arXiv:hep-ph/9602316v3 4 Oct 1996

hep-ph /9602316
CPTH-5422.1295
CRETE-96-13
UFIFT-HEP-965
Revised June 1996

THE QUANTUM GRAVITATIONAL BACK-REACTION ON INFLATION

N .C .Tsam is

Centre de P hysique T heorique, E cok P olytechnique
Paliseau 91128, FRANCE

and

Theory Group, FOR.T H.
Heraklion, Crete 71110, GREECE

R.P.W oodardY

D epartm ent of P hysics, University of F lorida
G ainesvilke, FL 32611, USA

ABSTRACT

W e describe our recent calculation of two-loop corrections to the expansion rate of an initially
in  ating universe on them anifbld T° < . If correct, our result proves that quantum gravitational
e ectsslow therateofin ation by an am ount which becom es non-perturbatively large at late tin es.
In a prelin inary discussion of basic issues we show that the expansion rate is a gauge invariant,
and that our ultraviolet requlator does not introduce spurious tim e dependence. W e also derive a
sharp bound on the m axin um strength ofhigher loop e ects.

em ail: tsam is@ desl.forth gr and tsam is@ orphee polytechnique fr
em ail: woodard@ physu  edu


http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9602316v3

1. Introduction

T he purpose of this paper is to discuss the consistency, m ethodology and accuracy of
a very long calculation in perturbative quantum gravity. A fhough such an exposition is
necessary if the result is to win acosptance, we should best begin by explaining the m o—
tivation. This Jabor was undertaken to check the suggestion [1,2] that corrections from
the infrared of quantum gravity m ay extinguish in ation without the need for a special
In aton eld. It willbe seen that this is also a proposal for solving the problem of the
coam ological constant. In our schem e the cosn ological constant is not unnaturally sm all,
it only appears so today on account of screening by infrared e ects in quantum gravity.
In ation begins in Hubble-sized patchs of the early universe over w hich the local tem per-
ature has fallen enough for the coan ological constant to dom Inate the stressenergy. A fter
a few e-foldings the tem perature of such a patch is su ciently low to pem it long range
correlations, and the infrared screening e ect begins to build up. T his build-up requires
a long tim e because gravitational interactions are naturally weak; they can only becom e
signi cant through causal and ocoherent superposition over the past lightcone. E ective
screening is therefore delayed until an enom ous invariant volum e has developed w ithin
the past lightcone of the cbservation point to the onset of in ation. This iswhy in ation

lasts long enough to explain the hom ogeneity and isotropy of the observed universe.

N ote that no ne tuning is necessary for our schem e, nor do we require new m atter
elds or even new gravitational interactions. O f the phenom enologically viable quanta,
our m echanign is unique to gravitons. The other known particles are either m assive |
w hich precludes coherent superposition | or else they possess confom al invariance on the
classical level | w hich m eans they cannot exploit the enom ous invariant volum e In the

past lightoone ofa conform ally at, in ating universe.

Note also that causality, and the physically m otivated initial condition of coherent
in ation over a nite spatial region, preclude sensitivity to global issues such as whether
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or not the fiill de Sitter m anifold is used. For convenience we worked on the m anifold
T3 <. What we com puted is the expectation value of the invariant elem ent in the

presence of a hom ogeneous and isotropic state which is nitially free de Sitter vacuum :

D E
0g @Gx)dx dx 0 = df+ a’@)dx dx : 1:)

In ation redshifts the tem perature to zero so rapidly that we sim ply used zero tem perature
quantum eld theory. W ewere able to use the Lagrangian of conventionalgeneral relativity:

- r 2 Pg; 12)
16 G g7

because our nfrared m echanisn is insensitive to the still unknown ultraviolet sector of
quantum graviy. W e assum ed only that the scale of in ation M (=G) 1™ isat kast a

few orders ofm agnitude below thePlanck massMp; G 1=2) .
M <103 Mpq : (1:3)

In this case ultraviolet m odes should have plenty of tin e to reach their natural equilibbria
as they redshift down to scales at which the dynam ics is descrbed by quantum general
relativity. O urm echanian can be shown to derive from m odes whose physical wavelength
is about the H ubble radiuis at the tim e that they contrdbute m ost strongly. It is also worth
pointing out that our m echanism is an inherently quantum m echanical e ect, deriving
ultim ately from the gravitational interaction between the zero point m otions of the various
modes. It in no way con icts w ith the classical and sem iclassical stability of locally de

Sitter backgrounds [3].

W e Inferred the physical rate of expansion from the e ective Hubble param eter:

d
He © — 1@ : (1:4)

The st secular e ect occurs at two loops and has the fom :

h i
H 47, 2 .
Hoe ©=H 1 — Z H t)* + (subdom inant) + O (
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where 2 16 G istheusual loop ocounting param eter of quantum gravity and 3H 2
is the bare Hubbl constant. W e were also able to show that the dom inant contribution
at " loops has the fom :

# (H) @Y (1:6)

T his pem its the ollow ing estim ate of the num ber of e-foldings needed for the extinction
of n ation:

N Ht (H)?> 10 : 1:7)

O f ocourse perturbation theory is no longer reliable when quantum ocorrections becom e of
order one so the valid conclusion is that quantum gravitational e ects slow the rate of

in ation by an am ount which becom es non-perturbatively large at late tim es.

T his com pletes our discussion of why we undertook the proct and what we got. A
m ore com plete discussion of the physical consequences can be found elsswhere []. The
rem ainder of this paper is devoted to an explanation of how we obtained the result and
why we believe it is accurate. Section 2 deals w ith basic issues of the form alisn . C rucial
pointshere are the distinction between \in"-\out" m atrix elem ents and expectation values,
the physical signi cance of our ultraviolet regularization, the dem onstration that H o (b)
is independent of the choice of gauge, the reason why infrared logarithm s are alm ost
nevitable, and a derivation of our bound (1.6) for the dom inant corrections at ' loops.
Sections 3 and 4 dealw ith our speci cprocess. Section 3 isdevoted to the class ofdiagram s
w hich involve only 3-point vertices, w hile Section 4 describes the dom inant diagram which
has a 4-point vertex and a 3-point vertex. Section 5 assem blesthe nalresul and discusses
the m any accuracy checks. W e close the section, and the paper, w ith a brief consideration

of the issues pertaining to the case of negative



2. B asic Issues
2.1 The A pparatus of P erturdmation T heory.

W e take the onset of In ation to be t = 0, and we work perturbatively around the

classical background:

Acpss O = expEH L) 2:1)

It is sin plest to perform the calculation in conform ally at coordinates, for which the

invariant elem ent of the background is:

dt2+ a2

class

€ dx dx= 2( du’+ dx dx) ; 2 2a)

Hu '=expHEY : 2 2b)

N ote the tem poral Inversion and the fact that the onset of in ation at t= 0 corresponds
tou=H !.Sheet! 1 correspondstou ! 0", and sice the spatial coordinates of T3
f2llw ithin the region, %H T« xt %H L, the range of confom al coordinates is rather
an all. This iswhy a conform ally Invariant eld | whose dynam ics are locally the sam e

asin at space, except for ultraviolet regularization | cannot induce a big nfrared e ect.

Perturbation theory is organized m ost conveniently in temm s of a \psesudogravion"

eld, , obtained by conform ally re-scaling the m etric:

2 2 o+ ) s 23)

A s usual, pseudograviton indices are raised and lowered w ith the Lorentz m etric, and
the loop counting param eter is 2 16 G.Aftersome Judicious partial integrations the

Invariant part of the bare Lagrangian takes the follow ing form []:

P — h1 1 1
Linv = gg 9 ¢ 2 i 2 R ;

(2:4)
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G auge xIng is accom plished through the addition of

Nl
el
|

3
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3
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T he associated ghost Lagrangian is [B]:

h i
Lgnost= “T7 g @ +g @ +g; +29 (n), !
h i
+ 2T g @ +3g; tg (M), ! : (26)

In our gauge the pseudo-graviton kinetic operator has the fomm :

h_(_) i
D 1

1 1 -
5 3 stttt Da  t

) t)Dg+tttt De ; @)

w here parenthesized indices are sym m etrized. T wo notational conventions re ect the fact

that the 0 direction is special. First, we de net as:
t 0= : 28a)

Recall from (1.1) that ourm etric is spacelike.) Second, we de ne barred tensors to have

their natural zero com ponents nulled, for exam ple:

0 = +t t (2:8b)
Note also that D p @2+ u—22 ) isthe kinetic operator for a m assless, m inim ally coupled
scalarand Dy = D¢ @ 2 is the kinetic operator for a confom ally coupled scalar.

T he zeroth order action resuls in the llow ing free eld expansion [6]:

Zero 3 X v
;%) = M odes + H u;x;K;  aR; )+ u;x;K;  at ;)
;K60
(2:29)
T he spatial polarizations consist of \A " m odes:
Hu i h, 1 . .
u;x;K; =p§ l+k—u exp ik u H—+1I~<x ®; ) ; 8 2A

(2:10a)



w hile the space{tin e and purely tem poral polarizations are associated, respectively, w ith

\B" and \C" m odes:

h i
Hu
u;x%;kK; = p? exp ik u Hi + K = ®; ) ; 8 2B;C (2:10b)
k
In LSZ reduction one would integrate against and contract into (u;x;K; ) to Insert
and \in"-com Ing graviton of m om entum K and polarization ; the conjigate would be

used to extract an \out"-going graviton w ith the sam e quantum num bers. T he zero m odes
evolve as free particles w ith tin e dependences 1 and u® ortheA modes, and u and u? or
the B and C m odes. Since causality decouples the zero m odes shortly after the onset of

In ation, they play no role in screening and we shallnot trouble w ith them further.

W ede ne PiastheH eisenberg state annihilated by a (K; ) | and the analogous ghost
operators | at the onset of in ation. W e can use this condition and expansion (2.9) to

express the free pseudograviton propagator asa m ode sum [/]:

h i D n o E
i ;%9 0T ) % o @ila)
free
X
=H3 W u) O+ @ W 0 ¢ KRk . 0i11p)
;K60

N ote that the convergence factor e k Rk

serves as an ultraviolet m ode cuto . A lthough
the resulting regularization is very convenient for this calculation, its failre to respect
general coordinate invariance necessitates the use of non-invariant counterterm s. These
are analogous to the photon m ass which m ust be added to QED when using a m om entum

cuto . Just as in QED, these non-invarant counterterm s do not a ect long distance

phenom ena.

Because the propagator is only needed for an all conform al coordinate separations,
X kx ¢ =xkand u u u, the sum over m om enta is well approxin ated as an
Integralwhose lower lim it is them om entum k = H ofthe longest wavelength. W hen this
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is done the pseudo-graviton propagator becom es [6]:

h ih i

3k  H 2uu’ o 0
exp dkjuj+ ik @ =) k 2

g @ )3 2k
H2@+ kjuy P 0 th ooy
+ 73 exp dkjuj+ ik @ =) k 2 2 (2:12a)
so that:
h i h i
. l(X.Xo) H2 ZU.OU. 5 ( ) -
’ g 2 x 2 u?+2i juir 2
h ih_( _ i
nHE? x° u?+2iju+ ¢ 2 o - 2:12b)

T he sam e approxin ation gives the ollow ing result for the ghost propagator:

Ih l( 0) g2 2ut
1 XX
’ 82 x2 u?+2ijuj+ 2
h i
nHE? x? u+2ijuj+ ¢ : 2:13)

T he decoupling between tensor indices and the finctional dependence upon spacetin e |
and the sin plicity ofeach | greatly facilitates calculations. Tt is convenient to identify as
the \nom al" and \logarithm ic" propagator functionsasi j and i ; respectively:

2 0

i ( 0) H 2uu (2:14a)
i X ;% 14a
N 82 x2 y242ijujt 2
g2 b i
i1 &;x9 WJnHz u? u?+2ijui+ ¢ 2 :14b)
In this notation we can w rite the pssudograviton and ghost propagators as:
h i h ( ) i
i (x;xo) =1y (x;xo) 2
h i
. — (=) .
i &xY 2 2 ; (2:15a)
h i
i (x;xo) = 1y (x;xo) iq (x;xo)_ : (2:15b)



2.2 \In"-\Out" M atrix E em ents and the S-M atrix.

Perturbative quantum eld theory isusually form ulated to give \In"-\out" am plitudes
and S-m atrix elem ents. T hese quantities are not well suited for our study because they re—
quire speci cation ofthe vacuum at asym ptotically early and late tin es, w hich is precisely
what we w ish to detem ine. H owever, they can at least be used to negate the hypothesis
that the vacuum ofan initially in ating universe su ers only perturbatively sm all correc—
tions. T he procedure is sin ply to assum e the \In" and \out" vacua are both free de Sitter,
and then do the com putation. If the hypothesis is correct, the result should be fiee of

Infrared divergences.

W hat oneactually ndsisthatboth \in"-\out" am plitudes [1,2] and S-m atrix elem ents
[7] are Infrared divergent. Since even 3-particle tree am plitudes are a ected, there is no
possbility for solving the problem by summ ing degenerate ensambles. There is sim ply

nothing of low er order in perturoation theory that could cancel the problem .

