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1. Introduction

The purpose ofthispaperisto discussthe consistency,m ethodology and accuracy of

a very long calculation in perturbative quantum gravity. Although such an exposition is

necessary ifthe result isto win acceptance,we should best begin by explaining the m o-

tivation. This labor was undertaken to check the suggestion [1,2]that corrections from

the infrared ofquantum gravity m ay extinguish in
ation without the need for a special

in
aton �eld. It willbe seen that this is also a proposalfor solving the problem ofthe

cosm ologicalconstant.In ourschem e the cosm ologicalconstantisnotunnaturally sm all,

it only appears so today on account ofscreening by infrared e�ects in quantum gravity.

In
ation beginsin Hubble-sized patchsofthe early universe overwhich the localtem per-

aturehasfallen enough forthecosm ologicalconstantto dom inatethestress-energy.After

a few e-foldings the tem perature ofsuch a patch is su�ciently low to perm it long range

correlations,and the infrared screening e�ectbeginsto build up. Thisbuild-up requires

a long tim e because gravitationalinteractionsare naturally weak;they can only becom e

signi�cant through causaland coherent superposition over the past lightcone. E�ective

screening is therefore delayed untilan enorm ous invariant volum e has developed within

the pastlightcone ofthe observation pointto the onsetofin
ation.Thisiswhy in
ation

lastslong enough to explain thehom ogeneity and isotropy ofthe observed universe.

Note that no �ne tuning is necessary for our schem e,nor do we require new m atter

�elds or even new gravitationalinteractions. Ofthe phenom enologically viable quanta,

our m echanism is unique to gravitons. The other known particles are either m assive |

which precludescoherentsuperposition | orelsethey possessconform alinvarianceon the

classicallevel| which m eansthey cannotexploitthe enorm ousinvariantvolum e in the

pastlightcone ofa conform ally 
at,in
ating universe.

Note also that causality,and the physically m otivated initialcondition ofcoherent

in
ation overa �nite spatialregion,preclude sensitivity to globalissuessuch aswhether
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or not the fullde Sitter m anifold is used. For convenience we worked on the m anifold

T3 � <. W hat we com puted is the expectation value of the invariant elem ent in the

presence ofa hom ogeneousand isotropicstatewhich isinitially free de Sittervacuum :

D

0
�
�
�g��(t;~x)dx

�
dx

�
�
�
�0
E

= �dt2 + a2(t)d~x � d~x : (1:1)

In
ation redshiftsthetem peraturetozerosorapidly thatwesim ply used zerotem perature

quantum �eld theory.W ewereabletousetheLagrangianofconventionalgeneralrelativity:

L =
1

16�G

�

R � 2�
� p

�g ; (1:2)

because our infrared m echanism is insensitive to the stillunknown ultraviolet sector of

quantum gravity.W e assum ed only thatthescale ofin
ation M � (�=G )1=4 isatleasta

few ordersofm agnitude below the Planck m assM Pl� G �(1=2):

M <
� 10�3 M Pl : (1:3)

In thiscase ultravioletm odesshould have plenty oftim e to reach theirnaturalequilibria

as they redshift down to scales at which the dynam ics is described by quantum general

relativity.Ourm echanism can beshown to derivefrom m odeswhosephysicalwavelength

isabouttheHubbleradiusatthetim ethatthey contributem oststrongly.Itisalso worth

pointing out that our m echanism is an inherently quantum m echanicale�ect,deriving

ultim ately from thegravitationalinteraction between thezero pointm otionsofthevarious

m odes. It in no way con
icts with the classicaland sem i-classicalstability oflocally de

Sitterbackgrounds[3].

W e inferred the physicalrateofexpansion from the e�ectiveHubble param eter:

H e�(t)�
d

dt
ln(a) : (1:4)

The �rstseculare�ectoccursattwo loopsand hasthe form :

H e�(t)= H

�

1�
�
�H

4�

�4 h 1
6 (H t)2+ (subdom inant)

i

+ O (�6)

�

; (1:5)

3



where �2 � 16�G isthe usualloop counting param eterofquantum gravity and 3H 2 � �

isthe bare Hubble constant. W e were also able to show thatthe dom inantcontribution

at‘loopshasthe form :

�# (�H )2‘(H t)‘ : (1:6)

Thisperm itsthe following estim ate ofthe num berofe-foldingsneeded forthe extinction

ofin
ation:

N � H t� (�H )�2 >
� 1012 : (1:7)

Ofcourse perturbation theory isno longerreliable when quantum correctionsbecom e of

order one so the valid conclusion is that quantum gravitationale�ects slow the rate of

in
ation by an am ountwhich becom esnon-perturbatively largeatlatetim es.

Thiscom pletesourdiscussion ofwhy we undertook the projectand whatwe got. A

m ore com plete discussion ofthe physicalconsequences can be found elsewhere [4]. The

rem ainder ofthispaper is devoted to an explanation ofhow we obtained the result and

why we believe itisaccurate. Section 2 dealswith basic issuesofthe form alism .Crucial

pointsherearethedistinction between \in"-\out"m atrix elem entsand expectation values,

the physicalsigni�cance ofourultravioletregularization,the dem onstration thatH e�(t)

is independent of the choice of gauge, the reason why infrared logarithm s are alm ost

inevitable,and a derivation ofour bound (1.6) for the dom inant corrections at ‘ loops.

Sections3and 4dealwith ourspeci�cprocess.Section 3isdevoted totheclassofdiagram s

which involveonly 3-pointvertices,whileSection 4 describesthedom inantdiagram which

hasa4-pointvertex and a3-pointvertex.Section 5assem blesthe�nalresultand discusses

them any accuracy checks.W eclosethesection,and thepaper,with a briefconsideration

ofthe issuespertaining to the case ofnegative�.
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2. B asic Issues

2.1 The ApparatusofPerturbation Theory.

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

classicalbackground:

aclass(t)= exp(H t) : (2:1)

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

invariantelem entofthebackground is:

�dt2 + a2class(t)d~x � d~x = 
2(�du2 + d~x � d~x) ; (2:2a)


� (H u)�1 = exp(H t) : (2:2b)

Note the tem poralinversion and the factthatthe onsetofin
ation att= 0 corresponds

to u = H �1 .Sincet! 1 correspondsto u ! 0+ ,and sincethespatialcoordinatesofT3

fallwithin theregion,� 1
2H

�1 < xi� 1
2H

�1 ,therangeofconform alcoordinatesisrather

sm all. Thisiswhy a conform ally invariant�eld | whose dynam icsare locally the sam e

asin 
atspace,exceptforultravioletregularization | cannotinducea big infrared e�ect.

Perturbation theory is organized m ost conveniently in term s ofa \pseudo-graviton"

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

g�� � 
2 eg�� � 
2 (��� + � ��) : (2:3)

As usual,pseudo-graviton indices are raised and lowered with the Lorentz m etric,and

the loop counting param eteris�2 � 16�G . Aftersom e judiciouspartialintegrationsthe

invariantpartofthebare Lagrangian takesthe following form [5]:

Linv =
p
� eg eg�� eg

��
eg
�� 
2

h
1
2 ��;�  ��;� � 1

2 ��;�  ��;� + 1
4 ��;�  ��;�

� 1
4 ��;�  ��;�

i

� 1
2

p
� eg eg�� eg

�� (
2);�  ��;�  
�
� : (2:4)
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G auge �xing isaccom plished through theaddition of� 1
2�

��F�F�,where [5]:

F� � 

�

 
�
�;� � 1

2 
�
�;� + 2 �� (ln
);�

�

: (2:5)

The associated ghostLagrangian is[5]:

Lghost= �
2 !�;�
h

eg�� @� + eg�� @� + eg��;� + 2eg�� (ln
);�

i

!
�

+
�


2 !�
�

;�
�
��

h

eg�� @� +
1
2eg��;� + eg�� (ln
);�

i

!
�
: (2:6)

In ourgaugethe pseudo-graviton kineticoperatorhasthe form :

D
��

�� �

h
1
2�

(�
� �

�)
� � 1

4��� �
�� � 1

2t�t�t
�
t
�
i

D A � t(��
(�

�) t
�) D B + t�t�t

�
t
� D C ; (2:7)

where parenthesized indicesaresym m etrized.Two notationalconventionsre
ectthe fact

thatthe0 direction isspecial.First,wede�ne t� as:

t� � ��0 = �� 0
� : (2:8a)

(Recallfrom (1.1)thatourm etric isspacelike.) Second,we de�ne barred tensorsto have

theirnaturalzero com ponentsnulled,forexam ple:

�
�
� � �

�
� � �

�

0 �
0
� = �

�
� + t� t

�
: (2:8b)

Notealso thatD A � 
(@ 2+ 2
u2
)
 isthekineticoperatorfora m assless,m inim ally coupled

scalarand D B = D C � 
@ 2
 isthe kineticoperatorfora conform ally coupled scalar.

The zeroth orderaction resultsin the following free �eld expansion [6]:

 ��(u;~x)=

�
Zero

M odes

�

+ H
3
X

�;~k6= 0

�

	 ��
�

u;~x;~k;�
�

a(~k;�)+ 	 ���

�

u;~x;~k;�
�

a
y(~k;�)

�

:

(2:9)

The spatialpolarizationsconsistof\A" m odes:

	 ��
�

u;~x;~k;�
�

=
H u
p
2k

�

1+
i

ku

�

exp
h

ik

�

u � 1
H

�

+ i~k � ~x

i

���(~k;�) ; 8� 2 A

(2:10a)
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while the space{tim e and purely tem poralpolarizationsare associated,respectively,with

\B" and \C" m odes:

	 ��
�

u;~x;~k;�
�

=
H u
p
2k

exp
h

ik

�

u � 1
H

�

+ i~k � ~x

i

���(~k;�) ; 8� 2 B ;C (2:10b)

In LSZ reduction one would integrate against and contract into 	 ��(u;~x;~k;�) to insert

and \in"-com ing graviton ofm om entum ~k and polarization �; the conjugate would be

used to extractan \out"-goinggraviton with thesam equantum num bers.Thezero m odes

evolveasfreeparticleswith tim edependences1 and u3 fortheA m odes,and u and u2 for

the B and C m odes. Since causality decouples the zero m odesshortly afterthe onset of

in
ation,they play no rolein screening and weshallnottrouble with them further.

W ede�nej0iastheHeisenberg stateannihilated by a(~k;�)| and theanalogousghost

operators| atthe onsetofin
ation. W e can use this condition and expansion (2.9)to

expressthe free pseudo-graviton propagatorasa m ode sum [7]:

i

h

��� ��

i

(x;x0)�
D

0
�
�
�T

n

 ��(x) ��(x
0)
o�
�
�0
E

free
(2:11a)

= H
3
X

�;~k6= 0

�

�(u0� u)	 �� 	 0
�
�� + �(u � u

0)	 ��� 	 0��

�

e
��k~kk

: (2:11b)

Note that the convergence factor e��k
~kk serves as an ultraviolet m ode cuto�. Although

the resulting regularization is very convenient for this calculation,its failure to respect

generalcoordinate invariance necessitates the use ofnon-invariant counterterm s. These

areanalogousto thephoton m asswhich m ustbeadded to QED when using a m om entum

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

phenom ena.

