) = (005 2 )“Z)\ ! : (4.44)
%) .. A,

eoa(k) = (05022 ZAA : (4.45)

The numerical factors in these expressions follow from e?j(k)e?]r (k)* = 40y, and the simplicity of these
expressions motivates this particular normalisation. One can check that these polarisation tensors are
transverse to the momentum and have a vanishing time component. For parity-even interactions at three-

points, useful formulae for going from polarisations to spinors are

2 2 2 2 2 2
ea+ . ebJr _ [ab] ; €a7 . 6b7 — _ <a’b> , ea+ . ebf _ Ib <Cb> _ Ia [Ca] , (446)
Qkakb Qkak‘b 2kakb (ca>2 Qkak‘b [Cb]2
I, [ab][b] _ Iy (ab){be)
a b+ — 71) a b — 0 NN 4.4
Woe 2ky lac] ¢ 2ky  {ac) (447)

The wavefunction coefficients can then always be expressed in terms of coupling constants, the square and
angle brackets, and the energies k,, with the linear combinations I, playing a special role. Let us therefore
convert all tensor structures into bracket expressions. The tensor structure part of ¥z ;4 always takes
the following form [12]
2[9912[2112
(6 e (o) (e ki) = 2 2 () = 1k, (4.48)
1iak3

where h, is a polynomial in the energies, of dimension o = @y + as + ag. For parity even interactions,
which we are considering here, possible values are a = 0,2,4,6. For each interaction, h, must be found
by an explicit calculation. For example, the GR vertex can be represented by ho—o. The simplicity of the
method lies in the fact that once the + 4+ + computation is performed, all other helicity configurations
come almost automatically. The time integral part of the wavefunction coefficient is the same as for the
+ 4 +, while the tensor structure part can be found as follows:

121 212
et (kp)e (k) KOG#RES) = | L2 ha(ky, ko, —ks) = SHyq_ho(k1, ko, —k
(eF(ki)et (ka)e (ka)ki k52ks?) P3PPI 22N (k1 k2, —ks) ++—ha(k1, k2, —ks) ,

(e”(ki)e™ (ka)et (k3)k{'k3?k5?) = (12)° Utk ha(k1, ke, —ks) = SH ha(k1, ke, —ks)

€ 1)€ 2)€ 3)81 Ko Kj = <23>2<31>2 k%kgk% a\lvl, 2, 3) = ——+a N, M2, 3/

_ _ _ i 12)2(23)2(31)2

(™ (k1)e™ (ka)e™ (ks)ki k32ks?) <>k<%k§>k§<>ha(l€1,k2,k3)ESHha(ka), (4.49)
We refer the reader to [12] for a derivation and a more in-depth discussion of this construction. We will

present the final form of graviton bispectra using these spinor variables.

5 Type-I bispectra

We now start computing the graviton bispectra in the EFTol. We begin with the Type-I bispectra that
arise from two building block operators. In this case both single exchange and contact diagrams contribute
and we deal with them in turn. We then write down the final form of the bispectra which requires us to
convert our wavefunction expressions into expectation values. Finally we check that our results satisfy the
consistency relations which relate the soft limit of a three-point function to the two-point function [15-17],
which now receives corrections. This provides a non-trivial check of our final result.
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5.1 Single exchange diagram

We begin with the exchange contributions to the wavefunction which arise due to the quadratic corrections
to the free theory in (3.19). We have computed these contributions when we gave examples of the Feynman
rules for exchange diagrams, and they are given by (4.12) and (4.14). If we write the polarisation tensors
in such a way that we have full symmetry in particles 1 and 2, then for the + 4+ + configuration we have

1
deftel?kikiels — elterkikiels — el2etkikiels = — 1S (AL + I + 13) . (5.1)

Using this expression in (4.12) and (4.14), for the + + + configuration, we find

iM pl9n,0
U3BE, exchange = Z TSH+++k%In,O(kla ka2, k3) + 2 perms, (5:2)
n=1
+ Z —l‘%mSHJrJr#»k’%kngn,m(kl’ kQ’ k'?’) +2 perins. (53)
n=0,m=1

Notice how once we summed over the remaining two permutations in the tensor structure, the contribution
reduced simply to k%. Recall that here we are using the tensor structure of GR where this factor of k2 is
familiar [1] and cancels the 1/k2 that comes from the time integral when computed in pure gravity. This
means that the 4+ + + configuration for pure gravity in de Sitter space does not have a total-energy pole
which can be traced back to the fact that the corresponding amplitude for this configuration is zero. We
will see that this behaviour is unique to pure gravity: the EFTol corrections to the bispectrum do indeed
have total-energy poles for the + + + configuration. As we explained above we can now easily extract the
+ + — configuration which is given by

iM4 9n,0
w;B+B_, exchange = Z %SH—F—&-—]}? (In,o(k'l, ]CQ, kg) + 2 perms) s (54)
n=1
1 ZM 9n,m
+ Z ()6—418H++7I§ (k3™ L (K1, ka2, k3) + 2 perms) (5.5)

n=0m=1

where we have used the fact that k2. — I3 as we send k3 — —k3. We remind the reader that Z,, o and
Ty m are defined in (4.13) and (4.15), which can be compactly written as (4.19),(4.20) and (4.21) in terms
of the master time integral (4.16). Our focus now is on computing this master time integral.