W hy this happens can be readily understood from the previous section. S-m atrix
elem ents consist of wavefinctions integrated against interaction vertices, which are linked
by propagators. From (2.10a) we see that physical wavefunctions becom e constant at late
tim es; while (2.14-15) show sthat non-coincident propagators rem ain oforderoneasu ! 0.
But (2 4) revealsthat verticesblow up at Jate tin es. A m ore physicalw ay ofunderstanding
the phenom enon is that although the coordinate m om entum of a graviton is unchanged by
tim e evolution, its physicalm om entum is redshiffted to zero. Since all gravitons of xed
coordinate m om entum approach the sam e physicalm om entum , their interaction becom es

In niely strong at late tim es.

The correct interpretation of these infrared divergences is that the \in" vacuum is
n nitely far from the \out" vacuum . Stated di erently, the vacuum ofan initially in ating
universe su ers non-perturbatively large corrections at late tim es. H owever, i does not
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follow that these correctionsm ust depend upon tin e In the sam e way that the \in"-\out"
divergences depend upon som e arbitrarily chosen infrared cuto . To obtain a quantitative

result one must actually follow the evolution.
2.3 How to Com pute E xpectation Values.

T he perturbative rules for calculating expectation values of operators in  eld theory
were developed by Schw inger B] and have been adapted to our particular problem and
nitialconditions in R]. They are quite sin ilar to the usual rules or com puting \in"-\out"
m atrix elem ents since the propagators and vertices utilized are sin ple variations of the
usual ones. The main idea is to evolve forward from the initial state with the action

functionally integrated over the dummy eld «) and, then, to evolve back to the iniial

state using the conjigate action functionally integrated over the dummy eld « .

The Feynm an rules are sim ple. An extemal line m ay be chosen as either \+ "or\ "
but one does not sum over both possibilities. Vertices have either all\+ " orall\ " lines,
and one sum s the tw o possibilities for each vertex. The \+ " vertices are identical to those
of the \In"-\out" form alism , while the \ " vertices are com plex conjigated. P ropagators
can link elds of either sign. A1l four possbilities can be obtained from (2.12a-b) by

e ecting the follow Ing substitutions for the quantity ( x 2 u+ 2i jujt+ 2y ;n (2.14):

+ +) =) (x Jujt i) (x+ juj 1) ; (2:16a)
( +) =) (x u+ i) (x+ u i) ; (2:16b)
+ ) =) (x u 1) (x+ u+1i) ; (2:160)
( ) =) (x Jjuj i) (x+ Jjujti) : (@:ed)

T wo properties of Schw inger’s form alisn have signi cance for our com putation. F irst,
the expectation value of a Hem itian operator such as the m etric m ust be real. Second,
the Interference between \+ " and \ " vertices results in com plete cancellation whenever

10



an interaction strays outside the past lightcone of the cbservation point. T hism eans that
no infrared regularization is needed. T he infrared divergences of the \in"\out" form alism
com e from interactions in the In nite fiuture, and these drop out of \In"\in" calculations.

In their place one expects grow th in the observation tin e.
2.4 U lraviokt Regularization.

The sinplest way of regulating the ultraviolet is by keeping the param eter non-—
zero In the \+ + "propagators (2.14-15) and their variations (2.16). Consideration of the
mode sum s (2.11) reveals 1 tobean exponential cuto on the coordinate 3-m om entum .
This would not be a very natural technique for an \in"-\out" calculation because there
is nothing unique about the t = 0 surface of sim ultaneity. However, this surface has a
special signi cance in our m odi ed \in"\in" com putation: it is where the initial state
is de ned, and it is the point at which interactions begin. In the context of expectation
values, our m ethod corresponds to weighting the usual Fock space inner product with a
factor of exp ( % Kk) for each creation and annihilation operator. In other words, tim e
evolution is una ected by our m ethod, only the inner product on the initial value surface

changes.

The point jist m ade is crucial because spurious tin e dependence can be m ade to
reside on the ultraviolet reqularization param eter. Consider, for exam ple, a logarithm ic
divergence of the form In( ). Had we Instead regulated by replacing everywhere with

"H u, then we m ight have clain ed to see a secular nfrared e ect:
h(""Hu)=h(") Ht (2:17)

which is in fact of purely ultraviolet origin. W e em phasize that the possibility for this

sort of delusion has nothing to do w ith the perturbative non-renom alizability of quantum

3 m odelwhich was our

general relativity. O ne can see it even in the at space, m assless
originalparadigm for relaxation R]. N or does the phenom enon signify any flizziness in the
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distinction between Infrared and ultraviolet. The unam biguous signal for an ultraviolet

e ect is propagators at or near coincidence.

The tin e dependence of the in ating background has led to much confiision about
ulraviolet regqularization. Som e researchers have thought it m ore natural to employ a
m ode cuto which is invariant w ith respect to the background geom etry. (N ote that this
m ethod is no m ore invariant than ours w ith respect to the fiull geom etry.) This am ounts
to replacing our param eter w ith 'P H 2uul. One consequence is that the coincidence
Iim it of an undi erentiated propagator which has been so regulated grow s linearly in the

comoving tin e. By rst taking the coincidence Iim it of our propagator and then replacing

wih "H u:
h i H 2 2u0uh ( ) i
®ix) = 52 2
h ih i

mu22 2 (7)) o - (2:18a)

82 H2n2
i h i
+ 2Ht mE2? 2 (T ) o - ; (2:18b)

we see that this grow th is identical to that displayed in (2.17), and hence of purely ultra-

viokt provenance. O ne gets the sam e result w ith background-invariant point splitting.

An erroneous argum ent is som etin es given that this spurious tim e dependence from
the ultraviolkt is actually a reliable e ect from the Infrared. One rst notes that on < 3
the propagator would be our integral expression (2.12a), but without the lower bound
at k = H . The ssoond tem of the integrand grow s rapidly enough near k = 0 to give
an Infrared divergence. A ccording to the fallacious argum ent, one should regulate this
Infrared divergence by cutting o the integration at k = @u9 :_2L . O f oourse this replaces
the factor of H 2 inside the logarithm temm of our propagator w ith @u? %, and one can
see from (2.18a) that the coincidence 1im it then exhibits the sam e linear grow th as (2.18b).
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W e stress that the introduction ofa tin e dependent Infrared cuto prevents the prop—
agator from even inverting the kinetic operator. The rationale behind the cuto is that

L corresgoond to physicalw avelengths which have

coordinatem om enta sm allerthan k = u
redshifted beyond the H ubble radiis and should therefore decouple. T his is correct physics
but fAuly m athem atics. M odes indeed decouple when their physical w avelengths redshift
beyond the Hubbl radius, but this is accom plished by the causality of interactions in
Schw inger’s form alisn , not by the ad hoc im position of an Infrared cuto on the naive
m ode sum . Them ode sum is actually requlated by the physically m otivated restriction of
coherent de Sittervacuum to a spatialpatch of nite extent. Forusthiswasthe H ubble ra-
dius, but any value would serve. T he key point is that the infrared cuto on the freem ode

sum is not tin e dependent. T he only tim e dependence which appears in the coincidence

Iim it of the propagator got there through a poor choice of the ultraviolet requlator.

M otivated by the faulty argum ent | for which we em phasize that he bore no respon—
sibility | Ford P] proposed a very interesting relaxation m echanism of which ours is, in
som e ways, a m irror Im age* Am ong other di erences, the m ost In portant diagram s for
Ford were those with a coincident propagator attached to two legs of the sam e vertex.

T hese are precisely the least in portant ones for us.
2.5 The Threshod for a Late Time E ect.

W e found it convenient to com pute the am putated expectation valie of the pssudo—
graviton eld and then attach the extemallineby solving an ordinary di erentialequation.
T he hom ogeneity and isotropy of the dynam ics, and of our initial state, allow us to express

the am putated 1-point function in term s of two functions ofu:

D E
D 0 ;) 0 =a@)” +cam ° 9. 2:19)

The full 1-point function must have the sam e form , although wih di erent coe cient

W e thank M .B .E inhom for bringing Ford’s work to our attention.
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functions:
D E

0 @;x) 0 =A@~ +ca 9 0. 2 20)

C om paring these tw o expressions and taking account of the kinetic operator (2.7), we see
that A (u) and C (u) can be expressed in tem sofa (u) and c() using the retarded G reen’s

functions for the m assless, m inim ally coupled and confom ally coupled scalars:

h i h i
Au= 4Grta W+ GEr3a+c @) ; (221a)
h i
C@=Ggr3a+c @ : (2 21b)

A lthough it is simple to give integral expressions for these G reens functions, the m ore

revealing form is to work them out for arbitrary powers ofu RI:

et 4 : H ? 1 1 3
Gp u’ Hu @)= < 1, H u) @ 3z) 3 Huy ; (@22a)
3
h i H2
G u® @Hu w@-= - Hu) +2( 5 )Hu @ )HHEuF @22p
2@ ) 5 )

Note that = 0 constitutes a sort of threshold. For larger values of the late tin e lim its
of A (u) and C (u) approach constants, whereas an aller values of give functions which

grow as u approaches zero.

To obtain H (t) we com pare w ith the invariant elem ent In co-m oving coordinates
n h i h i o

a + a®(t) dx dx= 2 1 C) du?+ 1+A @) dx dx : 2 23)

Substituting into the de nition (1 .4) givesa result which is true even beyond perturoation

theory:
i o ot U A @) 0o
e YT cw 1+ A ()

W ith relations 221) and (2 22), this show sthat a (u) and c(u) m ust grow faster than u 4

if quantum corrections are to overwhelm the classicalresul ofH, (t) = H at late tim es.
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2.6 G auge Independence of H, (b).

In dem onstrating the gauge independence of H, () it is useful to recall that any
quantiy can be m ade invariant by de ning it in a unique coordinate system . In this case
we can also exploit the hom ogeneiy and isotropy of our special state, although we feel
con dent that a satisfactory de nition ofthe e ective H ubble constant could be found for
m ore general initial states. Since H o (t) was de ned In co-m oving coordinates, for a state

whose scale factor obeys the initial conditions:

a0 =1 ; 2O _.. 2 25)
4 dt 4

our rst step in any new ocoordinate system would be to restore these conditions by per-
form ing an appropriate coordinate transform ation. W e can therefore Ilim it ourselves to
consideration ofgauge changesF ! F + F which preserve hom ogeneity, isotropy, and

the initial conditions. A ny such change can be param etrized as follow s:
F= 0 1 @26)

w here preserving the initial condition requires’ #H Ly=o.

Changing our gauge condition (2.5) by (2.26) induces the follow ing 1-point interaction:
Z Z
4 _ 4 1,
d’x F F = d*x Fg w) 227a)

z n o
= d4X 00 ’ ;0 + % r 0t % 00 ’ : 227b)

Nl

T he coe cient functions ofthe am putated 1-point fiinction therefore acquire the follow ing

variations:

d d 2
au)=—=—"(@) ; cu)=—=—"@u)+ — ' @) : (228)
du du u

2 2

N ow consider variation by a generalpow er, m inusa constant to enforce the initialcondition:

ru=u> @u) HS: 229)
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T he induced variationson a (u) and c@) are:

a=—=( 3Hu? @u ; (2:30a)

A 2 H3
cu)=—=( +1)u H u)
2 u

(2:30b)

The coe cient functions of the unam putated l-point function su er the follow ing varia—

tions:
3 3 H 3
Aw=-2g82 29 Hu, 8u7 @31a)
( 1) 3 1 2 6
3 H 3
cay= 22 89 Hu Hu 2 31b)
1 1 2 2
From (224) we see that the variation ofH . (f) is:
1 d 1

and substitution of 2.31) gives Hg () = 0. The proof is com pleted by noting that
a general varation of the required form can be built by superposing tem s of the fom

(229).
2.7 The G enesis of Infrared Logarithm s.

Tt tums out that perturbative corrections to the am putated 1-point fiinction can grow
no faster than u ¢ times powers of In H u) 2,10]. Since we will need to extend the ar-
gum ent, it is usefill to begin by restating it. Recall rst that has the din ensions of
length, whilke H goes lke an inverse length, and the am putated 1-point fiinction has the
din ensions of an Inverse length squared. D iagram s which contribute to the am putated
1-point function at " loops can involve up to 21 1 3-point interactions and 3' 2 propa-—
gators. Each 3-point vertex contrbutes a constant factorof H 2, whilke each propagator
contrbutes a factor of H 2. Including the single factor of in ourde nition 2.19),we see
that the “-loop contribution consists of 2’ 2" 2 tiy esa function ofH ;,uand which has
the din ensionality (length) 4 .
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Since the ultraviolt reqularization param eter goes to zero after renomm alization, we can
ignore positive powers of . The constant H can enter through undi erentiated i 1, and
through the lin its of integration on the conform al tin e integrals. N either can contribute
negative powers of H . This is obvious for i 1, . To see that factors of H from the lim is
cannot contribute negative powers, note that perform ing the spatial integrations leaves
2" 2 confom al tim e Integrations of an integrand which alls o 1lke S 2' 6 if all the
conform al tim es are scaled by the comm on factor S. Since the integrand can contain at
m ost tw o isolated factors ofu !, the confom altin e Integrationsm ust converge even ifthe
factors of H ! in their upper lim is are taken to in nity. H ence there can be no negative

powers ofH .