Because the propagator is only needed for sm allconform alcoordinate separations,

�x � k~x 0� ~xk and �u � u 0� u,the sum over m om enta is wellapproxim ated as an

integralwhose lowerlim itisthe m om entum k = H ofthe longestwavelength.W hen this
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isdone the pseudo-graviton propagatorbecom es[6]:

Z

H

d3k

(2�)3

�
H 2uu0

2k
exp

h

�ikj�uj+ i~k� (~x0� ~x)� �k

ih

2�
(�
� �

�)
� � ��� �

��
i

+
H 2(1+ ikj�uj)

2k3
exp

h

�ikj�uj+ i~k � (~x0� ~x)� �k

ih

2�
(�
� �

�)
� � 2��� �

��
i�

(2:12a)

so that:

i

h

���
��
i

(x;x0)�
H 2

8�2

�
2u0u

�x 2 � �u 2 + 2i�j�uj+ �2

h

2�
(�
� �

�)
� � ��� �

��
i

� ln
h

H
2
�

�x 2 � �u 2 + 2i�j�uj+ �
2
�ih

2�
(�
� �

�)
� � 2��� �

��
i�

(2:12b)

The sam eapproxim ation givesthe following resultforthe ghostpropagator:

i

h

�� �

i

(x;x0)�
H 2

8�2

�
2u0u

�x 2 � �u 2 + 2i�j�uj+ �2
���

� ln
h

H
2
�

�x 2 � �u 2 + 2i�j�uj+ �
2
�i

���

�

: (2:13)

The decoupling between tensorindicesand the functionaldependence upon spacetim e |

and thesim plicity ofeach | greatly facilitatescalculations.Itisconvenientto identify as

the \norm al" and \logarithm ic" propagatorfunctionsasi� N and i� L respectively:

i� N (x;x
0)�

H 2

8�2
2uu0

�x 2 � �u 2+ 2i�j�uj+ �2
; (2:14a)

i� L(x;x
0)�

H 2

8�2
ln
h

H
2
�

�u 2� �u 2 + 2i�j�uj+ �
2
�i

: (2:14b)

In thisnotation we can writethepseudo-graviton and ghostpropagatorsas:

i

h

���
��
i

(x;x0)=i� N (x;x
0)
h

2�
(�
� �

�)
� � ��� �

��
i

� i� L(x;x
0)
h

2�
(�
� �

�)
� � 2��� �

��
i

; (2:15a)

i

h

�� �

i

(x;x0)= i� N (x;x
0)��� � i� L(x;x

0)��� : (2:15b)
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2.2 \In"-\Out" M atrix Elem entsand the S-M atrix.

Perturbativequantum �eld theory isusually form ulated to give\in"-\out" am plitudes

and S-m atrix elem ents.Thesequantitiesarenotwellsuited forourstudy becausethey re-

quirespeci�cation ofthevacuum atasym ptotically early and latetim es,which isprecisely

whatwe wish to determ ine. However,they can atleastbe used to negate the hypothesis

thatthe vacuum ofan initially in
ating universe su�ersonly perturbatively sm allcorrec-

tions.Theprocedureissim ply to assum ethe\in" and \out" vacua areboth freedeSitter,

and then do the com putation. Ifthe hypothesis is correct,the result should be free of

infrared divergences.

W hatoneactually�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

possibility for solving the problem by sum m ing degenerate ensem bles. There is sim ply

nothing oflowerorderin perturbation theory thatcould cancelthe problem .

W hy this happens can be readily understood from the previous section. S-m atrix

elem entsconsistofwavefunctionsintegrated againstinteraction vertices,which arelinked

by propagators.From (2.10a)weseethatphysicalwavefunctionsbecom econstantatlate

tim es;while(2.14-15)showsthatnon-coincidentpropagatorsrem ain oforderoneasu ! 0.

But(2.4)revealsthatverticesblow up atlatetim es.A m orephysicalway ofunderstanding

thephenom enon isthatalthough thecoordinatem om entum ofa graviton isunchanged by

tim e evolution,its physicalm om entum is redshifted to zero. Since allgravitons of�xed

coordinatem om entum approach thesam e physicalm om entum ,theirinteraction becom es

in�nitely strong atlatetim es.

The correct interpretation ofthese infrared divergences is that the \in" vacuum is

in�nitely farfrom the\out"vacuum .Stated di�erently,thevacuum ofan initiallyin
ating

universe su�ers non-perturbatively large corrections at late tim es. However,it does not
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follow thatthesecorrectionsm ustdepend upon tim ein thesam eway thatthe\in"-\out"

divergencesdepend upon som earbitrarily chosen infrared cuto�.To obtain a quantitative

resultonem ustactually follow the evolution.

2.3 How to Com pute Expectation Values.

The perturbative rules for calculating expectation values ofoperators in �eld theory

were developed by Schwinger [8]and have been adapted to our particular problem and

initialconditionsin [2].They arequitesim ilarto theusualrulesforcom puting \in"-\out"

m atrix elem ents since the propagators and vertices utilized are sim ple variations ofthe

usualones. The m ain idea is to evolve forward from the initialstate with the action

functionally integrated overthe dum m y �eld  
(+ )
�� and,then,to evolveback to the initial

stateusing theconjugate action functionally integrated overthe dum m y �eld  
(�)
�� .

The Feynm an rulesare sim ple.An externalline m ay be chosen aseither\+" or\�"

butonedoesnotsum overboth possibilities.Verticeshaveeitherall\+" orall\�" lines,

and onesum sthetwo possibilitiesforeach vertex.The\+" verticesareidenticalto those

ofthe \in"-\out" form alism ,whilethe\�" verticesarecom plex conjugated.Propagators

can link �elds of either sign. Allfour possibilities can be obtained from (2.12a-b) by

e�ecting thefollowing substitutionsforthequantity (�x 2� �u + 2i�j�uj+ � 2)in (2.14):

(+ +) =) (�x � j�uj+ i�)(�x + j�uj� i�) ; (2:16a)

(� +) =) (�x � �u + i�)(�x + �u � i�) ; (2:16b)

(+ �) =) (�x � �u � i�)(�x + �u + i�) ; (2:16c)

(� �) =) (�x � j�uj� i�)(�x + j�uj+ i�) : (2:16d)

Two propertiesofSchwinger’sform alism havesigni�canceforourcom putation.First,

the expectation value ofa Herm itian operatorsuch as the m etric m ust be real. Second,

the interference between \+" and \�" verticesresultsin com plete cancellation whenever
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an interaction straysoutsidethepastlightconeoftheobservation point.Thism eansthat

no infrared regularization isneeded.Theinfrared divergencesofthe\in"-\out" form alism

com efrom interactionsin thein�nitefuture,and thesedrop outof\in"-\in" calculations.

In theirplaceone expectsgrowth in the observation tim e.

2.4 UltravioletRegularization.

The sim plest way ofregulating the ultraviolet is by keeping the param eter � non-

zero in the \++"propagators (2.14-15)and their variations(2.16). Consideration ofthe

m odesum s(2.11)reveals��1 to bean exponentialcuto� on thecoordinate3-m om entum .

This would not be a very naturaltechnique for an \in"-\out" calculation because there

is nothing unique about the t = 0 surface ofsim ultaneity. However,this surface has a

specialsigni�cance in our m odi�ed \in"-\in" com putation: it is where the initialstate

isde�ned,and itisthe pointatwhich interactionsbegin. In the contextofexpectation

values,our m ethod corresponds to weighting the usualFock space inner product with a

factorofexp(� 1
2�k

~kk)foreach creation and annihilation operator. In other words,tim e

evolution is una�ected by our m ethod,only the inner producton the initialvalue surface

changes.

The point just m ade is crucialbecause spurious tim e dependence can be m ade to

reside on the ultraviolet regularization param eter. Consider,for exam ple,a logarithm ic

divergence ofthe form ln(�). Had we instead regulated by replacing � everywhere with

"H u,then we m ighthave claim ed to see a secularinfrared e�ect:

ln("H u)= ln(")� H t (2:17)

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

sortofdelusion hasnothing to do with theperturbativenon-renorm alizability ofquantum

generalrelativity.One can see iteven in the 
atspace,m assless�3 m odelwhich wasour

originalparadigm forrelaxation [2].Nordoesthephenom enon signify any fuzzinessin the
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distinction between infrared and ultraviolet. The unam biguous signalfor an ultraviolet

e�ectispropagatorsatornearcoincidence.

The tim e dependence ofthe in
ating background has led to m uch confusion about

ultraviolet regularization. Som e researchers have thought it m ore naturalto em ploy a

m ode cuto� which isinvariantwith respectto the background geom etry.(Note thatthis

m ethod isno m ore invariantthan ourswith respectto the fullgeom etry.) Thisam ounts

to replacing our param eter � with "
p
H 2uu0. One consequence is that the coincidence

lim itofan undi�erentiated propagatorwhich hasbeen so regulated growslinearly in the

co-m oving tim e.By �rsttakingthecoincidencelim itofourpropagatorand then replacing

� with "H u:

h

���
��
i

(x;x)=
H 2

8�2

�
2u0u

�2

h

2�
(�
� �

�)
� � ��� �

��
i

� ln
h

H
2
�
2
ih

2�
(�
� �

�)
� � 2��� �

��
i�

(2:18a)

�!
H 2

8�2

�
2

H 2"2

h

2�
(�
� �

�)
� � ��� �

��
i

+
�

2H t� ln
h

H
2
"
2
i� h

2�
(�
� �

�)
� � 2��� �

��
i�

; (2:18b)

we see thatthisgrowth isidenticalto thatdisplayed in (2.17),and hence ofpurely ultra-

violetprovenance.One getsthe sam eresultwith background-invariantpointsplitting.

An erroneous argum ent is som etim es given that this spurious tim e dependence from

the ultravioletis actually a reliable e�ect from the infrared. One �rst notes that on < 3

the propagator would be our integralexpression (2.12a),but without the lower bound

at k = H . The second term ofthe integrand grows rapidly enough near k = 0 to give

an infrared divergence. According to the fallacious argum ent,one should regulate this

infrared divergence by cutting o� the integration atk = (uu0)�
1
2.Ofcourse thisreplaces

the factorofH 2 inside the logarithm term ofourpropagatorwith (uu0)�
1
2,and one can

seefrom (2.18a)thatthecoincidencelim itthen exhibitsthesam elineargrowth as(2.18b).
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W estressthattheintroduction ofa tim edependentinfrared cuto� preventstheprop-

agatorfrom even inverting the kinetic operator. The rationale behind the cuto� is that

coordinatem om enta sm allerthan k = u�1 correspond to physicalwavelengthswhich have

redshifted beyond theHubbleradiusand should thereforedecouple.Thisiscorrectphysics

butfaulty m athem atics.M odesindeed decouple when theirphysicalwavelengthsredshift

beyond the Hubble radius,but this is accom plished by the causality ofinteractions in

Schwinger’s form alism ,not by the ad hoc im position ofan infrared cuto� on the naive

m odesum .Them odesum isactually regulated by thephysically m otivated restriction of

coherentdeSittervacuum toaspatialpatch of�niteextent.ForusthiswastheHubblera-

dius,butany valuewould serve.Thekey pointisthattheinfrared cuto� on thefreem ode

sum isnottim e dependent. The only tim e dependence which appearsin the coincidence

lim itofthe propagatorgotthere through a poorchoice ofthe ultravioletregulator.

M otivated by thefaulty argum ent| forwhich weem phasize thatheboreno respon-

sibility | Ford [9]proposed a very interesting relaxation m echanism ofwhich oursis,in

som e ways,a m irrorim age.* Am ong otherdi�erences,the m ostim portantdiagram sfor

Ford were those with a coincident propagator attached to two legs ofthe sam e vertex.

These are precisely the leastim portantonesforus.

2.5 The Threshold fora Late Tim e E�ect.

W e found it convenient to com pute the am putated expectation value ofthe pseudo-

graviton �eld and then attach theexternallineby solvingan ordinary di�erentialequation.