To compute this integral we use the formalism developed in [33] to write down a dispersion formula in
terms of discontinuities of the bulk-boundary propagator. In order to ensure a Bunch-Davies vacuum in
the infinite past requires the use of the ie prescription, k — k — ie, where the norm of & is given a negative
imaginary part, i.e. —k — —k-ie. In polar coordinates, k2 = €', this becomes the condition 6 € (-2, 0).
If 6 is in this interval, then the Feynman integrals converge. It is therefore natural to place the k2 branch
cut on the positive real axis. We then define the following monodromy operation

discy2 f(K?) = F((e77k)?) = f(k*) = f((—k +ie)*) = f((k —ie)*) = f((=k")?) = f(K?), (5.6)

i.e. the argument of the term on the left hand side comes from rotating % in the complex plane by § = —.
By utilising the Hermitian analyticity of the bulk-boundary propagator, we can express the discontinuity

of the bulk-boundary propagator as>’

disc,2 K (p,n) = K(e"""p,n) — K(p,n) = K*(p,n) — K(p,n) = —2iImK (p, n). (5.7)

20 A function is described to be Hermitian analytic provided it satisfies the relation f*(—k*) = f(k). We refer the reader
to [27,29] for further discussion on this topic.
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We can write a general bulk-bulk propagator G, (k,n,n') in terms of a dispersion formula [33]

Gu(k,n,n') = 1/+OO Ldisc 2Gy(p, 1) (5.8)
T 2mi Jo  p?—kZ+ie ? e

where v is the usual order of the Hankel function related to the mass of the bulk field by

19  m?

The discontinuity of the bulk-bulk propagator can then be expressed in terms of the discontinuities of the
bulk-boundary propagator as

disc,2 Gy (p,n,n') = iP,(p)discy2 K (p, n)disc,2 K (p,n') , (5.10)

where P, is the power spectrum. Given that we are working with massless gravitons in the EFTol, we can
take v = 3/2, allowing us to rewrite (4.16) as

+oo d H2 [
M<O‘35): %m[w p2—k§+i€2]\z4§1p2 [md77(*HW)JK(klaﬁ)K(k%ﬂ)[K*(PW)*K(Pﬂ?)]
0
[ d’ (—Hr) KO kg, 1f ) K (0.1) — K(p.17). (5.11)

Two comments are in order. First, we have switched the order of the integrals. This is typically not
allowed: the behavior of disc,2 K (p,n) in the infinite past is such that the 7 integral converges only for
particular values of p?. One can carry out the integral for these values and then analytically continue: the
final result is that the nested integral becomes an integral in p? of the product of the discontinuities of
single integrals. The second observation is that the product of these discontinuities is an even function of
p. We can then change variables from p? to p, and take advantage of the fact that the whole integrand is

even in p to extend the range of integration from —oo to +oo [33]. Carrying out the integrals in dn and
dn we find
L[t
M(a, B) = %/ dp N (k1, ka2, k3,p), (5.12)

where we have dropped the ie for simplicity of notation. The function A is given by
TH— p(k‘% + 4k ko + k% — p2)
M§1 (p? = k3) (k1 + ko — p)2 (k1 + k2 + p)?

x (iks)? (—a)li® {((/% —p)(ks +p)* _kékj ;p)(ks —p)*) (B-1)

+ (—a+1)((ks —p)* (ks + Bp — p) — (ks +p)* (ks — Bp + )

—(—a+2)(—a+ Dksp((ks —p)* > + (ks +p)* %) | ,

N (k1, ko, k3, p) =—

(5.13)

which is manifestly symmetric under p — —p. We also see that the integrand in (5.13) vanishes as p — oo
in the complex plane, and therefore we can close the p-contour in either the upper or lower half-plane.

The poles in p are located at

p = tks
p = £(k1 + ko). (5.14)
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When evaluating the contour integral, we should recall that the Bunch-Davies boundary condition implies
that the k, have a small, negative imaginary part. Finally, we can close the contour in the lower half-plane
to find

M(a, B) = — (Resp(lier) [N(k‘l, ko, k;g,p)} + Resp—r, {/\/’(k‘l, ko, k3, s)]) . (5.15)

The residue at (k1 + k2) can be computed for generic n, m but the same is not true for the residue at
ks, for which we cannot find a closed-form expression. In any case we notice that, taken separately, the
residues at ks and (ki + ko) both present a divergence at ki + ko = k3. It is only when combined that
such divergence cancels, as it was expected from the analysis of Section 4.2.