T o com plete the argum ent considera dim ension (length) 4 finction ofH ,uand which
contains no negative powers of H orpositive powers of .W e can w rite any such function
asu ¢ tin esa com bination ofthe din ensionlessparam etersH u and u L . Since there can

be no negative powers ofthe st param eter, orpositive pow ers of the second, the strongest

growth possbleasu ! 0 isu % tinespowersof hH u)andn(ul)= n®E ) hHu).

B ecause the am putated 1l-point fiinction m ust grow faster than u 4 in order fr there
to be a signi cant e ect at Jate tim es, the appearance of infrared logarithm s is essential for
our schem e of relaxation. T he preceding argum ent can be extended to show that infrared
logarithm s are just about inevitable if one acospts that there are logarithm ic ultraviolet
divergences. Since  is a dim ensionfiil quantity, logarithm ic ultraviolet divergences can
only come In the form of In( ul ) and m#H ). As before, there are jist two sources of
H dependence: an undi erentiated i 1 and the upper lin its H 1 of the confom altin e
integrations. T he latter cannot provide factors of n H ) for the sam e reason it gives no
negative powers of H : the conform al tin e integrands f2all o rapidly enough for large
conform al tin es to m ake them converge even when the upper lin itsbecom e In nite. The
logarithm part of an undi erentiated propagator can indeed provide a factorofIn H ), but
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**

there are never enough such tem s to pairw ith allthe factorsofIn( ). At * loops one has
to expect " factorsof In( ) from ultraviolt divergences, but there isamaximum of ¥ 1
Jogarithm s from undi erentiated i 1 ’s. * Hence at least one of the ultraviolet logarithm s

must com e In the form In ( ul).

W e em phasize that the association we have exploited between infrared logarithm s and
logarithm ic ultraviolet divergences in no way im plies that factors of In (u) are of ultraviolt
origin. Som e of them originate as factors of In H u) from the logarithm parts of undi er—
entiated propagators. ** The physical origin of such tem s is the Increasing correlation
of the free graviton vacuum as In ation proceeds. This e ect is the casual analog of the
problem discussed In sub-section 2.4 when one assum es the existence of coherent de Sitter

vacuum over an In nite surface of sim ultaneity.

E ven the factors of In (u) which originate as In( u 1) are nfrared e ects. T hey derive
from the ooherent superposition of interactions throughout the invariant volum e of the
past lightoone. In the absence ofa m ass, ultraviolet divergencesm ust alw aysbe associated
w ith the infrared in this way. See, for exam ple, the result we obtained for m assless, 3

theory In at space RI.
2.8 A Bound on the Num ber of Infrared Logarithm s.

W e argued in the preceding sub-section that Infrared logarithm s are allbut inevitable,
and that they derive pintly from the infrared regions of loop integrals w hich harbor log—
arithm ic ultraviolet divergences and from an undi erentiated 1 1, . However, we did not
explain how m any ofthe ' 1 undi erentiated propagator logarithm s can go to reinforce

the " ultraviolet logarithm s that one expects In an ‘“-doop diagram . T he answer tums out

See the end of sub-section 2.9 for a proof.

T he reader should not be m isled by our argum ent that there are few er intrinsic factors of n # u) than of
Ih(u ). Wenoted this only to rule out the rem ote possbility that the two factors com e in pairs so as to
cancel the Infrared logarithm s: In (u D+ mMEuw=nhH ). In fAct the two sources of infrared logarithm s
tend to add.
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to be \none:" there can be at m ost ' Infrared logarithm s at * loops. A 1l the undi erenti-
ated factors of i 1, do is to som etim es m ake up the di erence for diagram s which would

otherw ise contrlbute less than ‘ infrared logarithm s.

To e why, consider the way a single undi erentiated propagator m ight enhance the
num ber of nfrared logarithm s. There can be ' logarithm ic ultraviolet divergences at

loops so what we are looking for is:
h(ul) MEuwW=h(ul) hE)+h (u?) ha) : 2 :33)

In other words, ifwe replace the propagator in question w ith In (H ), the resulting diagram
m ust contrbute ‘ logarithm ic ultraviolet divergences. But replacing a propagator by a
constant cuts the leg and results in a diagram containing only ' 1 loops. Such a diagram
can contributeatmost ¥ 1 factorsofIn( u 1 ). Therefore, an undi erentiated i 1 cannot

Increase the num ber of nfrared logarithm s in an ‘-loop diagram beyond ‘.

It is worth m entioning that this argum ent applies to diagram s, not to portions of
diagram s. However, the only practical way of perform ing the com putation was to break
each diagram up into m any pieces. At two loops som e of these pieces produce three
Infrared logarithm s; it is only their sum s which are lim ited to two. On the st run ofthis
calculation we did not appreciate that the triple log term sm ust cancel. T hisargum ent was
only discovered after noting what was to us then, a surprising and disturbing cancellation.
In retrospect the cancellation stands as a pow erful check on the consistency and accuracy

ofourwork.
2.9 Comm ents on One and Two Loops.

The 1rst quantum corrections to the am putated 1l-point function are the one-loop
graphs shown in Fig.1l. Since the extemal line hasbeen am putated, there isno integration
over the single Interaction vertex at x = (u;x). O ne obtains jist the coincidence lim it of
a pseudo—graviton or ghost propagator, acted upon by the appropriate vertex operator. It
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tums out that there can be no undi erentiated \logarithm ic" partsi i1, but even ifthere
were, they would only contribute factorsof n (H ). O ne needs to integrate som ething over
a large Invariant volum e In order to see an e ect. This is one way that our m echanian

di ers from Ford’s [9].

(a) (b)
F Jg . 1l: Oneloop contrbutions to the background geom etry. G ravitons reside on wavy lines and ghosts

on segm ented lines.

T he oneJoop graphs ofFig. 1 contrbute at m ost term s of order u 2, which is wellbelow

the threshold for producing an e ect at late tim es.

> 0§

(a) (b) (c) (d) ()

F Jg . 2: Twodoop contrbutions to the background geom etry. G ravitons reside on wavy lines and ghosts

on segm ented lines.

The graphs which contribute at two loops are displayed in Fig. 2. D jagram @f) is
another ulra-local coincidence lim it, so it contributes no infrared logarithm s. D iagram
(2e) contains a single free interaction vertex, but the entire diagram is canceled by the
countertemm needed to renomm alize its coincident lower loop. D aigram (2d) also contains
a single free Interaction, and an undi erentiated 1 1, allows it to contrdbute two Infrared
logarithm s. W e can this the \43" diagram because it consists of a 4-point and a 3-
point vertex. W hat we call \333" diagram s are shown in (2a—). They contain two free
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Interaction vertices and would give two infrared logarithm s if the calculation were done in
at space. By the argum ent of the preceding sub-section we know that undi erentiated

logarithm s from the propagators do not change this.

@ (b)

F Jg . 3: In the 43 diagram (a) and the generic 3-3-3 diagram (o), solid lines can represent gravitons or

ghosts and the arrow s indicate the action of the vertex derivatives.

Fig. 3 is useful in understanding why two-loop contributions to the 1-point function
have at m ost a single undi erentiated i 1. One can see from (2.4) and (2.6) that every
Interaction vertex contains two elds which are either di erentiated or else contain a 0—
Index. From (2.15) one can see that a 0-index precludes coupling to the logarithm tem in
the propagator. W e calla line which is either di erentiated or forced to carry a 0-index,

\contam inated."

To treat the case for a general loop Y, note that a graph of this order can have 2% 1
3point vertices and 3' 2 intemal propagators. O ne of the vertices is the extermal one,
w hose external leg m ay be contam inated, but the other vertices m ust each contribute two
contam Inated legs. Thism akes for a totalnum ber ofeither4 3 or4‘ 4 contam inating
factors (derivatives or O-indices) to distrbbute am ong the 31 2 intermalpropagators. T he
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sm allest num ber of \spoiled" propagators is therefore 2' 1, leaving ' 1 which can
harbor undi erentiated logarithm s. The resul is the sam e for “-oop graphs constructed
from higher point vertices because the num ber of contam inating factors falls by two for

each intemal line which is lost.

3. The 3{3{3 D iagram s

T he three 333 diagram consists of an outer 3-point vertex pined to two freely inte—

grated 3-point vertices (see F ig. 4).

VY
“%L“S
o X T .
/ N
7/ \
a )/ WPy
1 \

’ | | ]
Xe—— @X
o ‘\0(282 P,0, )

3 / p3

\ 7/
\ /
N\ 7
@ (b) (c)

F Jg . 4 : The tensor structure of the 3-3-3 diagram s. G ravitons reside on solid lines and ghosts on
segm ented lines.

The =xedvertex istaken tobeatx = (u;x), and we can identify the locations ofthe two
free vertices as xY = (uo;x 0) and x? = (um;x (D) . One can form three di erences from
these positions:

w (x XO) ; y (XO XCO) ; z (xCD x) (3:1)

The xed vertex is taken to be of \+ " type, and there are a total of four variations when
each ofthe two free vertices issumm ed over \+ " and \ ". T hese variations have no e ect
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until quite Jate In the reduction process because they controlonly the overall sign of the
diagram and the order tem s in the four propagators. However, since the variations
Interfere destructively whenever x9 or x? is outside the rather sm all past lightcone of

x ,we willm ake no error by extending the spatial ntegrations from T 340 <3,

The Lorentz squares of the vectors (3.1) are understood to Include tem s of order

according to the follow ing schem e:

w2= (ro Ay + 1) (ro+ Ay i) ; ro ® X 0 ; (32a)
7% = (r(D d;+ i) (]:(D+ d, 1) ; r® xO0 5 ; (32b)
vo= kel+ 2% dp+ i) e+ 2%+ d, i) (32¢)

0 ek ’ @ ke , and the three d’s are conform altin e di erences w hich depend

Herer
upon the four \ " variations. For exam ple, when x9 is\+"and x® is\ " we have:

dy = 3% ui dz=u u i dy=u® u®: 3:3)

W e w illeventually show that the orderu uw u® H ! can beenbreed, in which case

the d’s have the fom given in Tablk 1.

vV x9;V D Ay dz dy
+ 4 w u® u u® o
+ , w u u u® u? u®
,+ u u u® u u® o
, u u’ u u® u? u®

Table 1: Thevaliesofthe d’s or the ur possble variations of the vertices at %% and xOO,

assum ing u W uw® om L.

T he ghost-graviton interactions can be obtained from expression (2.6):
n
@ _ 2

thOSt_ H © H © ; H ©

Nl
~
~

+
cin
4
o
+
cl-
=
o
+
N
4
o
o

(34)



Recall that t o and ) The associated vertex operators V, ' ' are

de ned by the relation:
L;host L1 2 Vi1 P20 (x; @1;@0;Q3) ; i= 1;:510 ; (3:5)

and are explicitly displayed in Table 2.

# Vertex O perator # Vertex O perator
] T e 1 e
2 201 g,t) g, 7 1 1ag,2es
3 (g e, 5 2 a(ig Ve
4 2 201, e 9 1 1agtee
5 21t g, 10 2 ripet:

Table 2: vertex operators of ghost-pseudograviton interactions w ithout the factor of 2,

W e can read the graviton 3-point interaction o from expression (2.4):

n

(3)_ 2 1 7 1 ’ ’
le’lV_ Z I3 4 H E
1 1 1 7 1 ;
7 it 3 ; it 2 ; t 2 ;
1 ; 1 i 1
t 3 P2 ; 2 i
1 ; 1 i, 1
8 ;i T2 ’ t 2 7 ;
o
1 1 1 H . .

It is worth noting that all but the last three tem s can be checked against the previously
published, at space 3-point Interactions [11] by m erely om itting the factor of 2 and

regarding as the graviton.

In deriving the associated vertex operatorswem ust acocount for the indistinguishability
ofgravitons. T hiswould ordinarily be accom plished by fully sym m etrizing each interaction,
w hich tums out to give 75 distinct tem s. For the pure graviton diagram (4a) it iswastefiil
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to st sum over the (75)3 = 421;875 possibilities for the three vertices and then divide
by the symm etry factor of 4 to com pensate for overcounting. The m ore e cient strategy

is to sym m etrize the vertices only on line # 1 and then sum over the interchange of lines
# 2 and # 3 for only the vertex at <0, dispensing w ith the symm etry factor. O ne saves

over a factor of 3 thisway.

To obtain the partially sym m etrized vertices one st takesany ofthe term s from (3.6)
and pem utes graviton # 1 over the three possibilities. A s an exam ple, consider the rst

tem In (3.6). D enoting graviton # 1 by a breve, we obtain the follow ing three tem s:

2 A : (3:7)

N
+
N

O ne then assigns the rem aining two gravitons In each tem as # 2 and # 3 in any way. For

exam ple, from (3.7) we could Infer the follow ing three vertex operators:

12 aagle 20sg0) (3:8a)
1 2 (s 3)( 1), .

1 2 2 @1 3)(1 @3 ; (3:8b)
12 e @2< 1o @12) . (3:8¢)

T he 43 operators which com prise the full vertex are given In Table 3.