Thehom ogeneity and isotropy ofthedynam ics,and ofourinitialstate,allow ustoexpress

the am putated 1-pointfunction in term softwo functionsofu:

D
��

��

D

0
�
�
�� �� (u;~x)

�
�
�0
E

= a(u)��� + c(u)� 0
� �

0
� : (2:19)

The full1-point function m ust have the sam e form , although with di�erent coe�cient

* W e thank M .B.Einhorn forbringing Ford’swork to ourattention.
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functions:
D

0
�
�
�� ��(u;~x)

�
�
�0
E

= A(u)��� + C (u)� 0
� �

0
� : (2:20)

Com paring these two expressionsand taking accountofthekineticoperator(2.7),we see

thatA(u)and C (u)can beexpressed in term sofa(u)and c(u)using theretarded G reen’s

functionsforthe m assless,m inim ally coupled and conform ally coupled scalars:

A(u)= �4 G ret
A

h

a

i

(u)+ G
ret
C

h

3a+ c

i

(u) ; (2:21a)

C (u)= G
ret
C

h

3a+ c

i

(u) : (2:21b)

Although it is sim ple to give integralexpressions for these G reens functions,the m ore

revealing form isto work them outforarbitrary powersofu [2]:

G
ret
A

h

u
�4 (H u)�

i

(u)=
H 2

3�(1� 1
3�)

�

(H u)� � (1� 1
3�)�

1
3�(H u)3

�

; (2:22a)

G
ret
C

h

u
�4 (H u)�

i

(u)=
H 2

2(1� �)(1� 1
2�)

�

�(H u)�+ 2(1� 1
2�)H u� (1� �)(H u)2

�

(2:22b)

Notethat� = 0 constitutesa sortofthreshold.Forlargervaluesof� the latetim elim its

ofA(u) and C (u) approach constants,whereas sm aller values of� give functions which

grow asu approacheszero.

To obtain H e�(t)we com pare with the invariantelem entin co-m oving coordinates

�dt2 + a2(t)d~x � d~x = 
2
n

�

h

1� C (u)
i

du
2+

h

1+ A(u)
i

d~x � d~x

o

: (2:23)

Substituting into thede�nition (1.4)givesa resultwhich istrueeven beyond perturbation

theory:

H e�(t)=
H

p
1� C (u)

�

1�
1
2u

d
du
A(u)

1+ A(u)

�

: (2:24)

W ith relations(2.21)and (2.22),thisshowsthata(u)and c(u)m ustgrow fasterthan u�4

ifquantum correctionsareto overwhelm the classicalresultofH e�(t)= H atlatetim es.
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2.6 Gauge Independence ofH e�(t).

In dem onstrating the gauge independence of H e�(t) it is usefulto recallthat any

quantity can be m ade invariantby de�ning itin a unique coordinate system .In thiscase

we can also exploit the hom ogeneity and isotropy ofour specialstate,although we feel

con�dentthata satisfactory de�nition ofthee�ectiveHubbleconstantcould befound for

m oregeneralinitialstates.SinceH e�(t)wasde�ned in co-m oving coordinates,fora state

whose scalefactorobeysthe initialconditions:

a(0)= 1 ;
da(0)

dt
= H ; (2:25)

our�rststep in any new coordinate system would be to restore these conditionsby per-

form ing an appropriate coordinate transform ation. W e can therefore lim it ourselves to

consideration ofgaugechangesF� ! F� + �F� which preservehom ogeneity,isotropy,and

the initialconditions.Any such change can be param etrized asfollows:

�F� = �
0
� 
�1 ’(u) ; (2:26)

where preserving the initialcondition requires’(H �1 )= 0.

Changing ourgaugecondition (2.5)by (2.26)inducesthefollowing1-pointinteraction:

�

�

� 1
2

Z

d
4
x F��

��
F�

�

=

Z

d
4
x F0 


�1
’(u) (2:27a)

=

Z

d
4
x

n

 00 ’;0 +
1
2  ’;0 +

2
u
 00 ’

o

: (2:27b)

Thecoe�cientfunctionsoftheam putated 1-pointfunction thereforeacquirethefollowing

variations:

�a(u)=
�

2

d

du
’(u) ; �c(u)=

�

2

d

du
’(u)+

2�

u
’(u) : (2:28)

Now considervariationbyageneralpower,m inusaconstanttoenforcetheinitialcondition:

’(u)= u
�3 (H u)� � H

3
: (2:29)
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The induced variationson a(u)and c(u)are:

�a(u)=
�

2
(� � 3)u�4 (H u)� ; (2:30a)

�c(u)=
�

2
(� + 1)u�4 (H u)� �

2�H 3

u
: (2:30b)

The coe�cient functions ofthe unam putated 1-point function su�er the following varia-

tions:

�A(u)= 2�H2
�

�
(H u)�

�(� � 1)
+
� � 3

3�
�

�
� � 3

� � 1

�
H u

2
+
(H u)3

6

�

; (2:31a)

�C (u)= 2�H2
�

�
(H u)�

� � 1
�

�
� � 3

� � 1

�
H u

2
+
(H u)3

2

�

: (2:31b)

From (2.24)wesee thatthe variation ofH e�(t)is:

�He�(t)= H

�

�
1

2
u

d

du
�A(u)+

1

2
�C (u)

�

; (2:32)

and substitution of(2.31) gives �He�(t) = 0. The proof is com pleted by noting that

a generalvariation ofthe required form can be built by superposing term s ofthe form

(2.29).

2.7 The GenesisofInfrared Logarithm s.

Itturnsoutthatperturbativecorrectionsto theam putated 1-pointfunction can grow

no faster than u�4 tim es powers ofln(H u) [2,10]. Since we willneed to extend the ar-

gum ent,it is usefulto begin by restating it. Recall�rst that � has the dim ensions of

length,while H goeslike an inverse length,and the am putated 1-pointfunction hasthe

dim ensions ofan inverse length squared. Diagram s which contribute to the am putated

1-pointfunction at‘loopscan involveup to 2‘� 1 3-pointinteractionsand 3‘� 2 propa-

gators.Each 3-pointvertex contributesa constantfactorof�H �2 ,whileeach propagator

contributesa factorofH 2.Including thesinglefactorof� in ourde�nition (2.19),wesee

thatthe‘-loop contribution consistsof�2‘H 2‘�2 tim esa function ofH ,u and � which has

the dim ensionality (length)�4 .
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Sincetheultravioletregularizationparam etergoestozeroafterrenorm alization,wecan

ignore positive powersof�.The constantH can enterthrough undi�erentiated i�L,and

through the lim itsofintegration on the conform altim e integrals. Neithercan contribute

negative powersofH . Thisisobviousfori� L. To see thatfactorsofH from the lim its

cannot contribute negative powers,note that perform ing the spatialintegrations leaves

2‘� 2 conform altim e integrations ofan integrand which falls o� like S �2‘�6 ifallthe

conform altim esare scaled by the com m on factorS. Since the integrand can contain at

m osttwoisolated factorsofu�1 ,theconform altim eintegrationsm ustconvergeeven ifthe

factorsofH �1 in theirupperlim itsaretaken to in�nity.Hence there can be no negative

powersofH .

Tocom pletetheargum entconsideradim ension (length)�4 function ofH ,u and� which

containsno negativepowersofH orpositivepowersof�.W ecan writeany such function

asu�4 tim esacom bination ofthedim ensionlessparam etersH u and �u�1 .Sincetherecan

benonegativepowersofthe�rstparam eter,orpositivepowersofthesecond,thestrongest

growth possibleasu ! 0+ isu�4 tim espowersofln(H u)and ln(�u�1 )= ln(H �)� ln(H u).

Because theam putated 1-pointfunction m ustgrow fasterthan u�4 in orderforthere

tobeasigni�cante�ectatlatetim es,theappearanceofinfrared logarithm sisessentialfor

ourschem e ofrelaxation.The preceding argum entcan beextended to show thatinfrared

logarithm sare just about inevitable ifone accepts thatthere are logarithm ic ultraviolet

divergences. Since � is a dim ensionfulquantity,logarithm ic ultraviolet divergences can

only com e in the form ofln(�u�1 ) and ln(H �). As before,there are just two sources of

H dependence: an undi�erentiated i� L and the upperlim itsH �1 ofthe conform altim e

integrations. The latter cannot provide factors ofln(H ) for the sam e reason it gives no

negative powers of H : the conform altim e integrands fallo� rapidly enough for large

conform altim esto m akethem converge even when the upperlim itsbecom e in�nite.The

logarithm partofan undi�erentiated propagatorcan indeed providea factorofln(H ),but
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thereareneverenough such term sto pairwith allthefactorsofln(�).At‘loopsonehas

to expect‘factorsofln(�)from ultravioletdivergences,butthere isa m axim um of‘� 1

logarithm sfrom undi�erentiated i� L’s.* Henceatleastoneoftheultravioletlogarithm s

m ustcom ein theform ln(�u�1 ).

W eem phasizethattheassociation wehaveexploited between infrared logarithm sand

logarithm icultravioletdivergencesin no way im pliesthatfactorsofln(u)areofultraviolet

origin.Som e ofthem originate asfactorsofln(H u)from the logarithm partsofundi�er-

entiated propagators. ** The physicalorigin ofsuch term s is the increasing correlation

ofthe free graviton vacuum asin
ation proceeds. Thise�ectisthe casualanalog ofthe

problem discussed in sub-section 2.4 when oneassum estheexistenceofcoherentdeSitter

vacuum overan in�nitesurface ofsim ultaneity.

Even the factorsofln(u)which originateasln(�u�1 )areinfrared e�ects.They derive

from the coherent superposition ofinteractions throughout the invariant volum e ofthe

pastlightcone.In theabsenceofa m ass,ultravioletdivergencesm ustalwaysbeassociated

with the infrared in this way. See,for exam ple,the result we obtained for m assless,�3

theory in 
atspace [2].

2.8 A Bound on the Num ber ofInfrared Logarithm s.

W eargued in thepreceding sub-section thatinfrared logarithm sareallbutinevitable,

and thatthey derive jointly from the infrared regionsofloop integralswhich harborlog-

arithm ic ultravioletdivergences and from an undi�erentiated i� L. However,we did not

explain how m any ofthe ‘� 1 undi�erentiated propagatorlogarithm scan go to reinforce

the ‘ultravioletlogarithm sthatone expectsin an ‘-loop diagram .The answerturnsout

* Seethe end ofsub-section 2.9 fora proof.
** Thereadershould notbem isled by ourargum entthattherearefewerintrinsicfactorsofln(H u)than of

ln(�u� 1). W e noted thisonly to rule outthe rem ote possibility thatthe two factorscom e in pairsso asto
cancelthe infrared logarithm s:ln(�u� 1)+ ln(H u)= ln(H �).In factthe two sourcesofinfrared logarithm s
tend to add.
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to be \none:" there can be atm ost‘infrared logarithm sat‘loops.Allthe undi�erenti-

ated factorsofi� L do isto som etim esm ake up the di�erence fordiagram swhich would

otherwise contribute lessthan ‘infrared logarithm s.

To see why,considerthe way a single undi�erentiated propagatorm ightenhance the

num ber ofinfrared logarithm s. There can be ‘ logarithm ic ultraviolet divergences at ‘

loopsso whatwe arelooking foris:

ln‘(�u�1 )� ln(H u)= ln‘(�u�1 )� ln(H )+ ln‘(�u�1 )� ln(u) : (2:33)

In otherwords,ifwereplacethepropagatorin question with ln(H ),theresulting diagram

m ust contribute ‘ logarithm ic ultraviolet divergences. But replacing a propagator by a

constantcutstheleg and resultsin a diagram containing only ‘� 1 loops.Such a diagram

can contributeatm ost‘� 1factorsofln(�u�1 ).Therefore,an undi�erentiated i� L cannot

increase the num berofinfrared logarithm sin 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 practicalway ofperform 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;itisonly theirsum swhich arelim ited to two.On the�rstrun ofthis

calculation wedid notappreciatethatthetriplelogterm sm ustcancel.Thisargum entwas

only discovered afternoting whatwasto usthen,a surprising and disturbing cancellation.

In retrospectthecancellation standsasa powerfulcheck on theconsistency and accuracy

ofourwork.