Let us end this section by writing down some expressions for the time integrals of interest so we can see the
expected properties explicitly. Since in all cases the result must be symmetric in the exchange of k; and
ko, we write the integrals in terms of the symmetric polynomials in two variables: é; = k1 + ko, é3 = k1ko.
We still use kr = é1 + k3. We have:

.kg
Ty = = (763 + 146165 + 1163k — 265ks + 561k3 + k), (5.16)
2M2 k5,
3iH?k] 4 )
2.0 = 5o [156] + 30836, + k3(256] — 3063é5)
2M§1k% 1 1 1 1
+ k3 (2683 + 3461 65) + k3 (2263 — 265) + Tkiér + k3], (5.17)
ik
To1 = —m (=83 — 26169 + 362k + 1460k + 5érkE + k2), (5.18)
2M2 k5.
iHks 3 A A 2 A A 1.2 3
Il,l = 725(761 — 26162 + 361163 + 1462]€3 + 561]{13 + k’3)7 (519)
AM2 K5
12iH2k2
Tyy =~ 2B (&4 4 3626, — Téréoks — 2k + 285k2). (5.20)
MplkT

We note that the expressions for Zp; and Z; ; are proportional which was to be expected. This is a
consequence of the fact that for m # 0 and odd n, we can integrate by parts to write the quadratic mixing
in terms of operators with lower values of n. As we explained before, it is still useful to keep our current
labelling and definition of n however, since we expect the contact contributions to be different for all n.
For larger values of n, it will remain the case that for odd n we can write the result in terms of expressions
with lower and even n. As another example, we have 731 = %Ig,l —3H 211,1. As expected, we see that
only total-energy poles arise, and once we include the factors of k3™ the MLT will be satisfied for each
external leg.

5.2 Contact diagram

In addition to the exchange contributions we have just computed, for Type-I bispectra there are also
contact diagrams that contribute to the bispectra at the same order in perturbation theory. These arise
due to the cubic interactions in (3.19) which take the form

M2 m—1
Sy,2BB D Tpl/dﬁdgx > Gnmat(m)(y)" " <_m7lk32m2313k%{j +> 52st[%32m22p7/]ij> ;

n,m=1 p=0

(5.21)

where ¢ = 2—2m —n and m > 1. Each contribution contains one ~;; with n+1 time derivatives, one with
a single time derivative, and one without any. Up to permutations and overall factors, the time integral
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that we therefore need to compute is
Jn,m(kla k27 kd) = / d77 nn+2m—2K(n+l) (kh n)K/(k27 77)K(k3a 77) (522)
With the result of this integral we can multiply it by the tensor structure dictated by the cubic interactions,

then sum over permutations. Given that n+ 2m — 2 > 0, the result of this integral will only have poles at
kr =0, and no logs. Using (4.23) and

Ii d z szn Z!(_z)l i +O( z+1) (5 23)
nll}l’%) nmne k;+z n I .

for z > 0, we find that at late times the bulk time integral yields

123 k?+1k%
jn,m = (_1)7”_"@71(71 + 2m — 1)' k;n+2m
T
I RS (k1 — nks)
k%+2m+1

+ (=)0 + 2m)!

kn+2k§k3

kT

(5.24)

where we have introduced a more compact notation with ._7,%2,% = Tn,m(k1, k2, k3). We see that the degree
of the leading total-energy pole is equal to the number of derivatives in the cubic vertices, as expected [12],
and one can check that this expression satisfies the MLT for each external energy.

Now for the tensor structure we have

Qs[7,7'lij = =0k + OiyirOkviy + (i ¢ ), (5.25)

and in the final term in (5.21) we can integrate by parts to move all 9?7 terms onto the first 7;; such that

M2
Sy.28B D —Tpl / dnd®z Y at(n)mgnm(vi)" VP 2010k,

n,m=1
M21
+= [ dnd’z Y a Zgn mO% (i) Quly, 9P 2] (5.26)
n,m=1

From the first line, once we convert to momentum space using (1.4), we will find tensor structures of the
form k372 hl(kl) }'Q(kz)k%%”C (k3), and if we convert this expression into one with spinors, for the
+ + + configuration we find

B2l el e KPR () = < KE™ 2 IBSH (5.27)

We remind the reader that the ++ — configuration can be extracted from this expression as we explained
above. For the second line, the tensor structures are of the form ki’ k3™ >~ el (kl)[ (kg) 3 (ks)kiky —

efj’“ (kg)egf (k3)k2k?3], which when converted to spinors for the + + + Conﬁguratlon yields

m— 1 m—o—
KPR 27l (k) e (ke ey (ka)kitki' — ef (ka)ef (k) kik?) = —gk’%pkg TRLSH . (5.28)