T he various 3-3-3 diagram s can be w ritten in termm s ofthe vertex operators of Tables 2—
3 and the propagators (2.15). The diagram of Fig. 4a has gravitons on both loops and

results in the follow ing expression:

Z g ! Z Z g ! Z %3
a® &30 d® 30
u u k=1
h e h i
v, 2233(X;@1;@2;@3)j_22 11(x;xo):i_33 11(X,'X(D)
h i h i

1
0. 40.40.00, - 0 - :
v,t 20006000 1 , «%xD i s s 33 x%x )

3 2 2

vt b eieied) + vttt 2 % ephesie)) : (B2a)
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# Vertex O perator # Vertex O perator
1 L1 22p)%¢d) 22 1otz 2agfze?
2 L o:: aaglieo | 23 1 a: w:glig
3 L5 1agffg?) 24 1ot wsglze?
4 1 262 2aglsgs 25 left s 2o
5 1 205 9)2gliew 26 lefz 2ig 5
6 1 s vsglzg2 27 lef® 9022 an
7 1ets 9t 22 28 lefr g2 55
8 et 0292 59 29 lefz 2053 an
9 etz 20(sg 3 1 30 lef® g 2o
10 Ioriglr 205 31 111 22 350, g
11 o229l igY 32 1 11 22 5565 @
12 I ossglt 0zg? 33 1 202 201 550, g
13 el Dz 20sg3) 34 1 205 302 11g; g
14 el 2 205 gt 35 1 500 15 2209, ¢
15 @l > D1 22 36 lefret 22 s
16 Talz 201 s 37 lef2@? 55 1o
17 laf2 9 201 38 111 205 3)zg, g
18 Tefr 00 9)ag? 39 122 s(i sy g
19 I o1 220303 40 1 0z 20s sllig, g
20 1 22 559l 41 Dz 20s 9(igy g
21 1 :: 1agl7g? 42 lefret) 205 9o
43 lefz@? 501 05
Table 3: Partially symm etrized cubic pseudo-graviton vertex operators w ith vertex line # 1

distinguished and w ithout the factor of
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The diagram ofF ig. 4b has a ghost Inner loop and gives:
Z 1 Z Z 1 Z 3 0
H H X3 2
d® &3O d® 30
v v =1 k=1
i

h i
;xY i 33 11 x ;x9

vV, ?2?7°°(&;@1;@;@3) 1 ,,

1 11

h i h i
Vj 11 2 3 (XO; @g;@g;@g) i, (xo;x(D) i, (XO;X(D)
Vkl 123 (XCO; @](50;@3),.@%0) . (3:9b)

And the diagram ofF ig. 4c has ghosts on the outer legs and takes the fom :

Z gy o1 Z Z g o1 Z 30
du® &3 du® B0
u u k= 1
h i n i
V,o % 70¢;@1;02;@3) 1, | (¢ ix9 i, & x®)
h i

v, L2230 @f;@g;@g) i, 4. =% x®)

h i
i, &9xD v x®eleled - (3:90)

The m eaning of the various derivatives is detem ined by the subscripts | Indicating
which propagator is being acted upon | and by the number of prim es | telling w ith
respect to which coordinate the derivative is being taken. For exam ple, the derivative @g
oij L2233 (xo;@g;@g;@g) in (3.9a) di erentiates the propagator i[ , , , 2](XO,'X(D)
w ith respect to x9 . The overall factor of in each expression is the one appearing in
our de nition (2.19) of the am putated l-point function. The sign of (3.9a) is positive
because each vertex com esw ith a factor of + 1 and there is an additional factor of + i from
am putation:

h i

D i 1 (x;x0)=i

(1 1) (4)(x XO): (3:10)

E xpressions (3.9b) and (3.9c) are negative on account of the sam e factors w ith the Femm i
m inus sign of their single ghost loops.
T he various 3-3-3 diagram s were com puted In six steps using the symbolic m anip-

ulation program M athem atica [12]. For diagram s (4a) and (4b) we st perfom ed the
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*

tensor algebra and acted the derivatives of the inner loop, then did the tensor algebra and
derivatives ofthe outer loop and, nally, perform ed the integrations. T he sum s in diagram
(4c) were short enough that we could do the contractions and act the derivatives for both
loops at the sam e tim e. T he tensor algebra was perform ed using FeynC alc [13] loaded in

M athem atica *
3.1 ITnner Loop Tensor A Iyebra and D erivatives.

T he Inner loop is de ned by the propagators which link x% and x® , and by the inner
loop derivatives @g 3 and @g) 3 - There are eight Inner loop indices to contract in diagram
(4a) and our in (4b), and there can be anyw here from zero to four inner loop derivatives

to act. T he outer derivatives, @f and @il) are retained as free vector operators at this stage.

W hat one gets after contracting the inner loop indices and acting the inner loop deriva—

tives isa serdes of scalar functions tim es the 4-index ob ctsw hich we denote by the sym bol,

1111

A . These are the 79 independent 4-index ob fcts, w ith the appropriate symm e—

tries, which can be form ed from ;Y ,t ,and up to one of each outer derivative. It is

usefuil to categorize the scalar functions by which, if any, contracted outer derivatives they

®

possess. W hat rem ains are functions ofuo, u- and y2 . W e call these coe cient functions,

Cna (uo;um;yz), w here the lndex m stands forwhich ofthe ten contracted extemal deriva—
tives m ultiplies the function and the index A stands for which of the 79 4-index ob fcts

the com bination m ultiplies. W e therefore reach expressions of the ollow ing form for both

(4a) and @4b):
Z g ! Z Z g ! Z 43
au® &30 qu® B30 A 2233 (x;@1;Q,;@3)
u v =1
h i h i NE
i,, .. tix9 1 33 11 6<;x ) A1111
A=1

Tt isnot very e cient to use FeynC alc this way because m ost of the 2 m egabytesm em ory of the program
goes to de ne operationswe never need. A ffer com pleting the calculation we w rote a very short contraction
program in collaboration wih G .G . Huey which reproduces the tiny portion of FeynC alc we actually used.
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Ciantt @CzA"’Y @CBA"'t @JC4A+Y @JCSA
+t O Pcarec by Pcn+rov e Pca

+v by Becarel Poim 31)
W hat we call \the inner loop" part begins w ith the sum overA .

A's an exam ple, consider the contribution to the inner loop of (4a) from the vertex

j= k= 41 of Tablk 3:
n h i h i
(nner) 41 ;11 Vot «% e¥;ed;ed) i S, 22 «%xD i s s 33 x%x®)

(@)
2 2 CO CO CO
V 4] 33 ()( ; @ ;@:Z ;@053

_ 2 @& COZ@]C-) @@](30 éD D2 2)C3  3)(1 D2 203 3)(1

n h i
i 2 202 2) 2 22 22
h io
i 2 2(2_2)2 2_22_22
n h i
1w 2 3(3  3) 3 33 33
h io
i3 2_3(3_3)3 2_33_33 : (3:12)

A fter the contractions we cbtain:

h i
(inner) 41,41 = 2 @ 052@? @@]C_D gj iy iay 2 'Y i+ 101 1)1
h
+ iy 1oantioop ioay 3 11 114 1(1 1) 1
i
3 1 1glgl 3¢ 1gl 11+4t(1 1)(1t1)
h
+1i 5, 15, 5 1t 1l 31(1 1)1_|_5 1ig1g1
i
+5t1er 11 el Dlig )y oppipigr (3:13)
At this stage we recognize six of the 4-index ob fcts:
l1111 11 11 ; 41111 tlgl 11, (3:14a)
21111 11 1)1 ; 91111 (1 1)(1t1), (3:14b)

29



31111 11g1 g1 ; 1§111 tltltglgl . (3:14c)

T here does not seem to be any point in giving the entire list of the 79 ob fcts sihce we w ill

not use them further. D ropping the indices and acting the derivatives gives:

2 h
: 32x @ x 8@ 8x @t st @ x 4t @t
(Inner)q1;41 = 56 4 g; ¢ + ;6@0 + u§x6 ¢ u@OXG ¢ + uoﬁmle@ 2 1+2 3
h
l6x [fx@n 4@5@0 4x @t@ 4t[§x(§o Zt(ft(‘,fo 2.2
+ uu®x® + ulu®x4 + ulu® x4 u® x4 * u®u®®x? ]n,(H ")
1
40 @  8x @x @
uoémxlzl‘l' uOé(I)X61 31+ 2 3 3 3 a+4 9
2@) @ 4x @x @ 2.2
* uP k2 * uP x4 n @ x7)
h i
51 3 2+5 345 4 6 9+ 2 13 ; (3:15)

from which we recognize 27 non—zero coe cient functions. A few exam ples are:

0...® 64 24 481n<H2y2>Jr 20 n M 2y?)

Cor@TuTY )= 7 ooy Ou0yE Pyt (3:16a)
4 2,2
Cgz 5uy®) = u%of,g + u%ﬁmz;) ; (3:16b)
4T 2,2
C 1013 W5uby?) = ﬁ.@? : (3:160)

3.2 Outer Loop Tensor A Igebra and D erivatives.

W hat we m ean by the outer loop tensor algebra is the contractions over 1, 1; 1,
17 23 and 5 3. W hat we m ean by the outer loop derivatives are @8, @g:)and @ 3.
T he single possible derivative on the extemal leg acts backw ards on the entire expression,

Including the lim its of integration. O nly its O-com ponent survives:
@, ! t@y : (3:17)

T he great advantage ofthe representation (3.11) we use for the inner loop is that it isolates
the relatively sin ple dependence upon derivatives and indices from the very com plicated
coe cient functions C [ a (uo;uco;yz) . W e can contract the indices and act the various
derivatives for each coe cient function w ithout having to worry about its functional fom .
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An additional sim pli cation isthat we can contract the extemalindices, and , into the
two independent tensors | andt t | which survive the integrations. So the outer

loop result can be expressed in tetm sof2 (10 79) = 1580 outer coe cient finctions:

X43
na @iululw?iy?iz%;e,) V, 7777 (x;01;@2;83)
i=1
Dn (v;@3;@D N w;ed;e®
h i h i
i, 11 (X;XO) iL, 1. (XiXCO) ; (3:18a)
X43
na @ubu®u?iv?iz%en) €t v, 7?7 (x;01;0,;@3)
i=1
Dn (vi@D;61) L' 77 " viel;eD)
h i h i
i., 11 (X;XO) ig, 1 (XiXCO) : (3:18b)

T he ten contracted derivatives D p (y;@f;@?)) are de ned in expression (3.11). Because no
derivative can appearm ore than once, the Inner coe cient function C , 5 is autom atically
zero forthose com binationsofm and A where either @? or @anppears in both the contracted

derivative and the 4-index cbfct, ,* ' ' ! (y;@f;@?)) . This m eans that only 696 of the

A

coe cients (3.18) were actually used, so of course only these were com puted.

W e should comm ent on how the outer coe cient functions (3.18) can be reduced to
dependence upon only the three conform altin es | u, uO, and u® | and the three Lorentz
squares of (32) | W 2, y2 and z2. F irst, one can re-express contractions of spatial vectors

in tem s of Lorentz contractions and 0-com ponents:

a b=a b+ &’ : (3:19)

Seocond, contractions involving t o0 can be expressed as follow s:
t t= 1 ; (320a)
t w=49 u ; t y=8) ud ; t z=u P (320b)



F inally, dot products between the three coordinate di erences can always be expressed In

term s of the Lorentz squares:

24 2 7%y . (321)

B ecause the outer coe cient functions involve a sum over the 43 outer vertex operators,

they often have lengthy expressions. O ne of reasonable size is 113:

n O
w110, @, 2 2, 2, _ H? 120%4® , 8@ wuW®  8ulw® u)u®
113 @;uuGwoyTiz I@u)_26 7 @y Qw222 wiz2 w2zl
n
- 2 3uy® 10 @° u)u W® " 220°@® u)u @
26 4 ulw?2z2 uw 4z2 uw?z?
@]
0 0, © © 242 52
24 (u u);‘lz(zl u)u " 6ulu (:j4z4y z <) . 322)

Tem s containing single factors of In # 2w?) and/or n H 2z%) can also appear but in these
cases the outer loop coe cient functions are too lengthy to display. N ote that the external
leg derivative @, is really still a fiee operator at this stage since it can also act on the

u-dependence In the lim its of the confom altim e integrations.

Thei= 34 contribution to s5; isin som e waysm ore representative ofw hat is involved

in com puting an outer loop coe cient function:

Vg, 2777 (;@1;@2;@3) Ds(yie;e) [ttt tyred;ed
h i h i
iy, - (x;xo) iLs 4, (X;XCD)

= 2 2 203 3)2@ut ey @)11 11
i

n h
ion 2 201 1) 2 2 2 11
h io
i 2_2(1_1)2 2_11_11
n h i
i3N 2 3 (1 1) 3 3 3 11



h io
i3, 27 - 2~ - (323a)

3(1 1) 3 33 11

n

o
48 1 oy 1 3+ 1 o1 o3y t+ 481 o1 o3 323b)
_ H?2 256u°@® u % 256u°@® u) + 128uu®w? y? z?2)
T 264 uw2z2 w2zt uw2z4
384u°@® u)w 2 y2 z2)  5120°W%° uu Pw? y? z?)
uw2z4 wZz6
384@®u® | 384u°@® u)  192uPw? y? z?)
+ @u ulz? + uz? u?z4

1920°P u)w 2 y? z?2)
u?z4

768 @® u)u Cw? y2 z2)
uz®

+ + nH*w?) : (3230

N ote again that @y isa free operator at this stage. It w illeventually act on allu’s, including

those in the 1m its of integration.
3.3 ReO mganization of the Integrals.