2.9 Com m ents on One and Two Loops.

The �rst quantum corrections to the am putated 1-point function are the one-loop

graphsshown in Fig.1.Sincetheexternallinehasbeen am putated,thereisnointegration

overthesingleinteraction vertex atx� = (u;~x).One obtainsjustthecoincidence lim itof

a pseudo-graviton orghostpropagator,acted upon by theappropriatevertex operator.It
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turnsoutthattherecan beno undi�erentiated \logarithm ic" partsi� L,buteven ifthere

were,they would only contributefactorsofln(H �).Oneneedsto integratesom ething over

a large invariant volum e in order to see an e�ect. This is one way that our m echanism

di�ersfrom Ford’s[9].

(a) (b)

)

)

(

)

)

(

Fig.1: O ne-loop contributionsto the background geom etry.G ravitonsreside on wavy linesand ghosts

on segm ented lines.

The one-loop graphsofFig.1 contribute atm ostterm soforderu�2 ,which iswellbelow

the threshold forproducing an e�ectatlatetim es.

(a) (b) (c) (d) (e) (f)
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Fig.2: Two-loop contributionsto the background geom etry.G ravitonsreside on wavy linesand ghosts

on segm ented lines.

The graphs which contribute at two loops are displayed in Fig.2. Diagram (2f) is

another ultra-localcoincidence lim it,so it contributes no infrared logarithm s. Diagram

(2e) contains a single free interaction vertex,but the entire diagram is canceled by the

counterterm needed to renorm alize itscoincidentlowerloop. Daigram (2d)also contains

a single free interaction,and an undi�erentiated i� L allowsitto contribute two infrared

logarithm s. W e can this the \4-3" diagram because it consists of a 4-point and a 3-

pointvertex. W hatwe call\3-3-3" diagram sare shown in (2a-c). They contain two free
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interaction verticesand would givetwo infrared logarithm sifthecalculation weredonein


at space. By the argum ent ofthe preceding sub-section we know that undi�erentiated

logarithm sfrom the propagatorsdo notchange this.

.

x..

(a) (b)

.

x

xx .

x

Fig.3: In the 4-3 diagram (a)and the generic 3-3-3 diagram (b),solid linescan representgravitonsor

ghostsand the arrowsindicate the action ofthe vertex derivatives.

Fig.3 is usefulin understanding why two-loop contributions to the 1-point function

have atm osta single undi�erentiated i� L. One can see from (2.4)and (2.6)thatevery

interaction vertex contains two �elds which are either di�erentiated or else contain a 0-

index.From (2.15)onecan seethata 0-index precludescoupling to thelogarithm term in

the propagator. W e calla line which iseitherdi�erentiated orforced to carry a 0-index,

\contam inated."

To treatthe case fora generalloop ‘,note thata graph ofthisordercan have 2‘� 1

3-pointverticesand 3‘� 2 internalpropagators. One ofthe verticesisthe externalone,

whoseexternalleg m ay becontam inated,buttheotherverticesm usteach contributetwo

contam inated legs.Thism akesfora totalnum berofeither4‘� 3 or4‘� 4 contam inating

factors(derivativesor0-indices)to distributeam ong the3‘� 2 internalpropagators.The
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sm allest num ber of\spoiled" propagators is therefore 2‘� 1, leaving ‘� 1 which can

harborundi�erentiated logarithm s. The resultisthe sam e for‘-loop graphsconstructed

from higher point vertices because the num ber ofcontam inating factors falls by two for

each internallinewhich islost.

3. T he 3{3{3 D iagram s

The three 3-3-3 diagram consistsofan outer3-pointvertex joined to two freely inte-

grated 3-pointvertices(see Fig.4).

(b)(a) (c)
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2
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x

ρ

ρ

ρ σ

ρ

ρ σ

ρ σ

1

3 3

1 1 1 1

3
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3

ν
2

µ
2

µ ννµ µ ν µ µ
323 33322

µ ν µ ν µ ν

x’ x’’ x’’x’ x’’x’

xx

Fig.4: The tensorstructure ofthe 3-3-3 diagram s.G ravitonsreside on solid linesand ghostson

segm ented lines.

The�xed vertex istaken to beatx� = (u;~x),and wecan identify thelocationsofthetwo

free verticesasx0� = (u0;~x 0)and x00
� = (u00;~x 00). One can form three di�erences from

these positions:

w
�
� (x � x

0)� ; y
�
� (x0� x

00)� ; z
�
� (x00� x)� : (3:1)

The �xed vertex istaken to be of\+" type,and there are a totaloffourvariationswhen

each ofthetwo freeverticesissum m ed over\+" and \�".Thesevariationshaveno e�ect
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untilquite late in the reduction processbecause they controlonly the overallsign ofthe

diagram and the order � term s in the four propagators. However,since the variations

interfere destructively whenever x0� or x00� is outside the rather sm allpast lightcone of

x�,we willm akeno errorby extending thespatialintegrationsfrom T3 to <3.

The Lorentz squares ofthe vectors (3.1) are understood to include term s oforder �

according to the following schem e:

w
2 = (r0� dw + i�)(r0+ dw � i�) ; ~r

0
� ~x � ~x

0 ; (3:2a)

z
2 = (r00� dz + i�)(r00+ dz � i�) ; ~r

00� ~x
00� ~x ; (3:2b)

y
2 = (k~r 0+ ~r

00k� dy + i�)(k~r0+ ~r
00k+ dy � i�) : (3:2c)

Herer0� k~r0k,r00� k~r00k,and thethreed’sareconform altim edi�erenceswhich depend

upon thefour\�" variations.Forexam ple,when x0
� is\+" and x00� is\�" wehave:

dw = ju
0
� uj ; dz = u � u

00
; dy = u

0
� u

00
: (3:3)

W ewilleventually show thattheorderu � u0� u00� H �1 can beenforced,in which case

the d’shavethe form given in Table1.

V (x0);V (x00) dw dz dy

+ ,+ u0� u u00� u u00� u0

+ ,� u0� u u � u00 u0� u00

� ,+ u � u0 u00� u u00� u0

� ,� u � u0 u � u00 u0� u00

Table 1: The valuesofthe d’sforthe fourpossible variationsofthe verticesatx
0
and x

00
,

assum ing u � u
0� u

00� H
� 1
.

The ghost-graviton interactionscan be obtained from expression (2.6):

L
(3)
ghost= � 
2

n

� �� !
�;�

!
�
;� �  �� !

�;�
!
�
;� �  ��;� !

�;�
!
� +  �� !

�
;� !

�;�

+ 1
2 ;� !

�
;� !

� � 2
u
 �� !

�;�
!
�
t� +

1
u
 !

�
;� !

�
t�

+ 2
u
 �� !

�
!
�;�

t� +
1
u
 ;� !

�
!
�
t� +

2
u2
 !

�
!
�
t� t�

o

: (3:4)
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(Recallthat t� � ��0 and  � ��� ��.) The associated vertex operators V �1�1��

i
are

de�ned by therelation:

Lighost� ��1�1 ��2�3 V
�1�1�2�3
i

(x ;@1;@2;@3) ; i= 1;:::;10 ; (3:5)

and areexplicitly displayed in Table2.

# Vertex Operator # Vertex Operator

1 ���2(�1 ��1)�3 @2 � @3 6 1
2�

�1�1 @
�2
2 @

�3
1

2 ���3(�1 @
�1)
2 @

�2
3 7 1

u
��1�1 @

�2
2 t�3

3 ���2(�1 @
�1)
2 @

�3
1 8 2

u
��3(�1 @

�1)
3 t�2

4 � 2
u
��2(�1 @

�1)
2 t�3 9 1

u
��1�1 @

�3
1 t�2

5 ��3(�1 @
�1)
3 @

�2
2 10 2

u2
��1�1 t�2 t�3

Table 2: Vertex operatorsofghost-pseudograviton interactionswithoutthe factorof�

2
.

W e can read the graviton 3-pointinteraction o� from expression (2.4):

L
(3)
inv = � 
2

n
1
4  

��;�
 ��;� �  

��
 ��;�  

��

;�
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��
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��
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 ��;�  
;�

+ 1
8  
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1
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;� � 1
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��
 ;�  ;�

� 1
8  

��;�
 ��;� + 1

2 
��

 ��;�  
�;�

�
+ 1

4 
��

 ��;�  
��

;�

� 1
2u  ;�  

��
t� +

1
u
 
��

 ��;�  
��

t� +
1
u
 ��  

;�
 
��

t�

o

: (3:6)

Itisworth noting thatallbutthe lastthree term scan be checked againstthe previously

published, 
at space 3-point interactions [11]by m erely om itting the factor of
 2 and

regarding  �� asthe graviton.

In derivingtheassociated vertex operatorswem ustaccountfortheindistinguishability

ofgravitons.Thiswould ordinarilybeaccom plished byfullysym m etrizingeach interaction,

which turnsouttogive75distinctterm s.Forthepuregraviton diagram (4a)itiswasteful
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to �rst sum over the (75)3 = 421;875 possibilitiesfor the three vertices and then divide

by the sym m etry factorof4 to com pensate forovercounting. The m ore e�cientstrategy

isto sym m etrize the verticesonly on line # 1 and then sum overthe interchange oflines

# 2 and # 3 foronly the vertex atx00�,dispensing with the sym m etry factor. One saves

overa factorof3 thisway.

Toobtain thepartially sym m etrized verticesone�rsttakesany oftheterm sfrom (3.6)

and perm utes graviton # 1 overthe three possibilities. Asan exam ple,consider the �rst

term in (3.6).Denoting graviton # 1 by a breve,we obtain thefollowing three term s:

1
4 �


2 �  
��;�

 ��;� + 1
4 �


2� ��;�   
��;� + 1

4 �

2� ��;�  ��;�  : (3:7)

Onethen assignstherem aining two gravitonsin each term as# 2 and # 3 in any way.For

exam ple,from (3.7)we could inferthefollowing three vertex operators:

1
4 �


2
�
�1�1 @

(�2
3 �

�2)(�3 @
�3)
2 ; (3:8a)

1
4 �


2
�
�2�2 @

(�3
1 �

�3)(�1 @
�1)
3 ; (3:8b)

1
4 �


2
�
�3�3 @

(�1
2 �

�1)(�2 @
�2)
1 : (3:8c)

The 43 operatorswhich com prise thefullvertex aregiven in Table3.

Thevarious3-3-3 diagram scan bewritten in term softhevertex operatorsofTables2-

3 and the propagators (2.15). The diagram ofFig.4a has gravitons on both loops and

resultsin the following expression:
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# Vertex Operator # Vertex Operator
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Table 3: Partially sym m etrized cubic pseudo-graviton vertex operatorswith vertex line # 1

distinguished and withoutthe factorof�

2
.
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The diagram ofFig.4b hasa ghostinnerloop and gives:
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And thediagram ofFig.4chasghostson theouterlegsand takestheform :
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The m eaning of the various derivatives is determ ined by the subscripts | indicating

which propagator is being acted upon | and by the num ber ofprim es | telling with

respectto which coordinate the derivative isbeing taken. Forexam ple,the derivative @02

ofV �1�1�2�2�3�3
j

(x0;@01;@
0
2;@

0
3) in (3.9a)di�erentiates the propagator i[�2�2� �2�2](x

0;x00)

with respect to x0
�. The overallfactor of� in each expression is the one appearing in

our de�nition (2.19) ofthe am putated 1-point function. The sign of(3.9a) is positive

becauseeach vertex com eswith a factorof+iand thereisan additionalfactorof+ifrom

am putation:
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i

(x;x0)= i�
�

(�1
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�
(4)(x � x

0) : (3:10)

Expressions(3.9b)and (3.9c)are negative on accountofthe sam e factorswith the Ferm i

m inussign oftheirsingle ghostloops.