We can now collect everything together. By multiplying these tensor structures by the result of the time
integral, and including all constant factors as dictated by the Feynman rules we reviewed in Section 4, for
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the + + + helicity configuration we find

iM?>
SFB+BJ,rcontact = HMSH+++ Z (_1)n+mgn’mHn+2m—2m [kgmizlgj;’%i +5 pel“mS]
n,m=1
ZMI%I n+m n+2m—2 = 2p1.2m—2p—2 123
S s Y (<) g 3 [kl k2 ks I3 T2%8 + 5 perms] (5.29)
n,m=1 p=0

We have summed over the remaining permutations to find an object with the correct symmetry. The
symmetrisation in the expression for s simply yields a factor of 2. Now to extract the wavefunction
coefficient for the + 4+ — helicity configuration we need to send ks — —ks and SH, ., — SH, ,_ for each
term, while keeping 7, », fixed. This yields

iM
+4+— _ pl n+m n-+2m—2 2m—217.2 7123 2m—21.2 7213
2BB,contact — SH++— E : (_1) gnme m[kZ ijn,m + kl ijn,m

n,m=1

FRPRIN LRI R K B

iM?2 el
pl n+m n+2m—2 2p1.2m—2p—2 123
+ 16 SH++— n%;l(_l) g”hmH I;O[_kl k2 k3ijn,m
R gk TS — KPS 1,715
— kPR T e LT3 — kPR T TPk LI, — kPR T ke L T2, (5.30)

We note that for both helicity configurations these contributions to the wavefunction are real since the
overall factor of ¢ is cancelled by the ¢ in 7, ,,,. This ensures that these contributions do indeed contribute
to the bispectra since for parity-even interactions only the real part contributes (c.f. (4.4)).

5.3 Putting everything together

Now that we have all contributions to the cubic wavefunction coefficient, to leading order in new couplings,
we can now convert these into expressions for the bispectra. In perturbation theory expectation values
are algebraically related to wavefunction coefficients with the relations derived in a number of places
e.g. [12,22,77]. When there is a small correction to the two-point function, as is the case here, the general
expression is given by (4.26) which for parity-even interactions becomes

Re (51/)5\1)
Re (¢2,GR)

) 1 ) )
B;A’} _ —9Re ( ;i;};al) + 2Re ( ?E”\d;) + 2 perms | |, (5.31)

I 2Re (¢2,GR)

where 12 gr is the GR contribution to the two-point function, while d12 is a small correction due to
our higher-derivative corrections to the quadratic action. Since we are working up to linear order in new
couplings, we take the first term in the square brackets to be all contributions we have computed in this
section i.e. Y3 otal = Y2BB,exchange + W2BB,contact, While the 13 in the second term must be the GR con-
tribution since d1); is already linear the new couplings. In addition to 13 tota1, Wwe now also need the GR
wavefunction up to cubic order, and the small corrections to 5.

We have essentially already computed the GR cubic wavefunction coefficient when we computed the Type-I
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exchange diagrams so let us simply write the result here. We have?!

2 2
;—,gg 64H2 SH+++ k:2 (63 + kTGQ k/T) (532)
My I2
jéR 64H2 —PLSH, 2 2 (e3 + krea — k). (5.33)

For the corrections to the two-point function, we need to compute a Feynman diagram that is analogous
to the one in Figure 1 but with two rather than three external legs. Since this is a small correction to
the quadratic wavefunction, we compute it in the way we compute any contact diagram: we insert a
bulk-boundary propagator for each external line, add tensor structures and time derivatives as dictated
by corresponding the bulk vertex, and use the Feynman rules we discussed above. For example, for m = 0
we have

hh _ gn.o MG H?" 2 22 7-(2n+1) /
Syl Z =t [ dn P T EEED () K () X Ade 2 (5.34)

n=1

Z

M3 H 2K 8y, (5.35)

where we have used momentum conservation and summed over the two possible permutations. The
computation for m ## 0 is very similar and in total we have

’ 2n
5whh Z ( 4n) n. 0M21H2n72 kséhh’

n=1

(2m+n —1)(n —2m) T
+ Z on+2m Inam M H" 223 60 (5.36)

n=0m=1

We now have all the ingredients to compute the bispectra. Below we write down their final forms at linear
order in the new couplings for a few choices of n and m. We define
Porovs H*

P=- = — . .
5 o SITE Sth (5.37)

We have, for the examples with the lowest degree leading total-energy poles,

GR: Bitt= 25611{44;11 5SH 44 (k% — krea — e3) (5.38)

Bf Tt~ = %(f{ﬂ/%egSH++_lg(k% — krey — e3), (5.39)

o = 2]55]?35%'- (5.40)

n=1m=0: Bftt = —%smH ki — kpes ;;%63 + 245 (5.41)
- _%SHH/E kS, — ke, ;;‘;}63 +24c} (5.42)

SPM — ﬁ;g];% Shi - (5.43)