By adding to a generic integrand I (x;xo;x@) its re ection under x° S x® , We can
m ake the integrand sym m etric. W e can then enforce a canonical tin e ordering, u uf
u® m 1, by splitting the conform altin e integrations into halvesw ith u’before and after

uCD, and changing variables:

Z g ! Z Z g ! Z
duO d3rO duCO d31:CO I (x;xo;xq))
u u
Z g ! Z Z g ! Z h i
= % duO d3r0 du(D d3r(D I(X,'XO,'XCO) + I(X,'XCO,'XO) (324a)
u u
Z H ! Z Z g ! Z h i
= duO d3r0 du(D d3r(D I(X,'XO,'XCO)+ I(x;xa);xo) : (324b)
u u?

T he advantage of ordering the confom altin es is that the three d’s can be w ritten w ithout

using absolute value sym bols. W ith the ordering chosen, they are asgiven on Table 1.

T he generic integrands for each 3-3-3 diagram can be obtained by contracting the
Integrands of expressions (3.9a—c) altemately with (to give the -contraction) and
wih t t (to give the -contraction). W e can express the integrands for diagram s (4a)
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and (4b) by sum m ing over the Inner and outer loop coe cient functions:

(u;uo;um;wz;yz;zz;@u)
20 379
= wu%uBw?;v?;2%;0) Cpa @5u%y?) (325)
m=1a=1 m A

T he analogous integrands for diagram (4c) are sim ple enough to com pute w ithout dis—
tinguishing between Inner and outer loop tensor algebra and derivatives. Perform ing the
Integrals gives each diagram ’s contridbution to the and contractions of the am putated
1-point function:

Z oy o1 Z Z oy o1 Z

@) du®  a3x° au® B3P
u u0

wiu%uBw 2;3/2;22;@11) + w;u%u% zz;yz;w 2;@u) : (326)

(N ote that the free operator @y acts outside the integrals.) A nd the diagram ’s contributions
to the coe cients a (u) and c@) of 2.19) are:
h i
aw) =1 W+ @ ; (327a)

cu)= (@) : B3270)

It isusefil to extract the universal constant factors which result from the initial , the

three vertices, and the four propagators:

o2 32 28 ¢ (328)

Tt is also usefil is to split the various integrands up according to w hich, if any, of the three
possble logarithm s they contain. Recall from sub-section 2.9 that at m ost one logarithm

from the propagators can survive di erentiation. W e therefore have four possibilities: a
single factor of n @ 2w ?), a singlke factor of n H 2y?), a single factor of n ©# 2z2), or no
logarithm s at all. A nal reorganization is to break the integrands up into m onom ials of
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the three confom al tin es and the three Lorentz squares. W hat results is a dauntingly

diverse series of integrals having the general fom :

4y 2 2yt Zyg 1 1
# T8 (@u)O;l duo duCD X " I
2 u 10 @)t (uﬁ)j @®
Z ; OZ - ]nO;l =t 2 (w2;y2;z2)
d’r d’r : (329)

w?)" g™ (%)"
T he exponents of the various conform al tin esm ay be negative, and are always 2. The
exponents of the Lorentz squares m ay also be negative. Those for w2 and z? can range
from +3 to 2, whik the one J‘bry2 can range from +6 to 2. It should also be noted
that dim ensional analysis constrains the sum [+ j+ k+ 2(*+ m + n)]to be either eleven,

if there is an extemal @, or twelve if there is not.
3.4 The Angular Integrations.

W hen the vectors r *and = © are w ritten using a polar coordinate system in which the

z axisofr P is along * O, the three Lorentz squares have the follow ing sin ple expressions:
w2=1r® G if= (" dy+i)@+dy i) ; (3:30a)
=P g, if=® dqt+ti)®+d i) ; (3:30)

2 *

y'=r 2r0rcocos( (D) + J:(D2

@ iPF : (3:300)
Since the various integrands depend only on the » ® zenith angle, we can perform the other

angular integrations trivially:
Z Z Z

d°% d%n(9 d P=g 2 . (3:31)
0 0 0

This factor is universal and we m ultiply it into the other universal factors (328). W hen

there isno In # 2y2) andm 6 1 the integralover (ngyes:

’ sin ( CO) 1 h (¢4 il m
a’ Cr 2@ L@ T 2r%P0s( D+ ®? @ 17 (3:32a)
0
h i
1 1 m
= m (ro+ rCO)2 @y 1 )2
h il m
@ D @ i : (3:32D)
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W hen there isa In #H 2y2) and m & 1 the integralover CDgjyes:

S n @ *y?)
d Pain( D =5
0 Vel h i
1 L R T ST (333)
= r . r : .
2m  1)r%® [+ D2 @ 1ipPr?
W hen m = 1 one gets a new logarithm :
’ ® 1 1 B 2 t ® ®
d ~ sin —=—=I + d i ! ; 334a
. (9 2 2250 @+ D @ 1Y r r ( )
Z h i
In @ 2y?) 1
o 2 .0 2 : ® ®
d = n + d ! 3:34b
. sin () 2 420, O+ D @ 1Y r r ( )

In this case we always elin Inate the extra logarithm by partially integrating on one ofthe

radial variables or confom al tim es.

It is usefuil at this stage to absorb the lower lim it of the angular integration | the

@ @ tem in (3.32b), (3.33) and (3.34ab) | into an extension in the ranges of the

radial integrations. For the case ofa n #H 2y2) and m & 1 the extension goes as follow s:

Z 1 o Z 1 » 1 1
dr%r dr® ¢ o 2 ©
0 0 L, WH et 2m l)rior
nH? %+ B2 @ 1P + 3¢
01 0
[O+ D2 dy 1 rel
1
1 21 Z 1 nH? %+ B2 @ 1P + 3¢
= — a%° ar®r® ———— > , — (3:35a)
2m 1) o 1 twl)" [0+ D2 @, 1irE ; @”
1 21 Z 1 nH? % B2 @ 1P + 3¢
= — dr® r° dr® 0 g . :  (3:35b)
4m 1) 4 1 w?)' [+ D2 @, 1irF L @)

T he reduction is sim ilar for the other cases.

W e denote by Y 2 the combination of tem s which descends from y2 after perform ing

the angular integrations and extending the radial ranges:

v2 %+ D% @, 1iP= @+ ® gt i) @@+ P g, i) (3:36)
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At this stage the answer is a long series of integrals of the fomm :

4y 2 2y 1 2y 1 1
#— @)% du® du®— —
2% 6 u O Wi @93 g%k N
Z 1 OZ 1 o ]nO;l H 2 (W2;Y2;ZZ)
dr ar®o i (3:37)
1 1 Ww?2)' (Y 2)m (z2)n

where Q is a quadratic function of r% and r® whose precise form depends upon what, if

any, partial integrations were done to elin inate extra logarithm s.
3.5 The Radial Integrations.

Sincew 2, 7% and Y ¢ factorize into products of linear fiinctions ofrPand rCO, them ethod
of contours is especially e ective. N ote that the single possble logarithm can always be
decom posed into a part which is analytic in the upper half plane and another part which

is analytic in the lower half plane, for instance:

h i h i
nH?*z2?) =1 H @ dy+i)+mnH@+d, i) (3:38)

The factor of 2 )2 which com es from the two contour Integrations is universal and is
multiplied in w ith the rest.

Asan exam ple, consider 335b) with ‘= n= 1landm = 2:
Z Z
1 1 2~ 2
n Y“)+ 1
dr0 r° dr(DJ:COL
1 1 w2 z2y?2
2 1
4 @Gy +ﬁjz+ dy

INTE

3 ) @G

i) .
1 h i

2dy M H @y +dg+dy 3i) @w+dy) M2H @dy 1)

+_
4 l(rcliw+dz+dy 3i)<q,+idz dy i)(ﬁl, i) N
2dyn H@y+dz+dy 3i) (@w+dz) In 2H @y 1)

t — , , , (3:39)
4 Gy +dz+dy 3i)d+dz dy i) 1)

N ote that there isno pole for dy = dy + dz; In this case the num erator vanishes aswell as
the denom inator and the residue is nite. N ote also that this integral can be di erentiated
w ith respect to dy and d; to give a generating function for integrals w ith higher ‘ and n
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values. In fact only a handfil ofthe radial integrations really need to be com puted directly,

although this was done anyway as a chedk on accuracy.

For lJarge exponents the resuls can be quite a bit longer than (3.39). In the general
case one also has to expect logarithm s and inverse powersofd, 1 andd, 1 .The fom
we reach after doing the radial integrations is a long sum of confom al tin e integrations
of the ollow ing type:

# 4—H2 @)% t 1duOZ ’ 1duCO !

27 4 . a w0 @iu9I Dk .
1

n’? B @dy 21 ;24 2i ;2d, 2i ;d;+dg+dy 3i)

(3:40)

Ge 1) @ i) @ i) Gy+dz+dy 3i) Gy+dy dy 1)

3.6 The Conform alT in e Integrations.

Tt is at this stage that the \ " varations of the vertices becom e in portant. O ne has
to sum (3.40) over the four possibilities, w ith the d’s assigned as in Tabk 1, and wih a

factorof 1 foreach \ " vertex. One can see from Table 1 that the three d’s are always
0

plus orm inus the associated coordinate di erences, forexam ple, d, = u” u).However,
the two sum s which can occurbehave quite di erently forthe \+ + " and \ " variations:
Ay +dz+tdy= 2% w ; at+td d= 2a& w ; (3:41a)

than forthe \+ " and \ + " variations:
_ ® : -0 - :
Ay + dzt dy= 2% uh ;  du+tds dy=0: (3:41b)

A snoted above, apparent polesin atdy = dyy + dz are always spurious. T hey are evaluated,
for the \+ " and \ +" varations, by 1rst taking the lmi dy ! dy + dy, and then
substituting for diy and d; from Tabl 1.

T he obvious strategy at this point is to decom pose the integrands by partial fractions.

Because only single pow ers of logarithm s arise, thisw illalways su ce to reduce the result
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to a single integral* T he rem aining integral can also be decom posed by partial fractions,

however, an integral of the fom :

hx a)
ax—— ; (342)
X b

cannot be expressed in tem s of elem entary functions for a € b. W hen this occurs the
strategy isto st extract any ultraviolet divergences by partial integration, then expand
the logarithm and integrate temwise. Since we only require the leading order form as

u ! 0%, this is straightforward. C onsider, ©r exam ple, the Hllow ing:

Zu In @ ud H ! % H "y
duoﬁ=3n(Huo) nH @ u i) —OJnE-I(uO u)] (43a)
u u’ u i u u u
Zy tg,0h % o
= h@Eu h( #H ) — hEud 14 (3:43b)
v b n=1
2 h i
= hEwh(#H H+3P°EW+ 51 EW® : (@430
n=1

O foourse one can use these m ethods to perform the integrations in the original order and
w ith the original variables of expression (3.40). W e did it both ways and com pared each

tem as a check on accuracy.

W e have selected, as an exam ple, the tetm which em erges from step 3 above In the

fomm : Z Z Z Z
— u r r——s :
olz 8 7% o uzu® w2y4z2
Tt has already been shown that the integrations over = Oand =@ give:
1 g2 fm o PE D G0 1
# — 7 4 @u duo 2 O X .
16 2 U 1o u“u (diw+dz+dy 3ﬁ)(d] l)i
dy m H (dy + dz+ dy 3i) @w+dz) M 2H @y 1)
+
@y +dz+dy 3i)@G+d; dy 1)@ 1)
+ H ! H : (345)

* A lthough som etin es not in tem s of either u® or u®.
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Ifweneglkct tem soforder ,the\++ "and \+ " varationsgive the follow ing expressions:

, L 4H2@ZHld B o qu® 1 1
u p—
16 27 4 7% | w0 u?ul® 2@® wl i)y Wd® u i)
, 1 nps @w® u i)] 1 npg @® W@ i)
4@ u i) u i) 4@® u i) a® w0 i)
I_npHw® w i) o, (3:46a)
— . ’ “zoa
4@ w0 i)y u i) ’
Z z
, L 4H2@ Hldo HldCO]n[ZH(uCO w+ i)+ @ ! H) G160)
— = u u . K
16 27 4 77 | 0 202 u® @@ ul+ iy
The\ "and \ + " variations can be obtained by com plex conjigation of (3.46a) and
(3.46b), respoectively.
The rst ntegralin the \++ " vardation (3.46a) has a sinple resul:
—= U = “a/a
2uZ wo uPa® w0 iy @ u i)
1 % noq 1P i °
Gu) + n? = 4 2h( i )hd Hu) ¥O Hu)
2us n? 4u3 u

N otehow it illustratesthe argum entsgiven in sub-section 2.7 forthe nevitability of infrared
logarithm swhen an ‘“-loop graph contains ' logarithm ic ultraviolet divergences. N ice as it

is to have exact expressions, what we really want is an asym ptotic expansion for late tim es

@! 0%):
Z Z
RS o’ n*Hw o hEw
u = :
2u? u 1O Wu® w0 i)yd® u 1) 443 u3
T he asym ptotic expansion for all of (3.46a) is:
47 2 3 h 1.2
H 1 In°H u) 1 i~ =nh“Hu) nH u)
$# ——a — — h@)t+ — ———+ 0 ——— 348a
27 4 4 96 u3 32 @ 2 us3 us3 ( )
T he analogous expansion for the \+ " variation (3.46b) is:
4. 2 2
H 1 In“@H u) h#Hu)
# W @u 5 T + O u3 (3:48}3)
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Sum m ing these, along w ith the respective com plex conjuigates or the \ " and \ +"

variations, gives:

a2 1 13 7 14,2 n
HY 10EW, b+ = e 2HW, , DED

# - - - -7
27 4 16 ut 32 16 u? u?

(3:49)

N ote the triple log tem s. From the discussion of sub-section 2.8 we know that these cannot
appear in the full result,* how ever, they do appear in pieces of it such asthisexam ple. An

In portant check on accuracy is that the sum of all such triple log tem s cancels.