The various 3-3-3 diagram s were com puted in six steps using the sym bolic m anip-

ulation program M athem atica [12]. For diagram s (4a) and (4b) we �rst perform ed the
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tensoralgebra and acted thederivativesoftheinnerloop,then did thetensoralgebra and

derivativesoftheouterloop and,�nally,perform ed theintegrations.Thesum sin diagram

(4c)wereshortenough thatwecould do thecontractionsand actthederivativesforboth

loopsatthe sam e tim e.The tensoralgebra wasperform ed using FeynCalc [13]loaded in

M athem atica.*

3.1 Inner Loop TensorAlgebra and Derivatives.

Theinnerloop isde�ned by thepropagatorswhich link x0� and x00�,and by theinner

loop derivatives@02�3 and @002�3 .Thereareeightinnerloop indicesto contractin diagram

(4a)and fourin (4b),and there can be anywhere from zero to fourinnerloop derivatives

to act.Theouterderivatives,@01 and @
00
1 areretained asfreevectoroperatorsatthisstage.

W hatonegetsaftercontractingtheinnerloop indicesand actingtheinnerloop deriva-

tivesisaseriesofscalarfunctionstim esthe4-index objectswhich wedenoteby thesym bol,

� �1�1�1�1
A

. These are the 79 independent 4-index objects,with the appropriate sym m e-

tries,which can be form ed from ���,y�,t�,and up to one ofeach outerderivative.Itis

usefulto categorizethescalarfunctionsby which,ifany,contracted outerderivativesthey

possess.W hatrem ainsare functionsofu0,u00and y2.W e callthese coe�cientfunctions,

Cm A(u
0;u00;y2),wheretheindex m standsforwhich oftheten contracted externalderiva-

tivesm ultiplies the function and the index A stands for which ofthe 79 4-index objects

thecom bination m ultiplies.W etherefore reach expressionsofthefollowing form forboth

(4a)and (4b):
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* Itisnotvery e� cientto useFeynCalcthisway becausem ostofthe2 m egabytesm em ory oftheprogram
goesto de� neoperationsweneverneed.Aftercom pleting thecalculation wewrotea very shortcontraction
program in collaboration with G .G .Huey which reproducesthe tiny portion ofFeynCalcweactually used.
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: (3:11)

W hatwecall\theinnerloop" partbeginswith the sum overA.

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

j= k = 41 ofTable3:
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Afterthe contractionsweobtain:
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Atthisstagewe recognize six ofthe 4-index objects:

� �1�1�1�11 � �
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Theredoesnotseem to beany pointin giving theentirelistofthe79 objectssincewewill

notuse them further.Dropping theindicesand acting the derivativesgives:
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from which werecognize 27 non-zero coe�cientfunctions.A few exam plesare:
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3.2 Outer Loop Tensor Algebra and Derivatives.

W hat we m ean by the outer loop tensor algebra is the contractions over �1,�1;�1,

�1;�2�3 and �2�3 . W hat we m ean by the outer loop derivatives are @01,@
00
1 and @2�3.

Thesinglepossiblederivativeon theexternalleg actsbackwardson theentireexpression,

including thelim itsofintegration.Only its0-com ponentsurvives:

@
�

1 �! t
�
@u : (3:17)

Thegreatadvantageoftherepresentation (3.11)weusefortheinnerloop isthatitisolates

the relatively sim ple dependence upon derivativesand indicesfrom the very com plicated

coe�cient functions C m A(u
0;u00;y2). W e can contract the indices and act the various

derivativesforeach coe�cientfunction withouthaving to worry aboutitsfunctionalform .
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An additionalsim pli�cation isthatwecan contracttheexternalindices,� and �,into the

two independenttensors| ��� and t� t� | which survive the integrations.So the outer

loop resultcan beexpressed in term sof2� (10� 79)= 1580 outercoe�cientfunctions:
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The ten contracted derivativesD m (y;@01;@
00
1)are de�ned in expression (3.11).Because no

derivativecan appearm orethan once,theinnercoe�cientfunction C m A isautom atically

zeroforthosecom binationsofm and A whereeither@01 or@
00
1 appearsin boththecontracted

derivative and the 4-index object,� �1�1�1�1
A

(y;@01;@
00
1). This m eans thatonly 696 ofthe

coe�cients(3.18)were actually used,so ofcourse only these were com puted.

W e should com m ent on how the outer coe�cient functions (3.18)can be reduced to

dependenceupon only thethreeconform altim es| u,u0,and u00| and thethreeLorentz

squaresof(3.2)| w2,y2 and z2.First,onecan re-expresscontractionsofspatialvectors

in term sofLorentz contractionsand 0-com ponents:

~a�~b= a� b+ a
0
b
0
: (3:19)

Second,contractionsinvolving t� � ��0 can be expressed asfollows:

t� t= �1 ; (3:20a)

t� w = u
0� u ; t� y = u

00� u
0

; t� z = u � u
00
: (3:20b)
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Finally,dotproductsbetween thethree coordinatedi�erencescan alwaysbeexpressed in

term softhe Lorentz squares:

w � y =12(�w
2 � y
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Becausetheoutercoe�cientfunctionsinvolveasum overthe43outervertexoperators,

they often have lengthy expressions.One ofreasonable size is
113:
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Term scontaining singlefactorsofln(H 2w2)and/orln(H 2z2)can also appearbutin these

casestheouterloop coe�cientfunctionsaretoo lengthy to display.Notethattheexternal

leg derivative @u is really stilla free operator at this stage since it can also act on the

u-dependence in thelim itsoftheconform altim eintegrations.

Thei= 34 contribution to �51 isin som ewaysm orerepresentativeofwhatisinvolved

in com puting an outerloop coe�cientfunction:
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Noteagain that@u isafreeoperatoratthisstage.Itwilleventually acton allu’s,including

those in thelim itsofintegration.

3.3 Re-Organization ofthe Integrals.

By adding to a generic integrand I(x;x0;x00) its re
ection under x0� $ x00
�,we can

m ake the integrand sym m etric.W e can then enforce a canonicaltim e ordering,u � u0�

u00� H �1 ,by splittingtheconform altim eintegrationsintohalveswith u0beforeand after

u00,and changing variables:

Z H � 1

u

du
0

Z

d
3
r
0

Z H � 1

u

du
00

Z

d
3
r
00
I(x;x0;x00)

= 1
2

Z H � 1

u

du
0

Z

d
3
r
0

Z H � 1

u

du
00

Z

d
3
r
00
h

I(x;x0;x00)+ I(x;x00;x0)
i

(3:24a)

=

Z H � 1

u

du
0

Z

d
3
r
0

Z H � 1

u0
du

00

Z

d
3
r
00
h

I(x;x0;x00)+ I(x;x00;x0)
i

: (3:24b)

Theadvantageofordering theconform altim esisthatthethreed’scan bewritten without

using absolutevalue sym bols.W ith the ordering chosen,they areasgiven on Table1.

The generic integrands for each 3-3-3 diagram can be obtained by contracting the

integrands ofexpressions (3.9a-c) alternately with ��� (to give the �-contraction) and

with 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 overthe innerand outerloop coe�cientfunctions:

�
�




�

(u;u0;u00;w2;y2;z2;@u)

= �

10X

m = 1

79X

A= 1

�
�




�

m A

(u;u0;u00;w2;y2;z2;@u) Cm A(u
0
;u

00
;y
2) : (3:25)

The analogous integrands for diagram (4c) are sim ple enough to com pute without dis-

tinguishing between innerand outerloop tensoralgebra and derivatives. Perform ing the

integralsgiveseach diagram ’scontribution to the � and 
 contractionsofthe am putated

1-pointfunction:

�
�




�

(u)�

Z H � 1

u

du
0

Z

d
3
x
0

Z H � 1

u0
du

00

Z

d
3
x
00

� �
�




�

(u;u0;u00;w2;y2;z2;@u)+

�
�




�

(u;u00;u0;z2;y2;w2;@u)

�

: (3:26)

(Notethatthefreeoperator@u actsoutsidetheintegrals.) And thediagram ’scontributions

to thecoe�cientsa(u)and c(u)of(2.19)are:

a(u)= 1
3

h

�(u)+ 
(u)
i

; (3:27a)

c(u)= 
(u) : (3:27b)

Itisusefulto extracttheuniversalconstantfactorswhich resultfrom theinitial�,the

three vertices,and thefourpropagators:

� �

�
�

H 2

�3
�

�
H 2

23�2

�4
=
�4H 2

212�8
: (3:28)

Itisalso usefulisto splitthevariousintegrandsup according to which,ifany,ofthethree

possible logarithm sthey contain.Recallfrom sub-section 2.9 thatatm ostone logarithm

from the propagators can survive di�erentiation. W e therefore have four possibilities: a

single factor ofln(H 2w2),a single factor ofln(H 2y2),a single factor ofln(H 2z2),or no

logarithm satall.A �nalre-organization isto break the integrandsup into m onom ialsof
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the three conform altim es and the three Lorentz squares. W hat results is a dauntingly

diverse seriesofintegralshaving thegeneralform :

#
�4H 2

212�8
(@u)

0;1
Z H � 1

u

du
0

Z H � 1

u0
du

00 1

(u)i(u0)j (u00)k

Z

d
3
r
0

Z

d
3
r
00
ln0;1

h

H 2 (w2;y2;z2)
i

(w2)‘(y2)m (z2)n
: (3:29)

The exponentsofthe variousconform altim esm ay be negative,and are always� 2.The

exponents ofthe Lorentz squares m ay also be negative. Those for w2 and z2 can range

from +3 to �2,while the one for y2 can range from +6 to �2. It should also be noted

thatdim ensionalanalysisconstrainsthesum [i+ j+ k+ 2(‘+ m + n)]to beeithereleven,

ifthere isan external@u,ortwelve ifthere isnot.

3.4 The Angular Integrations.

W hen thevectors~r 0and ~r 00arewritten using a polarcoordinatesystem in which the

z axisof~r 00isalong ~r 0,thethree Lorentz squareshave thefollowing sim pleexpressions:

w
2 = r

02 � (dw � i�)2 = (r0� dw + i�)(r0+ dw � i�) ; (3:30a)

z
2 = r

002 � (dz � i�)2 = (r00� dz + i�)(r00+ dz � i�) ; (3:30b)

y
2 = r

02 � 2r0r00cos(�00)+ r
002� (dy � i�)2 : (3:30c)

Sincethevariousintegrandsdepend only on the~r 00zenith angle,wecan perform theother

angularintegrationstrivially:
Z 2�

0
d�

0

Z �

0
d�

0 sin(�0)

Z 2�

0
d�

00= 8�2 : (3:31)

Thisfactorisuniversaland we m ultiply itinto the otheruniversalfactors(3.28). W hen

there isno ln(H 2y2)and m 6= 1 theintegralover�00gives:
Z �

0
d�

00sin(�
00)

(y2)m
=

�1

2(m � 1)r0r00

h

r
02 � 2r0r00cos(�00)+ (r00)2� (dy � i�)2

i1�m
(3:32a)

=
�1

2(m � 1)r0r00

�h

(r0+ r
00)2 � (dy � i�)2

i1�m

�

h

(r0� r
00)2� (dy � i�)2

i1�m
�

: (3:32b)
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W hen thereisa ln(H 2y2)and m 6= 1 the integralover�00gives:

Z �

0
d�

00 sin(�00)
ln(H 2y2)

(y2)m

=
�1

2(m � 1)r0r00

� ln
h�

(r0+ r00)2 � (dy � i�)2
�i

+ 1
m �1

[(r0+ r00)2 � (dy � i�)2]m �1
�

�

r
00! �r00

��

: (3:33)

W hen m = 1 one getsa new logarithm :

Z �

0
d�

00 sin(�00)
1

y2
=

�1

2r0r00

�

ln
h

(r0+ r
00)2� (dy � i�)2
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�

�

r
00! �r00

��

; (3:34a)

Z �

0
d�

00 sin(�00)
ln(H 2y2)

y2
=

�1

4r0r00

�

ln2
h

(r0+ r
00)2� (dy � i�)2

i

�

�

r
00! �r00

��

(3:34b)

In thiscasewealwayselim inatetheextra logarithm by partially integrating on oneofthe

radialvariablesorconform altim es.