21 As we did with the quadratic wavefunction, here we are dropping any imaginary contributions to the GR cubic wave-
function coefficient.
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3H%gs0 kS — eak$ — eskd + 80e3k2 — 240eqe?

n=2m=0: 6BfTT = —WSH+++ W , (5.44)
Bt — - 3H8942’O3 ++_L§ kS — eakS — e3k?. Jg 80e3k2. — 240626525’ (5.45)
2560 e} k2 k2
sPM = mahh/. (5.46)
n=0m=1: 5B§'++ _ %Pg\jgllchH-H--i- kS — kteo ;;%63 + 72¢3 (5.47)
SBt = 2;& R (5.45)
sphh — fj\;gfkl“ S - (5.49)
n—lm—1: 6BfH — %SmH kS — ke — k%egkguk%e% + 384eqe2 (5.50)
SPhH fj\igllké S (5.52)

where we have defined the polynomials

Polyg, (é1,é2, k3) = &5 + 3¢Tks — é5(éa — 2k2) — 3e3ks(én + k3) — 6€1k3 + €3 (669k3 — 3K3)
+ E2(7263k2 + 3éoks + 2kS) + 361 (8082k3 — éxkl + ki) + (7262k5 — 2é9kS + k5), (5.53)
Polygy, (é1, é2, k3) = Polyg, (é1,éa, k3) — 48¢2k3(¢2 — 8¢5 + 661ks + k), (5.54)

using the symmetric polynomials in two variables: é; = ky + ko, é2 = k1ks.

Perhaps surprisingly we see that for these four examples the bispectra for both helicity configurations can
be written as a linear sum of the GR bispectra and those that we will introduce in the following section,
namely, the Type-II bispectra. Indeed, once we subtract the GR, contributions from these Type-I bispectra,
we are left with contributions that contain an overall e which is the defining property of Type-II bispectra
as we will show. This does not mean that the two building blocks operators are completely degenerate with
the three building block ones since observables could still differ at higher order in perturbations e.g. the
corresponding trispectra could be different. However, this observation certainly motivates us to construct
these bispectra directly using consistency relations which may shed light on why this apparent degeneracy
arises. Our result here suggests that if there is no correction to the power spectrum, then to satisfy the
consistency relations we require an overall €3 and it would be nice to prove this in generality. We will
come back to this in the future.

5.4 Checking the consistency relations

Given that we are working within the EFTol, our bispectra should satisfy the consistency relations of
single-clock cosmologies which relate the soft limit of n-point functions to lower point ones [15-17]. They
arise from the unbroken spatial diffeomorphisms and offer a good consistency check of our results. The
leading order graviton soft theorem is

3 .
(e a2 eaye) ~ 5 (€ (@kiky) P () Pyt (k) as =0, (5.55)

ESTI
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where we have introduced the notation (...)" to denote a correlator with the momentum-conserving delta
function stripped off.

We will focus on the consistency relation for the + + + configuration which is enough to verify that our
results are correct. We first need to compute the tensor structures that appear on both sides of the soft
theorem. In both cases we can write these solely in terms of the three external energies by picking a basis
for the vectors and polarisation tensors. Using momentum conservation and SO(3) invariance, we can
make each of the three external vectors lie in the (x,y) plane and we choose k; = k;(1,0,0) without loss
of generality. We can then write the corresponding polarisation tensor as

0 0 0
efk)=[0 1 =+i], (5.56)
0 +i —1

which is traceless, transverse to the momentum and has the correct normalisation. The other vectors
and polarisation tensors can easily be extracted from these by performing rotations and using momentum

conservation (see e.g. [12]). It is then straightforward to see that?”
1{33
SHy 4 = —8elielzens = _?g (8es — dkres + KY) (5.57)
3
with a similar expression for SH, _ [12].?3 Similarly, we have
fo s k (k3 + k3 — k3)?
Mp2ps = _2 (- 2Lt B8] ) 5.58
“ BT T ( k2K (5.58)

With these expressions, and the bispectrum and power spectrum of GR given in (5.38) and (5.40) respec-
tively, we can easily see that the soft theorem is satisfied in pure gravity. Using the general consistency
relation at zeroth order in the new EFTol couplings, we can then obtain a simplified relation at first order
in terms of the new bispectra and change in the power spectrum given by
SPST(k)
SBTH (g, [k — a/2], [k +a/2|) ~ 2B&E T (g, [k — a/2], [k + a/2]) 55— (5.59)
P’y,GR(k)
It is then simple to see that this relationship holds for the examples we wrote above at leading order in the
soft momentum i.e. at O(1/¢®). We have also checked that the ++— configuration satisfies the appropriate
soft limits. If we take ks soft then the bispectrum contributes to the left-hand side of the soft theorem
and the correction to the power spectrum ensures that it is satisfied, while if we take either El or Eg soft
then to leading order there is no contribution to the left-hand side of the correlator which is comforting
since the right-hand side would only be non-zero at leading order if the + and — modes were correlated,
which is not the case. In checking this we see the welcome appearance of I2 in the + + — bispectrum:
at leading order in the soft momentum (El or ];/:2) this combination of energies vanishes thereby ensuring
that there is no contribution to the left-hand side of the soft theorem.