M any, m any tem s such as (3.44) em erge from step 3. For exam ple, the contraction
of diagram (4a) | which is also diagram (2a) | consists of 842 tem s whose integrands
contain a factor of n © 2y?), 301 tem s which contain In ® 2w 2), another 301 tem s which
contain In H 222), and 1663 tem s which contain no logarithm at all. W hen all the 3-3-3

Integrals are com puted and the results sum m ed, the totals are:

~ 4y 2 h i n2 ® u) nEu)
W= = 492 + 234 + 216 ———+ 0 g ; (3:50a)
" 4y 2 h+ 1157 400 56i 12 @ u) .o hEw 5500
u) = : o
27 4 6 3 ut u?

where the three numbers between the square brackets refer to the contrdbutions from
diagram s (2a), (2b) and (2c), respectively. Taking acoount of (3 27) this gives the follow ing

333 contributions to the coe cient functions a ) and c@):

@) 42 h 1995 .\ 302 .\ 1601 m2 @ u) ' o hH u) G:51a)
a u) = [ I . Sla
333 27 4 18 9 3 ut ut ’
" 4y 2 h+ 1157 400 56i 12 M u) .o hEw 551
c u) = — — :
333 57 4 6 3 u? u’

T he results quoted above contain the contributions of som e degenerate term s whose

reduction is actually m uch m ore akin to that ofdiagram (2d), to be described in the next

In fact the argum ent of 2.8 applies for the result from any triplet of vertex operators. W e checked this
explicitly ©r the triplt I which the x vertex operator is # 10 and the vertex operators at x° and x®
are both # 41. Step 3 in the reduction of this triplet gives 117 tem s containing a factor of n # 2y?) and 77
term s w ith no logarithm s.
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section. These term s com e from the action of two 0-com ponent derivatives on the nom al
part (2.14a) of an outer leg propagator which connects two \+ " vertices. T he vertices can

be eitherx and x° orx and x® . W hat such a double derivative really gives is:

0 . 0 qu uuo
B 0% i y xix%= 5 @ @7 ——— + I (3:52a)
8 ¢ x X juj+ i x+ juj i
2
H 1 1
— 2 - - - + - - -
8hx x jujti x+ juj 1i
i
u u
+ (u) ( w EE— s i 2
(x Juj+ i) (x+ juj 1)
2uu’ 2uul

(x Jjuj+i)3
u2 u2

2 (u) )2

(u+ 1 (3:52b)

Recall that u u? uand x kx 0 =xk. The reduction procedure outlined in

this section accounts for allbut the tem s proportionalto ( u). They are oforder but

su ciently singularat x = % 0 that the resul isa spacetin e delta function *
H 2u? (u) 1 1 H2u? i (u)

42 x (u+1i)?2 (x i)? 2 (x%+ 2)2

2i 1% x) : (3:53b)

(3:53a)

Perform ing the now trivial integration over x9 causes the 333 diagram to degenerate to
the 43 topology ofdiagram (2d). T he reduction thereafter is the sam e asw illbe described
in the next section. O f course delta function temm s can happen whenever a propagator is
doubly di erentiated. T hey give 4-3 diagram sw hen either ofthe tw o outer leg propagators
is a ected; when one of the two inner propagators is a ected the degenerate diagram has

the topology of gure (Re) and fails to contribute to leading order for the sam e reason.

* Sin ilar term s oforder arise from the logarithm part ofthe propagator but they are not singular enough
to survive in the unregulated lim it.
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4. The 4{3 D jagram

The 43 diagram consists ofan outer 4-point vertex pined to a freely integrated 3-point
vertex as shown in Fig. 5 below . From the discussion of sub-section 2.7 we see that this
diagram can contribute at leading order when a factorof In H u) from integrating the fiee
interaction vertex combines with a factor of n H u) from an undi erentiated propagator
logarithm . T he physical origin ofthe rst logarithm isthe growth In the invariant volum e
of the past lightoone, whilke the second logarithm com es from the increasing correlation of

the free graviton vacuum ofan in ating universe.

P11 P393

F ig. 5: The tensor structure of the 4-3 diagram .

The 43 diagram has an obvious 3-fold symm etry, corresponding to pemn utations of
Iines 1, 2 and 3. In com puting such a highly sym m etric diagram it isnot e cient to fully
sym m etrize the vertex operators and then divide by the sym m etry factor of 6. T he better
strategy is to sym m etrize the 4-point vertex operator only on the extemal line, and then
contract this partially sym m etrized vertex operator, through propagators, into the fully

sym m etrized 3-point vertex operator.

W e can read o the gravion 4-point interaction from expression (2.4):
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L.(4)— 2 2 1 2 ; 1 2 1 2 AT R ;
nv 32 7 16 7 7 32 7 16 ;

213 7 7 +% i ;+% i 7

% ; '+% ; ' % ’ ’

*t 1 AR ;3 T

3 ; P+ g ;i1 ; ;

3 o TR -

% ’ ' + 4 4 % 4 ;

2 SR ;2 ;o

+3 ;3 ;2 N

3 ; ;o ; Tt ; ;

+% i ; 8_111; ’ t+4_%1; t

i, t I ' t o+ t

o)

+ 5 ; t 1 ; £ 1)

Recallthat and t 0+ AInostallofthisungainly expression can be checked

against published results [11]by taking the at space limit:u= H I tandH ! 0.The
procedure for partially sym m etrizing a vertex w as described at the beginning of Section 3.

A s an exam ple consider the naltem in 4.1):

2 21 7 . -
1 t 42)

Ifthe indices and and the derivative @, represent the distinguished line, a valid partial

sym m etrization of this interaction gives the follow ing vertex operators:

(2 2) @2( 1) 3¢ 3) ; 4:3a)
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%@2( Jsps) 12 2) ; (4 3b)
2 2%@1.1 1 1) (2 2)(3t3) ; (4 3c)
2 z%t( )(1@31) 203 3) 2 . (4:3d)

T hese are vertex operators 1= 127;::5130 in Tabl 4. T he fully sym m etrized cubic vertex
operators are given in Table 5. T hey were obtained by interchanging legs 2 and 3 from the

Tabl 3, but we have taken account of sym m etries to reduce the 2 43 = 86 tem sto only

5.

The unprin ed vertex at x is \+ " type and wem ust sum the prin ed vertex over both
\+"and \ "variations. Sincethe (++ ) and (+ ) propagatorsare dentical oru®< u, the
relative m inus sign between the two vertex assignm ents allow s us to restrict the range of
Integration to u uw H !.mthis region the (+ ) propagator isthe com plex conjigate
of the (++) one, so we can w rite the total contribution of the 4-3 diagram as tw ice the

realpart ofthe (++) tem :

T3 agz ) — + c3) €t t
Zyg 1 Z %30
= 2Re i au® £x% v, T 2?30 x;0,;01;@;@3)

h Yy n  Floy h i

i, ll(X;Xo)i22 22(X;XO)J'-33 33(X7X0)

X75

le 12233 (XO;@(l);@g;@g) . 4:4)

=1

T he subscriptsiand jreferto Tables 4 and 5 respectively. R ecallthat w here each derivative
acts is indicated by prim es and subscripts. For exam ple, the derivative @3 In the 4-point
vertex operator acts on the rst argum ent of the propagator i[z 3] ;xo) . T he derivative

@y, actson allu’s In the vertex and the three propagators.

T he entire calculation was perfom ed by com puter using M athem atica [12] and Feyn-
Calc [13]. The st step wasto contract each pair of vertex operators into the three intemal
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propagator and w rite the results onto a Jle. T he next step was to act the intemal deriva—
tives (@1 3 and @f 3 ) and store the results for each pair of vertex operators. Selected

vertex pairs were com puted by hand to check the procedure.

i Vertex O perator i Vertex O perator
1 :_é 11@3(2 2)(3@23) 66 %6@11 11 22 33t @
2 %@u@i’:( )3 ¢ 3) 11 2 2 67 % (1 1) 2 2 33Q, @
3 :_ék (1 1) @3( 2 2)(3 @23) 68 :_é@u 102 2) 1 334 g
4 %@u@i’:( )3 ¢ 3) 102  2)1 69 Y1 2 2)( 33Q@, @
5 ) ( 1@31)@2(3 3V 2 2)( 70 %@u Y1 )2 2)( 33t @
6 @2( Y1 1)(3 3)(2@32) 71 %@u D0z 2003 3)(1 ¢ g
7 Qy )2 2)(1 @31)t( 3 3)( 72 %@2( )( 1 @31) 2 2 33
) Ry @3( )( 3 3)( 1 (2 ¢ 2) 73 :_2L@u £l 1)(2@32) 3 3
9 )( 1 1)(3@23)@3(2 2)( 74 % 12 2)1 53Q, @
10 @u@3( )2 201 )03 ¢ 3) 75 % (2 2) 11 33Q, @
( )
11 % @3 1 (2 2)(3 @23 76 le@u (2 2) 11 33t @
12 %@2( )( 3 3)( 2 @32) 11 77 %l@u 11 2( 3 3) 2 ¢ g
13 %@u ) ( 2@32)t(3 3)( 11 78 % @2(1@31) 2 2 33
14 %@u @3( )03 3) (2 ¢ 2) 11 79 %@2( @3) 11 2 2 33
( ) (
15 :_ék @32 2) (1 1)(3@23 80 :Zk@u 11 3 3@32t2)
16 % ) ( 2@32) 1 1@2(3 3)( 81 % (2 2) @2(1@31) 33
17 %@u @Bf )2 2)(3 ¢ 3) 11 82 %@2( @3) 12 2)1 33
18 @2( )3 3)( 1 1)(2@32) 83 %@u (1 1) @3(2t2) 3 3
19 )( 2 2)(1@31)@2(3 3)( 84 %@u @3(1t1) 2( 3 3) 2
20 Qy )( 1 1)(3t3)@3(2 2) ( 85 :_2L (3 3) 1(2 2)1@2 ]
21 @u@3( )2 2)(s3 301 1) 86 %@u (2 2) 103 3) 1 ¢ g
( ) 1
22 @2 )O3 3)(2 2)(1@31 87 1= 11 2( 3 3)2@2 g

Table 4: Thepartially symm etrized quartic pseudo-graviton vertex operators v, 1?2773 wihout
the factor of 2 2.

46



i Vertex O perator i Vertex O perator

23 g (2@ el (s 8 88 Lo, (s 9 11 22t g
24 1 11 z2gf3e? 89 1o 0 20s 3)og, g
25 Ley 1122083 90 | de, (3 9 1tz 2ip g
26 %@u@é £) 11 z2 33 91 )1 (s 2 20 @, g
27 1 (i 22@;3@33) 92 @y 0z 2201 (s D¢ g
28 10y 1l 2 2)1@3(3t3) 93 %@2( ’(1@31) 203 3) 2
29 %@u@é t) 1lz 21 s 94 e, (= 9 ths l)(2@32)
30 Y1 D2 2)( @2(3@33> 95 : 12 2005 lig, g
31 le, 10 DGz 2 @3(31:3) 96 1902 205 90 1a1g, g
32 %@u@ét) D2 205 31 97 lag, M2 (s D0 1ag g
33 Tef 00 0sgl) oo 98 1 gy te,) 205 92
34 ICigelz 20 5 99 lef @) 12 205 9
35 lay, tlr Dz 20sq) 100 log, (2 9 elze2 1
36 lay el )z 2>(1@31> 3 3 101 10z 220 (s 90g, g
37 1 )(1@21>@3(2 20 33 102 le, 100 DG D0 A0 g
38 lef 01 D2 s 103 102 20 5 @2<1@31>
39 Le, @3(2 D01 (s 3) 104 %@2( @3) D2 2)(s 3
40 %@u@f Y2 2)(3¢3) 11 105 g, (2 203 3 @3<1t1>
41 1 12 2)aglsg? 106 L 11 z2glied)
42 2tz 2 11@2(3@33) 107 &0y 11 z2g3¢3
43 ley, (2 2 1agled 108 Lele) 11 22 s
44 %@u@é t) 11205 s) 109 = (12 22@2(31;3)

Table 4: (continued from previous page)
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i Vertex O perator i Vertex O perator