It is usefulat this stage to absorb the lower lim it ofthe angular integration | the

r00! �r00term in (3.32b),(3.33)and (3.34a-b)| into an extension in the rangesofthe

radialintegrations.Forthe case ofa ln(H 2y2)and m 6= 1 the extension goesasfollows:
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+ 1
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(w2)‘[(r0+ r00)2 � (dy � i�)2]m �1 (z2)n
(3:35a)

= �
1

4(m � 1)

Z 1

�1

dr
0
r
0
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�1
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00
r
00
ln
h

H 2
�

(r0+ r00)2 � (dy � i�)2
�i

+ 1
m �1

(w2)‘[(r0+ r00)2 � (dy � i�)2]m �1 (z2)n
: (3:35b)

The reduction issim ilarfortheothercases.

W e denote by Y 2 the com bination ofterm swhich descends from y2 afterperform ing

the angularintegrationsand extending the radialranges:

Y
2 � (r0+ r

00)2 � (dy � i�)2 = (r0+ r
00� dy + i�)(r0+ r

00� dy � i�) : (3:36)
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Atthisstagethe answerisa long seriesofintegralsofthe form :

#
�4H 2

29�6
(@u)

0;1
Z H � 1

u

du
0

Z H � 1

u0
du

00 1

(u)i(u0)j (u00)k
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00
Q

ln0;1
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H 2 (w2;Y 2;z2)
i

(w2)‘(Y 2)m (z2)n
: (3:37)

where Q is a quadratic function ofr0and r00whose precise form depends upon what,if

any,partialintegrationswere done to elim inateextra logarithm s.

3.5 The RadialIntegrations.

Sincew2,z2 and Y 2 factorizeintoproductsoflinearfunctionsofr0and r00,them ethod

ofcontours is especially e�ective. Note thatthe single possible logarithm can alwaysbe

decom posed into a partwhich isanalyticin the upperhalfplane and anotherpartwhich

isanalyticin thelowerhalfplane,forinstance:

ln(H 2
z
2)= ln

h

H (r00� dz + i�)
i

+ ln
h

H (r00+ dz � i�)
i

: (3:38)

The factor of(2�)2 which com es from the two contour integrations is universaland is

m ultiplied in with the rest.

Asan exam ple,consider(3.35b)with ‘= n = 1 and m = 2:

� 1
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00
r
00ln(H

2Y 2)+ 1

w2 z2 Y 2

= �
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4

1

(dw + dz+ dy� 3i�)(dy � i�)

+
�2

4

dy ln
h

H (dw + dz + dy � 3i�)
i

� (dw + dz) ln
h

2H (dy � i�)
i

(dw + dz + dy � 3i�)(dw + dz � dy � i�)(dy � i�)

+
�2

4

dy ln
h

�H (dw + dz + dy � 3i�)
i

� (dw + dz) ln
h

�2H (dy � i�)
i

(dw + dz + dy � 3i�)(dw + dz � dy � i�)(dy � i�)
: (3:39)

Notethatthereisno polefordy = dw + dz;in thiscasethenum eratorvanishesaswellas

thedenom inatorand theresidueis�nite.Notealso thatthisintegralcan bedi�erentiated

with respectto dw and dz to give a generating function forintegralswith higher‘and n
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values.In factonly ahandfuloftheradialintegrationsreally need tobecom puted directly,

although thiswasdone anyway asa check on accuracy.

Forlarge exponents the resultscan be quite a bitlongerthan (3.39). In the general

caseonealso hasto expectlogarithm sand inversepowersofdw � i� and dz� i�.Theform

we reach afterdoing the radialintegrationsisa long sum ofconform altim e integrations

ofthe following type:

#
�4H 2

27�4
(@u)

0;1
Z H � 1

u

du
0

Z H � 1

u0
du

00 1

(u)i(u0)j(u00)k

ln0;1
h

�H (2dw � 2i� ;2dz � 2i� ;2dy � 2i� ;dw + dz + dy � 3i�)
i

(dw � i�)� (dz � i�)� (dy � i�)� (dw + dz + dy � 3i�)� (dw + dz � dy � i�)�
: (3:40)

3.6 The Conform alTim e Integrations.

Itisatthisstage thatthe \�" variationsofthe verticesbecom e im portant.One has

to sum (3.40)overthe fourpossibilities,with the d’sassigned asin Table 1,and with a

factorof�1 foreach \�" vertex.One can see from Table 1 thatthe three d’sare always

plusorm inustheassociated coordinatedi�erences,forexam ple,dz = �(u0� u).However,

thetwo sum swhich can occurbehavequitedi�erently forthe\++" and \��" variations:

dw + dz + dy = �2 (u00� u) ; dw + dz � dy = �2 (u0� u) ; (3:41a)

than forthe \+�" and \�+" variations:

dw + dz + dy = �2 (u00� u
0) ; dw + dz � dy = 0 : (3:41b)

Asnoted above,apparentpolesin atdy = dw + dz arealwaysspurious.They areevaluated,

for the \+�" and \�+" variations,by �rst taking the lim it dy ! dw + dz,and then

substituting fordw and dz from Table1.

Theobviousstrategy atthispointisto decom posetheintegrandsby partialfractions.

Becauseonly singlepowersoflogarithm sarise,thiswillalwayssu�ceto reducetheresult
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to a singleintegral.* Therem aining integralcan also bedecom posed by partialfractions,

however,an integralofthe form :

Z

dx
ln(x � a)

x � b
; (3:42)

cannot be expressed in term s ofelem entary functions for a 6= b. W hen this occurs the

strategy isto �rstextractany ultravioletdivergencesby partialintegration,then expand

the logarithm and integrate term wise. Since we only require the leading order form as

u ! 0+ ,thisisstraightforward.Consider,forexam ple,the following:

Z H � 1

u

du
0 ln(H u0)

u0� u � i�
= ln(H u

0) ln[H (u0� u � i�)]
�
�
�
H � 1

u
�

Z H � 1
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u0
ln[H (u0� u)] (3:43a)

= � ln(H u) ln(�iH �)�
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ln(H u
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�ni

(3:43b)

= � ln(H u) ln(�iH �)+ 1
2 ln

2(H u)+
1X

n= 1

1
n2

h

1� (H u)n
i

: (3:43c)

Ofcourseonecan usethesem ethodsto perform theintegrationsin theoriginalorderand

with the originalvariablesofexpression (3.40). W e did itboth waysand com pared each

term asa check on accuracy.

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

form :
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: (3:44)

Ithasalready been shown thattheintegrationsover~r 0and ~r 00give:
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: (3:45)

* Although som etim esnotin term sofeitheru0 oru00.
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Ifweneglectterm soforder�,the\++"and \+�"variationsgivethefollowingexpressions:
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; (3:46a)
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2 u2 u00(u00� u0+ i�)2
: (3:46b)

The \��" and \�+" variationscan be obtained by com plex conjugation of(3.46a)and

(3.46b),respectively.

The �rstintegralin the \++" variation (3.46a)hasa sim ple result:

�
1

2u2

Z H � 1

u

du
0

Z H � 1

u0

du00

u00(u00� u0� i�)(u00� u � i�)
= (3:47a)
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� ln2
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+ 2ln(�iH �) ln(1� H u)� ln2(1� H u)
o

:

Notehow itillustratestheargum entsgiveninsub-section 2.7fortheinevitabilityofinfrared

logarithm swhen an ‘-loop graph contains‘logarithm icultravioletdivergences.Niceasit

isto haveexactexpressions,whatwereally wantisan asym ptoticexpansion forlatetim es

(u ! 0+ ):
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u00(u00� u0� i�)(u00� u � i�)
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(3:47b)

The asym ptoticexpansion forallof(3.46a)is:
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The analogousexpansion forthe \+�" variation (3.46b)is:
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Sum m ing these,along with the respective com plex conjugates for the \��" and \�+"

variations,gives:

#
�4H 2

27�4
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ln3(H u)

u4
+ B igl[

7

32
+
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16
ln(2)

i ln2(H u)
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+ O

�ln(H u)

u4

��

: (3:49)

Notethetriplelogterm s.From thediscussion ofsub-section 2.8weknow thatthesecannot

appearin thefullresult,* however,they do appearin piecesofitsuch asthisexam ple.An

im portantcheck on accuracy isthatthe sum ofallsuch triplelog term scancels.

M any,m any term ssuch as(3.44)em erge from step 3.Forexam ple,the 
 contraction

ofdiagram (4a)| which isalso diagram (2a)| consistsof842 term swhose integrands

contain a factorofln(H 2y2),301 term swhich contain ln(H 2w2),another301 term swhich

contain ln(H 2z2),and 1663 term swhich contain no logarithm atall. W hen allthe 3-3-3

integralsarecom puted and theresultssum m ed,the totalsare:

�(u)=
�4H 2
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: (3:50b)

where the three num bers between the square brackets refer to the contributions from

diagram s(2a),(2b)and (2c),respectively.Takingaccountof(3.27)thisgivesthefollowing

3-3-3 contributionsto thecoe�cientfunctionsa(u)and c(u):

a333(u)=
�4H 2
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� h
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+ O

�ln(H u)
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: (3:51b)

The results quoted above contain the contributions ofsom e degenerate term s whose

reduction isactually m uch m oreakin to thatofdiagram (2d),to bedescribed in thenext

* In factthe argum entof2.8 appliesforthe resultfrom any tripletofvertex operators. W e checked this
explicitly for the triplet in which the x� vertex operator is # 10 and the vertex operatorsat x0� and x00

�

areboth # 41.Step 3 in the reduction ofthistripletgives117 term scontaining a factorofln(H 2y2)and 77
term swith no logarithm s.

41



section.These term scom efrom theaction oftwo 0-com ponentderivativeson thenorm al

part(2.14a)ofan outerleg propagatorwhich connectstwo \+" vertices.Theverticescan

be eitherx� and x0� orx� and x00�.W hatsuch a double derivativereally givesis:

@0 @
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@0 @

0
0
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(3:52a)
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(�x � i�)2
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: (3:52b)

(Recallthat �u � u 0� u and �x � k~x 0� ~xk.) The reduction procedure outlined in

thissection accountsforallbuttheterm sproportionalto �(�u).They areoforder� but

su�ciently singularat~x = ~x 0thattheresultisa spacetim e delta function:*

�
H 2u2

4�2
�(�u)

�x

�
1

(�u + i�)2
�

1

(�x � i�)2

�

=
H 2u2

�2
i� �(�u)

(�x 2+ �2)2
(3:53a)

�! 
2 i�4(x0� x) : (3:53b)

Perform ing thenow trivialintegration overx0� causesthe3-3-3 diagram to degenerateto

the4-3topology ofdiagram (2d).Thereduction thereafteristhesam easwillbedescribed

in the nextsection.Ofcourse delta function term scan happen whenevera propagatoris

doubly di�erentiated.They give4-3diagram swhen eitherofthetwoouterlegpropagators

isa�ected;when one ofthe two innerpropagatorsisa�ected the degenerate diagram has

the topology of�gure (2e)and failsto contribute to leading orderforthe sam ereason.

* Sim ilarterm soforder�arisefrom thelogarithm partofthepropagatorbutthey arenotsingularenough
to survivein the unregulated lim it.
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4. T he 4{3 D iagram

The4-3diagram consistsofan outer4-pointvertex joined toafreely integrated 3-point

vertex asshown in Fig.5 below. From the discussion ofsub-section 2.7 we see thatthis

diagram can contributeatleading orderwhen a factorofln(H u)from integrating thefree

interaction vertex com bineswith a factorofln(H u)from an undi�erentiated propagator

logarithm .Thephysicalorigin ofthe�rstlogarithm isthegrowth in theinvariantvolum e

ofthepastlightcone,whilethesecond logarithm com esfrom theincreasing correlation of

the free graviton vacuum ofan in
ating universe.