6 Type-II bispectra

Let’s now turn our attention to Type-II bispectra that come from three building block operators. In
this case our Lagrangian contains all tensor structures derived in [12] with the freedom to add additional

22Despite the overall factor of 6;2, this object is not singular in the soft limit thanks to the tunings between terms in the
numerator.

23We note that the polarisation tensors are matrices of rank 1 which ensures that we can use the spinor helicity formalism
without loss of generality. We can therefore use this expression for SH{ | to easily write all tensor structures in terms of
the energies.
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derivatives. The only constraint coming from the fact these are EFTol operators is that each v;; must
come with at least one time derivative, as we showed in Section 3. This makes sense from the point of
view of symmetries: the theory should be invariant under spatial diffeomorphisms and if we write these
symmetry transformations as a Taylor expansion in z, v;; (and ¢) [15], then the operators with the fewest
powers of v;; must be invariant under the field-independent part of the symmetry transformation which
would simply be a sum of polynomials in z? under which 'ygj is invariant. Here there are no corrections to
the power spectrum, and therefore the cubic terms are those with the fewest powers of ~;;.

Now as was explained in detail in [12], to construct bispectra we take one of the allowed tensor structures
and multiply it by a solution to the MLT before summing over permutations. In terms of polarisation
tensors and spatial momenta, the five allowed tensor structures, up to permutations, are (these also follow
from the action in (3.21))

h1 _ha _hs

a=0: ejege,
—_ 9. Lh1_ha hspipj hi Jh2 Jhs 1017
a=2: e, ere kiky and e epert kiky,

_ . h1 _ha _hsyi1.91.01.m
a=4: epe e lkikyksks",

_p. _hi_ha _hsipmipkiyigniglid
a=06: eye; ek kikykyksks.

As we discussed in the previous section, wavefunction coefficients and bispectra are actually more com-
pactly presented by converting to the spinor helicity formalism. In this case a general parity-even wave-
function coefficient for the + + 4 configuration can be written as

DR AKY) =SHarr ) ha({RDwET({RY), (6.5)

permutations

where the parity-even choices for h,, are [12]

ho =1, (6.6)
hy =k} and kiko, (6.7)
hy = I 115, (6.8)
he = IFI312, (6.9)

and we remind the reader that the symmetries of the trimmed part of the wavefunction are dictated by hq,
and I, = ky+ k. —k,, with a # b # ¢. The trimmed wavefunction is the contribution that comes from time
evolution. These five structures follow directly from converting the tensor structures in (6.1) into spinor
variables, however there is a further simplification that was noted in [12]. Consider the k} possibility for
ho. In the bispectra this factor would be multiplied by a solution to the MLT and then summed over
permutations. However, k7 is by itself also a solution to the MLT so in fact this a = 2 possibility is
already captured by o = 0. Here we are aiming to construct a complete set of Type-II bispectra so we can
therefore work with the restricted set

ho =1, (6.10)
ho = kiks, (6.11)
hy = I} 1,13, (6.12)
he = IFI312, (6.13)

with only a single possibility for each a. From these expressions we can extract the + + — configuration,
as we explained in Section 4.4. We have

SR ARY =SH o Y Balky, by, —ks)gi e ({k}) . (6.14)

permutations
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Now the trimmed wavefunction can be a rational function of the three energies, can contain a log divergence
in —ngkr and can also contain poles at 1y = 0 of at most cubic degree. These allowed structures follow
from the combination of scale invariance and the assumption of a Bunch-Davies vacuum [12,42]. As we
mentioned above, in our EFTol operators there are too many derivatives for log divergences to arise, and
any 1o = 0 poles drop out of the correlator, which can be shown in complete generality using a combination
of the MLT and the COT [12]. They drop out since their coefficients are always imaginary and only real
wavefunction coefficients contribute to the bispectra. In any case, the fact that each ;; is differentiated
at least once is enough to rule out 79 = 0 poles in the wavefunction. For our interests we can therefore
restrict the trimmed wavefunction to be a rational function with poles only occurring when kr = 0. We
therefore have

: 1
wgrlmmed({k}) = 7kp P01y3+p,a(k1, kg, kg), (615)
T

with p the order of the leading total-energy pole, and 3 + p — « the degree of the polynomial which is fixed
by scale invariance.