45 1ol e 2 110 L 1z 2 ipags
46 lef s a2 111 Lele) 12 21 s
47 le, 11l 2)(sg3) 112 200 0 20 lses)
48 lay et 2@ 11 s 113 lgy 101 0z 2l psygs
49 1 el a3 22 114 L @3> D2 203 3
50 led s a2 115 lol 00 DGses) 2
51 le, vl 2(ses) 116 1 6ig Vel 20 2
52 legel eg2) 11 s 117 1ey, tlr iz 2 lsgs)
53 1tz 2 @2(1 (3.3 118 10 G 1>(2@32) 303
54 laf 0sg iz 2n 119 = 12 2 1gf3es)
55 lag, (1 1) glz 2)1(sg3) 120 L oGz 2 1aglies)
56 Ta, el V(22 (s 9 121 =@ ‘2z 20 1agsgs
57 It 2 gl wisg? 122 Lelg) 1 205 9
58 lal s itz 2n 123 Looelt D) 2
59 le, (1 0 oelz 205 | 124 Lol Mag 11 2
60 lege) sed) 1z 2 125 5@y tigle 2 (s g
61 lef s gt 2o 126 Lel 2@ 11 s
62 Tal s g 2 127 1 (2 2 gfr s
63 le, g1 s 3)(2q.2) 128 %@2( J3g3) 102 2)1
64 la, Mrgvelz 20 55 129 oy (1 1) tle 200
65 = 11ozz o33Q, @ 130 e DCagt 20s 9) o

Table 4: (continued from previous page)
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J Vertex O perator 3 Vertex O perator

1 L1 22gfded) 39 122 s sy g
2 %0 2 2 33@3(1t1) 40 Dz 2)(s 3, g
3 %0 3 3 11@1(2t2) 41 Dz 2)(s 31y g
4 Loz 2l 42 lefte) 205 92
5 L 20 9 eglite) 43 ledz@? s0r 0
6 L s sl a4 A1 sse e
7 Ltls Nagt) 2 45 Ay s ez te)
5 | Lei Dizg 16 L 2 11gl7ea)
o | etz olig? 47 11 9agliea
10 Ioaaglr 206g? a8 L st 2selien)
11 I o2z2gfs 9Gig 49 L 20 veglies
12 I osaglt wizg? 50 lelt Wlag2) s
13 el Ml 2(sg3) 51 Tefs g 2o
14 @l s 9igd) 52 ez 2ses) 1
15 @) D wzg? 53 e t s 922
16 @l 21 w3 54 @ ® 9z 2(igY
17 e ? 2 2ig 55 @iz 21 (s
18 @it D wzg? 56 I ssgfze?
19 Ioin 2293 57 155 22gftgY
Table 5:

The fully symm etrized cubic pseudo-graviton vertex operators V P2 233 without

the factor of 02 .
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J Vertex O perator j Vertex O perator

o | 3 e’ [ w | 3o ae)
2 | 3o ele) | | 30 ol
24 I s 0sglze? 62 lolr v(g? 33
25 left v 22 63 lolv g 2
26 lelz 2Gig? s 64 lol? D@
27 lef2 922 1 65 lolv g 2
o | el veed o e | el a0e) -
29 lelz 20sg® 1 67 lelt g2 59
30 Jo > g 2w . 7 't 2 e @
31 1 11 z2 33Q, @ 69 11 901 220, g
32 2 011 22 33Q; @ 70 1030z 225 11 g
33 11 221 55, g 71 116 221 55, @
34 R T B 1 s 226070
35 1500 s 2z g 73 2 1z 221 sse g
36 lejre,t 22 s 74 e 2l a)tie) g
38 111 205 s)z2g, g

Table 5: (continued from previous page)
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A s an exam ple, consider the contraction ofthe i= 1 and j= 10 vertex operators:

h i h i
1V, P70 ;0050003 1, ) 1, , &%)
h i
Lo, aa tx) Vg BT eegege))
- 1_16 4 2 ® 11@3(2 2)(3@23) 11@2(2 2)(3@23)
h i h i
1 2 101 1)1 11 11 j'1L2_1(1_11 11 11
h i h i
ion 2 202 2) 2 22 22 1o 2_2(2_22 2, .
h i h i
1 2 3(3  3)3 33 33 1 2_3(3_33 2555 5, (4:a)
- 4420 2i 1 + 31 11
h

i
ae, fes § 20, fes §+20, @ed § i oy i sy

h i
+ 20 _é@s g+ 3@, _853 _@ 3@ _@@g _éli on 1 o3n

h i
— — J— J— J— J— J— J— _O J— , ,

v 20, §@ 8+38, 8@ § 36, 8@ 8 i, i
h i
- 0= - - 0= - - — =0 —Q0 . .

+ @ 8@3 é 4@, 8@3 é*‘ S€y 8@ é i1 3 (4:5b)

v 4 2 h
H 0?2
— € 24t vg‘l + 241.12 tgw2 3361.11.1012,3w2 + 2438 t8w2 484 t6w 24u_26
29 6323 ® W W w “w® -

i
u’tw uu’ ﬁ 1 2.2
+ 48 w 96—W6 24W6 + 24W4 nH “w?)

h
0 4 2.,0
+ 3p8U 11:Ow 32uu Ot W + 448uu th 3pu 1tow2 64uugtw
w w
3..0 o 02 03 oi
+ 3280 guu_ LW, gpgud o ogpud (4 5c)
W W w
N ote that we have dropped the order tem s in derivatives of W2 s
@ .
—w?=2w 2i t ! 2w (46)
@x

T he neglected term s a ect ultraviolet divergences but not the infrared tem s of Interest.

T he next step is to perform the spatial integrations. The angular integrations give
a factor of 4 and the radial integral was done by the m ethod of contours. W hen no
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logarithm is present we obtain:

z z
30 1 1 r?
dx" e = 2 dr : :
" 1 r wot i N @+ wg 1 N
HY 1 en s 1 2§ 3
gyl ¢ ) , (4:7a)
2N+l N 1)! W i
T he logarithm gives:
h i
z @ 2w?) 2 P hH?Cc wo+ti)@+w 1)
SO — =272 dr : : (4 :Tb)
w 2N 1 (r wo+ 1 N @+ wp 1 N
5. 1)V 1 ON 5)”11 h ' i h ' io 1 ON 3
=3 n2H Wwg 1)+ I 2H wg 1) —
2N+1 N 1)! W i
g 2i (v %! OGN 2 K)IPN 2 k k2] 1 2 3
22N 1 N 1! o RN K)!I@N 2 k)@N 3 k) wg i
The case of N = 2 has to be treated specially:
2 1 1 1
k0= = 8 —— (4:8a)
W 8wp 1
’ 3.0 %w?) 2.1 IPH @o i)+ M[2H @ o i)] 1
_ . 0 0 o
d’x — 1 " 8 lg T +t oo (4:8b)

Perform ing the spatial integrations forour i= 1, j= 10 vertex pair gives:

2 h i h i
i dBXOVl P22 0 (x;0y;01;@;0@3) 1 L. 1 (X;XO) i,, .. (X;XO)
° ' 0.70.570.70
i 3 3 3 3 (X;XO) V]_(SL P22t ;@1;@2;@3)
—i 3hBH(UOUi)]+]1’1[2H(u0ui)] 7 1
T 06 42y uu i 2%0u 1
15 wu 7 u®d® )
P Wui)? I8@ui)s - (4:9)

The nalstep isto Integrate over the conformm altim e ofthe free vertex. T he integrand
always consists of a num erator | which m ay contain a pair of logarithm s | and a de-
nom inator | w hich containsup to two powers ofuo, and up to seven pow ers ofu’ u 1i.

D ecom posing the denom inator by partial fractions results in four distinct tem s requiring
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2

special attention: (u0 u i ),uO,u and (uO u i 9‘ fork > 1. W hen the pair of

logarithm s is present the four denom inators give:

ZHl . n h 1 h io
A o8 m2E @ u i)+nm 28w u i) (4:10)
u
n h i h ion !
=i w*om @ u i)+ m* 2@ u i
h i h iu

! m? 2@ Hu h*EH )+i m2@ Huw 1 ?;

Zy* n h i h io
(i) & mo2m @ u i)+ mn 28 @ u i) 4:11)
u
n < KO H !
b nfeHud+ i mEWY+ 2 k—lzﬁ)
_ u
k=1 h i
= 2In2) InH u) ]nZ(Hu) i mMEHu)+ 2Hu Hu;2;1) ) ;
ZH 1 n h i h io
a 0 - 0 - :
(i) B n 2H (u u 1)+ n 2H @ u i) 4:12)
u
n . . h ioH !
! ZneHu) L+l m1 4
n . h ko)
= ZmEw+ 2@ Hu) 4 +h2@0 Hu) ;
2y 1 n h i h io
(1) _d’ oy w® uw o i)+m 2@ u i) 4:13)
u @ ui)k*
n h . i h . i ) on !
1 1 . .
= kl(uoui)kljnZH(u u i)+ nh 2H @ u 1)+ﬁ
. . u
.2 iklh 1T g k1n h T p
where (z;s;Vv) isthe soecial function [14]:
pia o0
:s; - . 4:14
(zisiv) P, (4:14)

and the arrow indicates the leading in nitesim al ocontributions. W hen no logarithm s are
present the integrals are sim ple enough that we give only the smnall fom s:

. H ! duO i
@ - { =hd Hu hHE )tz ; (4:15)
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ZH 1 0
. du
(i) —o = hHu) ; 4:6)
u
z
e H lduo 1
(i) 2 - ud Huj 4:17)
u u
Z
: B au’ | g Tkl o k1% .
® w0 . 1 | FT THG - (4:18)

W e can now com plete the reduction of the contribution from the i= 1, j= 10 vertex

pair:
4y 2 n h i
Ty10= ——o 6mZEu)+ 32 12:n2 mEu)+ 190 Hu)+ 3 2
1;10 26 4 4 2
h i h i h i
+12 @) Hu Ew2l) F£n2@ Hu 6h*20 Hu)
5 ©1 1
1 15 H
+ 23 meEs )+ 61f(@H ) S+ F The 3
h , i h i
1 4
15 H 1 3 H 1 . .
% THu vtz zt8 THw tE G (4:19)

Tt isworth noting that the coe cient ofthe leading term fOor late tim es | 6u 4 n? H u)
| is opposite to that of the double logarithm ic ultraviolet divergence | +6u?mieE ).
This is In sharp contrast to 333 contrdbutions such as (3.47a) where an undi erentiated
propagator logarithm isnot involved. T hen the leading infrared contribution has the sam e

sign as the double logarithm ic ultraviolet divergence.

T he sam e sign phenom enon of (3.47a) wasexplained In sub-section 2.7. T he param eter
has din ensions of length so it can only appear In the combinations H or u . The
din ensionality of the conform al tim e integrands show s that they converge even if the
upper lim i, H L, diverges, so the only factorsof In H ) can com e from the single possible
undi erentiated propagator logarithm . W hen no such logarithm is present any double

logarithm ic ultraviolet divergence m ust take the fom :
n(ul)=1n*"H ) 2hE )hHuU)+ KHuU) : 4 20)

One can understand why the opposite relation prevails in all 4-3 contrdbutions by the
need to avoid overlapping divergences. T he 4-3 diagram contains only two vertices so its
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ulraviolet divergences m ust be prin itive; there cannot be any non-local sub-divergences
such asInH ) In#H u). The possbility of]nz(H ) is ruled out because no factors of
InH ) can com e from the lim its of integration; the only n (H ) can com e from the single
possible undi erentiated propagator logarithm . So we are left w ith jist one din ensionally

consistent double ultraviolet logarithm :

nH ) HHuw=n?()+2Nh()MnH) 2hH) h@) Ko : 421)

A lthough the tensor algebra and derivatives of the 4-3 diagram are only m arginally
sim pler than that of the m ost com plicated 3-33 diagram (2a), the num ber of tem s they
produce ismuch sn aller. T here are just 39 integrands which contain In H 2w2) and only
57 which have no logarithm . W e have also seen that the integrals are sim ple enough for
exact resuls to be obtained. A lthough we did this, we report jist the leading results here:

4y 2 13 = u) n®Hu)
= 7,0

agzz ) = 26 4 3 7 4 ; (4 22a)
4.1 2 2
H n“H u) nh#Hu)
5. Epilogue

W e can now assam ble the results from the variousdiagram sofF ig.2. Combining (3.51)

wih (422) gives the follow ing coe cient functions for the am putated 1-point function

219):
, H 4 1795 604 320 52 _, c
aw)=H ? — St 5t 3 5 PEWFO hEw  +0(°) Gda)
, H 4 1157 800 ) p
cw)=H ¢ — +S— - 11248 DEW+0 hEu) +0(°) (b

4 u 3

T he four num bers in each of these expressions represent the regpective contributions from
diagram s (2a), @b), 2c) and (2d). A sexplained in sub-section 2.9, diagram (2e) can only
contribute a single factor of In # u) and diagram (2f) cannot contribute any.