��
��
��
��

����
3 3

µ ν

α βα β1 1

ρ σ

x’

σρ 3 31 1

ρ σ2 2

α β2 2
x

Fig.5: The tensorstructure ofthe 4-3 diagram .

The 4-3 diagram has an obvious 3-fold sym m etry,corresponding to perm utations of

lines1,2 and 3.In com puting such a highly sym m etric diagram itisnote�cientto fully

sym m etrizethevertex operatorsand then divideby thesym m etry factorof6.Thebetter

strategy isto sym m etrize the 4-pointvertex operatoronly on the externalline,and then

contract this partially sym m etrized vertex operator,through propagators,into the fully

sym m etrized 3-pointvertex operator.

W e can read o� the graviton 4-pointinteraction from expression (2.4):
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(Recallthat �  
�
� and t� � ��0.) Alm ostallofthisungainly expression can bechecked

againstpublished results[11]by taking the
atspacelim it:u = H �1 � tand H ! 0.The

procedureforpartially sym m etrizing a vertex wasdescribed atthebeginning ofSection 3.

Asan exam pleconsiderthe �nalterm in (4.1):

��2
2 1
u
 
�  ��  

��;

 
��

t� : (4:2)

Iftheindices� and � and thederivative@u representthedistinguished line,a valid partial

sym m etrization ofthisinteraction givesthefollowing vertex operators:

��2
2 1
u
�
�(� 2 �

�2)� @
(�1
2 �

�1)(�3 t�3) ; (4:3a)

44



��2
2 1
u
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�)(�3 t
�3)��1(�2 ��2)�1 ; (4:3b)

��2
2 1
u
@u �

�(� 1 �
�1)� t(�2 ��2)(�3 t�3) ; (4:3c)
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2 1
u
t
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�
�)(�1 @

�1)
3 �

�2(�3 ��3)�2 : (4:3d)

Thesearevertex operatorsi= 127;:::;130in Table4.Thefully sym m etrized cubicvertex

operatorsaregiven in Table5.They wereobtained by interchanging legs2 and 3 from the

Table3,butwehavetaken accountofsym m etriesto reducethe2� 43= 86 term sto only

75.

Theunprim ed vertex atx� is\+" typeand wem ustsum theprim ed vertex overboth

\+"and \�"variations.Sincethe(++)and (+�)propagatorsareidenticalforu0< u,the

relative m inussign between the two vertex assignm entsallowsusto restrictthe range of

integration to u � u0� H �1 .In thisregion the(+�)propagatoristhecom plex conjugate

ofthe (++) one,so we can write the totalcontribution ofthe 4-3 diagram as twice the

realpartofthe(++)term :

T
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43 � a43(u) �
�� + c43(u) t
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t
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= 2Re
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Z H � 1

u

du
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Z

d
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130X
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V
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i

h
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i

(x;x0) i

h
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75X

j= 1

V
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j

(x0;@01;@
0
2;@

0
3)

�

: (4:4)

Thesubscriptsiand jrefertoTables4and 5respectively.Recallthatwhereeach derivative

actsisindicated by prim esand subscripts. Forexam ple,the derivative @3 in the 4-point

vertex operatoractson the �rstargum entofthe propagatori[3� 3](x;x
0).The derivative

@u actson allu’sin the vertex and thethree propagators.

The entire calculation wasperform ed by com puterusing M athem atica [12]and Feyn-

Calc[13].The�rststep wastocontracteach pairofvertex operatorsintothethreeinternal
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propagatorand writetheresultsonto a �le.Thenextstep wasto acttheinternalderiva-

tives (@1�3 and @01�3) and store the results for each pair ofvertex operators. Selected

vertex pairswere com puted by hand to check the procedure.

i Vertex Operator i Vertex Operator
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Table 4: The partially sym m etrized quartic pseudo-graviton vertex operatorsV
���1�1� 2�2� 3�3
i

without

the factorof�2
2.
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Table 4: (continued from previouspage)
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i Vertex Operator i Vertex Operator
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Table 5: The fully sym m etrized cubic pseudo-graviton vertex operatorsV
�1�1�2�2�3�3
j

without

the factorof�
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.
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j Vertex Operator j Vertex Operator
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Table 5: (continued from previouspage)
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Asan exam ple,considerthecontraction ofthe i= 1 and j= 10 vertex operators:
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Notethatwehave dropped the order� term sin derivativesofw2:

@

@x�
w
2 = 2 w� � 2i� t� �! 2w� : (4:6)

The neglected term sa�ectultravioletdivergencesbutnotthe infrared term sofinterest.

The next step is to perform the spatialintegrations. The angular integrations give

a factor of4� and the radialintegralwas done by the m ethod ofcontours. W hen no
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logarithm ispresentwe obtain:
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The logarithm gives:
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The case ofN = 2 hasto be treated specially:
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Perform ing thespatialintegrationsforouri= 1,j= 10 vertex pairgives:
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The�nalstep isto integrateovertheconform altim eofthefreevertex.Theintegrand

always consists ofa num erator | which m ay contain a pair oflogarithm s | and a de-

nom inator| which containsup to two powersofu0,and up to seven powersofu0� u� i�.

Decom posing thedenom inatorby partialfractionsresultsin fourdistinctterm srequiring
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specialattention: (u0� u � i�),u0,u02 and (u0� u � i�)k for k > 1. W hen the pair of

logarithm sispresentthe fourdenom inatorsgive:
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where �(z;s;v)isthespecialfunction [14]:

�(z;s;v)�
1X

n= 0

zn

(v+ n)s
: (4:14)

and thearrow indicatestheleading in�nitesim al� contributions.W hen no logarithm sare

presenttheintegralsare sim pleenough thatwe giveonly the sm all� form s:

(i)

Z H � 1
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du0
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�! ln(1� H u)� ln(H �)+ i

2� ; (4:15)
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(ii)
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W e can now com plete the reduction ofthe contribution from the i= 1,j= 10 vertex

pair:
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Itisworth noting thatthecoe�cientoftheleading term forlatetim es| �6 u �4 ln2(H u)

| isoppositeto thatofthedoublelogarithm icultravioletdivergence| +6 u�4 ln2(2H �).

Thisisin sharp contrastto 3-3-3 contributionssuch as(3.47a)where an undi�erentiated

propagatorlogarithm isnotinvolved.Then theleading infrared contribution hasthesam e

sign asthedouble logarithm icultravioletdivergence.

Thesam esign phenom enon of(3.47a)wasexplained in sub-section 2.7.Theparam eter

� has dim ensions oflength so it can only appear in the com binations H � or �u�1 . The

dim ensionality of the conform altim e integrands shows that they converge even if the

upperlim it,H �1 ,diverges,so theonly factorsofln(H )can com efrom thesinglepossible

undi�erentiated propagator logarithm . W hen no such logarithm is present any double

logarithm icultravioletdivergence m usttakethe form :

ln2(�u�1 )= ln2(H �)� 2 ln(H �) ln(H u)+ ln2(H u) : (4:20)

One can understand why the opposite relation prevails in all4-3 contributions by the

need to avoid overlapping divergences. The 4-3 diagram containsonly two verticesso its
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ultravioletdivergences m ustbe prim itive;there cannotbe any non-localsub-divergences

such as ln(H �) ln(H u). The possibility ofln2(H �) is ruled out because no factors of

ln(H )can com e from the lim itsofintegration;the only ln(H )can com e from the single

possibleundi�erentiated propagatorlogarithm .So weareleftwith justonedim ensionally

consistentdouble ultravioletlogarithm :

ln2(H �)� ln2(H u)= ln2(�)+ 2 ln(�) ln(H )� 2 ln(H ) ln(u)� ln2(u) : (4:21)

Although the tensor algebra and derivatives ofthe 4-3 diagram are only m arginally

sim plerthan thatofthe m ostcom plicated 3-3-3 diagram (2a),the num berofterm sthey

produce ism uch sm aller. There are just39 integrandswhich contain ln(H 2w2)and only

57 which have no logarithm . W e have also seen thatthe integralsare sim ple enough for

exactresultsto beobtained.Although wedid this,wereportjusttheleading resultshere:
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5. Epilogue

W ecan now assem bletheresultsfrom thevariousdiagram sofFig.2.Com bining(3.51)

with (4.22) gives the following coe�cient functions for the am putated 1-point function

(2.19):
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ln2(H u)+ O
�
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Thefournum bersin each oftheseexpressionsrepresenttherespectivecontributionsfrom

diagram s(2a),(2b),(2c)and (2d).Asexplained in sub-section 2.9,diagram (2e)can only

contribute a singlefactorofln(H u)and diagram (2f)cannotcontribute any.
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Attaching the retarded G reen’sfunctionsdiscussed in sub-section 2.5 givesthe coe�-

cientfunctionsforthefull1-pointfunction (2.20):
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Noneofthefourcoe�cientfunctionsgiven aboveisfreeofgaugedependence.Thephysical,

gauge independent observable isthe com bination (2.24)which givesthe e�ective Hubble

constant.Ourresultforitis:

H e�(t)= H

�

1�
�
�H

4�

�4
� �

+
4309

54
�
1649

27
�
172

9
+
5

9

�

(H t)2 + O

�

H t

� �

+ O (�6)

�

(5:3a)

= H

�

1�
�
�H

4�

�4
�
1

6
(H t)2+ O

�

H t

� �

+ O (�6)

�

: (5:3b)

Although wehavegiven thecontribution from each diagram in (5.3a),only thesum (5.3b)

is really physicaland gauge independent. Still,it is worth pointing out that the pure

graviton diagram s| (2a)and (2d)| actto slow in
ation while the ghostdiagram s|

(2b)and (2c)| contribute in the oppositesense.

Thephysicalsigni�cance ofourresulthasbeen discussed elsewhere [4]buttwo points

should be m entioned here. First,we geta reduction in the e�ective Hubble constantdue

to the negative energy ofthe gravitationalinteraction between the zero pointm otionsof

gravitons.* Thistendency oughtto persistto allorders in perturbation theory. Second,

recallfrom sub-section 2.8 thatatm ost‘infrared logarithm scan appearat‘loops.This

m eansthatthe‘-loop contribution to the bracketed term in (5.3b)isatm ost:

�# (�H )2‘(H t)‘ : (5:4)

* Theinduced stress-energyisthatofnegativevacuum energy,toleadingorder,becausecausalityrestrictsthe
gravitationalinteraction totheconstantHubblevolum e.Theinduced energydensityisthereforeindependent
ofthe true volum e ofthe in
 ating universe,so the totalenergy is just E = V � and the pressure is p =
�@E =@V = ��.
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The bound is quite likely to be saturated because one can form higher loop graphs by

attaching the2-loop tadpolewehavecom puted.Butonein any caseobtainsthefollowing

estim ateforthenum berofe-foldingsneeded to end rapid in
ation:

N = H t� (�H )�2 : (5:5)

This is >� 1012 for in
ation at the G UT scale or below,which is m ore than enough to

explain thehom ogeneity and isotropy oftheobserved universe.Iftheunknown num erical

coe�cients in (5.4)fallo� less rapidly than ‘ �1 then the end ofrapid in
ation is likely

to be quite abrupt because allorders willbecom e strong at once. This augurs wellfor

reheating.