Now, given the form of (3.21), in our case the trimmed wavefunction would arise from bulk time integrals
of the form

/ dn 7" KT (ky, ) K02 (kg ) KOH3) (g ), (6.16)

with each bulk-boundary propagator differentiated at least once and r < 1. We have
K'(k,n) = k*ne™", (6.17)

so each external energy will appear at least quadratically in ymmed. We can therefore update our ansatz

t024

2
: e
pgrmmed ({k}) = k%Polypfsfa(kl, ka2, k3), (6.18)
T

which by virtue of the factor of e? satisfies the MLT for each external energy and for all choices of
Poly, 3_,(k1,k2,k3). In [12] it was shown that all solutions to the MLT come from a bulk time integral,
so (6.18) reproduces precisely the desired trimmed wavefunctions that follow from (3.21). This can also
been seen from the fact that K’'(k,n) = k*Kcc(k,n), where Kcc is the bulk-boundary propagator for a
conformally coupled scalar. The MLT for such a field is trivial [31], so all rational functions are admissible
and can be generated by taking the necessary time derivatives of Kgoc. Without having to compute any
time integrals we can now construct 5 ™mmed for each «, and use these expressions to compute the bispec-
tra B;B‘Ea and B;B‘Ea. Note that when we convert wavefunction coefficients to correlators we pick up a
factor of 1/e3 from the inverse powers of 5 in (4.4), and in the following we absorb all constant factors,
such as H and M, into the arbitrary polynomials.

Let’s start with o = 0 where the trimmed wavefunction should be fully symmetric in the external energies
since the tensor structure is. We can therefore write the polynomial as a function of kr, eo and e3. The
general bispectra are then

2
B+ esSHy 44

3BB,0 = Wpdyp_s(k:ﬂez,es), (6.19)
_ 62SII+”+4
Bigho = %Tp(ﬂypfg(k%@z, es), (6.20)

24This overall factor of eg is enough to rule out 19 = 0 poles since by scale invariance any negative powers of 19 would also
require negative powers of k7 but no such structures are allowed [12].
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where in all cases the degree of the polynomial must be a non-negative number so for &« = 0 we need
p > 3. Now for a = 2 we have hy = ki1ko, so the trimmed wavefunction only needs to be symmetric in the
exchange of k1 and ko. We therefore have

e2SH
Bigh, = 2ot 2 k*;;* [k1koPoly,_s(kr, ez, k3) + kiksPoly,_s (kr, es, ko) + koksPoly, _s(kr, e, k1)], (6.21)

_ e2SH, | _
B;_B—%Q = %[lﬂlePolyp%(kT, €9, k‘g) — klkgPolyp_5(kT, €9, kg) — kgk’gPOlyp_5(k'T, €g, k’1)] (622)
3hr
We would naturally write the arguments of the polynomial, for the kike permutation, as é; = ki + ko,
és = ki1ko and k3 given its symmetries but we can replace é; with kr and é; with ey without loss of
generality since kr = é; + k3 and es = és + k3é1. The case of a = 4 is very similar to a = 2 since the
symmetries of hy are the same as hy. We have

e2SH
Bigsa = :T]%H[lgmzpolyw(k% €2, k3) + I3 IsPoly,_;(kr, ez, ks) + I} L I;Poly,_(kr, e, k1)),

(6.23)

Bt _ e3SH k2.1, I, Pol k ks) — I? I,k Pol k ko) — I2I1 kpPol k k
3BB,4_W[ rlilaPoly, _q(kr, ez, k3) — IT IakrPoly,_7(kr, ea, ko) — Iy [ikrPoly,_7(kr, e, k1),
(6.24)

where we have used that under k3 — —k3 we have I3 — kr and Iy — —I5. Finally, for a = 6 we again
have a symmetric hg so the bispectra are

e3SH., 44
B;_BET6 = 363kp 11212213%1301}’;)_9“?%627 es), (6.25)
3R
_ e3SHy,,_
B;BE,G = 3631:1; Iffgk%Polyp_g(kT,ez, es). (6.26)

The above structures give the most general graviton bispectra coming from three building block operators
in the EFTol, to all orders in derivatives (or equivalently to all orders in p). Compared to the general
Lagrangian (3.21), the resulting bispectra take a very compact form.

For Type-I bispectra we checked that the consistency relations of the EFTol are satisfied by our results.
This provides a non-trivial check. For these Type-II bispectra we see that the consistency relation is clearly
satisfied: there is no correction to the power spectrum since these shapes come from three building block
operators and indeed these shapes do not contribute in the leading soft limit thanks to the overall factor
of €2. So the consistency relation is also satisfied here. These Type-II bispectra therefore represent the
most general tree-level subset that satisfy the consistency relation without a need to correct the graviton
power spectrum.