55



A ttaching the retarded G reen’s finctions discussed in sub-section 2.5 gives the coe —

cient functions for the f1ll 1-point function 2 20):

4 7180 2416 1280 208
+ +

3 2 6 .
e 81 27 7 PEWHO hTHW  +0(7) (G2a)

H
A(U)= 4—

c

H 4 319 49
— +—+

C ()= =" 5 52+ 11 h%Hu)+0 h@Eu) +0(° : 5 2b)

N one ofthe four coe cient functions given above is free ofgauge dependence. T he physical,
gauge independent ocbservable is the com bination (2.24) which gives the e ective Hubble

constant. O ur result for it is:

H 4 4309 1649 172 5 5
He ©=H 1 e t = 5t Ht?+0 Ht
+0(9 G:3a)

A Though we have given the contribution from each diagram in (5.3a), only the sum (5.3b)
is really physical and gauge independent. Still, it is worth pointing out that the pure
graviton diagram s | (2a) and (2d) | act to slow in ation while the ghost diagram s |

(2b) and (2c) | contribute in the opposite sense.

T he physical signi cance of our result has been discussed elsew here [4] but two points
should be m entioned here. First, we get a reduction in the e ective H ubble constant due
to the negative energy of the gravitational interaction between the zero point m otions of
gravitons.* T his tendency ought to persist to all orders in perturbation theory. Second,
recall from sub-section 2.8 that at m ost ' infrared logarithm s can appear at " loops. This

m eans that the “-loop contribution to the bracketed term in (5.3b) is at m ost:

# (H)Y @Y (5:4)

T he Induced stressenergy isthat ofnegative vacuum energy, to leading order, because causality restrictsthe
gravitationalinteraction to the constant H ubble volum e. T he induced energy density is therefore independent
of the true volum e of the In ating universe, so the totalenergy is just E = V  and the pressure isp =

RE=QRV =
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The bound is quite likely to be saturated because one can form higher loop graphs by
attaching the 2-loop tadpole we have com puted. But one in any case ocbtains the ollow ing

estin ate for the num ber of e-foldings needed to end rapid in ation:

2

N=Ht (H) (55)

This is > 10'2 for in ation at the GUT scalk or below , which is m ore than enough to
explain the hom ogeneity and isotropy of the cbserved universe. If the unknow n num erical
coe cients In (54) 2llo Iless rapidly than L then the end of rapid In ation is likely
to be quite abrupt because all orders w ill becom e strong at once. This augurs well for

reheating.

W etum now to a discussion ofaccuracy. T he strongest checks on the consistency ofour
basic form alisn and the accuracy of our In plem entation are provided by the one-loop self-
energy. T his quantity was relatively sim ple to obtain [L5]because technical considerations
com pelled us to com pute the inner loops of diagram s (2a) and (2b) before doing the
outer loop contractions and acting the outer loop derivatives. W e checked that the one-
loop selfenergy has the appropriate re ection symm etry, that it obeys the W ard identity,
and that it agrees, or H ! 0 at xed t, wih the at space sslfenergy obtained by
Capper [16] in the sam e gauge. Since we used only partially sym m etrized vertices and
then interchanged lines where necessary, re ection symm etry is a non-trivial test of our
program s for the tensor algebra. It also checks the program s for taking derivatives because
the order of di erentiation breaks m anifest re ection symm etry. The W ard identity tests
the apparatus of gauge xing, our solutions for the ghost and graviton propagators, and
the 3-point interaction vertices. It also provides a pow erfiill independent check ofthe tensor
algebra and derivative program s. In addition to giving further independent tests for all

these things, the at space lin it checks the overall factor and the sign.

O ne of the m apr com plications in com puting diagram (2a) was that the number of
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Intermm ediate expressions becom es prohibitive if one attem ptsto perform the tensoralgebra
all at once, even for a single \trio" of vertex operators* This iswhy we st did the
Inner loop tensor algebra and acted the inner loop derivatives for each pair of inner loop
vertices, then sum m ed the results and pro ected the lengthy totalonto a basis form ed from
products of the 79 independent 4-index ob fcts and the 10 possible contracted outer leg
derivatives. E ach basis elem ent w ith a non—zero coe cient was contracted into the outer
loop propagators and the outer vertex operators, and the various outer loop derivatives

were acted. T hen the inner loop coe cients were m ultiplied and the results summ ed.

The cum bersom e nature of this procedure caused us much anxiety and we devised
a number of ways to check it. First, a program was written to chedk the inner loop
proction by sim ply summ ing the product of each basis elem ent w ith its coe cient and
then com paring w ith the original expression. Second, the outer loop tensor algebra and
derivative program s were based on the sam e schem e as those which were so e ectively
checked by the W ard identity, and of course we used the sam e stored expressions for the
vertices and propagators. Third, it was not too tim e consum ing to perform all the tensor
algebra at once for a single \trio" of vertex operators. This was done for the case where
the vertex operator at x is # 10 In Tablk 3, and where those at %% and x® are both
# 41. T he derivatives were then acted (using a di erent program from the usualone) and
the result com pared w ith what our standard program s give. The sam e calculation was

perform ed by hand as an additional check.

D iagram (2b) was com puted using the sam e program s as or (2a), so its accuracy is
checked by that of (2a). An additionaltest was provided by the fact that no undi erenti-

ated propagator logarithm s can com e from ghost lines* W e checked that the integrands

The problem is that expanding the four propagators gives 6% = 1296 tem s, each of which nvolves a
contraction over 16 indices.

To see this note that the 10 vertices of Table 2 have either a a factor of @, or a factoroft 2 | which
accesses only the nom alpart of the propagator.
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for @b) are indeed free of n ® 2y?), and that those of diagram (2¢) are free of either
nH%w?) orh® %z%).

O ur greatest worry was the com plicated integrations of 3-33 diagram s. W e checked
these a number of ways. First, we did a large num ber of exam ples by hand. Second,
the two authors w rote Independent integration schem es. The st ofthese did each radial
Integration independently by them ethod of contours and changed variables asnecessary so
that only the naloonformm altin e integration needed to be expanded. T his program also
com puted the four \ " variations separately. T he second program did the radial integrals
by di erentiating generating finctions. T he conform al tin e integrations were carried out
In the standard order, expanding w henever necessary. T his second program also added the
\ " variations of the integrands before evaluating the integral. W e ran the two program s

for each ofthe thousands of termm s and then scanned the results to m ake sure they agreed.

O ne of the strongest checks on the accuracy of the 3-33 diagram s derives from our
proof in sub-section 2.8 that each \trio" of vertices for each of the 3-3-3 diagram sm ust be
free of triple log tem s | u? mP@Hu). Asmentioned there, and aswe saw explicitly in
(3.49), this isnot true foreach ofthe integrandswhich em erge from step 3 of our reduction
procedure. Yet when the results from iIntegrating the thousands ofdistinct integrandswere
sum m ed, the triple logs cancelled for each diagram . W e also checked that our program s

show this cancellation separately for the previously m entioned 104141 vertex triad.

W e fretted long about how to check the 43 diagram (2d). O f course it is partially
checked by the 3-3-3 diagram s by virtue of the fact that alluse the sam e stored expression
for the graviton propagator, and since their tensor algebra and derivative action program s
arebased on the sam e schem e. O ne ofourbig worriesw asthe di erent vertices. W e checked
the fully symm etrized 3-point vertex by having the com puter sym m etrize the partially
sym m etrized vertex of Table 3. W e also w rote a program in which the com puter produces
fully symm etrized 3-point and 4-point vertex operators from the respective interaction
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Lagrangians (3.6) and (4.1). These were com pared directly w ith our stored expression for
the sym m etrized 3-point vertex; of course we had to (com puter) symm etrize our 4-point

vertex before com paring it.

A san additionalcheck on the 4-3 diagram , we com pared the output from ourprogram s
w ith a hand com putation of the result for vertex operator # 1 at x and # 10 at k0 . is
also worth pointing out that the 4-3 integrations are vastly sin pler than those ofthe 3-33

diagram s. In fact only the single term (4.11) can contribute at leading order.

F inally, there is the fact that the result is plausble. Q uantum gravity is not on-shell
nite at one loop when the cosm ological constant is non—zero [17], so one has to expect
ultraviolet divergences of the fom n?( ) at two loops. Since  has dim ensions of length,
logarithm sof it m ust com e in the form In( u lYyandn®H ).W e showed in sub-section 2.7
that only a single factorofIn H ) can occur, so therem ust be at least one In (u), and we can
think of no reason why two should not occur. The reason why these infrared logarithm s
act to slow in ation is that they represent the negative gravitational interaction energy
between the zero point m otions of gravitons. At the risk of putting too much faith in
gauge-dependent resuls one can even understand that pure graviton diagram s should act

to slow in ation, and that the ghost diagram s should din inish thise ect.*

There is also a good physical Interpretation for infrared logarithm s. The up to two
powers of In H u) that derive from integrating factors of u’l and u®@? represent the
Invariant volum e of the past lightoone as viewed from the observation point R]. The
single In H u) which can com e from an undi erentiated propagator logarithm represents
the ever-increasing correlation of the free graviton vacuum in an in ating universe. It has
longbeen know n that the assum ption of correlated de Sittervacuum overan in nite surface

of sin ultaneity leads to a divergence in the propagator. (Thiswas rst proved by A llen

T he near cancellation between the two classes is perhaps explicable from the fact that the gauge xed
gravion eld carries eight unphysicalm odes and only two physical ones. At two loops this m eans roughly
10? = 100 m ode pairs of which the ghost lIoopsm ust rem ove allbut 2% = 4.
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and Folacci [18]. See also [7] and the references cited therein.) Infrared logarithm s are the
causalm anifestation of thise ect when one approaches an in nite surface of sin ultaneiy

by In ating a nite patch of correlated de Sitter vacuum .

In sum , the procedure we used should work, it gives a reasonable result, and every care
hasbeen taken to ensure accuracy. H ow ever, w e do not w ish thisdiscussion to convey a false
sense of infallbility. W e have been schooled in hum ility by the disconcerting experience of
detecting errors even afterthe nalone seem ed to have been expunged. It m ust be stressed
that this was an enom ously com plicated piece of work. Only one other two—Jloop result
has ever been obtained in quantum gravicy [19], and i was con ned to the ulraviolet
divergent part of the on-shell e ective action for zero cosn ological constant. W e feel very
strongly that com puter calculations on this scale should be regarded as experin ents whose
results require independent veri cation before they can be com pletely trusted. W e would

be happy to cooperate w ith anyone w ishing to undertake even a partial check.

W e conclude by brie y discussing a perturbative issue which dem ands further study:
the case ofa negative coan ologicalconstant. T his is Interesting in itsow n right and because
i m ay have relevance to the period after rapid in ation has ended, when an energetically
favored phase transition would be expected to generate a negative e ective cosm ological
constant. Two qualitative questions are of great im portance: are there strong infrared

e ects from quantum gravity? and, do they tend to resist the contraction of spacetim e?

C areful consideration of the e ect for positive coan ological constant leads to the con—

clusion that it derives from the com bination of three features:

(1) P ropagators which do not oscillate or 2llo over large tem poral separations;

(2) An interaction of dim ension three;

(3) The fact that the invariant volum e of the past lightcone increases w ithout bound.

The last two are certainly true as well for a negative coan ological constant. In fact the
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causal structure of antide Sitter space allow s one to access spatial In niy after only a

nite am ount of tim e. T he non-trivial issue is the propagator. T he usual prescription for
de ning what happens at spatial In nity is to In pose re ective boundary conditions R0].
T hese are enforced m athem atically by a negative in age source at the antjpodalpoint, so

they m ake propagators allo too rapidly to give a big infrared e ect.

W e believe that re ective boundary conditions are reasonable for Euclidean antide
Sitter space because its antjpodal points are not part of the m anifold. H owever, the an—
tipodalpoints of the M inkow ski signature formm alisn are on the m anifold. In this case the
use of re ective boundary conditions im plies the physical absurdity that every source of
stress energy has an antjpodal antisource. It is not reasonable to suppose a m an is for-
bidden to shake his st which generates gravitational radiation) w ithout the cooperation

of som eone of the other side of the Universe.

The m ore sensble boundary conditions seem to be tranam issive, in which inform ation
isallowed to ow to spatial in niy without hindrance. These do not lead to a globally
welkposad initial value problem , but they do m ake physical sense locally. T he propagator
associated w ith this condition does not 2llo rapidly enough to preclude a large infrared
e ect. It should also be noted that argum ents in the literature about the stability of super—
graviy or superstrings on an antide Sitter background are based on re ective boundary

conditions.*

Tt isvery m uch m ore di cul to detemm ine whether quantum gravity m akes a negative
universe collapse slower or faster. Local considerations com pel us to the view that
gravitational interaction energy should still be negative. H owever, the fact that the sign
of the din ension three coupling changes m akes it hard to say what this does. (N ote that
the 1-point finction is odd in the 3-point vertex.) An additional com plication is that we

can no longer count on the induced stress tensor to be that of pure vacuum energy. T hat

W e are Indebted to I.Antoniadis for bringing this point to our attention.
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it cam e out thisway for the case of positive coan ological constant derives from the nite
causal horizon of de Sitter space, which m eans that the gravitational interaction energy
density m ust be Independent of the true volum e. T his is not true for antide Sitter space.
And it is worth recalling that in ation is driven by the negative pressure of a positive
coam ological constant; the positive energy density serves as a drag on expansion. So it is
conceivable that negative quantum gravity induces a negative energy density, w hile still

resisting contraction by virtue of generating less than an equal and opposite pressure.
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