W eturn now toadiscussion ofaccuracy.Thestrongestcheckson theconsistency ofour

basicform alism and theaccuracy ofourim plem entation areprovided by theone-loop self-

energy.Thisquantity wasrelatively sim pleto obtain [15]becausetechnicalconsiderations

com pelled us to com pute the inner loops of diagram s (2a) and (2b) before doing the

outerloop contractionsand acting the outerloop derivatives. W e checked thatthe one-

loop self-energy hastheappropriatere
ection sym m etry,thatitobeystheW ard identity,

and that it agrees, for H ! 0 at �xed t, with the 
at space self-energy 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 sym m etry is a non-trivialtest ofour

program sforthetensoralgebra.Italsocheckstheprogram sfortakingderivativesbecause

the orderofdi�erentiation breaksm anifestre
ection sym m etry.The W ard identity tests

the apparatusofgauge �xing,oursolutionsforthe ghostand graviton propagators,and

the3-pointinteraction vertices.Italsoprovidesapowerfulindependentcheck ofthetensor

algebra and derivative program s. In addition to giving further independent tests for all

these things,the 
atspace lim itcheckstheoverallfactorand the sign.

One ofthe m ajor com plications in com puting diagram (2a) was that the num ber of
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interm ediateexpressionsbecom esprohibitiveifoneattem ptstoperform thetensoralgebra

allat once,even for a single \trio" ofvertex operators.* This is why we �rst did the

innerloop tensoralgebra and acted the innerloop derivativesforeach pairofinnerloop

vertices,then sum m ed theresultsand projected thelengthy totalontoabasisform ed from

products ofthe 79 independent 4-index objects and the 10 possible contracted outerleg

derivatives. Each basiselem entwith a non-zero coe�cientwascontracted into the outer

loop propagators and the outer vertex operators,and the various outer loop derivatives

were acted.Then theinnerloop coe�cientswere m ultiplied and theresultssum m ed.

The cum bersom e nature ofthis procedure caused us m uch anxiety and we devised

a num ber of ways to check it. First, a program was written to check the inner loop

projection by sim ply sum m ing the productofeach basiselem entwith itscoe�cientand

then com paring with the originalexpression. 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 ofcourse we used the sam e stored expressionsforthe

verticesand propagators.Third,itwasnottoo tim e consum ing to perform allthe tensor

algebra atonce fora single \trio" ofvertex operators. Thiswasdone forthe case where

the vertex operator at x� is # 10 in Table 3,and where those at x0� and x00
� are both

# 41.Thederivativeswere then acted (using a di�erentprogram from the usualone)and

the result com pared with what our standard program s give. The sam e calculation was

perform ed by hand asan additionalcheck.

Diagram (2b) was com puted using the sam e program s as for (2a),so itsaccuracy is

checked by thatof(2a).An additionaltestwasprovided by thefactthatno undi�erenti-

ated propagatorlogarithm scan com e from ghostlines.* W e checked thatthe integrands

* The problem is that expanding the four propagators gives 64 = 1296 term s,each ofwhich involves a
contraction over16 indices.

* To see this note thatthe 10 verticesofTable 2 have eithera a factorof@2 ora factoroft� 2 | which
accessesonly the norm alpartofthe propagator.
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for (2b) are indeed free ofln(H 2y2),and that those ofdiagram (2c) are free ofeither

ln(H 2w2)orln(H 2z2).

Our greatest worry was the com plicated integrations of3-3-3 diagram s. W e checked

these a num ber ofways. First,we did a large num ber ofexam ples by hand. Second,

thetwo authorswroteindependentintegration schem es.The�rstofthesedid each radial

integration independently by them ethod ofcontoursand changed variablesasnecessary so

thatonly the �nalconform altim e integration needed to be expanded.Thisprogram also

com puted thefour\�" variationsseparately.Thesecond program did theradialintegrals

by di�erentiating generating functions. The conform altim e integrationswere carried out

in thestandard order,expanding whenevernecessary.Thissecond program also added the

\�" variationsoftheintegrandsbefore evaluating the integral.W eran thetwo program s

foreach ofthethousandsofterm sand then scanned theresultsto m akesurethey agreed.

One ofthe strongest checks on the accuracy ofthe 3-3-3 diagram s derives from our

proofin sub-section 2.8 thateach \trio" ofverticesforeach ofthe3-3-3 diagram sm ustbe

free oftriple log term s| u�4 ln3(H u).Asm entioned there,and aswe saw explicitly in

(3.49),thisisnottrueforeach oftheintegrandswhich em ergefrom step 3ofourreduction

procedure.Yetwhen theresultsfrom integratingthethousandsofdistinctintegrandswere

sum m ed,the triple logscancelled for each diagram . W e also checked thatour program s

show thiscancellation separately forthepreviously m entioned 10-41-41 vertex triad.

W e fretted long about how to check the 4-3 diagram (2d). Ofcourse it is partially

checked by the3-3-3 diagram sby virtueofthefactthatallusethesam estored expression

forthegraviton propagator,and sincetheirtensoralgebra and derivativeaction program s

arebased on thesam eschem e.Oneofourbigworrieswasthedi�erentvertices.W echecked

the fully sym m etrized 3-point vertex by having the com puter sym m etrize the partially

sym m etrized vertex ofTable3.W ealso wrotea program in which thecom puterproduces

fully sym m etrized 3-point and 4-point vertex operators from the respective interaction
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Lagrangians(3.6)and (4.1).These werecom pared directly with ourstored expression for

the sym m etrized 3-pointvertex;ofcourse we had to (com puter)sym m etrize our4-point

vertex before com paring it.

Asan additionalcheck on the4-3diagram ,wecom pared theoutputfrom ourprogram s

with a hand com putation ofthe resultforvertex operator# 1 atx� and # 10 atx0�.Itis

also worth pointing outthatthe4-3 integrationsarevastly sim plerthan thoseofthe3-3-3

diagram s.In factonly the singleterm (4.11)can contribute atleading order.

Finally,there isthe factthatthe resultisplausible. Quantum gravity isnoton-shell

�nite at one loop when the cosm ologicalconstant is non-zero [17],so one has to expect

ultravioletdivergencesofthe form ln2(�)attwo loops. Since � hasdim ensionsoflength,

logarithm sofitm ustcom ein theform ln(�u�1 )and ln(H �).W eshowed in sub-section 2.7

thatonly asinglefactorofln(H )can occur,sotherem ustbeatleastoneln(u),and wecan

think ofno reason why two should notoccur. The reason why these infrared logarithm s

act to slow in
ation is that they represent the negative gravitationalinteraction energy

between the zero point m otions ofgravitons. At the risk ofputting too m uch faith in

gauge-dependentresultsonecan even understand thatpure graviton diagram sshould act

to slow in
ation,and thatthe ghostdiagram sshould dim inish thise�ect.*

There is also a good physicalinterpretation for infrared logarithm s. The up to two

powers of ln(H u) that derive from integrating factors of u0�1 and u00�1 represent the

invariant volum e of the past lightcone as viewed from the observation point [2]. The

single ln(H u) which can com e from an undi�erentiated propagator logarithm represents

theever-increasing correlation ofthefreegraviton vacuum in an in
ating universe.Ithas

longbeen known thattheassum ption ofcorrelated deSittervacuum overan in�nitesurface

ofsim ultaneity leads to a divergence in the propagator. (Thiswas �rst proved by Allen

* The nearcancellation between the two classesis perhaps explicable from the factthat the gauge � xed
graviton � eld carrieseightunphysicalm odesand only two physicalones. Attwo loopsthism eansroughly
102 = 100 m ode pairsofwhich the ghostloopsm ustrem oveallbut22 = 4.
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and Folacci[18].Seealso [7]and thereferencescited therein.) Infrared logarithm sarethe

causalm anifestation ofthise�ectwhen oneapproachesan in�nitesurface ofsim ultaneity

by in
ating a �nite patch ofcorrelated de Sittervacuum .

In sum ,theprocedureweused should work,itgivesareasonableresult,and every care

hasbeen taken toensureaccuracy.However,wedonotwish thisdiscussion toconveyafalse

senseofinfallibility.W ehavebeen schooled in hum ility by thedisconcerting experienceof

detectingerrorseven afterthe�naloneseem ed tohavebeen expunged.Itm ustbestressed

that this was an enorm ously com plicated piece ofwork. Only one other two-loop result

has ever been obtained in quantum gravity [19],and it was con�ned to the ultraviolet

divergentpartoftheon-shelle�ectiveaction forzero cosm ologicalconstant.W e feelvery

strongly thatcom putercalculationson thisscaleshould beregarded asexperim entswhose

resultsrequire independentveri�cation before they can be com pletely trusted.W e would

be happy to cooperatewith anyone wishing to undertake even a partialcheck.

W e conclude by brie
y discussing a perturbative issue which dem andsfurtherstudy:

thecaseofanegativecosm ologicalconstant.Thisisinterestingin itsown rightand because

itm ay haverelevance to theperiod afterrapid in
ation hasended,when an energetically

favored phase transition would be expected to generate a negative e�ective cosm ological

constant. Two qualitative questions are ofgreat im portance: are there strong infrared

e�ectsfrom quantum gravity? and,do they tend to resistthecontraction ofspacetim e?

Carefulconsideration ofthee�ectforpositivecosm ologicalconstantleadsto thecon-

clusion thatitderivesfrom thecom bination ofthree features:

(1) Propagatorswhich do notoscillateorfallo� overlargetem poralseparations;

(2) An interaction ofdim ension three;

(3) The factthatthe invariantvolum eofthepastlightconeincreaseswithoutbound.

The lasttwo are certainly true as wellfor a negative cosm ologicalconstant. In fact the
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causalstructure ofanti-de Sitter space allows one to access spatialin�nity after only a

�nite am ountoftim e.The non-trivialissue isthe propagator.The usualprescription for

de�ning whathappensatspatialin�nity isto im pose re
ective boundary conditions[20].

These are enforced m athem atically by a negative im age source atthe antipodalpoint,so

they m akepropagatorsfallo� too rapidly to givea big infrared e�ect.

W e believe that re
ective boundary conditions are reasonable for Euclidean anti-de

Sitterspace because itsantipodalpointsare notpartofthe m anifold. However,the an-

tipodalpointsoftheM inkowskisignatureform alism areon them anifold.In thiscasethe

use ofre
ective boundary conditions im plies the physicalabsurdity that every source of

stressenergy hasan antipodalanti-source. Itisnotreasonable to suppose a m an isfor-

bidden to shakehis�st(which generatesgravitationalradiation)withoutthecooperation

ofsom eone ofthe otherside ofthe Universe.

Them oresensibleboundary conditionsseem to betransm issive,in which inform ation

is allowed to 
ow to spatialin�nity without hindrance. These do not lead to a globally

well-posed initialvalueproblem ,butthey do m akephysicalsenselocally.Thepropagator

associated with thiscondition doesnotfallo� rapidly enough to preclude a largeinfrared

e�ect.Itshould alsobenoted thatargum entsin theliteratureaboutthestability ofsuper-

gravity orsuperstringson an antide Sitterbackground are based on re
ective boundary

conditions.*

Itisvery m uch m oredi�cultto determ inewhetherquantum gravity m akesa negative

� universe collapse slower or faster. Localconsiderations com pelus to the view that

gravitationalinteraction energy should stillbe negative. However,the factthatthe sign

ofthe dim ension three coupling changesm akesithard to say whatthisdoes.(Note that

the 1-pointfunction isodd in the 3-pointvertex.) An additionalcom plication isthatwe

can no longercounton the induced stresstensorto bethatofpure vacuum energy.That

* W e areindebted to I.Antoniadisforbringing thispointto ourattention.
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itcam e outthisway forthe case ofpositivecosm ologicalconstantderivesfrom the �nite

causalhorizon ofde Sitter space,which m eans that the gravitationalinteraction energy

density m ustbeindependentofthetruevolum e.Thisisnottrueforanti-deSitterspace.

And it is worth recalling that in
ation is driven by the negative pressure ofa positive

cosm ologicalconstant;the positive energy density servesasa drag on expansion.So itis

conceivablethatnegative� quantum gravity inducesa negativeenergy density,whilestill

resisting contraction by virtueofgenerating lessthan an equaland oppositepressure.
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