7 Conclusions and outlook

In this paper we have computed late-time inflationary three-point functions for massless gravitons in the
Effective Field Theory of Inflation (EFTol). At tree-level, and to leading order in the field theory cou-
plings, there are two Feynman diagrams that contribute to the cubic wavefunction coefficient of massless
gravitons: one is a contact diagram due to cubic self-interactions of the graviton, while the second is an
exchange diagram that perturbatively accounts for possible corrections to the graviton power spectrum.
Computationally we have concentrated on these wavefunction coefficients, but have used standard tech-
niques to extract expectation values, namely bispectra, from these objects.
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We have, for the first time, shown that the quadratic and cubic action for massless gravitons, that appears
in addition to the Einstein-Hilbert part, can be derived by considering covariant operators constructed
out of the extrinsic curvature only. We arrived at this conclusion by performing various field redefinitions
to eliminate operators that contain the three-dimensional Ricci tensor. At the level of covariant operators
we have distinguished between those that are quadratic or cubic in the extrinsic curvature. The former
contribute to both the quadratic and cubic operators for the transverse traceless fluctuation, and we refer
to the corresponding bispectra as Type-I, while the latter only contribute to the cubic operators and we
refer to these bispectra as Type-II. In both cases we computed these bispectra to all orders in derivatives,
and have shown that our results are a consistent sub-set of the general graviton bispectra constructed
in [12].

For Type-I bispectra, both types of Feynman diagrams contribute and they are tied together by spatial
diffeomorphisms and the non-linear realisation of time diffeomorphisms. For the exchange diagram the
leading order contribution comes from taking the cubic interaction to be that of GR and with the quadratic
mixing coming from expanding two building block operators to quadratic order. We use the techniques
of [33] to efficiently compute the necessary bulk time integrals. The contact diagram arises from the
self-interactions coming from expanding two building block operators to cubic order. Such interactions
only arise in the presence of spatial derivatives: in the absence of spatial derivatives the symmetries of
the extrinsic curvature ensure that there are no cubic corrections. In this case we explicitly compute the
necessary bulk time integrals. Both diagrams contribute to the bispectra and we have checked that our
bispectra satisfy the leading order consistency relation of the EFTol.

For Type-II bispectra, only contact diagrams contribute since there are no corrections to the quadratic
action. In this case we have used the techniques of [12] to write down the most general allowed wavefunc-
tion coefficients. Since each contribution to the cubic action contains three gravitons differentiated with
respect to conformal time at least once, the wavefunction coefficients always contain an overall factor of
(k1koks)? which ensures that the MLT [31] is trivially satisfied. We have again extracted bispectra from
our wavefunction expressions and the overall factor of (k1k2k3)? ensures that the leading order consistency
relations are again satisfied.

The bispectra that we have derived should be taken in addition to those of GR which were first computed
in [1]. All of the corrections we have derived have leading order total-energy poles that are of a higher
degree than that of pure gravity which makes sense since they all come from operators with more than
two derivatives. A consequence of this is that pure gravity is the only case where the bispectrum for ++ +
configuration does not have a total-energy pole. The Type-I bispectra will always have a smaller amplitude
compared to their GR counter-parts since we treated the corrections to the power spectra perturbatively,
however the restrictions on the size of Type-II bispectra are weaker since there is no correction to the
two-point function.

There are avenues for future work:

e In this work we have been using a combination of bulk and bootstrap tools. It would be great
to be able to derive this collection of EFTol graviton bispectra purely using bootstrap methods.
Consistency relations could be very useful in this regard, and we plan to use these soft theorems
to construct these shapes directly. Clearly the leading order soft theorems will not be sufficient as
these don’t have the power to constrain the full shapes, so rather one would need to use a collection
of sub-leading soft theorems. Such relations will also require knowledge of correlators that mix the
graviton and the curvature perturbation ¢ [15].
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e Given the previous point, it would be very interesting to construct mixed correlators. Writing down
the general EFTol action and doing the computation will not be very efficient so one would need
to develop bootstrap tools to construct these correlators. It is not yet clear how to do this in
complete generality. Indeed, we expect ( correlators to violate the MLT since the corresponding self-
interactions are not manifestly local. One can again use soft theorems [12], but another option would
be to find a generalisation of the MLT that applies directly to ¢ correlators. Such a generalisation
should be possible given that the time integrals one needs to compute are the same as those of
a spectator scalar, but one needs to effectively deal with the inverse Laplacians that arise when
integrating out the non-dynamical parts of the metric. This perhaps requires a better understanding
of locality in the presence of dynamical gravity.

e More ambitiously, one might expect that three-point functions can be constrained by demanding
consistency of higher-point functions such as the trispectrum. This is a familiar technique for scat-
tering amplitudes where cubic couplings, and the spectrum, can be constrained by demanding that
four-point amplitudes have only simple poles and factorise consistently on such poles [5—7]. Thanks
to efforts of recent years we now have a solid understanding of the analytic properties of four-point
cosmological correlators and such consistency conditions could be used to constrain the three-point
functions that contribute to four-point functions. For the EFTol one would need to impose that
the spectrum contains a single scalar and a massless graviton as the dynamical modes, and the
Cosmological Optical Theorem [27] could provide a useful tool to yield constraints on three-point
functions.
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